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Numerical methods of the ADER family, in particular finite-element ADER-DG and finite-volume ADER-WENO
methods, are among the most accurate numerical methods for solving quasilinear PDE systems. The internal
structure of ADER-DG and ADER-WENO numerical methods contains a large number of basic linear algebra
operations related to matrix multiplication. At the moment, the main interface of software libraries for high-
performance computing is BLAS. This paper presents an effective method for integration the standard functions of
the BLAS interface into the implementation of these numerical methods. The calculated matrices are small matrices;
at the same time, the proposed implementation makes it possible to effectively use existing JIT technologies. The
proposed approach immediately operates on AoS, which makes it possible to efficiently calculate flux, source and
non-conservative terms without need to carry out transposition. The obtained computational costs allowed to
conclude that the effective implementation, based on the use of the JIT functions of the BLAS, outperformed both
the implementation based on the general BLAS functions and the naive implementations by several times. At the
same time, the complexity of developing an implementation based on the approach proposed in this work does not
exceed the complexity of developing a naive optimized implementation.
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Introduction

Numerical methods based on the ADER (Arbitrary high order using DERivatives) paradigm, in particular, finite-element ADER
discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods and finite-volume ADER-WENO methods, are among the most high-precision and high-
order numerical methods for simulating evolutionary quasilinear systems of partial differential equation (PDEs). Initially, the
ADER paradigm was developed in works [1, 2] for use in finite-volume numerical methods, and was based on the use of the
Cauchy-Kowalewski procedure. Subsequently, methods were developed [3, 4] based on the use of a local discrete space-time
solution, which was calculated by the local space-time discontinuous Galerkin (LST-DG) predictor. The current state of finite-
volume and finite-element DG numerical methods based on the use of the ADER paradigm originates from the development of
the Multi-dimensional Optimal Order Detection (MOOD) paradigm [5], as a result of which finite-element ADER-DG methods
with a posteriori correction of the solution in subcells by a finite-volume limiter were developed [6–9].

Currently, finite-element ADER-DG methods and finite-volume ADER-WENO methods are used to simulate classical ideal
and dissipative hydrodynamic and magnetohydrodynamic flows [10–12], solve problems of hydrodynamics and magnetohydrody-
namics in the special and general theory of relativity [13–15], simulate the movements of deformable elastic media [16–18], simu-
late propagation of seismic waves [16,19–21], propagation of detonation waves [22], solve the shallow water equations [23,24], sim-
ulate the blood flow [25]; and many other problems [16,19]. Finite-element ADER-DG methods and finite-volume ADER-WENO
methods are developed for both structured Cartesian meshes [6,7,13–15], using the adaptive mesh refinement paradigm [8–11,26],
and unstructured triangular and tetrahedral meshes [27–29], and moving meshes [30]. The papers [16,17,19,31–34] discuss the
features of the mathematical and algorithmic formulations of numerical methods, as well as the features of their software imple-
mentation. Dumbser et al developed well-balanced ADER-DG method for GRGD problems [15] and for the multilayer shallow
water equations [24]. ADER-DG methods were used to solve ODE systems in [3, 29, 35]. The modern state of development of
the space-time finite-element ADER-DG is presented in the works [36,37].

The internal structure of ADER-DG and ADER-WENO methods, especially those based on the use of LST-DG predictor
to obtain a local discrete space-time solution, contains a large number of basic linear algebra operations related to matrix
multiplication. At the moment, the main interface of software libraries for high-performance computing is BLAS. A method
of use of the BLAS interface proposed in the work [16] involves complex additional procedures associated with the calculation
of flux, source and non-conservative terms. One should choose a method for 5d array storage, which is the classic AoS vs
SoA problem, known in computer science. In the works [16, 19] the use of SoA is proposed, which allows the use of small
matrices, well suited for the lixsmm library of small matrices computations. However, this choice requires laborious calculations
of flux, source and non-conservative terms – direct calculation requires transposing the matrices of the expansion coefficients
of the local discrete space-time solution. Despite the fact that the work [16] proposes to use a very efficient implementation of
this transposition operation, based on “on the fly” conversion with efficient use of registers of the AVX, AVX2 and AVX-512
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instruction subsets, this leads to complication of the computational code and makes it natively dependent on the details of the
device of the modern version of the x86 instruction set architecture.

In this work an effective method for integration the standard functions of the BLAS interface into the implementation of these
numerical methods has been developed and presented. The proposed approach is different from that in [16, 19]. The proposed
approach immediately operates on AoS, which makes it possible to efficiently calculate flux, source and non-conservative terms,
in this case, there is no need to carry out transposition, which must be carried out in the algorithm proposed in the work [16]
and implemented in the work [19]. Detailed algorithms and tables with function parameters are presented.

1 Mathematical framework

In this work, the initial non-homogeneous non-conservative PDE system was chosen in the following form:

∂U

∂t
+∇ · F(U) +B(U) · ∇U = S(U, r, t), (1)

where U ∈ ΩU ⊆ RM is the vector of conserved values, F(U) = (Fx(U),Fy(U),Fz(U)) is the flux tensor, B(U) =
(Bx(U),By(U),Bz(U)) is a vector of matrices M ×M defining non-conservative terms, S = S(U, r, t) is an algebraic source
term. In the expressions presented here and further in the text, an arbitrary dependence of the source terms S on coordinates r
and t is assumed. However, the flux tensor F(U) and matrices of non-conservative terms B can also depend on (r, t), this is in
no way restricted to the obtained expressions – such dependence can occur in case of using curvilinear systems for coordinates
and time. The system of equations can be represented in the non-conservative form ∂U/∂t + A(U) · ∇U = S(U, r, t), where
A(U) = ∂F(U)/∂U + B. The PDE system (1) is hyperbolic if for all vectors a ̸= 0 and for all vectors U ∈ ΩU the matrix
A(U) · a has M real eigenvalues and a full set of M linearly independent right eigenvectors. Hyperbolicity is of fundamental
importance for obtaining a solution to the Riemann problem of calculating fluxes at cell interfaces in these numerical methods;
however, hyperbolicity is not fundamental to allow a Riemann solver to correctly calculate fluxes for parabolic PDEs. The
system of equations (1) in Cartesian coordinates (x, y, z), which is used in this work, takes the following form:

∂U

∂t
+
∂Fx(U)

∂x
+
∂Fy(U)

∂y
+
∂Fz(U)

∂z
+ Bx(U) · ∂U

∂x
+ By(U) · ∂U

∂y
+ Bz(U) · ∂U

∂z
= S(U, r, t). (2)

The computational domain Ω ⊂ R3 is discretized by a spatial mesh Ω = ∪iΩi with coordinate cells Ωi = [xi1 , xi1+1]×[yi2 , yi2+1]×
[zi3 , zi3+1], where xi1+1 − xi1 = ∆x, yi2+1 − yi2 = ∆y, zi3+1 − zi3 = ∆z; and i is a three-component multi-index i = (i1, i2, i3).
As a result of time discretization tn with time step ∆tn = tn+1 − tn, the set of space-time elements Ωn,i = [tn, tn+1]× Ωi was
obtained in which a local space-time coordinate system (τ, ξ), with ξ = (ξ, η, ζ), was introduced in the following form:

t = tn +∆tn · τ ; x = xi1 +∆x · ξ; y = yi2 +∆y · η; z = zi3 +∆z · ζ; 0 ⩽ τ, ξ, η, ζ ⩽ 1, (3)

which maps the element Ωn,i to a reference space-time element ω4 = [0, 1] × ω3 = [0, 1]4. In the coordinate system (3) of the
reference space-time element Ωn,i, the system of equations (2) can be written in the following form:

∂u

∂t
+
∂fξ(u)

∂ξ
+
∂fη(u)

∂η
+
∂fζ(u)

∂ζ
+Bξ(u) ·

∂u

∂ξ
+Bη(u) ·

∂u

∂η
+Bζ(u) ·

∂u

∂ζ
= s(u, r(ξ), t(τ)), (4)

where

u = U, fξ =
∆tn

∆x
· Fx, fη =

∆tn

∆y
· Fy, fζ =

∆tn

∆z
· Fz,

Bξ =
∆tn

∆x
· Bx, Bη =

∆tn

∆y
· By, Bζ =

∆tn

∆z
· Bz, s = ∆tn · S,

(5)

define the rescaled flux tensor, matrices of non-conservative terms, and source terms. A detailed description of the mathematical
framework is based on works [6–11,13–15,26,28–30], and is provided primarily to derive the final formulaic apparatus for which
the implementation has been developed.

The finite-element ADER-DG and finite-volume ADER-WENO methods are based on the use of a discrete space-time solution
q(τ, ξ) obtained by the LST-DG predictor [6, 8–11, 16]. The discrete solution q determines the solution of the problem in the
small, describing the dynamic evolution of the solution in the space-time element Ωn,i without taking into account the interaction
with other mesh cells, and is represented in the form:

q(τ, ξ) =
∑
p

q̂pΘp(τ, ξ), (6)

where Θp(τ, ξ) is the basis functions, q̂p is the representation coefficients, p = (p0, p1, p2, p3) is the four-component multi-
index. The basis functions Θp(τ, ξ) were chosen in the form of tensor products of the nodal basis functions Θp(τ, ξ) =
φp0(τ)φp1(ξ)φp2(η)φp3(ζ), where φk(ξ) are the nodal basis functions, which are Lagrange interpolation polynomials of de-
gree N , with nodal points at the roots ξl of the Legendre polynomials PN+1(ξ): φk(ξl) = δkl, and 0 ⩽ p0, p1, p2, p3 ⩽ N .
However, the roots of Radau polynomials, Lobatto polynomials and other polynomials can be chosen as nodal points [38]. In
the finite-element ADER-DG method, the solution un(ξ) in the cell Ωi at the time step tn is represented in the form:

un(ξ) =
∑
k

ûn
kΦk(ξ), (7)

where Φk(ξ) is the basis functions, ûn
k is the representation coefficients, k = (k1, k2, k3) is the three-component multi-index,

0 ⩽ k1, k2, k3 ⩽ N . The basis functions Φk(ξ) were also chosen in the form of tensor products of the nodal basis functions
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Φk(τ, ξ) = φk1(ξ)φk2(η)φk3(ζ). In the finite-volume ADER-WENO method, the solution in the cell Ωi at the time step tn is
represented by a finite-volume average value vn

i :

vn
i =

1∫
0

dξ

1∫
0

dη

1∫
0

dζ · u(r(ξ), tn). (8)

Using the values vn
j in the set of cells Ωj surrounding the cell Ωi, WENO-reconstruction of the solution is performed, allowing

to obtain a highly accurate representation of the solution wn(ξ) at the time step tn, which was presented in the form:

wn(ξ) =
∑
k

ŵn
kΦk(ξ), (9)

which is technically similar to the DG representation (7) of the solution, however, instead of the coefficients ûn
k in the expression,

the coefficients ŵn
k that are calculated in the WENO-reconstruction of the solution are used.

2 LST-DG predictor

2.1 General description

The system of nonlinear algebraic equations of the LST-DG predictor was obtained as a result of substitution u 7→ q into
the system of equations (4) and using the condition for the L2 projection of the residual to be zero on the test functions, for
which the functions Θp(τ, ξ) were chosen, integrating by parts over time τ in the time term, and using the initial condition
q(0, ξ) = u(ξ) (7), which leads to the following expression [6, 8–11,16]:

[Θp,q] (1)− [Θp,u] (0) +

〈
∂Θp

∂τ
,q

〉
+

〈
Θp,

(
∂fξ(q)

∂ξ
+
∂fη(q)

∂η
+
∂fζ(q)

∂ζ

)〉
+

〈
Θp,

(
Bξ(q) ·

∂q

∂ξ
+Bη(q) ·

∂q

∂η
+Bζ(q) ·

∂q

∂ζ
− s(q, r(ξ), t(τ))

)〉
= 0,

(10)

where following integral operators for L2 scalar products were introduced to simplify the notation:

[f(τ, ξ), g(τ, ξ)] (τ) =

1∫
0

dξ

1∫
0

dη

1∫
0

dζ · f(τ, ξ)g(τ, ξ);

⟨f(τ, ξ), g(τ, ξ)⟩ =
1∫

0

dτ · [f(τ, ξ), g(τ, ξ)] (τ) =
1∫

0

dτ

1∫
0

dξ

1∫
0

dη

1∫
0

dζ · f(τ, ξ)g(τ, ξ).

(11)

This form of the system of predictor equations is written for ADER-DG method, but for finite-volume ADER-WENO method
it is enough to select the initial condition in the form q(0, ξ) = w(ξ) of a reconstructed function (9). The use of the Gaussian
quadrature formula, in this case the chosen basis is the Gauss-Legendre quadrature formula:

1∫
0

dξ · f(ξ) ≈
N∑

k=0

wkf(ξk), wk =

1∫
0

dξ · φ2
k(ξ),

N∑
k=0

wk = 1, (12)

makes it possible to approximately use the point-wise evaluation [39,40] of the physical fluxes and sources:

fξ(q) ≈
∑
p

Θp · fξ(q̂p), fη(q) ≈
∑
p

Θp · fη(q̂p), fζ(q) ≈
∑
p

Θp · fζ(q̂p),

Bξ(q) ·
∂q

∂ξ
≈
∑
p

Θp ·

(
Bξ(q̂p)

∑
r

∂Θr(τp, ξp)

∂ξ
· q̂r

)
, Bη(q) ·

∂q

∂η
≈
∑
p

Θp ·

(
Bη(q̂p)

∑
r

∂Θr(τp, ξp)

∂η
· q̂r

)
,

Bζ(q) ·
∂q

∂ζ
≈
∑
p

Θp ·

(
Bζ(q̂p)

∑
r

∂Θr(τp, ξp)

∂ζ
· q̂r

)
, s(q, r(ξ), t(τ)) ≈

∑
p

Θp · s(q̂p, r(ξp), t(τp)),

(13)

The approximation by point-wise evaluation can be proved by the following consideration: consider the representation of the
source term as an expansion in basis functions in the form:

s(q, r(ξ), t(τ)) =
∑
p

Θp · sp, sp =
⟨Θp, s(q, r(ξ), t(τ))⟩

⟨Θp,Θp⟩
, (14)

where as a result of using the Gauss-Legendre quadrature formula and the definition of Lagrange interpolation polynomials
φp(ξk) = δpk, the following can be obtained:

⟨Θp, s(q, r(ξ), t(τ))⟩ ≈ wp0wp1wp2wp3 · s(qp, r(ξp), t(τp)), ⟨Θp,Θp⟩ = wp0wp1wp2wp3 , (15)

as a result of which we obtain the point-wise evolution for the source term sp ≈ s(qp, r(ξp), t(τp)). Similar transformations can
be carried out for all conservative and non-conservative flow terms, which also can be proved the point-wise evaluation of the
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physical fluxes. As a result of the approximation by point-wise evaluation, the system of equations of the LST-DG predictor
takes the following form:∑

q

[Θp,Θq] (1) · q̂q −
∑
q

〈
∂Θp

∂τ
,Θq

〉
· q̂q +

∑
q

〈
Θp,

∂Θq

∂ξ
· fξ(q̂q) +

∂Θq

∂η
· fη(q̂q) +

∂Θq

∂ζ
· fζ(q̂q)

〉

−
∑
q

⟨Θp,Θq⟩

(
s(q̂q, r(ξq), t(τq))−

∑
r

(
Bξ(q̂q)

∂Θr(τq, ξq)

∂ξ
+Bη(q̂q)

∂Θr(τq, ξq)

∂η
+Bζ(q̂q)

∂Θr(τq, ξq)

∂ζ

)
· q̂r

)
=
∑
k

[Θp,Φk] (0) · ûk,

(16)

where the left side of the system of equations contains functional structures containing the desired quantities q̂p, and the right
side contains known coefficients ûk for representing the initial conditions specified at the time step tn. To simplify the final
form of the system of equations, the following notation was introduced:

f̂ξp = fξ(q̂p); f̂ηp = fη(q̂p); f̂ζp = fζ(q̂p); ŝp = s(q̂p, r(ξp), t(τp)),

b̂p =
∑
r

(
Bξ(q̂p)

∂Θr(τp, ξp)

∂ξ
+Bη(q̂p)

∂Θr(τp, ξp)

∂η
+Bζ(q̂p)

∂Θr(τp, ξp)

∂ζ

)
· q̂r;

(17)

and notation for the matrices was also introduced:

Kτ
pq = [Θp,Θq] (1)−

〈
∂Θp

∂τ
,Θq

〉
; Mpq = ⟨Θp,Θq⟩ ; F0

pk = [Θp,Φk] (0);

Kξ
pq =

〈
Θp,

∂Θq

∂ξ

〉
; Kη

pq =

〈
Θp,

∂Θq

∂η

〉
; Kζ

pq =

〈
Θp,

∂Θq

∂ζ

〉
;

(18)

where it is necessary to take into account that p = (p0, p1, p2, p3) and k = (k1, k2, k3) are multi-indices for which a through
index can be introduced (multi-indices q and r are similar in structure to p):

p = p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3; 0 ⩽ p0, p1, p2, p3 ⩽ N ; 0 ⩽ p ⩽ (N + 1)4;
k = k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3; 0 ⩽ k1, k2, k3 ⩽ N ; 0 ⩽ k ⩽ (N + 1)3.

(19)

In simplifying notation, the system of predictor equations can be rewritten in the following form:∑
q

(
Kτ

pqq̂q +Kξ
pq f̂

ξ
q +Kη

pq f̂
η
q +Kζ

pq f̂
ζ
q −Mpq

(
ŝq − b̂q

))
=
∑
k

F0
pkûk, (20)

which after multiplication on the left by the inverse matrix [Kτ ]−1 takes the following form [40]:

q̂p −
∑
q

Ls
pq

(
ŝq − b̂q

)
=
∑
k

L0
pkûk −

∑
q

(
Lξ
pq f̂

ξ
q + Lη

pq f̂
η
q + Lζ

pq f̂
ζ
q

)
, (21)

where the following notation is introduced:

Lξ
pq =

∑
r

[Kτ ]−1
pr Kξ

rq, Lη
pq =

∑
r

[Kτ ]−1
pr Kη

rq, Lζ
pq =

∑
r

[Kτ ]−1
pr Kζ

rq,

Lσ
pq =

∑
r

[Kτ ]−1
pr Mrq, L0

pk =
∑
r

[Kτ ]−1
pr Frk.

(22)

The work [39] strictly proves that the eigenvalues of the matrices Lξ, Lη and Lζ are zero, which was previously stated in [40].
Therefore, the Picard iterative process is of the following form:

q̂(l+1)
p −

∑
q

Lσ
pq

(
ŝ(l+1)
q − b̂(l+1)

q

)
=
∑
k

L0
pkûk −

∑
q

(
Lξ
pq f̂

ξ,(l)
q + Lη

pq f̂
η,(l)
q + Lζ

pq f̂
ζ,(l)
q

)
, (23)

and strictly converges to the solution of the problem in case of zero terms B ≡ 0 and S ≡ 0 in (1). The matrix L0 has an
interesting property:

L0
pk ≡ L0

p0p1p2p3,k1k2k3
= δp1k1δp2k2δp3k3 , (24)

which is due to the fact that in case of zero fluxes F ≡ 0 and terms B ≡ 0 and S ≡ 0 in (1) the solution q(τ, ξ) is a constant
in time τ , therefore the condition q̂p0p1p2p3 = ûp1p2p3 must be satisfied that is equivalent to the condition (24). This condition
is applicable in software implementation – the calculation of the first term on the right side of the system of equations (23) is
reduced to initializing each subarray q̂p0 by array û.
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2.2 Using the BLAS interface

The matrices (22) included in the system of nonlinear algebraic equations (23) of the LST-DG predictor can be expressed
through the matrices of mass Λ and stiffness Ξ determined by the basis functions {φk(ξ)}:

Λkl =

1∫
0

φkφldξ = Λkδkl; Ξkl =

1∫
0

φk
dφl

dξ
dξ; Υkl = φk(1)φl(1)− Ξlk, (25)

where the orthogonality property of the functional basis φk(ξ) is taken into account and an expression for the matrix Υ is
introduced. Using through indices p and q (19), the expressions (18) for the matrices are expressed as follows:

Kτ = Υ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ; M = Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ;

Kξ = Λ⊗ Ξ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ; Kη = Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Ξ⊗ Λ; Kζ = Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Ξ,
(26)

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. Using these expressions and introducing additional matrices æ̃ = Υ−1 · Λ and
k̃ = Λ−1 · Ξ, expressions for the LST-DG predictor matrices (22) were obtained:

Lσ = [Υ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ]−1 · [Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ] = æ̃⊗ I⊗ I⊗ I;
Lξ = [Υ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ]−1 · [Λ⊗ Ξ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ] = æ̃⊗ k̃ ⊗ I⊗ I;
Lη = [Υ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ]−1 · [Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Ξ⊗ Λ] = æ̃⊗ I⊗ k̃ ⊗ I;
Lζ = [Υ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ]−1 · [Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Λ⊗ Ξ] = æ̃⊗ I⊗ I⊗ k̃,

(27)

where I is the (N + 1) × (N + 1) identity matrix. Calculation of non-conservative terms b̂q uses multiplication by gradient
matrices for basis functions Θp:

Dξ
pq =

∂Θq(τp, ξp)

∂ξ
; Dη

pq =
∂Θq(τp, ξp)

∂η
; Dζ

pq =
∂Θq(τp, ξp)

∂ζ
, (28)

for which the following representations were obtained:

Dξ = I⊗ [Dφ]T ⊗ I⊗ I; Dη = I⊗ I⊗ [Dφ]T ⊗ I; Dζ = I⊗ I⊗ I⊗ [Dφ]T , (29)

where Dφ = ||φ′
k(ξl)|| is the (N + 1)× (N + 1) matrix of derivatives of the basis functions φk(ξ) in nodes ξl.

Table 1: The main parameters of the BLAS procedures gemm used to calculate the discrete solution q by the LST-DG predictor.

kernel name m n k lda ldb ldc α β

k ksi kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)2M (N + 1)2M 1 0
k eta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)M (N + 1)M 1 1
k zeta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 M M 1 1
kappa kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)3M (N + 1)3M 1 1
d ksi kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)2M (N + 1)2M 1 0
d eta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)M (N + 1)M 1 0
d zeta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 M M 1 0
b ksi kernel M M M M M M 1 0
b eta kernel M M M M M M 1 1
b zeta kernel M M M M M M 1 1

The choice and implementation of a numerical method for solving the system (23) of nonlinear algebraic equations of the
LST-DG predictor can be based on the Picard method and the Newton method [39]. The work [39] notes that the solution of
the system of nonlinear algebraic equations of the predictor in the case of the presence of stiff terms is preferably performed
using Newton’s method. This work proposes an implementation of the Picard iterative method for solving a system of equations
(23), which is organized in the form of two nested Picard iterative processes:

q̂(l+1,m+1)
p =

∑
q

Lσ
pq

(
ŝ(l+1,m)
q − b̂(l+1,m)

q

)
+
∑
k

L0
pkûk −

∑
q

(
Lξ
pq f̂

ξ,(l,m)
q + Lη

pq f̂
η,(l,m)
q + Lζ

pq f̂
ζ,(l,m)
q

)
, (30)

where in the internal iterative process on index m convergence is achieved for the stiff terms associated with algebraic sources
and non-conservative terms, and in the external iterative process on index l a general convergence is achieved, associated with
flux terms. Further in the text of the work, a method of use of the BLAS interface to implement a LST-DG predictor of this
form is presented. Taking into account the recommendations of the work [39], it can be added that the internal iterative process
can be implemented using Newton method, rather than Picard method, in the case of the presence of stiff source terms in the
system of equations.

All terms in the expression (30) were calculated using the gemm function of the BLAS interface. The main parameters of
the standard function gemm determine the storage method – layout, operations with matrices – transa and transb, matrices
sizes n, m and k, leading dimensions lda, ldb and lds, and the factors α and β. The row major layout for storing matrices
was chosen, and notrans was selected for the operations transa and transb. The values of all parameters used are presented
in Table 1. The last two lines of Table 1 are the same, which is done for reasons of syntactically clear introduction of
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Algorithm 1 The basic general structure of using BLAS interface procedure calls in the implementation of the LST-DG
predictor.

1: q init, q prev, q next, kf sum, q int prev, q int next, s, d: array[(N + 1)4 ·M ]
2: s args: array[4 · (N + 1)4]
3: function get cell local solution(u prev)
4: for all p0 ∈ [0, N ] do
5: q init[p0]← u prev

6: end for
7: q prev← init iter(q init, dt div dr)
8: repeat
9: q next← q init ▷ added only for symmetry

10: set flux terms sum(kf sum)
11: q int prev← q prev

12: repeat
13: q int next← q init

14: for all (p0, p1, p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]4 do
15: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
16: set rescaled source terms(s[idx], q int prev[idx], s args[idx], dt)
17: end for
18: set non conservative terms sum(b, q int prev, dt div dr)
19: s← s− b− kf sum

20: for all (p1, p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
21: idx← (p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
22: kappa kernel(q int next[idx], kappa tilde, s[idx])
23: end for
24: εinner ← ∥q int next− q int prev∥
25: q int prev← q int next

26: until εinner ⩽ ε0
27: q next← q int next

28: εouter ← ∥q next− q prev∥
29: q prev← q next

30: until εouter ⩽ ε0
31: return q next

32: end function

Algorithm 2 Procedure to Algorithm 1 for calculating the sum of flux terms multiplied by matrices Lξ, Lη, Lζ .

1: f ksi, f eta, f zeta, kf sum, q prev: array[(N + 1)4 ·M ]
2: procedure set flux terms sum(kf sum, q prev, dt div dr)
3: for all (p0, p1, p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]4 do
4: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
5: set rescaled flux terms 3d(f ksi[idx], f eta[idx], f zeta[idx], q prev[idx], dt div dr)
6: end for
7: for all (p0, p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
8: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
9: k ksi kernel(kf sum[idx], k tilde, f ksi[idx])

10: end for
11: for all (p0, p1, p3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
12: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p3) ·M
13: k eta kernel(kf sum[idx], k tilde, f eta[idx])
14: end for
15: for all (p0, p1, p2) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
16: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1)) ·M
17: k zeta kernel(kf sum[idx], k tilde, f zeta[idx])
18: end for
19: end procedure

functions b kernel for each individual direction ksi, eta and zeta (in software implementation this can be an alias, if this
is important). The basic general structure of the algorithm for calculating the expansion coefficients qp of a local discrete
solution is presented in Algorithm 1, where, to simplify the pseudocode, two support procedures were designed separately,
presented in Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3. Algorithm 1 receives as input an array of coefficients u, as well as the time
step ∆t and coordinate steps (∆x,∆y,∆z) (as (∆t/∆x,∆t/∆y,∆t/∆z) ratios). The procedures set rescaled flux terms 3d,
set rescaled non conservative matrices and set rescaled source terms calculate fluxes, source terms, and matrices of non-
conservative terms, respectively, calculated immediately in rescaled variables. The matrices k tilde, kappa tilde, D trans used
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Algorithm 3 Procedure to Algorithm 1 for calculating the sum of non-conservative terms b̂p.

1: b, q int prev, dq ksi, dq eta, dq zeta: array[(N + 1)4 ·M ]
2: B ksi, B eta, B zeta: array[M2]
3: procedure set non conservative terms sum(b, q int prev, dt div dr)
4: for all (p0, p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
5: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
6: d ksi kernel(dq ksi[idx], D trans, q int prev[idx])
7: end for
8: for all (p0, p1, p3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
9: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p3) ·M

10: d eta kernel(dq eta[idx], D trans, q int prev[idx])
11: end for
12: for all (p0, p1, p2) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
13: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1)) ·M
14: d zeta kernel(dq zeta[idx], D trans, q int prev[idx])
15: end for
16: for all (p0, p1, p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]4 do
17: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
18: set rescaled non conservative matrices(B ksi, B eta, B zeta, q int prev[idx], dt div dr)
19: b ksi kernel(b[idx], B ksi, dq ksi[idx])
20: b eta kernel(b[idx], B eta, dq eta[idx])
21: b zeta kernel(b[idx], B zeta, dq zeta[idx])
22: end for
23: end procedure

for calculations are corresponded to matrices k̃, æ̃, [Dφ]T and are pre-computed. Array s args stores the values (t(τp), r(ξ)p)
for each cell, with the values t(τp) being recalculated for each time step. The function init iter can use simple initialization
q̂p0p1p2p3 = ûp1p2p3 , based on property (24), or more advanced methods for obtaining initial iterations of the solution [16].
Internal and external iterations are implemented in loops, the exit conditions of which are determined by decreasing the error ε
to a value of ε0, which was chosen equal to 10−12-10−14 for the case of using floating point numbers type double and 10−4-10−6

– for type float. The pseudocode of Algorithm 1 does not provide any methods for error handling and infinite loop protection
of the iterative process. In a real software implementation, the number of iterations is limited to 100-1000; and in case of an
incorrect result, the program is aborted if the error cannot be processed, or the output solution is filled by nan, which can
then be processed, for example, by a posteriori correction of the solution. It should be noted that all parameters of the gemm

functions are known in advance and are constants, except for the arrays used. Therefore, this implementation satisfies all the
requirements for the use of JIT functions for small matrices computations, in particular, the jit gemm from the Intel MKL

library.
The similar implementation was proposed and discussed in the work [16]. However, the method of use of the BLAS interface

proposed in the work [16] involves application of complex additional procedures associated with the calculation of flux, source
and non-conservative terms. In general, the local discrete solution q(τ, ξ) is represented as an expansion (6) in basis functions
with expansion coefficients qp. Each expansion coefficient qp is an array of M elements. Then a method for 5d array storage
should be chosen. If we choose conserved variables as an index r of an element of a homogeneous structure, then storage
in format qp0p1p2p3,r is AoS, and in format qr,p0p1p2p3 is SoA, which is the classic AoS vs SoA problem, known in computer
science. In the works [16,19] the use of SoA is proposed, which allows the use of small matrices, well suited for the lixsmm library
of small matrices computations. However, this choice requires complicated calculations of flux, source and non-conservative
terms – direct calculation requires transposing the matrices qr,p 7→ qp,r. This work proposes an approach different from that
proposed in the works [16,19]. The proposed approach immediately operates on AoS qp,r, which makes it possible to efficiently
calculate flux, source and non-conservative terms. This approach simply scales in case of large values of M , which is typical for
problems of simulating multicomponent reacting flows, in which the number of components can be large, as well as problems
for simulating dynamic problems of general relativity, in particular within the framework of the conformal and covariant Z4
formalism [13–15], where the value of M = 47.

3 ADER-DG method

3.1 General description

The one-step discrete ADER-DG scheme is obtained using the condition of zero L2 projection in reference space-time element
ω4 of the residual (4) onto the test functions Φk(ξ) [6, 8–11,16]:〈

Φk,
∂u

∂τ
+
∂fξ(u)

∂ξ
+
∂fη(u)

∂η
+
∂fζ(u)

∂ζ
+Bξ(u) ·

∂u

∂ξ
+Bη(u) ·

∂u

∂η
+Bζ(u) ·

∂u

∂ζ
− s(u, r(ξ), t(τ))

〉
= 0, (31)

where integration by parts was carried out with the selection of complete divergence in the flux terms, substitution of the DG
representation (7) un and un+1 in the time term and the discrete solution q (6) instead of u in the integral expressions, which
led to an expression of the form:
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∑
l

⟨Φk,Φl⟩
(
un+1
l − un

l

)
+
{
Φk,G

(
q(−),q(+)

)}
−
(〈

∂Φk

∂ξ
, fξ(q)

〉
+

〈
∂Φk

∂η
, fη(q)

〉
+

〈
∂Φk

∂ζ
, fζ(q)

〉)
+

(〈
Φk,Bξ(q) ·

∂q

∂ξ

〉
+

〈
Φk,Bη(q) ·

∂q

∂η

〉
+

〈
Φk,Bζ(q) ·

∂q

∂ζ

〉)
= ⟨Φk, s(q, r(ξ), t(τ))⟩ ,

(32)

where, G = (Gξ,Gη,Gζ) is the Riemann solver, taking into account non-conservative terms in the system of equations and
expressed in the rescaled coordinate system (3) of the reference space-time element ω4, q

(+) and q(−) are the local discrete
solutions in cells in the outer normal direction n of the cell Ωi and in the opposite direction, and the notation for the integral
operator is introduced for simplicity:

{f(τ, ξ),g(τ, ξ)} =
1∫

0

dτ

∮
∂ω3

dSξ · f(τ, ξ)g(τ, ξ) · n

=

1∫
0

dτ

1∫
0

dη

1∫
0

dζ · (f(τ, 1, η, ζ)gξ(τ, 1, η, ζ)− f(τ, 0, η, ζ)gξ(τ, 0, η, ζ))

+

1∫
0

dτ

1∫
0

dξ

1∫
0

dζ · (f(τ, ξ, 1, ζ)gη(τ, ξ, 1, ζ)− f(τ, ξ, 0, ζ)gη(τ, ξ, 0, ζ))

+

1∫
0

dτ

1∫
0

dξ

1∫
0

dη · (f(τ, ξ, η, 1)gζ(τ, ξ, η, 1)− f(τ, ξ, η, 0)gζ(τ, ξ, η, 0)) ,

(33)

where g = (gξ, gη, gζ) is a vector field. Substituting the representation (6) of the discrete solution q into the resulting expression
for the ADER-DG scheme and using the Gauss-Legendre quadrature formulas (12) used in case of the selected set of nodal
basis functions φk(ξ) leads to the following expression:

wk1wk2wk3

(
un+1
k1k2k3

− un
k1k2k3

)
=

N∑
l0=0

wl0

[
N∑

l1=0

wl1wk2wk3D
φ
k1l1

fξ(q̂l0l1k2k3) +

N∑
l2=0

wk1wl2wk3D
φ
k2l2

fη(q̂l0k1l2k3) +

N∑
l3=0

wk1wk2wl3D
φ
k3l3

fζ(q̂l0k1k2l3)

]

−
N∑

l0=0

wl0wk2wk3

[
ψ̃k1Gξ

(
N∑

p1=0

ψ̃p1 q̂l0p1k2k3 ,

N∑
p1=0

ψp1 q̂
(R,ξ)
l0p1k2k3

)
− ψk1Gξ

(
N∑

p1=0

ψ̃p1 q̂
(L,ξ)
l0p1k2k3

,

N∑
p1=0

ψp1 q̂l0p1k2k3

)]

−
N∑

l0=0

wl0wk1wk3

[
ψ̃k2Gη

(
N∑

p2=0

ψ̃p2 q̂l0k1p2k3 ,

N∑
p2=0

ψp2 q̂
(R,η)
l0k1p2k3

)
− ψk2Gη

(
N∑

p2=0

ψ̃p2 q̂
(L,η)
l0k1p2k3

,

N∑
p2=0

ψp2 q̂l0k1p2k3

)]

−
N∑

l0=0

wl0wk1wk2

[
ψ̃k3Gζ

(
N∑

p3=0

ψ̃p3 q̂l0k1k2p3 ,

N∑
p3=0

ψp3 q̂
(R,ζ)
l0k1k2p3

)
− ψk3Gζ

(
N∑

p3=0

ψ̃p3 q̂
(L,ζ)
l0k1k2p3

,

N∑
p3=0

ψp3 q̂l0k1k2p3

)]

−
N∑

l0=0

wl0wk1wk2wk3

[
Bξ(q̂l0k1k2k3)

N∑
r1=0

Dφ
r1k1

q̂l0r1k2k3 +Bη(q̂l0k1k2k3)

N∑
r2=0

Dφ
r2k2

q̂l0k1r2k3

+Bζ(q̂l0k1k2k3)

N∑
r3=0

Dφ
r3k3

q̂l0k1k2r3 − s(q̂l0k1k2k3 , r(ξk1k2k3
), t(τl0))

]
,

(34)

where ψk = φk(0), ψ̃k = φk(1), and upper indices (L, ξ), (L, η), (L, ζ) and (R, ξ), (R, η), (R, ζ) denote the discrete space-time
solution q in the left and right cells with respect to the selected cell in directions ξ, η and ζ, respectively.

Algorithm 4 The basic general structure of using BLAS interface procedure calls in the implementation of the one-step discrete
ADER-DG scheme.
1: function get dg solution(u prev)
2: u next← u prev

3: update volume terms(u next)
4: update interface terms(u next)
5: return u next

6: end function

3.2 Using the BLAS interface

The resulting expression (34) for the one-step discrete ADER-DG scheme contained basic linear algebra operations, which are
implemented using the BLAS interface. The general paradigm for data storage and using the matrix-matrix multiplication
operation was chosen in a form similar to the implementation of the LST-DG predictor, which is presented in Subsection 2.2.
Only the gemm procedure of the 3rd level of the BLAS interface was used. In this case, only the row major data storage format was
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Table 2: The main parameters of the BLAS procedures gemm used in the one-step discrete ADER-DG scheme.

kernel name m n k lda ldb ldc α β

interface::psi ksi conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)2M M 1 0
interface::psi eta conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)M M 1 0
interface::psi zeta conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 M M 1 0
interface::w conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)2M M 1 0
volume::w conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)3M (N + 1)2M 1 0
volume::d tilde f ksi kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)2M (N + 1)2M 1 0
volume::d tilde f eta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)M (N + 1)M 1 0
volume::d tilde f zeta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 M M 1 0
volume::d q ksi kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)2M (N + 1)2M 1 0
volume::d q eta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)M (N + 1)M 1 0
volume::d q zeta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 M M 1 0
volume::b ksi kernel M M M M M M 1 0
volume::b eta kernel M M M M M M 1 1
volume::b zeta kernel M M M M M M 1 1

used. Table 2 presents the main parameters of all gemm procedures used. Algorithm 4 presents the general form of the algorithm
for calculating the solution u next at the next time step tn+1, while the calculation of the solution is separated into two main
procedures presented in Algorithms 5 and 6, as well as in an additional procedures in Algorithm 7 for computing the interface
flux terms f rp ksi interface, f rp eta interface, f rp zeta interface. The calculation of interface flux terms is carried out
in three separate procedures set interfaces terms ksi, set interfaces terms eta and set interfaces terms zeta, which
is associated with the use of Cartesian meshes – each interface contains terms only for the projection orthogonal to its plane;
therefore, for each mesh interface one does not need to call all three procedures, just one is enough. It should be noted
that the parameters of the procedures d q ksi kernel, d q eta kernel and d q zeta kernel in Table 2 from the name space
volume are identical to the parameters procedures d tilde f ksi kernel, d tilde f eta kernel and d tilde f zeta kernel,
which is associated with the same sizes of matrices and leading dimensions; however, the calculation of non-conservative terms
requires the use of a transposed matrix [Dφ]T , which can be implemented by the parameter transa=trans, or by storing
two pre-computed matrices – the original Dφ and the transposed [Dφ]T ; in the implementation presented in Algorithm 5, the
method with the transposed matrix [Dφ]T is used. The D tilde matrix used in Algorithm 5 contains elements wlDφ

kl, which

is convenient according to the expression (34). Matrices psi 1, psi 2 and w contain values ψk, ψ̃k and wk. The procedures
rs rescaled flux ksi, rs rescaled flux eta and rs rescaled flux zeta calculate the solution to the Riemann problem,
where fluxes expressed immediately in the rescaled variables, for which the values dt div dx, dt div dy and dt div dz are
passed as formal parameters to procedures. Procedure volume::set non conservative terms sum, responsible for calculating
non-conservative terms, is structured similarly to the procedure presented in Algorithm 3 for the LST-DG predictor – matrix
calculations are performed using the procedures d q ksi kernel, d q eta kernel and d q zeta kernel from the name space
volume. In general, the presented implementation allows the solution un+1 to be computed at the next time step tn+1 using
BLAS interface procedures, without the use of transpose qr,p 7→ qp,r [16]. The parameters of the procedure are known in
advance, so the proposed approach is well suited to the use of JIT functions available in modern implementations of the BLAS
interface for calculations with small matrices.

4 ADER-WENO-FV method

4.1 General description

The one-step discrete finite-volume ADER-WENO scheme is obtained by integrating the system of equations (4) over the
reference space-time element ω4, which is technically equivalent to the L2 projection onto “test function” 1, resulting in the
following expression [8, 9, 16]:〈

∂u

∂τ
+
∂fξ(u)

∂ξ
+
∂fη(u)

∂η
+
∂fζ(u)

∂ζ
+Bξ(u) ·

∂u

∂ξ
+Bη(u) ·

∂u

∂η
+Bζ(u) ·

∂u

∂ζ
− s(u, r(ξ), t(τ))

〉
= 0, (35)

where ⟨.⟩ ≡ ⟨1, .⟩. The substitution of the finite-volume average values (8) vn and vn+1 in the time term and the discrete
solution q (6) instead of u in the integrals which leads to an expression of the form:

vn+1 = vn −
{
G
(
q(−),q(+)

)}
−
(〈

Bξ(q) ·
∂q

∂ξ

〉
+

〈
Bη(q) ·

∂q

∂η

〉
+

〈
Bζ(q) ·

∂q

∂ζ

〉)
+ ⟨s(q, r(ξ), t(τ))⟩ , (36)

where G = (Gξ,Gη,Gζ) is the Riemann solver, taking into account non-conservative terms in the system of equations and
expressed in the rescaled coordinate system (3) of the reference space-time element ω4, q

(+) and q(−) are the local discrete
solutions in cells in the outer normal direction n of the cell Ωi and in the opposite direction, and {.} = {1, .}.

Substituting the representation (6) of the discrete solution q into the resulting expression for the ADER-DG scheme and
using the Gauss-Legendre quadrature formulas (12) used in case of the selected set of nodal basis functions φk(ξ) leads to the
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Algorithm 5 Procedure to Algorithm 4 responsible for calculating the contributions from the volume terms in the expression
(34) and updating them to the preliminary solution u next upd at a next time step tn+1.

1: f ksi, f eta, f zeta, s, b: array[(N + 1)4 ·M ]
2: w conv f ksi, w conv f eta, w conv f zeta: array[(N + 1)3 ·M ]
3: D mult ww conv f ksi, D mult ww conv f eta, D mult ww conv f zeta: array[(N + 1)3 ·M ]
4: procedure update volume terms(u next upd)
5: for all (p0, p1, p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]4 do
6: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
7: set rescaled flux terms 3d(f ksi[idx], f eta[idx], f zeta[idx], q[idx], dt div dr)
8: set rescaled source terms(s[idx], q[idx], s args[idx], dt)
9: end for

10: volume::set non conservative terms sum(b, q, dt div dr)
11: s← s− b

12: for all (k1, k2, k3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
13: idx← (k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
14: volume::w conv kernel(w conv f ksi[idx], w, f ksi[idx])
15: volume::w conv kernel(w conv f eta[idx], w, f eta[idx])
16: volume::w conv kernel(w conv f zeta[idx], w, f zeta[idx])
17: volume::w conv kernel(w conv s[idx], w, s[idx])
18: end for
19: for all (k2, k3) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
20: idx← (k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
21: volume::d tilde f ksi kernel(D mult ww conv f ksi[idx], D tilde, w conv f ksi[idx])
22: end for
23: for all (k1, k3) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
24: idx← (k1 · (N + 1)2 + k3) ·M
25: volume::d tilde f eta kernel(D mult ww conv f eta[idx], D tilde, w conv f eta[idx])
26: end for
27: for all (k1, k2) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
28: idx← (k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1)) ·M
29: volume::d tilde f zeta kernel(D mult ww conv f zeta[idx], D tilde, w conv f zeta[idx])
30: end for
31: for all (k1, k2, k3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
32: idx← (k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
33: D mult ww conv f ksi[idx]← D mult ww conv f ksi[idx] · w[k2] · w[k3]
34: D mult ww conv f eta[idx]← D mult ww conv f eta[idx] · w[k1] · w[k3]
35: D mult ww conv f zeta[idx]← D mult ww conv f zeta[idx] · w[k1] · w[k2]
36: w conv s[idx]← w conv s[idx] · w[k1] · w[k2] · w[k3]
37: end for
38: for all (k1, k2, k3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
39: idx← (k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
40: upd sum← D mult ww conv f ksi[idx] + D mult ww conv f eta[idx]
41: upd sum← upd sum+ D mult ww conv f zeta[idx] + w conv s[idx]
42: upd sum← upd sum/(w[k1] · w[k2] · w[k3])
43: u next upd[idx]← u next upd[idx] + upd sum

44: end for
45: end procedure

Table 3: The main parameters of the BLAS procedures gemm used in the one-step discrete finite-volume ADER-WENO scheme.

kernel name m n k lda ldb ldc α β

psi ksi conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)2M M 1 0
psi eta conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)M M 1 0
psi zeta conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 M M 1 0
w conv kernel 1 M N + 1 N + 1 M M 1 0
d q ksi kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)2M (N + 1)2M 1 0
d q eta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 (N + 1)M (N + 1)M 1 0
d q zeta kernel N + 1 M N + 1 N + 1 M M 1 0
b ksi kernel M M M M M M 1 0
b eta kernel M M M M M M 1 1
b zeta kernel M M M M M M 1 1
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Algorithm 6 Procedure to Algorithm 4 responsible for calculating the contributions from the interface flux terms in the
expression (34) and updating them to the preliminary solution u next upd at a next time step tn+1. Note: before calling this
procedure, it is necessary to call Algorithm 7 responsible for calculating interface flux terms for all mesh interfaces.

1: procedure update interface terms(u next upd)
2: for all (k1, k2, k3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
3: idx u← (k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
4: idx f ksi← (k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
5: idx f eta← (k1 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
6: idx f zeta← (k1 · (N + 1) + k2) ·M
7: flux term ksi← psi 1[k1] · f rp ksi R[idx f ksi]− psi 0[k1] · f rp ksi L[idx f ksi]
8: flux term eta← psi 1[k2] · f rp eta R[idx f eta]− psi 0[k2] · f rp eta L[idx f eta]
9: flux term zeta← psi 1[k3] · f rp zeta R[idx f zeta]− psi 0[k3] · f rp zeta L[idx f zeta]

10: upd sum← −(flux term ksi+ flux term eta+ flux term zsi)/(w[k1] · w[k2] · w[k3])
11: u next upd[idx u]← u next upd[idx u] + upd sum

12: end for
13: end procedure

following expression:

vn+1 = vn −
N∑

l0=0

N∑
l2=0

N∑
l3=0

wl0wl2wl3

[
Gξ

(
N∑

p1=0

ψ̃p1 q̂l0p1l2l3 ,

N∑
p1=0

ψp1 q̂
(R,ξ)
l0p1l2l3

)
−Gξ

(
N∑

p1=0

ψ̃p1 q̂
(L,ξ)
l0p1l2l3

,

N∑
p1=0

ψp1 q̂l0p1l2l3

)]

−
N∑

l0=0

N∑
l1=0

N∑
l3=0

wl0wl1wl3

[
Gη

(
N∑

p2=0

ψ̃p2 q̂l0l1p2l3 ,

N∑
p2=0

ψp2 q̂
(R,η)
l0l1p2l3

)
−Gη

(
N∑

p2=0

ψ̃p2 q̂
(L,η)
l0l1p2l3

,

N∑
p2=0

ψp2 q̂l0l1p2l3

)]

−
N∑

l0=0

N∑
l1=0

N∑
l2=0

wl0wl1wl2

[
Gζ

(
N∑

p3=0

ψ̃p3 q̂l0l1l2p3 ,

N∑
p3=0

ψp3 q̂
(R,ζ)
l0l1l2p3

)
−Gζ

(
N∑

p3=0

ψ̃p3 q̂
(L,ζ)
l0l1l2p3

,

N∑
p3=0

ψp3 q̂l0l1l2p3

)]

−
N∑

l0=0

N∑
l1=0

N∑
l2=0

N∑
l3=0

wl0wl1wl2wl3

[
Bξ(q̂l0l1l2l3)

N∑
r1=0

Dφ
r1l1

q̂l0r1l2l3 +Bη(q̂l0l1l2l3)

N∑
r2=0

Dφ
r2l2

q̂l0l1r2l3

+Bζ(q̂l0l1l2l3)

N∑
r3=0

Dφ
r2l2

q̂l0l1l2r3 − s(q̂l0l1l2l3 , r(ξl1l2l3
), t(τl0))

]
,

(37)

where ψk = φk(0), ψ̃k = φk(1), and upper indices (L, ξ), (L, η), (L, ζ) and (R, ξ), (R, η), (R, ζ) denote the discrete space-time
solution q in the left and right cells with respect to the selected cell in directions ξ, η and ζ, respectively.

4.2 Using the BLAS interface

The resulting expression (37) for the one-step discrete finite-volume ADER-WENO scheme contained basic linear algebra oper-
ations, which were implemented using the BLAS interface. The general paradigm for data storage and using the matrix-matrix
multiplication operation was chosen in a form similar to the implementation of the LST-DG predictor and the finite-element
ADER-DG scheme, which is presented in Subsections 2.2 and 3.2. Only the gemm procedure of the 3rd level of the BLAS interface
was used. In this case, only the row major data storage format was used. Table 3 presents the main parameters of all gemm
procedures used. Algorithm 8 presents the general form of the algorithm for calculating the solution v next at the next time step
tn+1, while the calculation of the solution is separate into two main procedures, one of which presented in Algorithm 9, the sec-
ond procedure update interface terms updates the solution with differences in interface flux terms, which is a trivial operation
and is essentially similar to Algorithm 6 for the ADER-DG method. Also the additional procedures in Algorithm 7 for com-
puting the interface flux terms f rp ksi interface, f rp eta interface, f rp zeta interface is separated. The calculation
of interface flux terms is carried out in three separate procedures set interfaces terms ksi, set interfaces terms eta and
set interfaces terms zeta, which is associated with the use of Cartesian meshes. Matrices psi 1, psi 2 and w contain values
ψk, ψ̃k and wk. The procedures calculating the solution to the Riemann problem rs rescaled flux ksi, rs rescaled flux eta

and rs rescaled flux zeta, calculated fluxes immediately in the rescaled variables, for which the values dt div dx, dt div dy

and dt div dz are passed as formal parameters to procedures. Procedure volume::set non conservative terms sum, respon-
sible for calculating non-conservative terms, is structured similarly to the procedure presented in Algorithms 3 for the LST-DG
predictor and 5 for finite-element ADER-DG scheme. In general, the presented implementation allows the solution un+1 to
be computed at the next time step tn+1 using BLAS interface procedures, without the use of transpose qr,p 7→ qp,r [16]. The
parameters of the procedure are known in advance, so the proposed approach is well suited to the use of JIT functions available
in modern implementations of the BLAS interface for calculations with small matrices.
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Algorithm 7 The procedure associated with Algorithm 4 responsible for computing the interface flux terms in the expression
(34).

1: psi conv q L, psi conv q R, f rp ksi, f rp eta, f rp zeta: array[(N + 1)3 ·M ]
2: f rp ksi interface, f rp eta interface, f rp zeta interface: array[(N + 1)2 ·M ]
3: procedure set interfaces terms ksi
4: for all (k0, k1, k3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
5: idx f← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
6: idx q← (k0 · (N + 1)3 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
7: interface::psi ksi conv kernel(psi conv q L[0], psi 1, q L ksi[idx q])
8: interface::psi ksi conv kernel(psi conv q R[0], psi 0, q R ksi[idx q])
9: rs rescaled flux ksi(f rp ksi[idx f], psi conv q L, psi conv q R[0], dt div dx)

10: end for
11: for all (k2, k3) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
12: idx← (k1 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
13: interface::w conv kernel(f rp ksi interface[idx], w, f rp ksi[idx])
14: f rp ksi interface[idx]← f rp ksi interface[idx] · w[k2] · w[k3]
15: end for
16: end procedure
17: procedure set interfaces terms eta
18: for all (k0, k1, k3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
19: idx f← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k1 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
20: idx q← (k0 · (N + 1)3 + k1 · (N + 1)2 + k3) ·M
21: interface::psi eta conv kernel(psi conv q L[0], psi 1, q L eta[idx q])
22: interface::psi eta conv kernel(psi conv q R[0], psi 0, q R eta[idx q])
23: rs rescaled flux eta(f rp eta[idx f], psi conv q L, psi conv q R[0], dt div dy)
24: end for
25: for all (k1, k3) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
26: idx← (k1 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
27: interface::w conv kernel(f rp eta interface[idx], w, f rp eta[idx])
28: f rp eta interface[idx]← f rp eta interface[idx] · w[k1] · w[k3]
29: end for
30: end procedure
31: procedure set interfaces terms eta
32: for all (k0, k1, k2) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
33: idx f← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k1 · (N + 1) + k2) ·M
34: idx q← (k0 · (N + 1)3 + k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1)) ·M
35: interface::psi zeta conv kernel(psi conv q L[0], psi 1, q L zeta[idx q])
36: interface::psi zeta conv kernel(psi conv q R[0], psi 0, q R zeta[idx q])
37: rs rescaled flux zeta(f rp zeta[idx f], psi conv q L, psi conv q R[0], dt div dz)
38: end for
39: for all (k1, k2) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
40: idx← (k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
41: interface::w conv kernel(f rp zeta interface[idx], w, f rp zeta[idx])
42: f rp zeta interface[idx]← f rp zeta interface[idx] · w[k1] · w[k2]
43: end for
44: end procedure

Algorithm 8 The basic general structure of using BLAS interface procedure calls in the implementation of the one-step discrete
finite-volume ADER-WENO scheme.
1: function get fv solution(v prev)
2: v next← v prev

3: update volume terms(v next)
4: update interface terms(v next)
5: return v next

6: end function

5 Representations transformations in subcell correction by finite-volume method

5.1 General description

The finite-element ADER-DG methods are the high order linear methods, therefore, the fundamental property of monotonicity of
the numerical solution obtained using them may be violated, which is explained by the well-known Godunov theorem. Therefore,
ADER-DG methods are used in conjunction with high stable finite-volume limiters, which avoid violation of monotonicity and
the occurrence of non-physical artifacts of the numerical solution [6, 10, 11, 16]. The finite-volume limiters can use both the
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Algorithm 9 Procedure to Algorithm 8 responsible for calculating the contributions from the volume terms in the expression
(37) and updating them to the preliminary solution v next upd at a next time step tn+1.

1: f ksi, f eta, f zeta, s, b: array[(N + 1)4 ·M ]
2: w conv f ksi, w conv f eta, w conv f zeta: array[(N + 1)3 ·M ]
3: D mult ww conv f ksi, D mult ww conv f eta, D mult ww conv f zeta: array[(N + 1)3 ·M ]
4: procedure update volume terms(v next upd)
5: for all (p0, p1, p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]4 do
6: idx← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
7: set rescaled source terms(s[idx], q[idx], s args[idx], dt)
8: end for
9: volume::set non conservative terms sum(b, q, dt div dr)

10: s← s− b

11: for all (p0, p1, p2) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
12: idx s← (p0 · (N + 1)3 + p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1)) ·M
13: idx d← (p0 · (N + 1)2 + p1 · (N + 1) + p2) ·M
14: w conv kernel(w p3 conv s[idx d], w, s[idx s])
15: end for
16: for all (p0, p1) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
17: idx s← (p0 · (N + 1)2 + p1 · (N + 1)) ·M
18: idx d← (p0 · (N + 1) + p1) ·M
19: w conv kernel(w p2p3 conv s[idx d], w, w p3 conv s[idx s])
20: end for
21: for all p0 ∈ [0, N ] do
22: idx s← (p0 · (N + 1) + p1) ·M
23: idx d← p0 ·M
24: w conv kernel(w p1p2p3 conv s[idx d], w, w p2p3 conv s[idx s])
25: end for
26: w conv kernel(w p0p1p2p3 conv s[0], w, w p1p2p3 conv s[0])
27: v next upd← v next upd+ w p0p1p2p3 conv s

28: end procedure

classical Godunov and TVD methods [11], as well as the high-precision finite-volume ADER-WENO method [6,10]. To maintain
high accuracy and subgrid resolution of the numerical solution obtained by ADER-DG methods, it is customary to use the
method of subcell correction of the solution [6, 10], when a finite-volume limiter, which does not have subgrid resolution, is
called in the subgrid created in the cell. A sub-grid is created within the cell Ωi containing Ns subcells with the spatial step
h/Ns in each coordinate direction – a total of N3

s sub-cells in the 3D case. In subcells Ωi,j , an alternative data representation
vj is determined by finite-volume average values (8) for each subcell Ωi,j from the original high-precision DG representation
u(ξ) of the solution. It should be noted that the subgrid finite-volume alternative data representation is used not only for
the purpose of subcell correction of the solution: calculating the time step ∆tn requires calculating the maximum values of
the signal speed λ in the solution in the entire spatial mesh, which is usually difficult to do mathematically strictly due to
the high computational cost of calculating the extrema of multidimensional polynomials degrees in each cell – instead of strict
extrema, maximum values can be calculated using a finite-volume subcell representation vj ; a similar approach is used to test
the numerical admissibility detector [10].

Using a subgrid solution correction requires the use of two subgrid operators – the suitable piecewise-constant projection
operator P̂ and the suitable high order accurate reconstruction operator R̂. The suitable piecewise-constant projection operator
P̂ calculates finite-volume average values v for each subcells Ω using the known high-precision DG representation u(ξ) of the
solution:

v = P̂ · u, (38)

and the suitable high order accurate reconstruction operator R̂ calculates the inverse transformation, calculating a high-precision
DG representation of the solution using the known subgrid finite-volume representation:

u = R̂ · v. (39)

The operators P̂ and R̂ have one-side reversibility: R̂ ◦ P̂ = 1. In case Ns = N , the amount of information about the solution in
the finite-volume subcell representation v and in the high-precision DG representation u is the same, and the operators have
the property of complete reversibility – P̂ ◦ R̂ = 1. However, usually the value Ns = 2N + 1, which is due to the requirement
that the time step ∆tn coincide for finite-volume numerical methods and DG methods [6], therefore reversibility in a different
order of action of the operators does not occur – P̂ ◦ R̂ ̸= 1, in the chosen case Ns = 2N + 1 > N + 1 for N ⩾ 1.

The derivation of the formula expression for operator 1 is based on the following considerations. A high-precision DG
representation of the solution u = u(ξ) (7) is averaged over each subcell Ωi,j of the subgrid in cell Ωi, resulting in the following
expression (8):

vj = N3
s

∫
Ωi,j

dξ · u(ξ) = N3
s

j1+1
Ns∫

j1
Ns

dξ

j2+1
Ns∫

j2
Ns

dη

j3+1
Ns∫

j3
Ns

dζ ·
∑
k

ukΦk(ξ, η, ζ) =
∑
k

Pj,kuk, (40)
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Algorithm 10 The procedure associated with Algorithm 8 responsible for computing the interface flux terms in the expression
(37).

1: psi conv q L, psi conv q R, f rp ksi, f rp eta, f rp zeta: array[(N + 1)3 ·M ]
2: w k3 conv f rp ksi, w k3 conv f rp eta, w k3 conv f rp zeta: array[(N + 1)2 ·M ]
3: w k2k3 conv f rp ksi, w k2k3 conv f rp eta, w k2k3 conv f rp zeta: array[(N + 1) ·M ]
4: f rp ksi interface, f rp eta interface, f rp zeta interface: array[M ]
5: procedure set interfaces terms ksi
6: for all (k0, k2, k3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
7: idx f← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
8: idx q← (k0 · (N + 1)3 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
9: interface::psi ksi conv kernel(psi conv q L[0], psi 1, q L ksi[idx q])

10: interface::psi ksi conv kernel(psi conv q R[0], psi 0, q R ksi[idx q])
11: rs rescaled flux ksi(f rp ksi[idx f], psi conv q L, psi conv q R[0], dt div dx)
12: end for
13: for all (k0, k2) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
14: idx s← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k2) ·M
15: idx d← (k0 · (N + 1) + k2) ·M
16: w conv kernel(w k3 conv f rp ksi[idx d], w, f rp ksi[idx s])
17: end for
18: for all k0 ∈ [0, N ]2 do
19: idx s← k0 · (N + 1)M
20: idx d← k0 ·M
21: w conv kernel(w k2k3 conv f rp ksi[idx d], w, w k3 conv f rp ksi[idx s])
22: end for
23: w conv kernel(f rp ksi interface[0], w, w k2k3 conv f rp ksi[0])
24: end procedure
25: procedure set interfaces terms eta
26: for all (k0, k1, k3) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
27: idx f← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k1 · (N + 1) + k3) ·M
28: idx q← (k0 · (N + 1)3 + k1 · (N + 1)2 + k3) ·M
29: interface::psi eta conv kernel(psi conv q L[0], psi 1, q L eta[idx q])
30: interface::psi eta conv kernel(psi conv q R[0], psi 0, q R eta[idx q])
31: rs rescaled flux eta(f rp eta[idx f], psi conv q L, psi conv q R[0], dt div dy)
32: end for
33: for all (k0, k1) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
34: idx s← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k1 · (N + 1)) ·M
35: idx d← (k0 · (N + 1) + k1) ·M
36: w conv kernel(w k3 conv f rp eta[idx d], w, f rp eta[idx s])
37: end for
38: for all k0 ∈ [0, N ]2 do
39: idx s← k0 · (N + 1)M
40: idx d← k0 ·M
41: w conv kernel(w k2k3 conv f rp eta[idx d], w, w k3 conv f rp eta[idx s])
42: end for
43: w conv kernel(f rp eta interface[0], w, w k2k3 conv f rp eta[0])
44: end procedure

Table 4: The main parameters of the BLAS procedures gemm used in the suitable piecewise-constant projection operator P̂ and

the suitable high order accurate reconstruction operator R̂.
kernel name m n k lda ldb ldc α β

p inner stage kernel Ns M N + 1 N + 1 M (N + 1)2M 1 0
p mider stage kernel Ns M N + 1 N + 1 M (N + 1)NsM 1 0
p outer stage kernel Ns M N + 1 N + 1 M N2

sM 1 0
r inner stage kernel N + 1 M Ns Ns M N2

sM 1 0
r mider stage kernel N + 1 M Ns Ns M (N + 1)NsM 1 0
r outer stage kernel N + 1 M Ns Ns M (N + 1)2M 1 0

where k = (k1, k2, k3), j = (j1, j2, j3) is the three-component multi-indices: 0 ⩽ k1, k2, k3 ⩽ N , 0 ⩽ j1, j2, j3 < Ns; it should be
noted that these multi-indices define different index ranges and can be unambiguously converted into through indices (19):

k = k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1) + k3;

j = j1 ·N2
s + j2 ·Ns + j3;

(41)

which take ranges of 0 ⩽ k < (N + 1)3 and 0 ⩽ j ⩽ N3
s . In an application-interesting [6, 10, 11, 16] case Ns = 2N + 1 > N + 1,
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Algorithm 11 Continuation of Algorithm 10.

45: procedure set interfaces terms zeta
46: for all (k0, k1, k2) ∈ [0, N ]3 do
47: idx f← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k1 · (N + 1) + k2) ·M
48: idx q← (k0 · (N + 1)3 + k1 · (N + 1)2 + k2 · (N + 1)) ·M
49: interface::psi zeta conv kernel(psi conv q L[0], psi 1, q L zeta[idx q])
50: interface::psi zeta conv kernel(psi conv q R[0], psi 0, q R zeta[idx q])
51: rs rescaled flux zeta(f rp zeta[idx f], psi conv q L, psi conv q R[0], dt div dz)
52: end for
53: for all (k0, k1) ∈ [0, N ]2 do
54: idx s← (k0 · (N + 1)2 + k1 · (N + 1)) ·M
55: idx d← (k0 · (N + 1) + k1) ·M
56: w conv kernel(w k3 conv f rp zeta[idx d], w, f rp zeta[idx s])
57: end for
58: for all k0 ∈ [0, N ]2 do
59: idx s← k0 · (N + 1)M
60: idx d← k0 ·M
61: w conv kernel(w k2k3 conv f rp zeta[idx d], w, w k3 conv f rp zeta[idx s])
62: end for
63: w conv kernel(f rp zeta interface[0], w, w k2k3 conv f rp zeta[0])
64: end procedure

Algorithm 12 The basic general structure of using BLAS interface procedure calls in the suitable piecewise-constant projection
operator P̂.
1: u: array[(N + 1)3 ·M ]
2: temp matrix inner: array[(N + 1)2 ·Ns ·M ]
3: temp matrix mider: array[(N + 1) ·N2

s ·M ]
4: v: array[N3

s ·M ]
5: function p operator(u)
6: for all (p1, p2) ∈ [0, N ]× [0, N ] do
7: idx d← (p1 · (N + 1) + p2) ·M
8: idx s← (p1 · (N + 1)2 + p2 · (N + 1)) ·M
9: p inner stage kernel(temp matrix inner[idx d], p matrix, u[idx s])

10: end for
11: for all (k3, p1) ∈ [0, Ns − 1]× [0, N ] do
12: idx d← (k3 · (N + 1) + p1) ·M
13: idx s← (k3 · (N + 1)2 + p1 · (N + 1)) ·M
14: p mider stage kernel(temp matrix mider[idx d], p matrix, temp matrix inner[idx s])
15: end for
16: for all (k2, p3) ∈ [0, Ns − 1]× [0, Ns − 1] do
17: idx d← (k2 ·Ns + k3) ·M
18: idx s← (k2 · (N + 1)Ns + k3 · (N + 1)) ·M
19: p outer stage kernel(v[idx d], p matrix, temp matrix mider[idx s])
20: end for
21: return v

22: end function

the inverse transformation is defined by suitable high order accurate reconstruction operator R̂ using a pseudo-inverse matrix:

uk =
∑
j

Rk,jvj =
∑
j

{[
PTP

]−1

· P
}

k,j

vj , (42)

where expression [PTP]−1P defines the pseudo-inverse matrix. The presented expressions for the suitable piecewise-constant
projection operator P̂ and the suitable high order accurate reconstruction operator R̂ allowed to conclude that the matrices of
these operators can be represented in the form of Kronecker products:

P = P⊗ P⊗ P;

R = R⊗ R⊗ R;
(43)

which can be pre-computed in code, and where P is a Ns × (N + 1) matrix containing elements of the following form:

Pj,k = Ns

j+1
Ns∫
j

Ns

dξ · φk(ξ), (44)

where indices take ranges of 0 ⩽ j < Ns and 0 ⩽ k ⩽ N , and R is the pseudo-inverse of matrix P.
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Algorithm 13 The basic general structure of using BLAS interface procedure calls in the suitable high order accurate recon-
struction operator R̂.
1: v: array[N3

s ·M ]
2: temp matrix inner: array[N2

s · (N + 1) ·M ]
3: temp matrix mider: array[Ns · (N + 1)2 ·M ]
4: u: array[(N + 1)3 ·M ]
5: function r operator(v)
6: for all (k1, k2) ∈ [0, Ns − 1]× [0, Ns − 1] do
7: idx d← (k1 ·Ns + k2) ·M
8: idx s← (k1 ·N2

s + k2 ·Ns) ·M
9: p inner stage kernel(temp matrix inner[idx d], p matrix, v[idx s])

10: end for
11: for all (p3, k1) ∈ [0, N ]× [0, Ns − 1] do
12: idx d← (p3 ·Ns + k1) ·M
13: idx s← (p3 ·N2

s + k1 ·Ns) ·M
14: p mider stage kernel(temp matrix mider[idx d], p matrix, temp matrix inner[idx s])
15: end for
16: for all (p2, p3) ∈ [0, N ]× [0, N ] do
17: idx d← (p2 · (N + 1) + p3) ·M
18: idx s← (p2 ·N2

s + p3 ·Ns) ·M
19: p outer stage kernel(u[idx d], p matrix, temp matrix mider[idx s])
20: end for
21: return u

22: end function

5.2 Using the BLAS interface

The resulting expressions for the suitable piecewise-constant projection operator P̂ (38) and the suitable high order accurate
reconstruction operator R̂ (39) were implemented using the gemm function of the BLAS interface. In this case, only the row major
data storage format was used, and notrans was selected for the operations transa and transb. The parameters of the gemm

function that were used in the implementation are presented in Table 4. The algorithmic description of the implementation of the
suitable piecewise-constant projection operator P̂ is presented in Algorithm 12; the algorithmic description of the implementation
of the suitable high order accurate reconstruction operator R̂ is presented in Algorithm 13. The parameters of the procedure
are known in advance, so the proposed approach is well suited to the use of JIT functions available in modern implementations
of the BLAS interface for calculations with small matrices.

6 Applications of the numerical method

Applications of the implementations of the numerical methods of the ADER family presented in this work have been implemented
using the example of classical gas dynamics problems described by a system of non-stationary Euler equations, which is a
quasilinear system of hyperbolic equations for describing compressible flows, which takes the following form:

∂

∂t

 ρ
ρv
ε

+∇

 ρv
ρv ⊗ v + pI
(ε+ p)v

 = S, (45)

where ρ is the mass density; v = (u, v, w) is the velocity; p is the pressure; ε is the total energy density including the thermal
e and the kinetic contributions ε = e + 1

2
ρv2; v ⊗ v ≡ vvT is the tensor products. The source term S = S(U; r, t) allows

arbitrary dependence on conserved variables U, spatial coordinates r = (x, y, z) and time t.
The numerical finite-element method ADER-DG with a posteriori correction of the solution by the finite-volume ADER-

WENO limiter in subcells was chosen, which made it possible to demonstrate the capabilities of the implementations of the
finite-element ADER-DG and finite-volume ADER-WENO methods presented in this work. The adaptive finite-element ADER-
DG method is characterized by a very high accuracy and resolution of the smooth components of the solution. Non-physical
anomalies of the numerical solution arising due to the fundamental linearity of the ADER-DG method, which are explained
by the well-known Godunov theorem, were corrected by an a posteriori limiter, for which the high-precision finite-volume
ADER-WENO method was chosen. Each time step of the space-time adaptive ADER-DG finite-element method with LST-DG
predictor and a posteriori sub-cell ADER-WENO finite-volume limiting involved a sequence of steps [6–11,13,14,26,28–30]:

• a LST-DG predictor, using which a local discrete space-time solution in the small was obtained;

• a pure ADER-DG scheme, using which a candidate high accuracy solution was obtained;

• a determination of physical and numerical admissibility of the obtained high accuracy candidate solution and identification
of “troubled” cells;

• a recalculation of the solution in “troubled” cells by a stable ADER-WENO finite-volume limiter.
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An excellent detailed description of this computational scheme is given in the basic works [6–11,13,14,26,28–30] of the developers
of this method. Details of the internal structure of the ADER-DG are presented in the works [6,7,28,29]. Details of the internal
structure of the finite-element ADER-DG and finite-volume ADER-WENO methods, in which the LST-DG prediction method
is used, are presented in the works [8, 9]. Peculiarities of mathematical formulation and efficient software implementation are
discussed in [16, 17] and [19, 31–34]. The modern state of development of the space-time adaptive ADER finite-element DG
method with a posteriori correction technique of solutions on sub-cells by the finite-volume limiter using AMR for use on
unstructured meshes and using the ALE approach is presented in the works [36,37].

The one-step discrete ADER-DG scheme is explicit, despite the presence of a locally implicit LST-DG predictor. The
Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy stability criterion is imposed on the time step ∆tn [43, 44]:

∆tn = CFL · 1
d
· 1

2N + 1
· min
k=1,...,d

[
hk

|λmax
k |

]
, (46)

where CFL ⩽ 1 is the Courant number, d is the spatial dimension of the problem, N is the degrees of polynomials used in the
DG representation (7), hk is the spatial mesh step in the k-direction, |λmax

k | is the maximum signal speed in the k-direction for
which the expression |λmax

k | = |uk|+ c was used, where uk is the flow velocity in the k-direction, c is the sound speed.
Two main admissibility criteria were used: the physical admissibility detector (PAD) and the numerical admissibility detector

(NAD), which are widely used [6–11,13,14,26,28–30] in numerical methods for solving quasi-linear equations with a posteriori
correction of the numerical solution. The physical admissibility detector checks the candidate numerical solution for the
admissibility of the main physical assumptions of the problem; in this work, these were the condition of positivity of the density
ρ and internal energy density e. The positiveness of the pressure p automatically follow from the fulfillment of these admissibility
conditions. In this work the numerical admissibility detector was chosen in a cell representation. It is based on the use of the
relaxed discrete maximum principle (DMP) in the polynomial sense, and is expressed by the following inequality [7, 10,11]:

min
r′∈Vi

(
u(r′, tn)

)
− δ ⩽ u∗(r, tn+1) ⩽ max

r′∈Vi

(
u(r′, tn)

)
+ δ, ∀r ∈ Ωi, (47)

where the maximum and minimum are taken over the set Vi that contains this cell Ωi and its Voronov neighboring cells. An
additional small vector quantity δ, which is given by the expression

δ = max

[
δ0, ϵ0 ·

(
max
r′∈Vi

(
u(r′, tn)

)
− min

r′∈Vi

(
u(r′, tn)

))]
, (48)

determines the tolerance of the criterion – the real calculation in software implementation is carried out not on the polynomial
representation u (7) of the solution, but on the basis of a finite-volume sub-cell representation vj (38), which is formed in
a subgrid of the cell; the use of exact extrema of the solution representation would require significant computational costs,
especially in the case of high degrees of N and two- and three-dimensional problems, so an approach was chosen with the
analysis of the finite-volume representation vj and a small expansion of the criterion admissibility window by δ. The values
δ0 = 10−4 and ϵ = 10−3 were chosen in accordance with the recommendations of the works [7, 10]. The inequality (47) was
stated in vector form – feasibility was checked for each individual component of the vector of conservative variables, and the
final conclusion of feasibility was determined by the ∧ logical operation for all components of the vector. Subcell forms of the
numerical admissibility detector (the so-called SubNAD), used in particular in methods with flux reconstruction [41, 42], were
not used in this work. In general, the choice of criteria for the admissibility of a candidate numerical solution corresponds to
the approaches proposed in the works [7, 10,11].

The algorithmic and software implementation of the numerical finite-element method ADER-DG with a posteriori correction
of the solution by the finite-volume ADER-WENO limiter in subcells was chosen in the form presented in this work, with
effective use of the BLAS interface for performing matrix-matrix operations of linear algebra.

6.1 Accuracy and convergence

PDE system problem The accuracy and convergence of the space-time adaptive ADER-DG numerical method with a posteriori
sub-cell ADER-WENO finite-volume limiting were tested based on a numerical solution of the two-dimensional problem of the
advection of a sine wave in a periodic spatial domain [41]. The accuracy and convergence for two-dimensional and three-
dimensional problems were studied. The use of a sine wave advection problem is standard in the field of research of numerical
methods.

The initial conditions were chosen in the form of a stationary ambient gas flow with the parameters: density ρ∞ = 1, velocity
(u∞, v∞, w∞), pressure p∞ = 1. In the two-dimensional case, the velocity was chosen as (u∞, v∞, w∞) = (1, 1, 0), in the
three-dimensional case, the velocity was chosen as (u∞, v∞, w∞) = (1, 1, 1). The local density perturbation δρ was imposed on
the flow, expressed in the form of a sine wave, which in the two-dimensional case was given in form δρ = 0.5 · sin(2π(x+ y)), in
the three-dimensional case – in form δρ = 0.5 · sin(2π(x+ y + z)). The adiabatic index γ = 1.4.

The coordinate domain was chosen in the form of a unit square Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1] in the two-dimensional case and a unit cube
Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1]× [0, 1] in the three-dimensional case. Periodic boundary conditions were chosen. The exact analytical solution
of the problem represents the process of simple advection of a sine wave, which can be expressed by a function ρ = ρ0(r−v∞t) for
the density, constant pressure p = p∞ and constant flow velocity (u, v, w) = (u∞, v∞, w∞). With the selected initial conditions,
coordinate domain and periodic boundary conditions, the sine wave returns to its original coordinate position, and the exact
solution returns to the initial conditions, after a period of time ∆t = 1. Therefore the final time tfinal = 1.0 was chosen. The
exact solutions are shown in Figure 2 (left) in the two-dimensional case and Figure 1 (left) in the three-dimensional case.

Figure 1 and Figure 2 shows numerical solution to this problem in the two-dimensional and the three-dimensional cases
obtained using the ADER-DG-P9 method on 2× 2 and 2× 2× 2 meshes, respectively. The presented results demonstrate that
the numerical solution differs slightly from the exact solution visually, while in the three-dimensional case these differences are
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Figure 1: Numerical solution of the two-dimensional problem of a sine wave advection (a detailed statement of the problem is
presented in the text) obtained using the ADER-DG-P9 method on a 2×2 mesh at the final time tfinal = 1.0: subcells
finite-volume representation of exact (left) and numerical (right) solutions for density ρ.

Figure 2: Numerical solution of the three-dimensional problem of a sine wave advection (a detailed statement of the problem is
presented in the text) obtained using the ADER-DG-P9 method on a 2×2 mesh at the final time tfinal = 1.0: subcells
finite-volume representation of exact (left) and numerical (right) solutions for density ρ.

practically not visible. However, when the 2 × 2 size of the spatial mesh is taken into account, this result demonstrates the
unusually high accuracy of the ADER-DG-PN method.

The error ϵ of the numerical solution was calculated in three functional norms L1, L2, L∞ for the density ρ:

ϵL1 =

∫
Ω

|ρ(r, tfinal)− ρexact(r)| dV ;

ϵ2L2
=

∫
Ω

[ρ(r, tfinal)− ρexact(r)]2 dV ;

ϵL∞ = ess sup
r∈Ω

|ρ(r, tfinal)− ρexact(r)| ;

(49)

where the integrals were calculated as the sum of the integrals for each finite-element cell Ωk over the function of the DG
representation of the solution u, and the calculation was carried out using the Gauss-Legendre quadrature formula based
on polynomials of degree 25 for each coordinate direction; the calculation of the supremum to determine the norm of error
ϵL∞ was performed using a finite-volume subcell representation of the solution. The errors ϵ were obtained for a set of
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Table 5: L1, L2 and L∞ norms of errors ϵ, by density ρ, and convergence orders p for ADER-DG-PN method with a posteriori
ADER-WENO2 finite-volume limiter, for two-dimensional sine wave advection problem; ptheor. = N+1 is the theoretical
accuracy order of the ADER-DG-PN method.

cells ϵL1 ϵL2 ϵL∞ pL1 pL2 pL∞ theor.

DG-P1 102 5.48E−03 7.33E−03 3.29E−02 – – – 2
152 2.44E−03 3.26E−03 1.46E−02 1.99 1.99 2.00
202 1.37E−03 1.84E−03 8.16E−03 2.01 2.00 2.02
252 8.78E−04 1.18E−03 5.25E−03 2.00 2.00 1.98

DG-P2 102 2.87E−04 3.89E−04 1.98E−03 – – – 3
152 8.44E−05 1.16E−04 6.04E−04 3.02 2.99 2.93
202 3.55E−05 4.88E−05 2.54E−04 3.01 3.00 3.02
252 1.81E−05 2.50E−05 1.31E−04 3.00 3.00 2.97

DG-P3 102 1.13E−05 1.54E−05 9.07E−05 – – – 4
152 2.22E−06 3.05E−06 1.79E−05 4.00 4.00 3.99
202 7.02E−07 9.66E−07 5.65E−06 4.01 4.00 4.02
252 2.87E−07 3.96E−07 2.33E−06 4.00 4.00 3.97

DG-P4 102 3.58E−07 4.87E−07 3.04E−06 – – – 5
152 4.67E−08 6.42E−08 4.15E−07 5.02 5.00 4.91
202 1.10E−08 1.52E−08 9.77E−08 5.01 5.00 5.03
252 3.61E−09 5.00E−09 3.23E−08 5.00 5.00 4.96

DG-P5 52 6.09E−07 8.12E−07 5.50E−06 – – – 6
102 9.33E−09 1.28E−08 8.89E−08 6.03 5.99 5.95
152 8.18E−10 1.12E−09 7.80E−09 6.00 6.00 6.00
202 1.45E−10 2.00E−10 1.38E−09 6.01 6.00 6.02

DG-P6 52 2.75E−08 3.66E−08 2.69E−07 – – – 7
102 2.12E−10 2.88E−10 2.05E−09 7.02 6.99 7.04
152 1.23E−11 1.69E−11 1.25E−10 7.03 7.00 6.90
202 1.63E−12 2.25E−12 1.65E−11 7.01 7.00 7.03

DG-P7 52 1.08E−09 1.44E−09 1.08E−08 – – – 8
102 4.13E−12 5.66E−12 4.39E−11 8.03 7.99 7.95
152 1.61E−13 2.21E−13 1.71E−12 8.01 8.00 8.00
202 1.60E−14 2.22E−14 1.71E−13 8.01 8.00 8.00

DG-P8 22 1.49E−07 1.84E−07 7.36E−07 – – – 9
42 2.77E−10 3.74E−10 2.29E−09 9.08 8.94 8.33
62 7.37E−12 9.79E−12 7.03E−11 8.94 8.98 8.59
82 5.39E−13 7.37E−13 5.58E−12 9.09 8.99 8.81

DG-P9 22 1.09E−08 1.45E−08 1.19E−07 – – – 10
42 1.09E−11 1.47E−11 9.27E−11 9.97 9.95 10.33
62 1.88E−13 2.57E−13 2.14E−12 10.00 9.98 9.30
82 1.06E−14 1.45E−14 1.15E−13 10.01 9.99 10.17

mesh coordinate steps h, from which the empirical values of the convergence orders p were calculated: ϵ ∼ hp, therefore
p = ln(ϵ(h1)/ϵ(h2))/ ln(h1/h2).

The calculated empirical convergence orders p1, p2, p∞ for errors ϵL1 , ϵL2 , ϵL∞ for ADER-DG-PN method with a posteriori
limitation of the solution by a ADER-WENO2 finite-volume limiter are presented in Table 5 for two-dimensional problem and in
Table 6 for three-dimensional problem. The results are obtained for degrees N = 1, . . . , 9. It should be noted that the solution
to this test problem is smooth, and the limiter was not called in all cases the solution was obtained from the use of a limiter –
the admissibility criteria were not activated. The expected theoretical values of the convergence orders ptheor. = N + 1 [6] are
presented in Tables 5 and 6 for comparison. The presented results show that in all cases of orders of polynomials N ⩽ 9 in the
DG-representation, there is a good correspondence between the empirical p and theoretical ptheor. convergence orders. It should
be noted, in order to obtain correct values of empirical orders of convergence in the case of large degrees N = 8, 9, a special
choice of the mesh coordinate step h is necessary – in the region of small h there is a significant increase in round-off errors,
which leads to an increase in error ϵ.

The ADER-DG-PN numerical method demonstrates very high accuracy of the numerical solution even on very coarse meshes,
which is especially well observed for polynomial degrees N = 7-9. In the case of ADER-DG-P7 method, the round-off error
of double-precision floating-point numbers is practically achieved on 152-202 meshes, both for two-dimensional and three-
dimensional problems, and in the case of ADER-DG-P9 method, such a low error of the numerical solution is achieved already
on 62-82 meshes.

The presented results on the convergence orders for ADER-DG-PN method with a posteriori limitation of the solution by
finite-volume limiter are in good agreement with the results of the basic works [6, 10]. This allows us to conclude that the
software implementation of the ADER-DG-PN method is correct.

ODE system problem It should be noted separately that the numerical method applied to initial value problems (IVP) for
ordinary differential equation systems (ODE systems) demonstrates superconvergence with convergence orders 2N +1, which is
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Table 6: L1, L2 and L∞ norms of errors ϵ, by density ρ, and convergence orders p for ADER-DG-PN method with a posteriori
ADER-WENO2 finite-volume limiter, for three-dimensional sine wave advection problem; ptheor. = N + 1 is the
theoretical accuracy order of the ADER-DG-PN method.

cells ϵL1 ϵL2 ϵL∞ pL1 pL2 pL∞ theor.

DG-P1 103 5.24E−02 5.83E−02 1.75E−01 – – – 2
153 1.08E−02 1.30E−02 5.23E−02 3.89 3.71 2.98
203 4.62E−03 5.70E−03 2.99E−02 2.95 2.86 1.94
253 2.82E−03 3.53E−03 2.18E−02 2.21 2.15 1.42

DG-P2 103 7.69E−04 9.29E−04 6.07E−03 – – – 3
153 2.22E−04 2.72E−04 1.92E−03 3.06 3.03 2.85
203 9.29E−05 1.15E−04 8.20E−04 3.03 3.01 2.95
253 4.74E−05 5.86E−05 4.20E−04 3.02 3.00 3.00

DG-P3 103 2.17E−05 2.78E−05 2.46E−04 – – – 4
153 4.28E−06 5.48E−06 4.89E−05 4.00 4.01 3.99
203 1.35E−06 1.73E−06 1.56E−05 4.01 4.01 3.97
253 5.54E−07 7.08E−07 6.42E−06 4.00 4.00 3.97

DG-P4 103 7.69E−07 9.96E−07 8.96E−06 – – – 5
153 1.03E−07 1.34E−07 1.26E−06 4.95 4.95 4.84
203 2.48E−08 3.21E−08 2.99E−07 4.97 4.97 4.99
253 8.16E−09 1.06E−08 9.68E−08 4.97 4.98 5.05

DG-P5 53 1.11E−06 1.45E−06 1.36E−05 – – – 6
103 1.67E−08 2.19E−08 2.26E−07 6.05 6.05 5.90
153 1.46E−09 1.92E−09 1.97E−08 6.01 6.01 6.02
203 2.60E−10 3.41E−10 3.52E−09 6.00 6.00 5.99

DG-P6 53 5.24E−08 6.83E−08 6.55E−07 – – – 7
103 4.36E−10 5.74E−10 5.37E−09 6.91 6.90 6.93
153 2.59E−11 3.42E−11 3.39E−10 6.96 6.96 6.82
203 3.49E−12 4.59E−12 4.55E−11 6.98 6.98 6.98

DG-P7 53 1.90E−09 2.52E−09 2.43E−08 – – – 8
103 7.14E−12 9.50E−12 1.01E−10 8.05 8.05 7.90
153 2.78E−13 3.70E−13 3.97E−12 8.00 8.01 7.99
203 2.74E−14 3.72E−14 4.45E−13 8.06 7.99 7.61

DG-P8 23 2.27E−07 2.94E−07 2.17E−06 – – – 9
43 5.08E−10 6.67E−10 5.01E−09 8.81 8.78 8.76
63 1.39E−11 1.84E−11 1.58E−10 8.88 8.86 8.52
83 1.07E−12 1.42E−12 1.28E−11 8.91 8.90 8.73

DG-P9 23 2.20E−08 2.87E−08 2.56E−07 – – – 10
43 1.98E−11 2.63E−11 1.89E−10 10.12 10.09 10.40
63 3.30E−13 4.40E−13 4.36E−12 10.10 10.08 9.30
83 1.91E−14 2.53E−14 2.73E−13 9.91 9.93 9.62

obtained when considering the solution at time nodes un (7). This type of superconvergence for DG methods for solving ODE
systems is well known [45,46] and has been studied in many works [47–52]. In work [22], the superconvergence with convergence
orders 2N + 1 was shown specifically for the ADER-DG method as applied to ODE systems. However, the convergence of the
local discrete space-time solution q (6) (in the case of ODE systems, this is already a local discrete time solution, because the
sought function depends only on one argument with respect to the ODE system problem) demonstrates only the convergence
order N + 1, which is typical for the ADER-DG method when solving PDE systems.

In this work, the convergence of the ADER-DG-PN method was also investigated in solving “ODE systems”, which are PDE
systems from the point of view of the formula statement of the problem, and ODE systems taking into account the coordinate
dependence of the initial conditions and the selected boundary conditions. In the selected problem, the initial conditions are
completely free of dependence on space variables, making the coordinate derivatives of the flux terms zero, and the boundary
conditions are chosen to be consistent with the selected initial conditions. As a result of this choice of initial and boundary
conditions for the PDE system, the dynamic evolution of the solution is determined only by the source term S, which was also
chosen to be independent of the coordinates.

The original system of Euler equations (45), extended by the system of two convection-reaction equations, taking into account
the chosen reaction mechanism in a two-component medium, takes the following form:

∂

∂t


ρ
ρv
ε
ρc1
ρc2

+∇


ρv

ρv ⊗ v + pI
(ε+ p)v
ρc1v
ρc2v

 =


0
0
0

+ρc2
−ω2ρc1

 , (50)

where c1 is the mass concentration of the reaction reagentA, c2 is the mass concentration of the reaction reagentB, [ρc2,−ω2ρc1]
T

is the “reaction rates” (in real reacting flows, it is clear that such a reaction mechanism does not exist – the equations allow
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Table 7: Global L1, L2 and L∞ norms of errors ϵ and global convergence orders p for ADER-DG-PN method for IVP ODE
system problem; ptheor. = 2N + 1 is the theoretical global accuracy order of the ADER-DG-PN method for IVP ODE
system problem.

time steps ϵL1 ϵL2 ϵL∞ pL1 pL2 pL∞ theor.

DG-P1 10 1.56E+00 5.15E−01 2.53E−01 – – – 3
20 2.35E−01 7.81E−02 4.06E−02 2.73 2.72 2.64
30 7.16E−02 2.37E−02 1.25E−02 2.93 2.94 2.90
40 3.05E−02 1.01E−02 5.34E−03 2.97 2.98 2.96
50 1.56E−02 5.15E−03 2.75E−03 2.99 2.99 2.98

DG-P2 10 2.86E−02 9.60E−03 4.95E−03 – – – 5
20 9.56E−04 3.18E−04 1.67E−04 4.90 4.92 4.89
30 1.27E−04 4.19E−05 2.23E−05 4.98 5.00 4.97
40 3.03E−05 9.98E−06 5.31E−06 4.98 4.99 4.98
50 9.91E−06 3.26E−06 1.74E−06 5.01 5.01 4.99

DG-P3 10 2.35E−04 7.92E−05 4.13E−05 – – – 7
20 1.94E−06 6.44E−07 3.39E−07 6.92 6.94 6.93
30 1.14E−07 3.75E−08 2.00E−08 7.00 7.01 6.98
40 1.53E−08 5.03E−09 2.68E−09 6.97 6.99 6.99
50 3.19E−09 1.05E−09 5.63E−10 7.01 7.01 6.99

DG-P4 10 1.16E−06 3.93E−07 2.05E−07 – – – 9
20 2.37E−09 7.87E−10 4.14E−10 8.94 8.96 8.95
30 6.16E−11 2.04E−11 1.09E−11 9.00 9.01 8.98
40 4.65E−12 1.53E−12 8.17E−13 8.98 8.99 8.99
50 6.23E−13 2.05E−13 1.10E−13 9.01 9.02 9.00

DG-P5 3 1.51E−03 5.35E−04 2.53E−04 – – – 11
4 8.19E−05 2.83E−05 1.30E−05 10.13 10.22 10.31
5 7.09E−06 2.45E−06 1.23E−06 10.97 10.97 10.59
6 1.01E−06 3.49E−07 1.73E−07 10.67 10.68 10.73
7 1.93E−07 6.68E−08 3.27E−08 10.78 10.74 10.81

DG-P6 3 4.14E−05 1.48E−05 7.09E−06 – – – 13
4 1.25E−06 4.31E−07 1.98E−07 12.17 12.29 12.43
5 6.73E−08 2.33E−08 1.18E−08 13.08 13.07 12.66
6 6.69E−09 2.30E−09 1.14E−09 12.66 12.69 12.78
7 9.24E−10 3.21E−10 1.58E−10 12.84 12.79 12.84

DG-P7 3 8.37E−07 3.01E−07 1.46E−07 – – – 15
4 1.41E−08 4.87E−09 2.24E−09 14.20 14.34 14.52
5 4.78E−10 1.66E−10 8.41E−11 15.16 15.15 14.71
6 3.30E−11 1.14E−11 5.65E−12 14.66 14.70 14.81
7 3.33E−12 1.16E−12 5.71E−13 14.89 14.83 14.87

DG-P8 1 1.53E−01 6.11E−02 2.44E−02 – – – 17
2 1.00E−05 3.65E−06 1.60E−06 13.90 14.03 13.90
3 1.32E−08 4.76E−09 2.31E−09 16.35 16.38 16.13
4 1.23E−10 4.25E−11 1.96E−11 16.26 16.40 16.58
5 2.65E−12 9.19E−13 4.66E−13 17.19 17.18 16.75

DG-P9 1 2.49E−02 9.91E−03 3.96E−03 – – – 19
2 2.95E−07 1.07E−07 4.69E−08 16.36 16.50 16.36
3 1.66E−10 5.98E−11 2.89E−11 18.45 18.48 18.23
4 8.55E−13 2.95E−13 1.36E−13 18.32 18.46 18.63

negative concentrations c1 and c2 of components), ω is the constant.
The initial conditions are presented in the form of spatially uniform stationary gas flow with parameters ρ∞ = 1, (u∞, v∞, w∞) =

(1, 1, 1), p∞ = 1. The initial concentration values were chosen as follows: c1 = 1, c2 = 0. The periodic boundary conditions
were chosen. The coordinate domain Ω = [0, 1] × [0, 1] × [0, 1]. Taking into account such initial and boundary conditions, the
problem (50) is reduced to the following IVP for ODE system:

du1

dt
= u2; u1(0) = 1;

du2

dt
= −ω2u1; u2(0) = 0;

(51)

which is a system of equations of a one-dimensional linear harmonic oscillator with frequency ω, where u1 ≡ c1 and u2 ≡ c2.
The exact analytical solution of this problem is as follows: uex

1 (t) = cos(ωt), uex
2 (t) = −ω sin(ωt). In the calculations it was

assumed that ω = 1. The final time was chosen as tfinal = 2π. The spatial mesh was selected as single cell. The values of
the time step ∆tn were not determined from the Courant condition, but were explicitly specified by the amount of time steps,
chosen uniformly in the range [0, tfinal].
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Table 8: Local L1, L2 and L∞ norms of errors ε and local convergence orders p for ADER-DG-PN method for IVP ODE system
problem; ptheor. = N + 1 is the theoretical local accuracy order of the ADER-DG-PN method for IVP ODE system
problem.

time steps εL1 εL2 εL∞ pL1 pL2 pL∞ theor.

DG-P1 10 1.87E+00 2.49E+00 3.09E−01 – – – 2
20 3.55E−01 4.84E−01 6.04E−02 2.40 2.37 2.36
30 1.38E−01 1.90E−01 2.78E−02 2.34 2.31 1.91
40 7.21E−02 1.01E−01 1.60E−02 2.24 2.20 1.92
50 4.43E−02 6.28E−02 1.03E−02 2.18 2.12 1.95

DG-P2 10 1.09E−01 1.54E−01 3.08E−02 – – – 3
20 1.24E−02 1.95E−02 4.07E−03 3.13 2.98 2.92
30 3.64E−03 5.84E−03 1.22E−03 3.03 2.98 2.98
40 1.53E−03 2.47E−03 5.11E−04 3.02 2.99 3.02
50 7.82E−04 1.27E−03 2.64E−04 3.00 2.98 2.96

DG-P3 10 7.75E−03 1.23E−02 2.89E−03 – – – 4
20 4.84E−04 7.99E−04 1.84E−04 4.00 3.95 3.97
30 9.53E−05 1.59E−04 3.65E−05 4.01 3.98 3.99
40 3.00E−05 5.04E−05 1.15E−05 4.02 4.00 4.03
50 1.23E−05 2.08E−05 4.74E−06 3.98 3.97 3.96

DG-P4 10 4.87E−04 8.16E−04 2.02E−04 – – – 5
20 1.53E−05 2.65E−05 6.43E−06 4.99 4.95 4.97
30 2.01E−06 3.51E−06 8.50E−07 5.01 4.98 4.99
40 4.75E−07 8.34E−07 2.00E−07 5.02 5.00 5.03
50 1.56E−07 2.75E−07 6.62E−08 4.98 4.97 4.95

DG-P5 3 3.32E−02 4.85E−02 1.27E−02 – – – 6
4 6.60E−03 1.04E−02 2.53E−03 5.61 5.34 5.63
5 1.63E−03 2.65E−03 6.95E−04 6.28 6.14 5.78
6 5.51E−04 9.22E−04 2.39E−04 5.94 5.79 5.85
7 2.18E−04 3.72E−04 9.63E−05 6.00 5.89 5.90

DG-P6 3 5.15E−03 7.81E−03 2.14E−03 – – – 7
4 7.76E−04 1.26E−03 3.13E−04 6.58 6.35 6.69
5 1.53E−04 2.54E−04 6.82E−05 7.29 7.17 6.82
6 4.32E−05 7.35E−05 1.95E−05 6.92 6.80 6.88
7 1.47E−05 2.53E−05 6.70E−06 7.01 6.91 6.92

DG-P7 3 6.95E−04 1.10E−03 3.09E−04 – – – 8
4 7.88E−05 1.32E−04 3.33E−05 7.57 7.37 7.74
5 1.23E−05 2.12E−05 5.78E−06 8.31 8.20 7.85
6 2.91E−06 5.10E−06 1.37E−06 7.92 7.81 7.90
7 8.47E−07 1.50E−06 4.03E−07 8.01 7.92 7.93

DG-P8 1 8.40E−01 8.43E−01 1.99E−01 – – – 9
2 3.00E−03 4.52E−03 1.24E−03 8.13 7.54 7.32
3 8.21E−05 1.35E−04 3.89E−05 8.87 8.66 8.54
4 6.95E−06 1.21E−05 3.11E−06 8.58 8.39 8.78
5 8.71E−07 1.55E−06 4.31E−07 9.31 9.21 8.87

DG-P9 1 2.70E−01 2.98E−01 8.27E−02 – – – 10
2 4.99E−04 7.56E−04 2.14E−04 9.08 8.62 8.60
3 9.00E−06 1.48E−05 4.36E−06 9.90 9.70 9.60
4 5.74E−07 9.90E−07 2.60E−07 9.57 9.40 9.80

The convergence orders were calculated separately for the solution at the nodes un, for which the phenomenon of supercon-
vergence p = 2N + 1 was expected, and for the local discrete solution q. The errors for solution at time nodes ϵ and for the
local discrete solution ε were calculated based on the following expressions:

ϵL1 =
∑
n

∆tn
∫
Ω

|un(ξ(r))− uexact(r, t
n)| dV ; εL1 =

tfinal∫
0

∫
Ω

|q(ξ(r), τ(t))− uexact(r, t)| dtdV ;

ϵ2L2
=
∑
n

∆tn
∫
Ω

|un(ξ(r))− uexact(r, t
n)|2 dV ; ε2L2

=

tfinal∫
0

∫
Ω

|q(ξ(r), τ(t))− uexact(r, t)|2 dtdV ;

ϵL∞ = max
n

ess sup
r∈Ω

|un(ξ(r))− uexact(r, t
n)| ; εL∞ = ess sup

r, t∈Ω×[0,tfinal]

|q(ξ(r), τ(t))− uexact(r, t)| ;

(52)

where the integrals were calculated as an integral by single finite-element cell Ωk and as a sum for each time range [tn, tn+1] ⊆
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[0, tfinal] over the function of the DG representation of the solution u, and the calculation was carried out using the Gauss-
Legendre quadrature formula based on polynomials of degree 25 for each coordinate direction and by time; the calculation of
the supremum to determine the norm of error ϵL∞ was performed using a finite-volume subcell representation of the solution
for coordinate directions and obtaining the maximum value of 1000 equally spaced nodes in each time range [tn, tn+1]. The
operation | . . . | denotes taking the maximum absolute value of the components of a vector. The errors ϵ were obtained for a set
of time steps amount with time step ∆t, from which the empirical values of the convergence orders p were calculated: ϵ ∼ ∆tp,
therefore p = ln(ϵ(∆t1)/ϵ(∆t2))/ ln(∆t1/∆t2).

The calculated empirical convergence orders p1, p2, p∞ by errors ϵL1 , ϵL2 , ϵL∞ for solution at time nodes and by εL1 , εL2 , εL∞

for local solution are presented in Tables 7 and 8 for ADER-DG-PN method. The results were obtained for degrees N = 1, . . . , 9.
The expected theoretical values of the convergence orders ptheor. = N + 1 for solution at time nodes un and ptheor. = 2N + 1
for the local solution q are presented in Tables 7 and 8 for comparison. The presented results show that in all cases of orders
of polynomials N ⩽ 9 in the DG-representation, there is a good correspondence between the empirical p and theoretical ptheor.
convergence orders. The numerical method demonstrates well the expected superconvergence with convergence order 2N + 1
for the solution at time nodes un. It should be noted that in order to obtain correct values of empirical orders of convergence in
the case of large degrees N = 8, 9, a special choice of the time step is necessary – in the region of small ∆t there is a significant
increase in round-off errors, which leads to an increase in errors ϵ and ε. For the local solution q, the errors did not reach the
scale of round-off errors for double-precision floating-point numbers, however, this was achieved for the solution at time nodes
un, which of course affected the local solution, for which the node solution acts as the initial condition at each time step.

The presented results on the convergence orders for ADER-DG-PN method are in good agreement with the results [22]. The
numerical method demonstrates well the expected superconvergence with convergence order 2N + 1 for the solution at time
nodes un. This allows us to conclude that the software implementation of the ADER-DG-PN method is correct.

6.2 One-dimensional Riemann problems

Obtaining a correct solution to the problem of advection of a sine wave made it possible to determine the correctness of the
software implementation of the ADER-DG-PN method. However, numerical simulation of detonation waves requires clarification
of the correctness of the full software implementation of the ADER-DG-PN method with a posteriori sub-cell ADER-WENO
finite-volume limiting for simulation of flows with discontinuities in the solution.

This subsection presents the results of calculating classical test cases based on exactly solvable classical one-dimensional
Riemann problems [53]. Verification and testing of the developed software implementation in this work was carried out on four
gas-dynamic tests [53]: the classical Sod and Lax problems (1 and 2 tests), and the problem with two shock waves (3 test),
the problem with two strong rarefaction waves (4 test). The spatial domain of the flow was chosen as Ω = [0, 1]. The initial
discontinuity was located at the coordinate xc = 0.5. The initial conditions in the two-dimensional Riemann problems were
chosen in the following form:

(ρ, u, p)(x, t = 0) =

{
(ρL, uL, pL), if x ⩽ 0.5;
(ρR, uR, pR), if x > 0.5;

(53)

where the parameter values (ρL, uL, pL) and (ρR, uR, pR) correspond to the state of the flow to the left and right of the
discontinuity. Data for the parameter values (ρ, u, p) of these four Riemann problem tests are presented in Table 9. The
boundary conditions were chosen as free outflow conditions. The final time of the simulation was chosen as tfinal = 0.15 for all
four tests. The adiabatic index γ = 1.4. The Courant number CFL = 0.4.

Table 9: Data for one-dimensional Riemann problem tests. The parameter values (ρL, uL, pL) correspond to the state of the
flow to the left of the discontinuity; the parameter values (ρR, uR, pR) correspond to the state of the flow to the right
of the discontinuity.

Test ρL uL pL ρR uR pR
1 1.000 0.000 1.000 0.125 0.000 0.100

2 0.445 0.698 3.528 0.500 0.000 0.571

3 1.000 +1.000 1.000 1.000 −1.000 1.000

4 1.000 −1.000 1.000 1.000 +1.000 1.000

Numerical solution of the classical Sod, Lax, two shock waves and two rarefaction waves problems obtained using the ADER-
DG-P9 method with a posteriori limitation of the solution by a ADER-WENO2 finite-volume limiter on mesh with 100 cells is
presented in Figure 3.

The one-dimensional flow that occurs in the Sod problem contains a shock wave, a contact discontinuity, and a rarefaction
wave. The obtained coordinate dependencies show that the shock front and contact discontinuity are resolved in the solution
with an accuracy of one mesh cell. In this case, the width of the contact discontinuity does not increase over time, which is
often characteristic of first- and second-order methods. The contact discontinuity does not appear in any way in the coordinate
dependence of pressure p in the form of non-physical artifacts. The one-dimensional flow that arises in the Lax problem is also
characterized by a shock wave, a contact discontinuity and a rarefaction wave, however, compared to the Sod problem, it is
much more difficult to solve this problem by high-order methods. The obtained coordinate dependencies demonstrate properties
of the numerical solution similar to the solution to the Sod problem – the shock wave and contact discontinuity are resolved
with an accuracy of one mesh cell. An important feature of the numerical solution of the Sod and Lax problems is that in the
solution only two troubled cells arise at each time step grid, as can be seen from the presented results for the troubled cells
indicator β. Troubled cells are formed only in the coordinate vicinity of the shock wave front, while in the vicinity of the contact
discontinuity, as well as the boundary characteristics of the rarefaction wave, troubled cells are not formed.
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Figure 3: Numerical solution of the classical Sod, Lax, two shock waves problems and two rarefaction waves (from top to
bottom) obtained using the ADER-DG-P9 method with a posteriori limitation of the solution by a ADER-WENO2
finite-volume limiter on mesh with 100 cells (a detailed statement of the problem is presented in the text). The graphs
show the coordinate dependencies of density ρ, pressure p, flow velocity u and troubled cells indicator β (from left to
right) at the final time tfinal = 0.15. The black square symbols represent the numerical solution; the red solid lines
represents the exact analytical solution of the problem.

The one-dimensional flow that occurs in Test 3 contains two symmetrical shock waves. Shock waves are resolved in a numerical
solution with an accuracy of one mesh cell, while two troubled cells are formed in the vicinity of the shock wave fronts. The
features of shock wave resolution in Test 3 are, in general, not different from the shock wave resolution in the Sod and Lax
problems. The one-dimensional flow that occurs in Test 4 contains two symmetrical rarefaction waves. The presented results
show that the main features of a flow with two rarefaction waves are resolved quite accurately in the numerical solution. It
should also be noted that in this test case the limiter was not called – there are no grid cells, the troubled cells indicator β = 0
is everywhere. It can also be noted that on the coordinate dependence of the density at the point of the initial position of the
discontinuity, one can observe a small area of convexity downwards, the size of which is two cells. The features of the resolution
of rarefaction waves in Test 4, in general, are not different from the resolution of rarefaction waves in the Sod and Lax problems.

As a result of the analysis, we can conclude that the developed software implementation of the ADER-DG-PN method with a
posteriori limitation of the solution by an ADER-WENO finite-volume limiter makes it possible to obtain numerical solutions to
one-dimensional problems that are characterized by the appearance of discontinuous components in the solution. The properties
of the numerical solution correspond to the results presented in the basic works [6, 10].

6.3 Kelvin-Helmholtz instability problem

The evolution of the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability was considered as a two-dimensional problem. The formation of a vortex
street in a shear layer significantly depends on the dissipative properties of the numerical method used. In the one-dimensional
Riemann problems discussed above, it was shown that contact discontinuities were resolved very well by the method, while the
contact discontinuity region did not form troubles for mesh cells. Two-dimensional tangential discontinuities in gas dynamics
exhibit instability to small perturbations of the discontinuity, accompanied by the generation of vortices that form an irregular
structure of multiple vortices with fractal properties, which in dynamic evolution form a regular structure of large vortices in
the form of a shifted sequence [54].

In this work, the problem statement was chosen in the form proposed in the work [54] and used in the work [55]. The coordinate
domain was chosen in the form of a rectangle Ω = [0, 2] × [0, 1] with periodic boundary conditions, unlike the works [54, 55]

24



Figure 4: Numerical solution of the two-dimensional Kelvin-Helmholtz instability problem (a detailed statement of the problem
is presented in the text) obtained using the ADER-DG-P2 (left) and ADER-DG-P5 (right) methods on mesh with
200 × 100 cells at the time t = 0.8. The graphs show the coordinate dependencies of the subcells finite-volume
representation of density ρ, pressure p, flow velocity magnitude v and troubled cells indicator β (bottom).

where a square unit domain was chosen. The initial conditions in the two-dimensional Kelvin-Helmholtz instability problem
were chosen in the form [55]:

p(x, y, t = 0) = 2.5;

ρ(x, y, t = 0) =

{
2, if 0.25 < y < 0.75;
1, if y ⩽ 0.25 ∨ y ⩾ 0.75;

u(x, y, t = 0) =

{
−0.5, if 0.25 < y < 0.75;
+0.5, if y ⩽ 0.25 ∨ y ⩾ 0.75;

v(x, y, t = 0) = v0 sin(4πx)

{
exp

(
− (y − 0.25)2

2σ2

)
+ exp

(
− (y − 0.75)2

2σ2

)}
;

(54)
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Figure 5: Numerical solution of the two-dimensional Kelvin-Helmholtz instability problem (a detailed statement of the problem
is presented in the text) obtained using the ADER-DG-P2 (left) and ADER-DG-P5 (right) methods on mesh with
200 × 100 cells at the time t = 2.0. The graphs show the coordinate dependencies of the subcells finite-volume
representation of density ρ, pressure p, flow velocity magnitude v and troubled cells indicator β (bottom).

where v0 = 0.1 and σ = 0.05/
√
2, the adiabatic index γ = 1.4. The Courant number CFL = 0.4.

Numerical solutions were obtained on a 200 × 100 mesh by the ADER-DG-P5 method. The ADER-WENO2 finite-volume
method was used as a posteriori limiter. The main results obtained are presented in Figure 4 at the time t = 0.8 and in Figure 5
at the time t = 2.0. To quantify the accuracy of the numerical solution, the results in the case of the ADER-DG-P2 method
are also presented for comparison.

The presented results allowed to conclude that the ADER-DG-P5 method with a posteriori ADER-WENO2 finite-volume
limitation allows us to obtain a solution of very high accuracy for the selected size of the spatial mesh 200 × 100. A direct
comparison with the solution presented in the work [55] seems pointless, because it, of course, has much greater accuracy, which
is associated with the use of AMR and a much larger spatial mesh size. However, taking into account the differences between
spatial meshes, it can be said that the solution in this work agrees well with the results presented in the work [55].

In the numerical solution obtained using the ADER-DG-P5 method, a high accuracy of resolution of small-scale eddies,
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significantly smaller than the coordinate step of the spatial mesh, is observed. In dynamics, an evolutionary process of the
formation of a small-scale vortex structure is observed, followed by the coarsening of small-scale disturbances into large vortex
structures. The accuracy of the resolution of the vortex structures of the shear layer is clearly visible in the coordinate
dependence of the pressure p, where the cores of the main vortex structures correspond to local pressure minima.

The comparison with the results obtained using the ADER-DG-P2 shows that the use of N = 2 leads to a significantly less
accurate resolution of the vortex generation process, which, in principle, was initially expected. However, it should be noted that
the numerical solution in the case of N = 2 correctly resolves large-scale vortex structures – a direct comparison of the coordinate
dependencies of the density shows that large-scale vortex structures are located in approximately the same coordinates in the
numerical solution and demonstrate similar dynamics as in the case of the solution obtained using the ADER-DG-P5 method.
In numerical solution obtained using the ADER-DG-P2, premature merging of vortex structures is observed, which are resolved
separately for a long time in numerical solution obtained using the ADER-DG-P5.

It should be noted that there are very few troubled cells in the solution and all of them are irregularly distributed over the
spatial mesh. This is due to the fact that in solving the problem, shock waves of significant amplitude are not formed, the front
of which could be distinguished against the general background of the flow. This result applies to both method ADER-DG-P5

and method ADER-DG-P2. However, in the case of method ADER-DG-P2, there are usually slightly more troubled cells than
in the case of method ADER-DG-P5.

7 Computational costs

The main objective of this work was to integrate the interface of high-performance computing of the BLAS into the implemen-
tation of the finite-element numerical methods ADER-DR and finite-volume numerical methods ADER-WENO. Therefore, it
was of interest to determine the computational costs and compare them with the computational costs of other implementations,
which allowed us to determine the computational performance of the developed efficient software implementation. This Section
presents a comparison of the computational costs of the ADER-DG-PN method with a posteriori limitation of the solution by
finite-volume ADER-WENO limiter obtained in four main cases:

1. Implementation without the use of BLAS interface (completely naive implementation, CN implementation), in which
the formula apparatus of the numerical methods of the ADER family, described in detail in the text above, was used,
which was explicitly implemented in the computational code. The explicit optimizations of the software implementation,
including loop reordering to improve memory locality, were not used.

2. Optimized naive implementation (ON implementation), which used the implementation proposed in this paper, however,
for the separate gemm function a naive implementation of matrix-matrix multiplication was used (taking into account the
leading dimensions of matrices in BLAS), which has locality in memory and uses a simple memory access pattern.

3. Implementation, using general BLAS gemm function of the Intel MKL software library (GB implementation), included in
the Intel oneAPI toolkit, while the optimizations available using the MKL DIRECT CALL JIT option, as well as the batch
and strided gemm functions, were not used. It should be noted right away that the computational costs obtained using
OpenBLAS in this case are similar to the computational costs obtained using the general BLAS functions of Intel MKL.

4. Implementation, using the JIT gemm functions of the Intel MKL software library (JB implementation), included in the
Intel oneAPI toolkit, optimized for operations with small matrices. The jitters were created in advance due to the known
parameters of all necessary calls of the gemm functions. The choice between MKL JIT and libxsmm in favor of MKL JIT is
related to that the use of libxsmm has already been presented in detail in the works [16,19].

The software implementation of the method was developed using the C++ programming language. Multithreading and multi-
processing execution was organized using the OpenMP and MPI interfaces. Software implementations were carried out separately
for one-dimensional, two-dimensional and three-dimensional problems. All calculations were carried out on the HEDT class
workstation with Intel i9-10980xe processor and 256 GB RAM. The computational costs were determined for calculations with
single MPI process and 18 OpenMP threads.

The compilation and linking of the project’s program code was performed using compiler icpx, included in the Intel oneAPI

toolkit. The options for strict compliance with the C++23 standard were selected; it was from this standard that the possibility
of effective use of goto to the label at end of compound statement for breaking a nested loop when checking the admissibility
criteria was taken, which is recommended by ES.76 C++ Core Guidelines recommendation. The O3, funroll-loops, xHOST and
qopt-zmm-usage=high optimization options were selected. The optimization report, generated by using qopt-report option,
showed that for the selected optimization options, in the case of an optimized naive implementation (ON), the compiler managed
to vectorized the loops associated with stream triad, included in the inner loop of the gemm function using a simple memory access
pattern. In case of completely naive implementation (CN), the compiler optimization report showed unrolling and vectorization
of only some loops.

The computational costs were determined using the problem of advection of a periodic wave in two-dimensional and three-
dimensional formulations of the problem. The initial conditions were chosen the same to the problem of sine wave advection
considered in Subsection 6.1. Therefore, this problem allowed us to carry out a separate study both for the finite-element
method ADER-DG, the use of which in the case of discontinuous solutions would necessarily require the use of a limiter, and
for the finite-volume method ADER-WENO. The presented problem has a smooth solution, therefore in the numerical methods
ADER-DG trouble cells do not occur and the limiter was not activated, however, the numerical solution of the problem was
obtained using the full implementation of the ADER-DG method with a posteriori correction of the solution in subcells by the
finite-volume ADER-WENO limiter, therefore, despite the inactivity of the limiter, the admissibility criteria were fully verified
at each time step. In the case of obtaining a numerical solution using the finite-volume ADER-WENO method, the same
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software implementation of the ADER-DG method with a posteriori correction of the solution in subcells by the finite-volume
ADER-WENO limiter was used, however, the calculation of the candidate solution by the ADER-DG method was disabled, and
the admissibility criteria explicitly designated all cells as trouble. In this case, the “basic” polynomial degree N = 2 was chosen
for the ADER-DG method, for which the subgrid size was Ns = 2N+1 = 5 in each cell, so the choice of the mesh with sizes 1, 2,
3, 4 in each coordinate direction allowed us to perform calculations by the finite-volume ADER-WENO method on a mesh of 5,
10, 15, 20, respectively. The subgrid size of Ns = 5 in each direction was sufficient to perform dimension-by-dimension WENO
reconstruction for methods ADER-WENO2, ADER-WENO3, ADER-WENO4 (and also for ADER-WENO5). Therefore, in the
case of determining the computational costs of the finite-volume ADER-WENO method, the number of mesh cells is understood
as the number of mesh subcells.

Table 10: The absolute computational costs (CPU time measured in seconds) TJIT, TGEN, TON, TCN for ADER-DG-PN method
for two-dimensional sine wave advection problem. The relative computational costs ΥJIT, ΥGEN, ΥON, ΥCN are the
absolute computational costs T normalized to TJIT.

cells TJIT TGEN TON TCN ΥJIT ΥGEN ΥON ΥCN

DG-P1 42 3.50E−02 7.40E−02 3.70E−02 5.40E−02 1.00 2.11 1.06 1.54
82 7.30E−02 1.50E−01 8.20E−02 1.23E−01 1.00 2.05 1.12 1.68

122 1.43E−01 2.61E−01 1.61E−01 2.34E−01 1.00 1.83 1.13 1.64
162 2.32E−01 4.05E−01 2.64E−01 3.78E−01 1.00 1.75 1.14 1.63

DG-P2 42 7.50E−02 1.84E−01 9.80E−02 1.54E−01 1.00 2.45 1.31 2.05
82 1.31E−01 3.04E−01 1.66E−01 2.76E−01 1.00 2.32 1.27 2.11

122 2.62E−01 5.94E−01 3.35E−01 5.68E−01 1.00 2.27 1.28 2.17
162 5.16E−01 1.16E+00 6.21E−01 1.09E+00 1.00 2.26 1.20 2.11

DG-P3 42 1.27E−01 3.56E−01 1.91E−01 3.09E−01 1.00 2.80 1.50 2.43
82 2.36E−01 6.06E−01 3.67E−01 6.68E−01 1.00 2.57 1.56 2.83

122 5.03E−01 1.30E+00 8.96E−01 1.58E+00 1.00 2.59 1.78 3.13
162 9.03E−01 2.42E+00 1.75E+00 3.27E+00 1.00 2.68 1.94 3.62

DG-P4 42 1.74E−01 4.78E−01 2.76E−01 4.64E−01 1.00 2.75 1.59 2.67
82 3.82E−01 1.07E+00 7.69E−01 1.44E+00 1.00 2.80 2.01 3.78

122 8.00E−01 2.25E+00 2.14E+00 3.58E+00 1.00 2.81 2.67 4.47
162 1.51E+00 4.29E+00 4.39E+00 7.64E+00 1.00 2.84 2.91 5.06

DG-P5 42 2.89E−01 8.30E−01 5.23E−01 9.41E−01 1.00 2.87 1.81 3.26
82 1.59E+00 4.94E+00 3.40E+00 6.59E+00 1.00 3.10 2.13 4.13

122 3.56E+00 9.64E+00 9.15E+00 1.50E+01 1.00 2.71 2.57 4.20
162 7.05E+00 1.86E+01 1.92E+01 3.15E+01 1.00 2.64 2.72 4.46

DG-P6 42 1.14E+00 2.92E+00 1.69E+00 3.34E+00 1.00 2.56 1.48 2.92
82 3.08E+00 8.53E+00 6.77E+00 1.23E+01 1.00 2.76 2.20 3.97

122 8.61E+00 2.04E+01 2.18E+01 3.15E+01 1.00 2.37 2.53 3.66
162 1.86E+01 4.44E+01 4.86E+01 7.23E+01 1.00 2.39 2.62 3.89

DG-P7 42 1.56E+00 4.82E+00 2.66E+00 5.73E+00 1.00 3.09 1.70 3.67
82 5.39E+00 1.46E+01 9.14E+00 2.19E+01 1.00 2.71 1.70 4.06

122 1.65E+01 4.33E+01 2.81E+01 6.48E+01 1.00 2.63 1.70 3.93
162 3.91E+01 9.79E+01 6.53E+01 1.51E+02 1.00 2.50 1.67 3.88

DG-P8 42 2.37E+00 7.17E+00 4.18E+00 1.06E+01 1.00 3.02 1.76 4.45
82 1.11E+01 2.86E+01 1.90E+01 5.60E+01 1.00 2.59 1.72 5.05

122 3.37E+01 8.05E+01 5.81E+01 1.63E+02 1.00 2.39 1.72 4.84
162 7.60E+01 1.82E+02 1.35E+02 3.85E+02 1.00 2.40 1.77 5.06

DG-P9 42 3.30E+00 9.99E+00 6.13E+00 1.63E+01 1.00 3.03 1.86 4.94
82 1.85E+01 4.60E+01 3.22E+01 9.07E+01 1.00 2.48 1.74 4.90

122 5.80E+01 1.36E+02 1.07E+02 2.72E+02 1.00 2.34 1.84 4.69
162 1.45E+02 3.10E+02 2.47E+02 6.43E+02 1.00 2.13 1.70 4.42

The computational costs of the finite-element method ADER-DR for polynomial degrees N = 1, . . . , 9 and the finite-volume
method ADER-WENO for polynomial degrees N = 1, . . . , 3 were separately investigated. In the context of using numerical
methods of ADER, the finite-volume method ADER-WENO is usually used as a limiter, and the ARER-WENO3 method with
N = 2 is mainly used [10, 11], therefore, the computational costs of polynomial degrees N ⩾ 4 were not investigated. In the
basic works [8, 9] in which the numerical method ADER-WENO was developed, methods with degrees N ⩽ 3 were used. The
computational costs of two-dimensional and three-dimensional implementation were also investigated separately. Computational
costs were determined not only for different polynomial degrees N , but also for different mesh sizes.

Absolute computational costs T were determined as the CPU time (measured in seconds) to perform the calculations in the
four main software implementations: TJB, TGB, TON, TCN, which correspond to variants JB, GB, ON, CN, introduced above in
the text, respectively. To compare the obtained results and determine the increase of performance as a result of using the BLAS
interface integration method presented in this paper, relative computational costs Υ = T/TJB were also determined: ΥJB, ΥGB,
ΥON, ΥCN, defined as absolute computational costs T normalized by the computational costs TJB of the JB implementation,
therefore ΥJB = 1. Calculations of absolute computational costs were made based on averaging the CPU time of calculations
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Table 11: The absolute computational costs (CPU time measured in seconds) TJIT, TGEN, TON, TCN for ADER-DG-PN method
for three-dimensional sine wave advection problem. The relative computational costs ΥJIT, ΥGEN, ΥON, ΥCN are the
absolute computational costs T normalized to TJIT.

cells TJIT TGEN TON TCN ΥJIT ΥGEN ΥON ΥCN

DG-P1 43 7.38E−01 2.44E+00 1.34E+00 2.03E+00 1.00 3.31 1.82 2.76
53 9.38E−01 3.29E+00 1.72E+00 2.72E+00 1.00 3.50 1.83 2.90
63 1.54E+00 4.46E+00 2.40E+00 3.61E+00 1.00 2.89 1.55 2.34
73 1.31E+00 4.50E+00 2.20E+00 3.76E+00 1.00 3.44 1.68 2.87

DG-P2 43 2.01E+00 7.14E+00 3.78E+00 6.11E+00 1.00 3.56 1.88 3.04
53 2.39E+00 8.90E+00 4.43E+00 7.60E+00 1.00 3.73 1.85 3.18
63 2.84E+00 1.26E+01 6.82E+00 1.10E+01 1.00 4.43 2.40 3.88
73 3.00E+00 1.37E+01 7.06E+00 1.30E+01 1.00 4.56 2.35 4.34

DG-P3 43 5.80E+00 1.54E+01 8.01E+00 1.38E+01 1.00 2.66 1.38 2.38
53 4.52E+00 1.38E+01 7.62E+00 1.41E+01 1.00 3.06 1.69 3.12
63 8.75E+00 3.20E+01 1.75E+01 3.17E+01 1.00 3.66 2.00 3.63
73 1.13E+01 3.60E+01 2.05E+01 3.91E+01 1.00 3.19 1.82 3.47

DG-P4 43 8.49E+00 2.99E+01 1.68E+01 2.92E+01 1.00 3.52 1.97 3.44
53 1.25E+01 3.94E+01 2.37E+01 4.21E+01 1.00 3.15 1.90 3.36
63 1.56E+01 5.16E+01 3.34E+01 6.16E+01 1.00 3.31 2.14 3.95
73 2.07E+01 6.75E+01 4.76E+01 9.22E+01 1.00 3.25 2.30 4.45

DG-P5 43 1.55E+01 5.46E+01 3.31E+01 5.86E+01 1.00 3.52 2.14 3.77
53 2.16E+01 6.89E+01 4.83E+01 8.65E+01 1.00 3.18 2.23 4.00
63 2.84E+01 8.43E+01 7.17E+01 1.30E+02 1.00 2.97 2.52 4.58
73 4.08E+01 1.36E+02 1.12E+02 2.23E+02 1.00 3.34 2.75 5.48

DG-P6 43 2.31E+01 7.22E+01 5.26E+01 9.05E+01 1.00 3.13 2.28 3.92
53 3.40E+01 1.03E+02 8.69E+01 1.50E+02 1.00 3.03 2.56 4.42
63 5.23E+01 1.60E+02 1.48E+02 2.61E+02 1.00 3.05 2.83 4.99
73 7.76E+01 2.32E+02 2.43E+02 4.32E+02 1.00 2.98 3.13 5.57

DG-P7 43 3.87E+01 1.14E+02 7.66E+01 1.54E+02 1.00 2.95 1.98 3.98
53 5.94E+01 1.69E+02 1.25E+02 2.60E+02 1.00 2.84 2.11 4.38
63 9.64E+01 2.70E+02 2.10E+02 4.63E+02 1.00 2.80 2.17 4.80
73 1.50E+02 4.20E+02 3.36E+02 7.93E+02 1.00 2.80 2.25 5.30

DG-P8 43 8.31E+01 2.00E+02 1.37E+02 4.05E+02 1.00 2.41 1.65 4.87
53 1.32E+02 2.92E+02 2.27E+02 7.58E+02 1.00 2.20 1.71 5.73
63 1.98E+02 4.07E+02 3.95E+02 1.36E+03 1.00 2.06 1.99 6.86
73 2.84E+02 6.78E+02 6.72E+02 2.41E+03 1.00 2.39 2.36 8.48

DG-P9 43 1.55E+02 3.04E+02 2.30E+02 6.64E+02 1.00 1.97 1.49 4.29
53 2.67E+02 4.83E+02 4.44E+02 1.29E+03 1.00 1.81 1.66 4.84
63 5.30E+02 8.09E+02 7.60E+02 2.52E+03 1.00 1.53 1.43 4.75
73 8.68E+02 1.25E+03 1.33E+03 4.27E+03 1.00 1.44 1.53 4.92

Table 12: The absolute computational costs (CPU time measured in seconds) TJIT, TGEN, TON, TCN for finite-volume ADER-
WENO(N + 1) method for two-dimensional sine wave advection problem. The relative computational costs ΥJIT,
ΥGEN, ΥON, ΥCN are the absolute computational costs T normalized to TJIT.

cells TJIT TGEN TON TCN ΥJIT ΥGEN ΥON ΥCN

WENO2 52 1.70E−02 4.80E−02 2.50E−02 3.80E−02 1.00 2.82 1.47 2.24
102 4.50E−02 9.80E−02 5.10E−02 8.10E−02 1.00 2.18 1.13 1.80
152 6.80E−02 1.62E−01 9.90E−02 1.45E−01 1.00 2.38 1.46 2.13
202 1.35E−01 2.53E−01 1.49E−01 2.25E−01 1.00 1.87 1.10 1.67

WENO3 52 3.20E−02 1.10E−01 6.90E−02 1.17E−01 1.00 3.44 2.16 3.66
102 7.20E−02 2.44E−01 1.52E−01 2.57E−01 1.00 3.39 2.11 3.57
152 1.74E−01 4.96E−01 3.34E−01 5.12E−01 1.00 2.85 1.92 2.94
202 3.93E−01 8.04E−01 5.27E−01 9.65E−01 1.00 2.05 1.34 2.46

WENO4 52 6.00E−02 2.43E−01 2.02E−01 3.62E−01 1.00 4.05 3.37 6.03
102 1.45E−01 5.45E−01 4.96E−01 8.29E−01 1.00 3.76 3.42 5.72
152 2.57E−01 9.28E−01 7.53E−01 1.41E+00 1.00 3.61 2.93 5.50
202 5.19E−01 1.61E+00 1.41E+00 2.73E+00 1.00 3.11 2.72 5.27

for more than 5 program runs, while the total execution time was taken to be at least 5 minutes, therefore samples executed
for less than 1 second were repeated more than 300 times to average the execution time.

The obtained values of absolute T and relative computational costs Υ for the finite-element ADER-DG method in the two-
dimensional case are presented in Table 10 and in the three-dimensional case are presented in Table 11. The obtained values of
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Table 13: The absolute computational costs (CPU time measured in seconds) TJIT, TGEN, TON, TCN for finite-volume ADER-
WENO(N + 1) method for three-dimensional sine wave advection problem. The relative computational costs ΥJIT,
ΥGEN, ΥON, ΥCN are the absolute computational costs T normalized to TJIT.

cells TJIT TGEN TON TCN ΥJIT ΥGEN ΥON ΥCN

WENO2 53 5.64E−01 2.16E+00 1.06E+00 1.68E+00 1.00 3.84 1.89 2.98
103 1.61E+00 4.99E+00 2.60E+00 3.99E+00 1.00 3.09 1.61 2.47
153 6.28E+00 1.70E+01 9.28E+00 1.36E+01 1.00 2.71 1.48 2.17
203 1.80E+01 5.38E+01 2.75E+01 3.88E+01 1.00 2.99 1.52 2.15

WENO3 53 1.76E+00 7.92E+00 4.61E+00 7.80E+00 1.00 4.50 2.62 4.43
103 4.26E+00 1.84E+01 1.04E+01 1.81E+01 1.00 4.31 2.45 4.25
153 1.82E+01 6.28E+01 3.88E+01 6.13E+01 1.00 3.45 2.13 3.37
203 6.49E+01 2.21E+02 1.33E+02 2.35E+02 1.00 3.41 2.04 3.61

WENO4 53 4.67E+00 2.08E+01 1.63E+01 2.70E+01 1.00 4.46 3.48 5.79
103 1.39E+01 4.93E+01 3.84E+01 6.51E+01 1.00 3.53 2.75 4.67
153 5.77E+01 1.73E+02 1.38E+02 2.18E+02 1.00 3.00 2.40 3.77
203 1.89E+02 5.75E+02 4.62E+02 7.87E+02 1.00 3.05 2.45 4.17

absolute and relative computational costs for the finite-volume ADER-WENO method in the two-dimensional case are presented
in Table 12 and in the three-dimensional case are presented in Table 13.

Note that the increase in absolute computational costs T for a certain value of the polynomial degree N is slower than the
growth in the number of mesh cells, which is due to the existence of additional calculations associated with the calculation
of initial conditions – they are calculated only once, so there is a decrease in the relative contribution of this procedure with
an increase in the number of time steps with a decrease in the coordinate step h; associated with the calculation of boundary
conditions – the boundary has a dimension one less than the dimension of the problem, and the growth in the number of
boundary cells with an increase in the mesh size has a different dimensional asymptotics; as well as with a change in the
number of LST-DG predictor iterations – for very coarse meshes, the number of iterations is close to the largest expected value
∼ N +1, and with mesh refinement, the relative variability of the smooth solution in the cell decreases, and with it the number
of iterations decreases.

The relative performance gain depends significantly on the polynomials degree N , that determine the sizes of the matrices with
which the solution representations are convolved, and on the size of the spatial mesh on which the calculations are performed.
There is also a significant dependence on the spatial dimension of the problem and a specific numerical method – finite-element
ADER-DG or finite-volume ADER-WENO. It should be noted that the nature of these dependencies is significantly non-
monotonic, however, these patterns can be explained in the context of reducing the overhead costs of function calls (especially
in the case of the GB implementation) and changing the number of gemm function calls.

The obtained relative values of computational costs Υ allowed to immediately conclude that the implementation presented in
this work, based on the use of the JIT functions of the BLAS, outperforms both the implementation based on the general BLAS
functions and the naive implementations using explicit multiplications and summations in simple loops. The JB implementation
outperforms the ON implementation in computation speed by 1.5-2.5 times in most cases, the GB implementation by 1.5-4.0
times, and the CN implementation by 2-8 times. In this case, this advantage is observed precisely in the computational costs
of executing the entire algorithm, and not just matrix-matrix multiplications.

In almost all cases, the next smallest computational cost is the implementation of ON based on a simply optimized gemm

function. In the case of the ADER-DG-P1 method for two-dimensional problem, the implementation of ON is only 6-14%
slower than the JB implementation, which is due to the relatively small number of calls to the gemm function in loops and
the commensurability of the performance of the functions in the case of multiplication by a 2 × 2 matrix. However, in the
case of ADER-DG-P1 method for three-dimensional problem, the differences are already 1.5-2.0 times. With an increase in the
polynomials degree N , there is a relative increase in the computational costs of the implementation of ON compared to JB.
The ON implementation shows results slower than GB only in case of ADER-DG-P6 method for three-dimensional problem
with mesh size 73. It should be noted that the simplicity of the implementation of ON vs JB is not great – it is still necessary
to explicitly use the gemm function, only with a simple implementation instead of creating, storing and destroying jitters in JB
implementation. In this case, the relative efficiency of ON compared to CN is due to the allocation of a separate gemm function
as a bottleneck in execution, and its implementation in such a way that the compiler could effectively optimize this function.

The high computational costs Υ of the GB implementation are expected – the sblas (d)gemm functions are originally intended
for calculations with relatively large matrices, unlike JIT BLAS. However, in many of the presented cases, GB has lower
computational costs compared to CN. The high computational costs Υ of the CN implementation are also expected and are
related to the inefficiency of compiler optimization of operations with low memory locality and very deep nested loops. However,
the CN implementation is the simplest of those proposed – it is a simple coding of the formula apparatus of the numerical
method.

Conclusion

In conclusion, it should be noted that implementations of finite-element ADER-DG and finite-volume ADER-WENO methods
with the LST-DG predictor based on the use of the BLAS interface were developed and proposed in this work. The use of the
BLAS interface was limited to the gemm function only.
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The proposed approach immediately operates on AoS, which makes it possible to efficiently calculate flux, source and non-
conservative terms, in this case, there is no need to carry out transposition, which must be carried out in the algorithm proposed
in the work [16] and implemented in the work [19]. An important difference from existing descriptions [16,19] of the use of BLAS
in the implementation of numerical methods is the use of the AoS paradigm for storage the coefficients of the local discrete
space-time solution q.

The developed implementations for the LST-DG predictor are presented, in which the Picard iterative method was used to
solve a system of nonlinear algebraic equations, a one-step discrete finite-element ADER-DG and finite-volume ADER-WENO
schemes, and implementations of the suitable piecewise-constant projection operator and the suitable high order accurate
reconstruction operator used in the ADER-DG method with a posteriori correction of the solution in subcells by a finite-volume
limiter are also presented.

This paper presents detailed algorithms and tables with function parameters, which allow to develop effective software
implementations of finite-element ADER-DG and finite-volume ADER-WENO methods with the LST-DG predictor. The
calculated matrices are small matrices; at the same time, the proposed implementation makes it possible to effectively use
existing JIT technologies, in particular, the JIT gemm from the Intel MKL library, designed for acceleration of small matrix
multiplication.

The obtained computational costs allow to conclude, that the implementation presented in this work, outperforms the
optimized naive implementation in computation speed by 1.5-2.5 times in most cases, the implementation with general BLAS
functions by 1.5-4.0 times, and the completely naive implementation without the use of BLAS interface by 2-8 times.

It should be noted that the simplicity of the implementation of “optimized naive” vs. “JIT BLAS” implementation is not
great – it is still necessary to explicitly use the gemm function, only with a simple implementation instead of creating, storing
and destroying jitters in implementation with JIT BLAS. Therefore, the complexity of developing an implementation based on
the approach proposed in this paper does not exceed the complexity of developing a naive optimized implementation.

Computations were carried out that showed high accuracy and convergence of numerical methods of the ADER family
within the framework of this implementation with the integration of the BLAS interface, showing the correctness of the chosen
implementation method.
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