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Abstract

The weighted essentially non-oscillatory technique using a stencil of 2r points (WENO-2r) is an interpolatory method
that consists in obtaining a higher approximation order from the non-linear combination of interpolants of  + 1 nodes.
The result is an interpolant of order 2r at the smooth parts and order » 4+ 1 when an isolated discontinuity falls at any
grid interval of the large stencil except at the central one. Recently, a new WENO method based on Aitken-Neville’s
algorithm has been designed for interpolation of equally spaced data at the mid-points and presents progressive order
of accuracy close to discontinuities. This paper is devoted to constructing a general progressive WENO method for
non-necessarily uniformly spaced data and several variables interpolating in any point of the central interval. Also,
we provide explicit formulas for linear and non-linear weights and prove the order obtained. Finally, some numerical
experiments are presented to check the theoretical results.
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1. Introduction and review

In the last years, WENO methods have been developed and used in several applications, mainly to obtain numerical
solutions of partial differential equations (PDEs) but also in other fields, such as image processing or computer-aided
design (see e.g. [6, 14, 15]). The idea is to compute a non-linear combination of interpolations through polynomials
of degree r, aiming to obtain the maximum possible order 2r when the data is free of discontinuities, and order r + 1
at the non-smooth parts. In what follows, we briefly review the method. Let us denote as X a uniform partition of
the interval [a, b] in J subintervals:

X={w}ly, zi=a+i-h, h=

and consider the point-value discretization of a piecewise smooth function f at the nodes z;,

fi=f(z;),i=0,...,J, f:{fi}iJ:O'

In this setting, the WENO method with 2r nodes interpolates at the mid-point of the interval (z;_1,x;), denoted by
x;_1, using the stencil S" = {x;_,, -+ ,Zitr—1}. We construct this interpolation by means of the following convex

combination:

I2T 1 Zwkpk é ) (1)

where wj > 0, k= 0,---,r — 1 are non-linear (data-dependent) positive weights such that y ;_ Owk =1, and pj, are
the Lagrange interpolants with nodes S}, = {Zi—r+k, * , Titk }-
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The values of the weights wj, are designed to obtain an order of accuracy 2r at x;_ 1 when the function is smooth
in the large stencil, as follows: There are optimal weights C}, > 0, with k = 0,...,r — 1 that satisfy the following

equality:
r—1
pgril (%‘7%) = ZCIZPZ (%‘7%) :
k=0

A formula for these values is obtained in [6]:

1 2r
Cr — k=0.---.1r—1. 2
k 92r—1 (2k+ 1)’ ’ T ( )
As stated in [15], the weights wj, satisfy
wp,=CL+0Mh"), k=0, ,r—1, (3)

at smooth zones, with x > r — 1, thus assuring that the interpolation in (I]) attains order of accuracy 2r

Pl y) =2 iy 1) = O0).

2

In |12, [15], @) is achieved via the following expressions:

r ! r Ci
Wy = ——1—, Whereay = —"—  k=0,---,r—1 (4)
Ej:é a; (E =+ Ik)t

In the previous expression, the parameter ¢ is an integer that assures maximum order of accuracy close to the dis-
continuities. The parameter € > 0 is introduced to avoid divisions by zero, and is usually forced to take the size of
the smoothness indicators at smooth zones. In our numerical tests, we will set it to € = h2. The values I} are called
smoothness indicators for f(x) on each sub-stencil of » points.

Since it was first introduced in [15], several successive improvements have been proposed for WENO algorithms.
They have been focused on enhancing their accuracy, efficiency, and robustness in approximating solutions to hyperbolic
conservation laws, but also on extending their applicability to other contexts such as approximation and interpolation
of data. Initially introduced by Liu, Osher, and Chan in 1994 [15], WENO schemes have gone through several
advancements. The WENO schemes proposed by Jiang and Shu in 1996 [12], improved the original idea in [15], by
proposing new smoothness indicators inspired by the measure of the total variation. These smoothness indicators were
more capable of detecting discontinuities and allowed to extended the idea of WENO to higher orders of accuracy.
However, the classical WENO scheme might experience a loss of accuracy when encountering critical points in the
solution: for instance, a fifth-order WENO scheme may only attain third-order accuracy near smooth extrema [16]. In
fact, in [16], the authors proposed the WENO-M scheme, that not only addressed the accuracy issue but also marked the
first significant improvement in the solution quality near shocks and high gradients. However, the introduced mapping
method proved to be computationally expensive. This study led to the publication of the article [9] where the authors
proposed the WENO-Z scheme, that uses a new set of weights, derived from previously unused information within
the classical WENO scheme: a higher-order global smoothness indicator constructed through a linear combination of
the original smoothness indicators. This scheme achieved superior results with almost the same computational effort
as the classical WENO method. After that, many variants of WENO schemes were proposed, starting from these
two methodologies (see, e.g. [10,13, [17]). In the context of data approximation, we proposed a first improvement of
WENO algorithm in 2018 [2], where the algorithm attained a progressive order of accuracy close to the discontinuities
using a recursive formulation of the WENO weights. Using WENO interpolation, maximum order of accuracy is
obtained in smooth parts of the data but the accuracy is reduced to order r + 1 when, at least, a discontinuity crosses
a stencil. In [3], Amat, Ruiz, Shu and Yéfiez present a new WENO method using the Aitken-Neville algorithm to
obtain progressive order of approximation. This method is introduced for the point-value discretization in a uniform
grid, and to approximate at the mid-points of the intervals. In [4], the algorithm is extended to calculate the derivative
value of a function knowing its evaluation in a non-uniform grid and for any point of the considered interval.

In this paper, we extend this method to n dimensions and prove its theoretical properties. We start with dimension
1 in Section 2] following the ideas presented in |3,l4]. We provide a new recursive algorithm to obtain a non-linear scalar
approximation for any point in the central interval in Section 2l Then, in Section Bl we review the multidimensional



Lagrange interpolation using tensor product, and the WENO version designed by Arandiga et al. in |7]. Subsequently,
we introduce, in Section [ our general method for any dimension n starting with n = 2, and give an explicit expression
for the optimal weights. Afterwards, we generalize the method to any number of dimension n, and prove that the
approximation attains the maximum order of accuracy when the nodes are in a region where f is smooth, and has an
increasing order of accuracy depending on where the isolated discontinuity is. In Section Bl we present the smoothness
indicators. The theoretical results are confirmed by the numerical examples, that are presented in Section [l Finally,
some conclusions are drawn in the last section.

2. A new univariate WENO-2r algorithm with progressive order of accuracy close to discontinuities

Recently, Amat, Ruiz, Shu and Yéfiez in |3] introduced a new centered WENO-2r method, which consists in
using all the points free of discontinuities to interpolate a value at the mid-point of an interval. In this section,
we generalize this interpolation to non-uniform grids. Let [a,b] C R be an interval, we consider a non-uniform grid
a=x0<2z1 <...<xy=>b, with h=maxj—y, j|lz;—2—1] andi € Nsuchthat 0 <i—r <i4+r—-1<.J. We
consider a point, z* € (z;_1,x;); the largest stencil S2T ={%i—r, ", Titr—1}, and construct the polynomial which
interpolates at these nodes, that we denote by pQT L Using the Aitken-Neville formula, we express this polynomial
using the following expression

2r 1 2r— 2 2r—2
Z CO ,Jo pJo (‘T )’
Jo=0

which involves the two interpolatory polynomials, pzr 2 jo = 0,1 with respective stencils:

Syt ={wicy,  Tigr—a}, ST ={misett, T,

where CQT 2(2*) and CQT (2*) are the optimal weights. We repeat this process with each polynomial up to degree
r. A representatlon of thls process can be seen in Figure [Tl (where we have removed the dependence on the value x*),
[3]. Thus, we obtain the general explicit expression:

1

AN = Y O )

Jo=0
Jo+1
2r— 2 2r—3/, %\, 2r—3/, %
Z Co.jo Z Clog ()P " (a)
Jo=0 J1=Jjo
Jo+1 Ji+1
2r— 2 2r—3/, % 2r—4 2r—4
Z CO ,Jo Z ijjl (‘T ) Z le J2 ( )ph (‘T )
Jo=0 J1=Jjo J2=J1
Jo+1 Jr—a+1 Jr—3+1
2r— 2 2r—3/, % r—+1 * T *\, T *
Z CO .Jo Z Cj(hjl (‘T ) Z er 1,Jr— 'a(x ) Z Ch 3,Jr— 2( )pijz(‘T )
Jjo=0 J1=Jjo Jr—3=Jr—a Jr—2=Jjr—3

()

We calculate these values through the following lemma (the version for uniform grids, and when the interpolation
is at mid-points is proved in [3]).

Lemma 2.1. Let r <1 <2r—2and 0< j < (2r—2)—1, a* € (x;—1,;), then

Pyt (") = Cf (@) (%) + C i (@)l (27), (6)
where . X
CJI_J_ (&) = “T _‘$i77l"+j+l‘+1 7 le-,jﬂ(x*) —1_ le;j(ilf*) - — xi‘frJrjl_ f17‘ . (7)
Li—rtj = Li—r4j+i+1 Li—rtj = Li—r4j+i+1
Proof. The proof is direct by taking into account that the stencil for constructing p“rl s {Zicrtjy s Ticrgjriql}
and for p] and p]+1 are {Ti—rijy .o, Ticrgjrr} and {@i—psji1, ..., Timpsjti41 | respectively. [ |

As Corollary, we obtain the values showed in [3] for mid-point interpolation.
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Figure 1: Diagram showing the structure of the optimal weights needed to obtain optimal order of accuracy, B]



Corollary 2.2. Letr <1 <2r—2and 0 <k < (2r—2)—1, if we denote as C’,lcyk and CllcﬁkJrl the values which satisfy:

pffl(l’i—l/z) = Czlc,kpfc(fi—l/z) + Czlc,k+1pég+1(fi—1/2)v (8)
then d—r+kt1)+1 or— k) —1
—r+k+1)+ r—k)—
Cix = Chpr1 =1=Clj = =75 9
k,k 20+ 1) 5 k,k+1 k,k 20+ 1) (9)
From Eq. ({), we can deduce the following recursive method:
ﬁ;(x*):pg(x*)7 j:O,...,T—l,
(10)
ﬁé-"’l(x*) = &;“(:v*)ﬁé(x*) + ®§1j+1($*)]§é—+1($*), l=r,...,2r—2,7=0,...,2r —2 —1,
with the non-linear weights defined as:
~l * ! *
~1 * a5 5, (&%) 1 N G5, (%) ) o
W‘7‘(,’E):~ * ~ ) a‘,’(x)ziu .71:]7]+17 (11)
o aé‘,j(x )+0¢§-1j+1(x ) o (€+Igl‘,j1)t
where C7 | (x*), j1 = J,j + 1 are determined in Eq. (). The values IJl-ﬁjl, explained in subsection B} are smoothness
indicators.
With this formulation, the approximation is defined by

et f) = ), (12)

being pa" ' (2*) the result of the recursive process, Eq. (I0).

2.1. On smoothness indicators and the accuracy of the new univariate progressive WENO method

The choice of the smoothness indicators is crucial. To design the new non-linear algorithm, we only calculate the
smoothness indicators at level [ = r, and we use them in all the levels, as we can see in this subsection. In [6] it is
proved that if the smoothness indicators satisfy the following conditions:

P1 The order of a smoothness indicator that is free of discontinuities is h2, i.e.

I = O(h?) if f is smooth in Sj.

P2 The distance between two smoothness indicators free of discontinuities is h™*1, i.e. let k, k" € {0,1,...,r — 1}
be such that there does not exist any discontinuity in S, and S, then

Iy — I = O(h™).

P3 When a discontinuity crosses the stencil S; then

Iy »0ash—0.

Then, the optimal weights satisfy Eq. (B]) for determined parameters ¢ and e (Proposition 2 in [6]). We exploit this
result to construct the smoothness indicators in each step of the Aitken-Neville’s algorithm. We will use the following
definition (Definition 4.1 in [3]).

Definition 1. Letl=r,...,2r—2, and I}, with k =0,...,7—1, be the smoothness indicators with properties [P1[P2
and[P3. Then, we define the smoothness indicators at level | as:
Liw=1Ii, k=0,....,2r—2)—1,

1 T (13)
Ik,k+l :Ili(ril)J’»k, k:O,,(2T_2)_l

Therefore, in each step, we will remove the part which is “contaminated” by a discontinuity. In particular, we can
prove the following proposition adapting the proof of Proposition 4.4 in 3] to any point z* € (x;_1, ;).



Proposition 2.3. Let r <1 <2r—2,0<k < (2r—2)—1, 2* € (z;—1,x;), and let I}mk, and I}MJr1 be smoothness
indicators defined in Definition[d. The following weights:

~1 * ~1 *
-1 " O‘k,k(x ) -1 " ak,kH(I )
Wy (™) = < " p o Ykk 1(z7) = = " ~ o (14)
aiyk(:v )+O‘§c,k+1($ ) * aiyk(x )+a§c,k+1(x )
with,
o Ol o Ol (@)
aj, g (2*) = mu A (27) = ma (15)
, et

and with C,lgk(x*) + C,lg)kﬂ(:v*) =1, will fall under one of the following cases:

1. If neither I,lc)k nor I,lg),H_1 are affected by a discontinuity, then dfek(x*) = C,lgk(x*) +O(h™ 1) and ch,m-l (x*) =
Cllc,kJrl(x*) +O(h™ ).

2. If I}, ., is affected by a singularity, then &}, (x*) = 1+ O(h?) and &}, (z*) = O(h*).
8. If I}, , is affected by a singularity then &}, ;.\, (z*) = 1+ O(h*") and @}, ,(z*) = O(h*).

4. If I}y, and I}, ., are affected by a singularity then @} ; (z*) - 0 and @} ;. (z*) = 0.

We have the following main result:

Theorem 2.4. Let 1 <lo <7 —1, 2* € (xj_1,;), and I> ~*(z*; f) the result of the recursive process, Eq. (I0), if f
is smooth in [Xi—r, Titr—1] \ Q and [ has a discontinuity at Q@ then

. o), if Q=0
I27‘ 1 .I*; _ %) = ) ; ’ 16
@i =16 ={ Oy e s (16)
By symmetry, we only analyze when there exists an isolated discontinuity at an interval [z;—141,, Ziti], lo =1,...,7—1

(analogously, we obtain the equivalent symmetric results for [x;— 410, Ticrtig+1]s lo =0,...,7 —2).
In the next sections, we generalize this method to multi-dimensions. We also introduce some possible smoothness
indicators which satisfy [PIP2] and [P3]in Section

3. Comparison of multivariate linear Lagrange interpolation with the non-linear WENO method in
Cartesian grids

In this section, we briefly review the Lagrange interpolation problem in several variables when the data are located
in Cartesian grids (non-necessarily equally-spaced) and we construct a multivariate WENO method following the ideas
presented in [7] for two variables. We present the necessary ingredients to extend the progressive WENO-2r algorithm
introduced in Section [2] to several variables.

3.1. Multivariate linear interpolation

Let us start supposing a;,b; € R with a; < b;, j =1,...,n, and an hypercube denoted as:

n

H[aj,bj] = [al,bl] X ... X [an,bn].

Jj=1

We call the points of a grid for each interval as:

a; :33;0) <I§»1) <:E§2) <... <a:§f]j) =b;, j=1,...,n,
and define o —
i i—1
hj = zfrfl,.a.ti(t]j |arj - [, h:= J:rnax h;j



We suppose an unknown function f : [T;_,[a;,b;] — R, and consider our data as the evaluation of this function in the
points of the Cartesian grid, i.e.

Flrnay = f@, Y2 ety o<y < g, 1<ji<n

Let the polynomials of n variables be denoted by:

T Th
™ ={p(xy,...,on) = Z - Z a(h)m’ln)xlllxl; . 3351"| ay,.. 1) € R, 0<; <75, j=1,... NS
ln,=0

11=0
when 71 = ... =7, = 7 we call it II] := II7"»™. We consider (i1, ...,%,) € N™ to be the reference index where the
approximation is centered at, and » € N such that 0 <¢; —r <i;+r—-1<J;, j =1,...,n, and the centered stencil:
S = {xgil_r), e ,argiﬁ_r_l)} X {xgiz_r), e a:gi2+r_l)} X ox {alnm) o glintr=ly

n

(17)
= (S§7)1 %+ % (837 = [ [ (85754
j=1

then, the problem consists in calculating a polynomial of degree 2r — 1 such that:

p(x) = f(x), VXES(QOT 0)-

.....

To do so, we will use the Lagrange base of polynomials:

‘ ij+r—1 x; _x(k)
L)(x;) = H (ﬁ), p=i;—r,....i;+r—1, j=1,...,n,
k=ij—rk#p j

then, the unique polynomial is

i1+r—1 is4r—1 int+r—1
2r—1

l l n
v (x1,. ., 2n) = Z Z Z f(xgl),xéﬂ,...,xg”))Llll(:vl)...Lln(:vn).

l1:i1—r l2:i2—7‘ ln:in -r

It can be checked (see [7]) that if x* = (z7,...,2}) € H?Zl[xgij_l), xgi‘)], and f € C?""(R) then the error satisfies:

E(x*) = f(x*) —pg ' (x*) = O(h™), (18)
and if m = (mq,...,my) € N* with m; <2r—1,j=1,...,n, we get

: (19)

where
8m1+"'+m"E

T 9migy .. Omng,

E(ml""’m")(x) (x).

3.2. Multivariate WENQO interpolation in Cartesian grids

Using the same notation as in the previous section, the goal is to construct a non-linear interpolant in multi-
dimensions in the same way as we reviewed in 1d, i.e., an interpolant with maximum order 2r in the smooth parts
and with order r + 1 when there exists a discontinuity which crosses, at least, one small stencil.

In this case, we introduce the method supposing that we want to obtain an approximation of the function f
evaluated at any point of the hypercube x* € H?Zl[xg.” _1), 3:5.” )]. The construction is similar to the 1d case: Firstly,
we make the linear combination of interpolants of lower degree, r, if k = (k1,...,k,) then

P (x) = Y G)pRx),

Kke{0,1,,r—1}n



where C[(x*) are the optimal weights, and it is not difficult to prove that they have the explicit form:

Crx") =[] Cr (=), ke{o,...,r—1}",
j=1

being C’,:j (z7), kj =0,...,7 =1, j = 1,...,n the optimal weights in 1d. In the case that we want to approximate at
the mid-point of the hypercube, i.e. x* = x*%7 then they are defined in Eq. (2). The polynomials p}, interpolate at the
nodes
n
S}Z _ {Igil"l‘kl—’f‘) x§i1+k1)} « {Igi2+k2—7‘) $§i2+k2)} % ~ {I(in-i-kn—r) :C(in—i-kn)} — H S}:
ey ey N yen ey Ty "
j=1
Then, we replace the optimal weights by non-linear ones using the following formula
o (x*) . Cr(x")
wp(x¥) = k —, with ap(x*) = ———=, (20)
ZIG{O,...,rfl}n af (x*) (e + If;)t
being I;; the smoothness indicators with the same requirements pointed out in Section[2] i.e.:
P1 The order of the smoothness indicator free of discontinuities is h2, i.e.
I = O(R?) if f is smooth in Sp.
P2 The distance between two smoothness indicators free of discontinuities is h"*1, i.e. let k = (k1,..., k), and

k' = (K},...,k]) be such that there does not exist any discontinuity in S and Sy, then
Iy — Iy = O(h™*).

P3 When a discontinuity crosses the stencil Sj; then:

I » 0as h— 0.

An example of smoothness indicators will be introduced in Section The parameters € and ¢ are chosen to obtain
maximum order. In our case, following [6] and 7] we will take € = h? and ¢ = J(r 4 1). Therefore, we state the next
result, which is similar to Proposition 2 in [6] and Theorem 1 in [7].

Theorem 3.1. Let x* € H?Zl[a:yj_l), x§ij)], the multivariate WENO interpolant

N x f) = Y WXk (21)

ke{0,1,...r—1}n

with wi,, k € {0,1,...,7 — 1}™ defined in Eq. @0), with smoothness indicator Iy, k € {0,1,...,r — 1}" fulfilling [P1],
[P2, [P3; e = h? and t = 3(r + 1) satisfies:
. el % O(h?), at smooth regions,
Foc) ~ T o ) = { ")

O(h™1Y), if, at least, one stencil lies in a smooth Tegion.

4. A new progressive bivariate, n = 2, WENO method

The idea of this new method is to reach the maximum possible order of accuracy when one discontinuity crosses
the largest stencil. For this purpose, we use the Aitken-Neville-based algorithm developed in multi-dimensions, [11].
We start with a polynomial of degree 2r — 1 and decompose it in 22 polynomials of degree 2r — 2 obtaining as weights
polynomials of degree 1 that will be replaced by non-linear weights, depending on the location of the discontinuity.
Afterwards, we continue decomposing the 22 polynomials of degree 2r — 2 in polynomials of degree 2r — 3, and so on.
In each step, the non-linear weights determine the stencils free of discontinuity, which will be used to approximate the
value. The procedure is similar to the method expounded in Section 2l For ease of reading, we start with n = 2 in
this section, and then we extend our results to any dimension n in Section



4.1. A first ezample: A progressive bivariate WENO method with r = 2
Let us start by designing a bivariate WENO method with » = 2. We suppose a non necessarily uniform grid in

[a1,b1] X [az,bs] defined by {(xgll),xélz))}gil’lﬁ) (0,0)> With a1 = zvgo) < xgl) < :vng) =0y, and ag = ,’Ego) < ,’Egl) <

. < xé’b) = by, and the data f, ;, = f(:bgll), (l2)) l; =0,...,J;, with j = 1,2. Let (i1,4i2) € N such that 0 < i; —2
and 7; + 1 < J;, with j = 1,2. We determine the largest stencﬂ

Sy = {272 a7 2 2 s (27 a0 a0 a2 ) = (S x (S,

and we want to interpolate at any point x* = (7, 23) € [xgilfl) :E(“)] X [xéirl), :Eg2)]. We compute the polynomial

3
P 0,0 $17$2 § a’ll,lle :62 )
l1,l2=0

such that p(O 0)( 2, gh))

= fi,.1, if (xgll) lQ)) € S(o 0)- Again, we can express it as the sum of 22 polynomials that
interpolate in the stencils:

S?O,O):{xgiliz) 11— 1) (h)}x{x(w 2) x(lz 1) (12)} Sg Sg’

! $ (S3)1 % (83)a,
Sk oy = {ai" 7Y, §>,w<““} x {as? 7P 2l Bl = (8)1 % (8D)e.
Shay = {7 Y a{Y x {2827 2l 22} = (83)1 % (8D)a,
3(1,1) :{‘Tgll 1) g )axlnﬂ } ><{x;rl)axéh)axgﬁl)}: (513)1 X (Sio’)%

called p%o 0y p?l 0y p%o 1y p%l 1) using, as we mentioned before, the Aitken-Neville-type formula given in [11]:

Pooy ()= Y Cloo) w5, (x"), (22)
joe{0,1}2
with
(11+1 T3 $§i2+1) 2 2
O(O 0),(0, O) (11 2) (11+1) (i2—2) Gotl) | — Cy O(II)CO,O(‘IQ)a
2
(i1—2) * (i2+1)
T} — 1 Lo — Iy 2 2 (%
O(O 0),(1, 0) < (i14+1) _ 11 2)) ( (ia—2) I(i2+1)> - OO,l(Il)CO 0(332)a
2
(11+1 * (i2_2)
To — Xy L2 (N2 (o
O(O 0),(0, 1) < (i1—2) (11_,_1)) ( (ia+1) (i2—2)> - OO 0(551)0071(332),
2
(i1—2) * (i2—2)
T — g Lo — Lo 2 N2 ok
C(o 0),(1, 1)( )= ( GitD) $(i1_2)> < (21D (i2_2)> =y 1(551)00,1(952)
1

Finally, we define the non-linear weights as:

a2 x* C? x*
(0’0)’k( ) -, where d%oyo)ﬁk(x*)zi(o’o)’k( )

- k € {0,1}?,
Zle{o,1}2 0‘%0,0),1(X )

@(20,0),1{(3(*) =

with I2

(0,0),k defined as:

1(20,0),(0,0) = 1(20,0)7 1(20,0),(0,1) = 1(20,1)7 1(20,0),(1,0) = 1(21,0)7 1(20,0),(1,1) = 1(21,1)7

where I2, k € {0,1}? are smoothness indicators which satisfy the properties [P1] [P2land [P3l The parameters ¢ and ¢
are defined in Section 32 as h? and r 4+ 1 = 3 respectively. Thus, we define the new interpolant as:

(x5 f) = Z W?o,o),jO(X*)pJ?O(X*)-
jo€{0,1}2

If we apply it at mid-points, the interpolant presented in [7] and the method showed in Section B2 for n = 2 are similar
if the same smoothness indicators are used. Therefore, when r = 2 there are not differences between the progressive
WENO and the classical one. We show the construction of the new method for r = 3.



4.2. The caser =3

In this case, we use all the points of the following largest stencil:

86 {xgilfg),$§i172),x§i171)7x§i1)

00 = x§i1+1)7x§i1+2)} « {xgme)’xéisz),xgzéfl)’ (i2) (i2+1)7$g2+2)}-

Ty "y Ty

)

We follow the recursive formula described in ([I0). Thus, we start calculating the evaluation at the point x* of the
polynomials:

Pl (), 3= 010" € {0,1,2)7,
being the stencils used for constructing each polynomial 8(311 s)? with [; =0,1,2, and j = 1,2, see Figure[2l And, by

Q000909900000 90900000
Q00099 00000 9090000V O
Q00099 90000 90900000
Q00099 90000 90900000
Q0999909 9909009000 900000
Q09999009 99090000 900000
090990900 900000 000000
Q00099 0000 0900000
Q00099 90000 0900000
Q00099 90000 90900000
Q0099 90000 90900000
00999909 99090000 900000
09099099 99090900900 900000
09099099 99090900900 900000
Q00099 90000 9900000
Q00099 900000 90900000
Q00099 90000 9900000
Q00099 90000 90900000

Figure 2: Stencils used to get p?l (x*), j1 € {0,1,2}2. They are used in classical bivariate WENO [1]

means of the Aitken-Neville formula, we represent pj‘o, jo=( j;o), jéo)) € {0,1}2, whose stencils are displayed in Figure

Bl as the sum of the evaluations of polynomials of degree 3 (Figure M)
p?o,o) (x*) = Z C?o,o),jl(X*)P,?l (x*), P?l,o) (x*) = Z
ji1e{0,1}x{0,1} jie{1,2}x{0,1}

p?o,l)(X*) = Z 0(31,1),j1(X*)pj31 (x*),
jle{ovl}x{172} jle{172}><{172}

0(3170)111 (X*)pj31 (X*)v

3 3 4 (23)
C(O,l),jl(x )pjl(x )s p(1,1)(x )=

with
cd . =03

Josj1 G55

where C’,:;’ykl, k=0,1, ky = k4 {0,1} are defined in Eq. ([@). Now, we replace in Eq. ([23) the linear-weights for
non-linear ones:

=3 c3 jo €{0,1}2, j1 €] 0,1}2
NCRION JORIOEMOBICE Jo €{0,1}%, j1 € jo+{0,1}7,

~3 * 3 *
as o (x*) G55 (X9)
~3 * Jo,J1 ~3 * Jo,J1 . 2 . 2
Wio.j (X ) = ~ ) where aj, ; (X ) = , Jo € {05 1} ;J1 €Jo+ {07 1} )
ot Zlejo+{0,1}2 O‘?O,l(x ) o (6+Iﬁ),jl)t

10



and

3
IJ0>J1

Ij317 jO € {05 1}25 jl Ej() + {05 1}25

being IJ?’1 smoothness indicators which satisfy the properties [P1] [P2] and [P3l We obtain the approximation:

>

J1€{0,1}x{0,1}

>

j1€{0,1} x{1,2}

Blo,o)(X*) =

]5210,1)()(*) =

Figure 3: Stencils used to get pjilo (x

@(30,0),j1 (X*)pj?’l (x*),

@13, ()3, (%),

Blaoy(X*) =

]5211,1)()(*) =

>

Jie{1,2}x{0,1}

>

‘1’(31,0),j1 (X*)pf’l (x*),

~3 *\, 3 * (24)
w(l,l),jl(x )le(x )-

ji1e{1,2} x{1,2}

), jo € {0,1}2.

The last step in our new algorithm for » = 3 is to develop the polynomial of degree 5 as follows:

with

Clo.0).0.0) (%

Clo.0). 1oy (x <

O(o 0),0,1) (X
O(o 0),(1,1)(x7) = <

degree 4

(11 3

p(OO) Z COO Jo p.]o( )’
Jjoe{0,1}2
('Ll +2 ,'E2 _ x212+2
(’Ll 3) (’Ll+2) 12 3) (’L2+2
.Il _ Igll 3 7,2-'1-2
(’Ll+2) 11 3) 12 3) (’L2+2
(11 +2 7,2 3)
(11 3 (11-'1-2) 7,2-'1-2 7,2 3

T(x":f) =P

7,2 3)
T — @) L2
(i142) xgil -3) ) <$§12+2) _ $§i2_3) >

and to define the new approximation changing both the non-linear weights, and the approximation to polynomials of

being p (x*) obtained in Eq. (24) and

a?o,O),jO (x*)

C:’Zlo,o)d'(, (x*) =

216{0,1}2 O/(Lo,o)J(X*) ’

Ogo (z1 Co o(z3),
0811 (z1 Co 0(332)
Ooo Ty Co 1(73),

00,1 (1’1)061,1 (z3),

Z (:)ELO,O) JQ(X* )ﬁjlg (X*)a (26)
joe{0,1}2
cA . (x*)
where a400 (x*) = M7 jo € {0, 1}27
(0,0).jo (6+I40)0)1j0)t



with the smoothness indicators defined in Eq. (I3) as:

Izlo,o),(o,o) = 1(30,0)7 Iflo,o),(o,l) = 1(30,2)7 Izlo,o),(l,o) = 1(32,0)7 Iflo,o),(m) = 1(32,2)7

where IJ30, jo € {0,1,2}? are smoothness indicators satisfying the properties [P1] [P2] and [P3l

Figure 4: Contribution of each stencil of p?l (x*), j1 € j1 + {0,1}? to the approximation of pjlo (x*), jo € {0,1}2.

4.3. The general case

Now, we construct the new bivariate WENO-2r algorithm using a larger stencil of (2r)? points

Siioy = {72t LT s (T T LYY = ()1 % (S5

The goal is to obtain maximum order of approximation if there exists an isolated discontinuity. We start representing
the polynomial of degree 2r — 1 as follows:

2r—1

2r—2 2r—2
Po,0) =

(0,0),50Pjo

>

jo€{0,1}2
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and repeat the process up to degree r:

2r—1 __ 2r—2 2r—3 2r—4 r+1 Z T
p(o 0) — Z C(O;O)Jo Z CJO J1 Z CJl J2 T Z C.]'r 4,jr—3 C.]'r' 3,dr— 2er72
joe{0,1}2 j1€Q0 Jj2€ Jr—3€Qr_4 Jr—2€Q:_3
(27)

being ; = j; +{0,1}2 with 1 <1 < r — 3. Consequently, we determine the values C'jlﬁjl with r <1 < 2r — 2, and
j1 € j+ 10,1} proving the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Letr <1< 2r—2; x* € [xgil_l),xgil)] X [xéiQ_l),:véiZ)], and 0 < j1,752 < (2r — 2) — 1, if we denote as
Cl. with j; € j+{0,1}? the values which satisfy:

Jhd1
I+1 _ 1 *\ 1 *
) = Y O (), (), (28)
ji1€j+{0,1}2
then
(11 r+j1+1+1) x _ (i2—=r+ja+141)
Cl 1 Lo ) :Cl ) ( )Cl ( *)
3,3 +(0, 0> (11 T _ (i —r i) L= +i2) _ (ia—rtja++1) Jid 2,42
Ty 2 2
Z1 r+j1) * * (i2 —r+jo2+i+1)
Cl — Lo — Ty _ Cl ) (I*)Cl (.I*)
3+, 0) (11 r+g1) (zlfr+j1+l+1) x(irrﬂ'g) x(i27r+j2+l+1) = YL\ g ga \ 2
Ty 2 - 42
(11 r+j1+14+1) (i2—r+j2) o
l 2 2 1 * 1 *
C7J+(O 1) (z r+]1) (11 r+j1+1+1) I(iz—’f‘-‘rjg) x(ig—r—i—jg—i—l—i—l) OJI Jl( 1)Cj2,j2+1(x2)’
2 )

l 7‘+J1) * (i2—r+j2) o
_ 1 2 2 _ 1 * 1 *
C 3,3+, 1)( ) (i— r+]1) (i1 —r+j1+1+1) (2 —74+j2) (i2—r+j2+1+1) - Olel‘f‘l(xl)Cszz'i‘l (IQ)
Ty - ) — T3

Proof. The proofis direct, considering that the stencils used to obtain each interpolant are {xgil_rﬂl), cee azgil —rHitHD) }x
{xéirrﬂé), e ,:vgrrﬂﬁlﬂ } for le nd
{Igil_"'"l‘(jl)l), o ,Igil_"'"l‘(jl)l"l‘l)} % {Iéiz_T+(j2)1), o 7:Céiz—r-‘r(jz)l-l-l)}

for le'17 with j; € j +{0,1}2, and the Aitken-Neville formula, see [11]. [ |

Note that if our data are equally spaced and we approximate at the mid-points, we recover the result showed in

Cor.

Corollary 4.2. Letr <1< 2r—2, and0 < ly,lo < (2r—2)—1, and 2" = a+kihy, hy = (b1—a1)/Jy, k1 =0, ..., J1,
and :vg 2) ag + kaha, ho = (ba —az)/Ja, ka =0,...,J2, if we denote as X1 = (905Zl 1/2), grl/Q)), and le)jl(x%) the
values which satisfy:

Ay = Sl (xy), (29)

J1€j+{0,1}2

; L.
then, if we denote as Cj; = Cj)jl(x%), we get
I _ 1 ! ! 1 ! 1 _ !
C CJl JlCJ2 2J2? C.] J+(1,0) le,Jl-‘rlCJsz’ CJ+ 0,1) le J1C j2,J2+1° Cj-‘r(l,l) - Cj1,j1+1cj27j2+1’

being Cgl‘i,jw and CJ jit1s = 1,2 the weights defined in Eq. @.

Proof. Tt is clear from Lemma 1] [ |
Now, we determine the iterative process as Eq. (I0)

p};ﬂ 2(X*) :pgT,g(X*)a jT—2 = {07"'7T_1}27

~l+1 * ~1 ~ * .

p.]:; 1— S(X ) = Z wj27‘7l737j27‘71—2(x*)pj2r—l72(x )’ l = T‘,...,27“—2, J2r—1-3 € {0""’2T_2_l}2’

Jor—1—2€j2r—1-3+{0,1}2
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forl=r,...,2r =2, and k € {0,...,2r —2 —[}?, and k; € k+ {0,1}*

~l
«
~1 kY kkl *
wk,kl (X ) - dl ¥ &l ¥ a ¥ &l (X )7
kk T Qe kt(1,0) T Yek+(0,1) T Ykt (1,1)

cl . (x*) (30)
~1 * k. ki 2
=——— k; ek+{0,1}*
M 1, (XF) (6_’_[11{71{1),5 1 +1{0,1}
where Ill(7k1 are the smoothness indicators determined by the following formula:
1y, if ky =k,
Iy if k; =k +(1,0)
k4 (I—(r—1),0)" 1Y)
Illc,kl _ +(1=(r—1),0) (31)

if ky = k+(0,1),
if ky =k+(1,1),

Il7<‘+(0.,l7(r71))’
Ik+(l—(r—1),l—(r—l))’

being I}, with 0 < k1, k2 < r — 1, smoothness indicators satisfying the properties [P1] [P2] and [P3l
Finally, the new bivariate progressive WENO approximation is

Tt () = ).

5. A new progressive multivariate WENO method

In this section we generalize the method designed in Section [2] for 1d, and in Section for 2d. We follow the
same steps: First of all, we consider the data as in Section 3.1 i.e., if H?Zl[aj, b;] is an hypercube and

(0) 1)

aj:xj <:1:j

;-2)<...<a:§-‘]j):bj, ji=1,...,n,

are the points of a non-regular grid, we suppose our data as the evaluation of a unknown function at these points

F@ 22 a0y o< <g;, 1<j<n.

Let (i1,...,%,) € N* and r € Nbe such that 0 <i;—r <i;+r—1<J;,j=1,...,n, a point x* EH nEs Zfl),ﬂc(-ij)],

and the centered stencil: .

8o =113 (32)

with 0 = (0,...,0). We compute the interpolatory polynomial of degree 2r — 1 with nodes S3", p?f 1(x ), and we

express it as the combination of 2" polynomials of degree 2r — 2. Thus, we get
R CO R Sl co i Cool (33)
jo€{0,1}n

Now, we repeat this process up to polynomials of degree r (for simplicity remove the dependence of x*), we denote as
Y =j+ {0, l}n:

2r— 1 2r—2, 2r—2
Po > Gyl

jo€{0,1}n
_ 2r—2 2r—3, 2r—3
= Z Coso Z Cio.dr Piy
joe{0,1} J1€Q0
(34)
_ 2r—2 2r—3 2r—4, 2r—4
= Z Coo Z Cio.ia Z Cii s Pi
joe{0,1}n j1€Q0 APISIY
_ 2r—2 2r—3 T
- Z CO Jo Z CJO WJ1 o Z CJr 3.dr— 2er72 T ’
joe{0,1}n j1€Q0 Jr—2€Q_3
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with
Clis(oayn = HC (0,1}

being Cgi and CJ Jit1s 0 =1,...,n the weights defined in Eq. @.
We estabhsh the recursive process as Eq. ([IQ):

p}; 2(X*) :pgr,2(X*)7 jT—2 = {0,“'7,’,,_1}77,7

ﬁj;rrl 1-3 (X*) = Z deT*l*Sv.hr—l—Q (‘T*)ﬁ.liwfzfz (.’L'*), = Tyenes 2r — 2’ j2’"_l_3 € {O’ e 2r—2- l}n’
Jor—1—2€Jj2r—1-3+{0,1}"

being for I =7,...,2r — 2, and k € {0,...,2r —2 -1}, k; € k+ {0, 1}™

~l * 1 *
~1 * Ay, (X7) < * Cree, (X7) n
Wk k (X): — %)’ akk( ):)75 k1€k+{071} ) (35)
' 21e0,1} Meep1 (X7) ' (e + Ity )
where Ill(7k1 are the smoothness indicators determined by the following formula:
Ill<,k1 = Ili-‘r(l—(r—l))v’ if ki=k+v, with ve{0,1}", (36)

being I}, with 0 < k; <r —1, j =1,...,n, smoothness indicators satisfying the properties [P1], [P2] and [P3l
Therefore, the approximation will be: R
I H(x") = g ~H(x). (37)

Finally, we calculate the order of accuracy stating the next theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let 1y € {1,...,r — 1}", |y = min;— 1 n(lo)j, x* € [Tj_ [z; (5 =1) 5” ], and Z*"~1(x*) the approxi-

mation defined in Eq. (). Iff is smooth in szl[ i ) Lt 1)] \ Q, and f has a discontinuity at Q then

]

.....

. O(h?*), f Q=10;
I2T?1(X*) - f(x*) = { OEhr—i-)lo) Z 0= H 1[ +(lo);—1) x(ij+(lo)j)] (38)
’ Jj= ’ ’

6. Smoothness indicators

In this section, we present some smoothness indicators which satisfy the above mentioned properties. We generalize

the smoothness indicators introduced by Arandiga et al. in [7] which are an adaptation of the ones presented in [5].
The idea is to design some functionals that fulfill [P1] [P2], and [P3]
Given x* € R", hy,...,hy >0, ®(s) =x* 4 (s1h1, ..., 8phy), [ sufficiently smooth

/ (foqu)(”(x)?dx:/ (FO@ 1 x))hy 0 .. bt ) dx
([0,1]") @([0,1]")
=hy? ...h;%/ FO@ 7 (x))dx = hy ™" ...h;%/ FO(s)hy .. hnds
([0,1]") [0.1]"
_ h1—2l1+1 L h;an+l / f(l) (S)dS.
[0,1]

Hence, we define

_ 20 -1 2 —1 D (x))2dx
() = SR nde [ () (39)

leg
where ' = H NEs (”_1), x§ij)], J ={0,1,...,r}™\ {0} and smoothness indicators

Iy =Ir(pk), ke{0,1,...,r—1}", (40)

to get an expression which is scale independent.
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Theorem 6.1. The smoothness indicators defined in Eq. (ZH{0) satisfy properties [P1l, [P2, and[P3
Proof. Since |T'| = hy ... hy, it is clear that if f is smooth in T, then
Ir(f) = O(h?).

We suppose that p is a polynomial interpolant at a stencil of (r 4+ 1)™ points, then

In(f) — In(p) = S h3n—" g2t / (FPx))? — () (x))?)dx

leg r

=> ht et / EY(x)(2fY(x) — EY(x))dx

les r (41)
=> bR O(hr )

leg
= O(h™t).

n|lj]. Then, if k,k’ € {0,...,r — 1}", we get:

.....

Ir(p) — Ir(pie) = Ir(p}) — Ir(f) + Ir(f) = Ir(pi) = O(h™*1).
Finally, if a discontinuity crosses the stencil S, then:
Iy »0ash—0,

since some of the quadratic terms of I}, will not converge to 0. [ |

Remark 6.1. An evaluation of these smoothness indicators for 2d in gridded data is shown in [1]. Also, some
adaptation to smoothness indicators with better capabilities, and computationally more efficient than those introduced
in [1], or in [8] can be performed, but the process requires an study on the order of accuracy, which exceeds the scope
of this paper.

7. Numerical experiments

In this section, we check our theoretical results through some numerical examples. We divide it into four parts,
starting with 1d experiments for uniform and non-uniform grids and performing some tests for the multivariable case.
In both cases, the order of accuracy is analyzed measuring the error in a set of points with a determined grid and
refining it. For this purpose we define the error in a finite set T C R™ as:

E(Y) = max |f(x") - 771 (x")]. (42)

Secondly, in all cases, we study the behavior of the resulting interpolator in the zones close to the discontinuities and
conclude that by employing our new non-linear algorithm, if the discontinuity is isolated, the Gibbs phenomenon is
avoided.

7.1. Examples in 1D for uniform grids
We perform the first experiment using the same function studied in [3]:

219 — 29 + 28 — 427 + 25 + 25 + 2t + 23 + 522 + 3z, -2 <z <0,

hi@) _{ 1— (21 =229 + 328 — 827 — 225 + 25 — 22" —32® — 522+ 052), 0<z<1-Z%, (43)

discretizing it with N, = 2/4-1 points in the interval [— %, 1=%]. To analyze the order close to the discontinuity we locate
the point 0 in each level £, compute the errors in the adjacent intervals, and estimate the numerical order of accuracy.
Therefore, let j§ € N such that 0 € [Ijg,l, xjg], then we interpolate the value of the function f at 10000 points equally
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spaced in the interval [z;c_5, ¢, 4], denoted by J*, determine the error using Eq. @), Ef = E(J‘N [@j6 4 s—1,Tje 1))
and approximate the numerical order in each interval s as:

-1
of, = log, 7 , s=—4,...,4 (44)
This allows us to analyze the progressively increasing order in the neighboring intervals to the one containing the
discontinuity. For r = 3, we can see in Table[I] that the order of accuracy increases as we proved in Theorem 5.1l Also,
for r = 4, Table[Bl we observe the same behavior of the numerical order. However, when we apply the classical WENO
algorithm, in both cases r = 3,4, Tables [2] and 4] the numerical order is reduced to r + 1, in all the intervals where
one of the small stencils is contaminated by the singularity. Note that when we use our algorithm, we interpolate in

any point of the interval, but when using the classical WENO method, we can only interpolate at the mid-point.

7

7

v

7

4 ET, ol E', ol g E", o', BT, o’ By of EY of Y o) B o} EY of
5 | 1.6751e-08 1.3389e-08 5.7904e-09 7.3537e-07 7.3774e-01 1.7858e-06 3.0257e-08 2.4029e-08 2.6927e-08

6 | 1.4582e-10 6.84 | 1.2149e-10  6.78 | 8.5220e-10  2.76 | 5.1819e-08  3.82 | 5.1486e-01  0.51 | 1.1284e-07 3.98 | 3.5988e-10 6.39 | 3.4480e-10 6.12 | 3.3124e-10 6.34
7| 1.4314e-12  6.67 | 1.2491e-12  6.60 | 3.6705e-11  4.53 | 3.5352e-09  3.87 | 9.8435e-01 -0.93 | 7.1647e-09  3.97 | 2.6416e-11  3.76 | 3.0225e-12  6.83 | 3.6214e-12  6.51
8 | 1.7396e-14  6.36 | 1.5998e-14 6.28 | 1.2246e-12 4.90 | 2.2682e-10 3.96 | 9.6727e-01  0.02 | 4.5610e-10  3.97 | 1.0890e-12  4.60 | 3.4750e-14 6.44 | 3.7415e-14 6.59
9 | 2.3939¢-16  6.18 | 2.2551e-16 6.14 | 3.9328¢-14 4.96 | 1.4359¢-11  3.98 | 9.3163e-01  0.05 | 2.8800e-11 3.98 | 3.7748¢-14 4.85 | 7.7716e-16 548 | 8.8818e-16 5.39

Table 1: Grid refinement analysis for the new WENO-6 algorithm for the function in ([@3).

L E", of, E, ol E7, o, E", o', Ef of EY of ES of Ef of EY of
5 | 1.6749e-08 1.3388e-08 1.5644e-07 6.7525e-07 4.7375e-01 1.6736e-06 3.6670e-07 2.4040e-08 2.6932e-08

6 | 1.4582¢-10 6.84 | 1.2148¢-10 6.78 | 1.1614e-08 3.75 | 4.8161e-08 3.80 | 4.7959¢-01 -0.01 | 1.0573e-07  3.98 | 2.4504e-08 3.90 | 3.4479¢-10 6.12 | 3.3126e-10 6.34
7| 1.4314e-12  6.67 | 1.2491e-12  6.60 | 7.8165e-10  3.89 | 3.3045e-09 3.86 | 5.0394e-01 -0.07 | 6.7145e-09  3.97 | 1.5610e-09  3.97 | 3.0224e-12 6.83 | 3.6212e-12 6.51
8 | 1.7396e-14  6.36 | 1.5987e-14  6.28 | 4.9619e-11  3.97 | 2.1244e-10  3.95 | 5.0215e-01  0.00 | 4.2750e-10  3.97 | 9.9145e-11  3.97 | 3.463%-14 6.44 | 3.7192e-14 6.60
9 | 2.3592e-16  6.20 | 2.2204e-16 6.16 | 3.1239e-12  3.98 | 1.3456e-11 3.98 | 5.0123e-01  0.00 | 2.6997e-11  3.98 | 6.2474e-12 3.98 | 3.3307e-16 6.70 | 5.5511e-16 6.06

Table 2: Grid refinement analysis for the classical WENO-6 algorithm for the function in ({@3]).

‘ ET, o'y ET, o'y ET, o’y ET, [ Ef of EY of EY 0} EY of Ef of
5] 2.2152e-11 1.6644e-09 1.8454e-08 3.5396e-09 7.0227e-01 4.1523e-08 2.8408e-08 2.2035e-09 8.4167e-11

6 | 9.4535e-14 7.87 | 1.2205e-11  7.09 | 1.6904e-10 6.77 | 2.2973e-09  0.62 | 5.3587e-01  0.39 | 1.2832e-09 5.01 | 3.1781e-10 6.48 | 1.9403e-11 6.82 | 3.3018e-13 7.99
7 1 4.9960e-16  7.56 | 9.1455e-14  7.06 | 1.7535e-12  6.59 | 9.5206e-11  4.59 | 9.8422e-01 -0.87 | 7.0822e-11  4.17 | 3.9031e-12 6.34 | 1.6120e-13 6.91 | 1.7764e-15 7.53
8 | 2.0817e-17 4.58 | 7.0777e-16 7.01 | 2.2673e-14  6.27 | 3.1514e-12  4.91 | 9.6632e-01  0.02 | 2.8244e-12 4.64 | 4.8961e-14 6.31 | 1.7764e-15 6.50 | 5.5511e-16  1.67
9 | 1.3878e-17  0.58 | 1.0408e-17  6.08 | 3.2092e-16 6.14 | 1.0091e-13  4.96 | 9.2930e-01  0.05 | 9.658%¢-14 4.86 | 8.8818e-16 5.78 | 4.4409e-16  2.00 | 4.4409e-16  0.32

Table 3: Grid refinement analysis for the new WENO-8 algorithm for the function in (@3).

‘ EC, 0%, ET, [ EL, oly £, 0%, E % By of B o £ 05 B of
5| 2.2458e-11 1.6502e-09 4.1669¢-09 3.2826e-09 4.5560e-01 3.9398e-08 2.2108e-09 4.0566e-10 8.1793e-11

6 | 9.4508¢-14 7.89 [ 1.5559¢-10  3.40 | 5.6031e-10  2.89 | 2.0622¢-09 0.67 | 4.7046e-01 -0.04 | 1.1327e-09 5.12 | 3.6677e-10  2.59 | 1.1083e-10  1.87 | 3.2652¢-13 7.96
7| 4.5797e-16  7.68 | 5.9243e-12  4.71 | 2.1924e-11  4.67 | 8.5879%e-11  4.58 | 5.0851e-01 -0.11 | 6.3658e-11  4.15 | 1.6916e-11  4.43 | 4.7008e-12  4.55 | 1.5543e-15 7.71
8 0 - 1.9244e-13  4.94 | 7.1713e-13  4.93 | 2.8456e-12  4.91 | 5.0443e-01  0.01 | 2.5479e-12 4.64 | 6.4937e-13  4.70 | 1.7553e-13 4.74 0 -
9 | 3.4694e-18 - 6.1149e-15  4.97 | 2.2865e-14 4.97 | 9.1148e-14 4.96 | 5.0237e-01  0.00 | 8.7264e-14 4.86 | 2.1871le-14 4.89 | 5.6621e-15 4.95 | 2.2204e-16 -

Table 4: Grid refinement analysis for the classical WENO-8 algorithm for the function in (43).

7.2. Examples in 1D for non-uniform grids

In this subsection, we perform two experiments: one with the function defined in ([@3]) and, also, with the function

studied in [6]:
5(z — 0.25)3¢*”,
1.5 — (z — 0.25)3¢7”,

0<z<2/3,

fa(@) = 2/3 <z < 1.

(45)

We construct a non-uniform grid {z;}22, with z; ~ U|0, 1], being U0, 1] a uniform distribution in [0, 1] and interpolate
the values of the function in a uniform grid of 10000 points. The result is showed in Figure Bl we can see that the
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two interpolants avoid Gibbs-phenomenon. We compare our method with classical WENO adapted to non-uniform
grids, we change the optimal weights in (2] using the formulas presented in Lemma 211 In Tables [0 and B we can
observe similar results to those obtained for uniform grids: the order of accuracy in the adjacent cells to the isolated
discontinuity, o}, and o' ,, is smaller than the one obtained using the new WENO algorithm. These numerical results
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Figure 5: Interpolation using the new WENO-6 algorithm. Dashed line: interpolation of the function @3] (a) and of the function (5] (b).
Circles: Data points.

To analyze the numerical order we take the non-uniform mesh, {z?}?2,, we divide it in each level using the following
formula:
+1 -
:vz?+1=%(w§+w§+1), j=0,...,20 -1, (46)
pitt =gt =0 2f
2j — Y .] T My )

for £ > 5 and compute the numerical order following Eq. ([44]). Again, we see, in Tables [l and [7 that the behaviour
of the numerical order is the expected one, and proved in Theorem [B.]

~|

ET, o' BT, o'y ET, o', ET, o', E§ of EY of Ef of Ef of Ef of
1.4532e-09 1.9867e-09 1.3509e-09 2.1725e-07 5.0179e-01 9.6277e-07 5.7583e-12 1.8499e-08 2.0715e-08
6| 3.0627e-12  8.89 | 1.1074e-11  7.48 | 2.8323e-10 2.25 | 1.8743e-08 3.53 | 9.5557e-01 -0.92 | 1.4596e-07 2.72 | 1.0063e-10 -4.12 | 9.9920e-16 24.14 | 8.8818e-16 24.47
3.4114e-13  3.16 | 2.7956e-13  5.30 | 9.6570e-12  4.87 | 1.1295e-09 4.05 | 9.0939e-01  0.07 | 4.4933e-09 5.02 | 5.2145e-11  0.94 | 7.6797e-12 -12.90 | 6.9681e-12 -12.93
3.1225e-15  6.77 | 2.6784e-15 6.70 | 2.8241e-13  5.09 | 6.9824e-11  4.01 | 8.1464e-01  0.15 | 1.4067e-10 4.99 | 3.2563e-13  7.32 | 1.1768e-14  9.35 | 5.5622¢-14  6.96
4.1633e-17  6.22 | 4.1633¢-17  6.00 | 8.9997e-15 4.97 | 4.4054e-12  3.98 | 5.9349¢-01  0.45 | 8.8614e-12 3.98 | 9.1038¢-15 5.16 | 4.4409¢-16 4.72 | 3.3307e-16 7.38

[

© 0w ~

Table 5: Non-uniform grid refinement analysis for the new WENO-6 algorithm for the function (Z3])

‘ B, ol ECy ols EL, 0%y B, o1 2 % Ef of By o5 ES of Ef of
1.4532e-09 1.9867e-09 2.2394e-09 2.1596e-07 5.0556e-01 9.6277e-07 1.1280e-10 1.8422¢-08 2.0870e-08
3.0627e-12  8.89 | 1.1074e-11  7.48 | 4.4299e-09 -0.98 | 1.8643e-08 9.5952e-01  -0.92 | 1.4596e-07 2.7 9.9574e-09 -6.46 | 8.8818e-16 24.30 | 8.8818e-16 24.48
3.4114e-13  3.16 | 2.7956e-13  5.30 | 2.6139e-10  4.08 | 1.1280e-09 9.1492e-01  0.06 | 4.4933e-09 5.02 | 2.7581e-09 1.85 | 7.6801le-12 -13.07 | 6.9664e-12 -12.93
3.1225e-15  6.77 | 2.6784e-15  6.70 | 1.5284e-11  4.09 | 6.9803c-11 8.1613e-01  0.16 | 1.4067e-10  4.99 | 3.4826e-11  6.30 | 1.1879¢-14  9.33 | 5.5511le-14  6.97
4.1633e-17  6.22 | 4.3368e-17  5.94 | 9.6033e-13  3.99 | 4.4051e-12 5.9392e-01  0.45 | 8.8614e-12 3.98 | 1.9277e-12  4.17 | 4.4409¢-16  4.74 | 3.3307e-16  7.38

S

-~

© o

Table 6: Non-uniform grid refinement analysis for the classical WENO-6 algorithm for the function ([@3))

7.8. Examples in 2d for uniform grids
We start with a smooth function to check numerically that the order is 2r. Thus, we consider the function
1

—_— 47
x%—k:z:%—l—l’ (47)

f3(r1,22) =
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l EY, or, BT, o4 EY, o', ET| o’ E§ of EY of EY of Ef of EY of
5| 1.6775e-08 2.7033e-07 6.2666e-05 2.8007e-04 8.2027e-01 5.6347e-05 5.8642e-06 1.6321e-08 4.6059¢e-08

6 | 3.5056e-12  12.22 | 2.1402¢-12  16.94 | 1.9801e-06 4.98 | 3.5278e-06 6.31 | 8.1413e-01 0.01 | 1.0834e-05 2.37 | 1.3715e-07 5.41 | 1.3137e-11 10.27 | 4.4049¢-12  13.35
71 2.1300e-13  4.04 | 1.4868e-10 -6.11 | 1.9147e-08 6.69 | 1.3796e-06 1.35 | 8.0577e-01 0.01 | 9.3678e-07 3.53 | 2.7173e-08 2.33 | 8.3370e-10 -5.98 | 1.8362e-10 -5.38
8 | 1.4874e-11 -6.12 | 1.5467e-11  3.26 | 9.9600e-10 4.26 | 9.4274e-08 3.87 | 7.9070e-01 0.02 | 5.5039e-08 4.08 | 7.7134e-10 5.13 | 1.6195e-11  5.68 | 1.7014e-11  3.43
9 | 2.5019¢-13 5.89 | 2.5602¢-13 5.91 | 3.2880e-11 4.92 | 6.1595¢-09 3.93 | 7.5953e-01 0.05 | 3.3358¢-09 4.04 | 2.3013¢-11 5.06 | 2.3137e-13  6.12 | 2.3692¢-13 6.16

Table 7: Non-uniform grid refinement analysis for the new WENO-6 algorithm for the function (5.

a2 E‘;4 n/i4 Ei; 0‘73 E‘;Q 0‘;2 Eix 0[,1 E{) 06 Ef 0( Eé ng E§ og Efl ofi
5 | 1.6383e-08 2.8758e-07 1.0398e-04 3.9364e-04 8.1970e-01 5.6347e-05 1.8207e-05 1.6304e-08 4.7433e-08

6 | 3.5061e-12 12.19 | 2.1401e-12 17.03 | 5.2570e-06  4.30 | 3.5206e-06 6.80 | 8.1338e-01 0.01 | 1.0834e-05 2.37 | 8.1099e-07 4.48 | 1.3140e-11  24.30 | 4.4047e-12 13.39
7| 2.1300e-13  4.04 | 1.4842e-10 -6.11 | 2.3862e-07 4.46 | 1.3735e-06 1.35 | 8.0534e-01 0.01 | 9.3678e-07 3.53 | 1.9806e-07 2.03 | 8.3530e-10 -13.07 | 1.8435e-10 -5.38
8 | 1.4875e-11  -6.12 | 1.5467e-11  3.26 | 2.0923e-08 3.51 | 9.4127¢-08 3.86 | 7.8938e¢-01 0.02 | 5.5039¢-08 4.08 | 1.2003e-08 4.04 | 1.6196¢-11 9.33 1.7015e-11  3.43
9 | 2.5013e-13  5.89 | 2.5613e-13  5.91 | 1.3520e-09 3.95 | 6.1566e-09 3.93 | 7.5647e-01 0.06 | 3.3358¢-09 4.04 | 7.3780e-10 4.02 | 2.3115e-13  4.74 | 2.3714e-13  6.16

Table 8: Non-uniform grid refinement analysis for the classical WENO-6 algorithm for the function (@3]

and interpolate it using a Cartesian grid in the square [—1,1]%:

X = (@D bW ah D = 1 qihg, 259 = —14 jhy, he =270, (48)

at the points
Bf = {(T(k’l)xl + (1 — T(kl))yl,’r(kg)xg + (1 — T(kz))yg) : ((El,xg), (yl,yg) S XZ, T(k) =0.34+0.1k, k = 0,4},

applying the new WENO algorithm for r = 3. Note that the set of points B? is conformed by a convex combination of
points of the grid. We have chosen this collection of points, but we could have selected any other. The result is shown
in Fig. [l and we observe that it is similar to the original function f3. In order to compute the numerical order, we
use the same strategy presented in Section [T we calculate EY = E(BY) and approximate the order as in Eq. (@4).
Regarding the table presented in Fig. [Blit is clear that the order of accuracy is the expected one.

r=23 r=4
/ E* o’ Ef o’ o
4 | 7.9879e-07 1.6882¢-08
51 1.3037e-08 5.94 | 6.4910e-11  8.02 ”
6 | 2.0584e-10 5.98 | 2.5102¢-13 8.01
7| 3.2245e-12  6.00 | 1.4433e-15 7.44

Figure 6: Left: Grid refinement analysis for the new WENO-6 algorithm for the function {@7). Right: Interpolation using the new WENO-6
algorithm.

In order to analyze the order close to the discontinuities, we perform an experiment with the function:

€172 cos(xy — x9), 21 + 29 <0,

49
€12 cog(xy — x2) + 1, 1 + 22 > 0. (49)

fa(z1,22) =

£ 14
We take the mid-point xo = (;v?’(Q -1, xé’(z 71)) = (0,0) of the cartesian grid X*; the set
V4= {(s1,82)he : =5 < 51 <6, —4 < 55 < 5},
(see Figure[ll(a) red big points), and calculate an approximation to the function in the points

X = {(r(k1)ar + (1= 7(k1))yr, T(k2)az + (1 — 7(ka))y2) : (w1, 32), (Y1, 42) € Y, 7(k) = 0.3+ 0.1k, k= 0,...,4},
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(see Figure[ll(a) gray, green, yellow and blue small points). We chose this set for the convenience of analyzing the
order, but any other random sample of points could have been selected. A region between four data points is defined
as:

XKooy = XN [s1he, (s1 4+ Dbl X [s2he, (s2+ Dhel, =5 <51 <5, —4 < sy <4,

and the errors and the numerical orders in each region as:

Elf—l
E551,82) = E(X(Zsl,SZ))’ ofsl,sz) = log, % ;o —H<s1 <5, —4<sy <4
(s1,82)

Now, we compare with a modification of the classical WENO method adapted to work using tensor products. Note
that the WENO-2d method defined in ﬂ] is constructed for uniform-grids. In this case, we reformulate the classical
WENO to approximate at any point in the considered interval and for non-uniform-grids. Theoretically, we have
proved that the order of accuracy obtained at the green points in Figure[7l(a) is equal to 4, as there is one unique
square stencil that is not contaminated by the discontinuity. For the yellow ones, 5 is the theoretical order of accuracy,
and 6 for the rest of the points. Using the classical WENO algorithm, we only distinguish two zones, order 4 (yellow
and green zones) and order 6 for the rest of the points.

() (d)

Figure 7: Interpolation using new WENO-6 algorithm to the function [@3)). (a): Nodes (red points) and points of interpolation (color
points). (b), (c) and (d): Result of the interpolation in these points.
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We can check this fact in Tables [ and [[0} where we determine the order, 0(7S1 52) in each region. In this case, in

the smooth part, we obtain numerical order 7. The interpolation is shown in Figure [T (c). We can see again that the
resulting intepolator avoids Gibbs phenomenon (Figure[(d)).

o o s=-5 -4 3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5
s2=-4| -0.00 000 4.03 407 3.99 5.10 7.07 710 7.32 681 7.09
~3| 393 -000 000 405 408 399 511 723 7.09 7.00 7.08
2| 390 394 -0.00 000 406 4.09 400 5.11 7.06 721 7.25
~1] 399 392 395 -000 000 406 4.09 400 5.11 7.07 7.20
0| 4.90 400 392 396 -0.00 000 406 4.09 399 5.10 7.09
1| 680 491 401 393 396 -0.00 000 406 408 399 5.09
2| 686 697 4.91 4.0l 3.93 3.96 -0.00 0.00 4.05 4.07 3.97
3| 688 693 696 4.91 401 392 395 -0.00 000 4.03 4.06
4| 684 680 688 697 4.91 400 3.92 394 -0.00 0.00 4.02

Table 9: Grid refinement analysis for the new WENO-6 algorithm for the function (#9) with £ =17

ey | 51=5 4 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5
sy=—4| -0.00 0.0 403 407 404 4.08 7.5 710 7.5 698 7.09
~3 | 392 000 000 404 408 405 4.08 706 689 7.00 6.98
—2 | 390 394 000 000 405 408 405 4.09 691 721 7.25
~1| 394 391 395 -0.00 000 405 4.09 405 4.08 7.15 7.19
0| 3.91 395 392 395 -0.00 000 405 408 405 4.08 7.14
6.8  3.92 396 392 396 -0.00 000 4.05 408 4.04 4.07
691 697 3.92 396 3.92 395 -0.00 0.00 4.04 407 4.02
6.92 693 696 3.92 396 392 395 -0.00 000 403 4.05
690 694 693 690 3.92 395 391 394 -0.00 000 4.01

ISJCR NG

Table 10: Grid refinement analysis for the classical WENO-6 algorithm for the function {@9) with £ =17

7.4. Ezamples in 2d for non-uniform grids

Finally, in this subsection, we will present two examples to corroborate that our new algorithm is also valid for
non-uniform grids. To study the order we design a non-regular grid for £ = 4 applying the following formula

v 1) ~ . ~0.(7 . — he h
XK= (@0, HON 0 = 1 pin el 39 = 14 jhetel, =27 b T {_3@ ﬂ (50)
being U [—2, 2] the uniform distribution in the interval [~h¢/2, he/2]. And for £ > 4 we use the same strategy as in

1d, Eq. (@), i.c., we define X+ = {(#"" @, gt (J))}%’Zjﬂo

vy _ [3@ 0 a3, h=2ib1 1<t o
1 5;;7(1), h=2i, 0<i<2,

v _ [3@Y 430, b=2j 41 055 <2 -,
2 fé(']) 12:2j, O§j§26+1,

and interpolate at 25 points contained in each region formed by 4 points:
= {(r(k1)z1 + (1 — 7(k1)y1, T(k2)xe + (1 — 7(k2))ya) : (x1,22), (y1,42) € X, 7(k) = 0.3+ 0.1k, k = 0,1,2,3,4}.

Then we calculate the errors and numerical orders in Q, = Xt n [—5.5h¢,5.5h)%, as in previous subsections, with
EY = E(Qy). We can observe again in Table [T} that the results obtained in the numerical experiments satisfy the
theoretical ones. To finish these numerical tests, we perform an interpolation of the function
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1.3938e-06 2.3237e-08
2.9147e-08  5.58 | 1.8794e-10 6.95
5.4251e-10 5.75 | 1.1793e-12  7.32
1.0811e-11  5.65 | 5.3291e-15 7.79
1.9518e-13  5.79 | 5.5511e-16 -

© 0 g O U

Table 11: Non-uniform grid refinement analysis for the new WENO-6 algorithm for the function (7).

(x1 + x2) sin(167x; ) sin(167x2), 1+ x2 <0,
(1 + x2) sin(16mxq) sin(16mz2) + 0.1, x1 4+ 22 > 0,

-
|~ 5]

fa(z1,22) = { (51)

1

[=2]

at the points:
B" = {(r(k1)z1 + (1 — 7(k1))y1, 7(k2)w2 + (1 — 7(k2))y2) : (1, 32), (y1,92) € X7, 7(k) = 0.3+ 0.1k, k =0,1,2,3,4}

being X7 a non-uniform grid constructed employing the formula described in Eq. ([B0) (see Figure[B(a)). We show the
result in FigureBlc) and (d) confirming that Gibbs phenomenon does not appear.

8. Conclusions and future work

In this work, we have presented a new WENO method with a progressive order of accuracy close to the discontinu-
ities. This new algorithm is simpler computationally than the one presented in |3] and more general. In particular, our
main contributions can be summarised in the following: we design a new recursive method to compute the interpola-
tion; we construct non-linear explicit formulas to calculate the weights to interpolate any point in the central interval;
we propose an algorithm for non-uniform grids, and finally, we extend the method to n dimensions. This strategy
presents a drawback, the stencils used to interpolate are square and the number of points is larger than necessary to
get the optimal order of accuracy. To improve this fact and to apply this technique in partial differential equations
contexts are the principal lines of our future work.
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