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DoD stabilization for higher-order advection in
two dimensions

Florian Streitbiirger, Gunnar Birke, Christian Engwer, Sandra May

Abstract When solving time-dependent hyperbolic conservation laws on cut cell
meshes one has to overcome the small cell problem: standard explicit time stepping
is not stable on small cut cells if the time step is chosen with respect to larger
background cells. The domain of dependence (DoD) stabilization is designed to solve
this problem in a discontinuous Galerkin framework. It adds a penalty term to the
space discretization that restores proper domains of dependency. In this contribution
we introduce the DoD stabilization for solving the advection equation in 2d with
higher order. We show an L? stability result for the stabilized semi-discrete scheme
for arbitrary polynomial degrees p and provide numerical results for convergence
tests indicating orders of p + 1 in the L' norm and between p + 5 and p + 1 in the
L® norm.

1 Introduction

Modern simulations often require to mesh complex geometries. One approach that is
particularly suited for this purpose are embedded boundary meshes. One simply cuts
the geometry out of a structured background mesh, resulting in cut cells along the
boundary of the embedded object. Cut cells have different shapes and can become
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arbitrarily small. In the context of solving time-dependent hyperbolic conservation
laws this causes the small cell problem: for standard explicit time stepping, the
scheme is not stable on small cut cells when the time step is chosen with respect to
the larger background cells.

Existing solution approaches in a finite volume regime are typically bound to at
most second order, see for example the flux redistribution method [6 [7]], the h-box
method [15 5], the mixed explicit-implicit scheme [18]], the dimensionally split
approach [[17,[13]], or the state redistribution (SRD) method [4]. An exception is the
extension of the active flux method to cut cell meshes [[16], which aims for third
order.

For discontinuous Galerkin (DG) schemes it is significantly easier to achieve
higher order. The development of DG schemes that overcome the small cell problem
has only started very recently. Some work relies on cell merging, e.g. [20], other
work on algorithmic solution approaches such as the usage of a ghost penalty term
as done by Fu and Kreiss [[11]] or the extension of the SRD method to a DG setting
by Giuliani [12].

Another approach, proposed previously by the authors, is the Domain-of-
Dependence (DoD) stabilization. In this approach, a penalty term is added on small
cut cells that restores the proper domains of dependence in the neighborhood of small
cut cells and therefore makes standard explicit time stepping stable again. In [9] we
first introduced the DoD stabilization for linear advection in 1d and 2d for linear
polynomials only. In [19], we extend the stabilization in 1d to non-linear systems
and higher order. For the extension to higher order in 1d we found that it is necessary
to add an extra term in the stabilization, which adjusts the mass distribution within
inflow neighbors of small cut cells. With this term it is possible to show an L?
stability result for the semi-discrete setting (keeping the time continuous) in 1d [19].

In this contribution, we partially extend the 1d results from [[19] to 2d by solving
linear advection with higher order polynomials. For the case of a planar ramp geom-
etry we show an L? stability result for the semi-discrete setting. We will also provide
corresponding numerical results. These results show the expected convergence or-
ders of p + 1 for polynomial degree p in the L' norm. In the L* norm, we observe
a slight decay, resulting in convergence orders between p + % and p + 1.

2 Problem setup

Within the scope of this work, we will focus on the 2d linear advection equation

us +{B,Vu) =0 in Qx (0,7), (1)
u=g on 9Q™ x (0,7), )
u = ug on Q x {t = 0}. 3)

We denote by Q an open, connected domain in R? and by dQ its boundary. The
inflow boundary is defined as Q™ := {x € dQ : (B(x),n(x)) < 0} with n € R?
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Fig. 1 Construction of cut cell mesh M, for the case of a ramp geometry: We intersect the

structured background mesh /T/I\h of a larger rectangular domain Q > Q with the domain Q. Here,
Q has a ramp geometry described by the angle y. This results in cut cells E = E N Q along the
ramp, where E € M, is an element of the background mesh.

being the outer unit normal vector on Q. Analogously, we define Q" := {x €
A : (B(x),n(x)) > 0}. Moreover, 8 € R? is the velocity field and (-, -) the standard
scalar product in R?.

For simplicity and brevity of presentation, we will focus in this presentation on
the case of a ramp geometry with a constant velocity field 8 € R?, which is parallel
to the ramp. The geometry setup and mesh creation is sketched in figure[I] We refer
to the internal and external faces of our mesh My, as

[ine = {eEl,Ez =0E|; NJE, ’E],EQ € My and E| # E; and |eg, E,| > 0} , @
Iext ={eg =0ENIQ | E € My and |eg| >0}, (®))

with |e| denoting the length of an edge e. We then further split ey in Text.care and
Iextramp: I'ext,cart contains all Cartesian boundary faces and I'ex;ramp contains the
boundary faces along the ramp that were created by cutting out the ramp geometry.
On the partition Mj,, we define the discrete function space "V,f (Mp) € L2(Q)

by
VY (Mn) = {vi € L*(Q) | VE € My, vi|e € PP(E)}, (6)

where PP denotes the polynomial space of degree p.
On a face e between two adjacent cells E; and E, i.e., e = 0E; N JE,, we define
the scalar-valued average as

1
o} = 5 unle, +nl,),
and the jump to be vector-valued as
Lunl = unle ne, +unle,ne,, )

with ng, denoting the outer unit normal vector of cell E;, i = 1,2. With these
prerequisites we can now define the scheme that we use to solve ().

We use a method of lines approach: we first discretize in space and then in time.
The unstabilized semi-discrete scheme is given by: Find uj, (¢) € (Vf (Mp,) such that

(dup (1), wi) g2 +a,”" (up(6), wi) + 1 (wp) =0 Ywy € VE(Mp),  (8)
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with

a,™ (up, wp) = — Z /Euh (B, Vawp) dx + Z /(ﬁ,m@thhdS
EeM, e€lex V€

©)
o 3 (e 6D + 18I ] Do) s,
eelyy v ¢
— (S]
ln(wp) == Z /(ﬁ,n> g wpds. (10)

e€lex V€

Here, (-,-);2 denotes the standard scalar product in L?>(Q) and n, € R? is a unit
normal on a face e (of arbitrary but fixed orientation). We define the negative and
positive parts of x € R as x® := MT_X and x® := ‘x‘% Note that that the standard
upwind flux is used in the definition of a,™

The proposed stabilization modifies the space discretization, whereas in time we
are free to use a time stepping scheme of our choice. We will use standard explicit
strong stability preserving (SSP) Runge Kutta (RK) schemes [14].

3 Stabilization terms

The stabilization is designed as an additional term Jj, that is added to the semi-
discrete formulation in (8). The DoD stabilized semi-discrete scheme is then given
by: Find uy, (1) € VP (M) such that

(dyun (t), wn) g2 + " (up (), wi) + T (un (), wi)

11
+1y (Wh) =0 Ywy, € (V}f)(Mh) (1D

The stabilization term Jj, is given by

Tn Qo wi) =I5, wi) + J) (up, wp) = Z (JE’E(uh,Wh) +12’E(uh,wh))-
Eecr

We define ]2’E and J ;lE in detail below. The set 7 denotes the set of small cut cells
that need stabilization. For a planar cut in 2d, there are 3-sided, 4-sided, and 5-sided
cut cells. In [9]], we have shown (see Lemma 3.5), that for the considered setup, it
is sufficient to stabilize triangular cut cells only. For a triangular cut cell E¢ in our
setup, each edge has a different boundary condition, see figure [2}

* On the boundary edge epqy we have a no-flow boundary condition as the flow is
parallel to the ramp.

e QOut of the two remaining edges, one edge is the inflow edge ei,, which is charac-
terized by <,8, nE\:u[> <0.
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Fig. 2 Triangular cut cell

* Theremaining edge is the outflow edge ey, which is characterized by ( B.n Em} >

0.

Thus we can uniquely define an inflow neighbor Ej, and an outflow neighbor E
for a triangular cut cell E .

If the time step is chosen according to the size of the larger background cells and
does not respect the size of small cut cells, then, physically, mass passes within one
time step from the inflow cell Ej, through the small cut cell E.y into the outflow
cell Eqy. The idea behind the DoD stabilization is to make this possible by directly
passing part of the mass that enters E.y from Ej, into the outflow neighbor E,;.
This way we restore the domain of dependence of the outflow neighbor E,, and
make sure that the small cut cell E.; only keeps as much mass as it can hold. For
the latter one we define the concept of capacity below.

In order to create this flux of information between the inflow neighbor and the
outflow neighbor of Ecy, we introduce an extension operator: The operator L5
extends a function uy, € (Vlf’ fromacell E’ € M), to the whole domain Q. This simply
corresponds to evaluating a polynomial outside its original support. In particular,
we will evaluate the polynomial solution defined on cell Ej, to E.y. We will refer to
this both as L%’ﬁ (upn)(x), x € Ecy, as well as simply as ug, (x) to ease notation.

With these prerequisites we can now define ]2 and J }l Generally, the terms of the
DoD stabilization target two different goals:

. Jg aims for redistributing the mass among the small cut cells and their neighbors
appropriately. It therefore consists of cell interface terms.

e J ;11 aims for redistributing the mass within the small cut cells and their neighbors
appropriately. It therefore consists of volume terms.

The term Jg’E is given by

Ty (unswn) =ne | (L3 un) = un) (B, [wal)) ds, (12)

€out

with the stabilization parameter g defined below. Note that we only redistribute
mass across outflow edges of small cut cells and that we use the extended solution of
the inflow neighbor to determine the size of the correction. The term J ;lE is given
by
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LLE
Iy E o) = e [ (L5 G0) = ua) (B L5 (Twn) = Twn)de. (13
E

This term is designed to adjust the mass distribution primarily within the small cut
cell E and secondarily within its neighbor. Note that we apply the extension operator
to both the discrete solution and the test function from inflow neighbor Ej,. In [9],
where we only considered piecewise linear polynomials, we proposed a different
formulation of J }le , which did not contain the term L%;(th). In 1d [19], we
found that when going to higher order one can run into instabilities without this extra
term. In addition, with this augmented definition of J ,L’E we are able to show an L2
stability result for the semi-discrete scheme, which we will present below.

Both stabilization terms are scaled with the stabilization parameter ng. We set
ne = 1 — ag 1/¢2p+1) With the capacity ag ., and p being the polynomial degree of
the discrete function space. We define the capacity of a cut cell E, see [9], as

w ] 1
At [, (B.ng)®ds

, we (0,1]. (14)

QE, = Min

For w = 1, the capacity estimates the fraction of the inflow that is allowed to flow
into the cut cell E and stay there without producing overshoot. Note that by definition
0<neg <1

3.1 L? stability for semi-discrete scheme

In the following we will show an L? stability result for the stabilized semi-discrete
scheme for an arbitrary polynomial degree p. Generally, the L? stability result for the
considered ramp setup is influenced by the inflow and outflow across Q™ and HQ°!
during the time (0, 7). Note that only Cartesian faces e € ey cart are contained in
AQ™ U QU as we have a no-flow boundary condition for faces e € I'ex,ramp along
the ramp. Our goal here is to show that L? stability still holds true for the stabilized
scheme with cut cells being present, and not to analyze the influence of the inflow
and outflow on the L? stability. We will therefore for simplicity assume that the
solution has compact support inside Q during the considered time interval (0, T)
and does not intersect the Cartesian boundary, i.e. supp(u) N (4Q™ U Q") = 0,
which implies that we have a homogeneous right hand side during the whole time
frame (0, T') and in particular that there is no in- or outflow.

Theorem 1. Consider the advection equation (1)) for the setup of a ramp with constant
velocity field B = (B1,B2)". Let the solution u have compact support during the
considered time interval (0,T) and supp(u) N (OQ" U dQ°) = 0. Let uy,(t), with
up(t) € (V]f for any fixed t, be the solution to the stabilized semi-discrete problem
(TO). Then, the solution satisfies for all t € (0,T)

llun (22 < lun(0)lz2(q) -
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Proof. Setting wj, = up(t) in (TT)) and ignoring boundary contributions with respect
to 0Q™, we get

(dyur (1), un (1) 2 + @)™ (i (1), un (1)) + Jn (up (1), up (1)) = 0.

Integration of the first term in time yields

t t d 1
| @ de= [* LS 0l g dr
1 1
= 5 lun ()72 = 5 w72 g
and it remains to show that for any fixed ¢

ap™ (up (1), un (1)) + Jn (up (1), un (1)) = 0.

We will first discuss azpw and then Jj,. (We will drop the explicit time dependency

in the following for brevity.)
By definition of @,” and ignoring outflow across 9Q°", there holds

al;lpw(uh,uh)z— Z Lull (B, Vipup) dx

EeM;

o 3 [ (0 6L+ 5165001 Qus] L D) s

e€lin €

For the integral term we rewrite

(v (a2 \ac=— [ (Lg2).
—/Euh(ﬁ,vhuh)dx— '/EV (zﬁuh)dx— ./aE(Z'Buh) nds.

Let us first consider a standard Cartesian cell E; with edges as shown in figure [3]
Then, for 8 = (81, 8>)", there holds

1 1 1 1
—/uh (B, Vhup)dx = —/ —ﬁluids—/ —ﬁzu,zzds+/ —ﬁluids+/ —ﬁzu,zzds.
E el 2 822 632 e42

€2

es Eq er Ej

ey

Fig. 3 Setup for Cartesian cells
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For the edge terms in a " let us consider the internal edge e, connecting £ and E».
Then, (using from now on the notation u g+ to indicate that we evaluate the discrete
solution from cell E’, potentially outside of its original support)

/ ({{uh}}w D) + 2 (8.0 T [[uh]n)ds
=/ (%,31(1415l +ug,)(Ug, —ug,) + %ﬁl(“El - ME2)2) ds

:/eﬁl ((uEl)z—uEluEz)ds.

Combining this with the corresponding contributions for edge e¢; from the volume
terms from cells £} and E,, we get

_Ll %BI(ME1)2 ds+ -/el %ﬁl(”Ez)z ds
o [ (b L)+ 38 ne ) d s)
f( Bi(ug,)* = Prug,ug, + ﬁl(MEz) )ds
= ./e, %,81 (uEl —uE2)2 ds.

Let us now add the cut cells. For the small triangular cut cell E., with the notation
from ﬁgure we get with 8 = (81, 81)7

1 1 1
—/ up (B, Vypup)dx = —/ (—,Bui) -nds = — —ﬁgui ds+/ —ﬁlui ds.
Ecut OEy 2 €out 2 €in 2

Therefore, taking the boundary term in aflpw into account as well as the contribution
from the volume term of cell Ej,, we get for the edge ei,

ﬁl(%E,,,)2 dS+/ —Bi1(ug,)* ds

€in

R / ,, ({{uh}} (8. Lun D)+ 2 (Bone ] s [[uh]]>) .

1 1
=/ =B1(ug,)* = Brug,uE,, + 5P (uE,)" | ds
€in 2 2

1
= / zﬁl (uEin - chut)z dS.
€in

We obtain a similar term for edge ey, involving solutions from cells E.y and
Eout. Therefore, ignoring boundary contributions across dQ™ U Q%" due to the
assumption of compact support, there holds
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a™ (unsun) = ) % / 1B, (Lunll [un]) ds. (15)

e€lin

Therefore, without the stabilization term Jj,, there holds L2 stability.
Let us now add the stabilization term

In(un,un) = Z Ty s up) + 105 (g u,).
Eel

We only stabilize small triangular cells of type E.. There holds

IPE i up) = g | (ug, = upy) B [un]) ds

€out

— 2
- nEcul ﬁ2 (uEinchul - uEin quut - (chut) + chulquul) dS.

€out

We now consider J!-Feu given by

];;Ecm(uh, I/lh) = NEq / (MEin - chu&) <ﬁ9 VuEin - VMECU[> dx.
ECU[
With 8 = (81, 82)T, there holds

1
Ty B (up un) = Ny, / v (E’B(uEi“ - uE°"t)2) @

cut

1
=1NE., / (Eﬁ(uEm - chu[)Z) -nds
aEC]-lt

1 1
= nEcu( / (EﬂZ(uEm - chul)z) ds - nEcu( / (Eﬁl(uEm - chut)z) ds’

As 0 < ng,, < 1, the negative term over the edge e;, can be compensated with

the edge term fe Bi (%(uEm - chm)z) ds from a, " in (I5). For the edge eoy, we

upw
h

collect all terms from JO-Fat and J1-Ea to get
nE / ﬂz(ME- UEwy = UE UEy — (UEwW)? + UEUE, + 1(ME- —UE )2) ds
cut n cut n out cut cut out 2 n cut
€out
1 ) 1 2
= nEcut ﬁ2 E(uEin) - E(MEcul) - uEinquul + chulquul dS
€out

1
2

1

zﬁz(chul - MEoul)2 ds'

= NEcu ﬁZ(uEin - quu()Q ds — ne

€out €out
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The right term in the last line involves the standard jump over edge e, and (same as
for edge ejn) can be compensated with its positive counterpart in the sum in (I3)). The
first term in the last line consists of a new extended jump involving the difference of
the solution of cell Ej, and the solution of cell Ey, both evaluated on the outflow
edge eout. This concludes the proof.

4 Numerical results

In this section, we present numerical results for the linear advection equation in 2d
using higher order polynomials for the ramp setup introduced above for different
angles vy, see ﬁgure We choose Q = (0, 1)? and start the ramp at x = 0.2001. For
the definition of the initial data, we use a rotated and shifted coordinate system (£, §)
that we derive from the standard Cartesian coordinate system (x, y) by

£\ _[cosy siny) (x-0.2001 (16)
$) ~ \-siny cosy y )

This newly described coordinate system is defined in such a way that the £-direction
is parallel and the y-direction is orthogonal to the ramp. In this coordinate system,
the velocity field 8 and the smooth initial data are given by

o 1 o V2rk
B(X,9) =2 (0) ,  up(%,¥) =sin (m) .
We derive the inflow conditions on 0€;, from the exact solution. We compute the
discrete solution at time 7 = 0.3 using polynomials of degrees p = 1,2, 3. In time
we use an SSP RK scheme of the same order as the space discretization. We compute
the time step Az by

h
At <

<04———. 17
2+ 1115l an

Here, h = 1/N with N being the number of cells in x- and y-direction on Q.

The implementation is based on the DUNE [2| [1]] framework, the cut-cell DG
extension dune-udg package [8, 3] and its integration with dune-pdelab. The
geometry is represented as a discrete level set function, using vertex values. Based
on this representation the cut cells and their corresponding quadrature rules are
constructed via the TPMC library [10].

In figure[d] we show convergence results for ramp angles of y = 25° and y = 45°
in the L' and L™ norm. In the L' norm we observe convergence orders that are
(roughly) p + 1 for polynomials of degree p for both angles. In the L™ norm, the
results are between p + % and p + 1 with less decay for even polynomial degrees. This
is overall consistent with the findings of Giuliani [12] who reports for the annulus
test for the L™ error orders between p + % and p + 1 for polynomials of degrees
p=1,....,5.
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L> - error, y=25"

10-3 LY - error, y=25" 10-1
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10710 L : : : : : 1078 1= T T T : :
50 60 70 80 90 100 50 60 70 80 90 100
N N

Fig. 4 Convergence orders in L' and L™ norm for the error at time T = 0.3 for a ramp geometry
with y = 25° and y = 45° and different polynomial degrees p =1, 2, 3.

5 Conclusion

In this contribution, we introduce the formulation of the DoD stabilization for the
linear advection equation for higher order polynomials. Compared to [9], where we
only considered linear polynomials, we have augmented the penalty term J }IIE to
also involve the extended test function of the inflow neighbor of a small cut cell. For
this new formulation, we show an L2 stability result for the semi-discrete stabilized
scheme for the ramp geometry. We also provide numerical results for a smooth test
function, showing convergence rates between p + % and p + 1 for polynomial degree
p-. In the future, we plan to extend the stabilization to non-linear problems in 2d.
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