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Abstract

The Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL) condition is a well known, necessary
condition for the stability of explicit time-stepping schemes that effectively
places a limit on the size of the largest admittable time-step for a given prob-
lem. We formulate and present a new local time-stepping (LTS) scheme opti-
mized, in the CFL sense, for the shallow water equations (SWEs). This new
scheme, called FB-LTS, is based on the CFL optimized forward-backward
Runge-Kutta schemes from Lilly et al. (2023b). We show that FB-LTS main-
tains exact conservation of mass and absolute vorticity when applied to the
TRiSK spatial discretization (Ringler et al., 2010), and provide numerical
experiments showing that it retains the temporal order of the scheme on
which it is based (second order). In terms of computational performance,
we show that when applied to a real-world test case on a highly-variable
resolution mesh, the MPAS-Ocean implementation of FB-LTS is up to 10
times faster than the classical four-stage, fourth-order Runge-Kutta method
(RK4), and 2.3 times faster than an existing strong stability preserving
Runge-Kutta based LTS scheme (LTS3). Despite this significant increase in
efficiency, the solutions produced by FB-LTS are qualitatively equivalent to
those produced by both RK4 and LTS3.
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1. Introduction

The computational performance of explicit time-stepping schemes is of-
ten limited by the so-called Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL) condition. Given
a system of partial differential equations (PDEs) with a finite speed of prop-
agation and a spatial discretization, the CFL condition bounds the time-step
above in terms of the size of the spatial cells and a quantity related to the
speed of the dynamics of the problem. Formally, the CFL condition states
that it is necessary for stability that

ν = c
∆t

∆x
≤ νmax , (1)

where c is a characteristic speed, such as that of a gravity wave, ν is referred
to as the Courant number, and νmax is the maximum admittable Courant
number, which depends on the model problem itself and the chosen time and
space discretizations. For many applications, particularly those that require
high performance computing (HPC) resources, the size of the desired spatial
discretization ∆x and the speed c can vary wildly across the computational
domain. In these cases, traditional explicit global time-stepping schemes are
forced to satisfy a single, global CFL condition, perhaps enforced by only a
small portion of the domain. Local time-stepping (LTS) methods provide an
answer to this problem by allowing a scheme to take time-steps depending
on local values of c and ∆x, satisfying a local CFL condition rather than a
global one. In practice, this means that a domain can be divided into coarse
regions where large time-steps are used, and fine regions, where smaller
time-steps are used. In contrast, a global scheme requires the small time-
step native to a fine region to be used everywhere, resulting in the need
for more evaluations of right-hand-side terms to advance forward in time,
increasing the overall computational burden.

In this work, we introduce a new LTS scheme for the shallow water
equations (SWEs) that has been optimized in the CFL sense. This scheme,
called FB-LTS, is based on the three-stage, second-order, forward-backward
Runge-Kutta scheme FB-RK(3,2) developed by Lilly et al. (2023b). FB-
RK(3,2) is an explicit time-stepping scheme designed for coupled systems
of PDEs. In the context of the SWEs, the scheme uses a forward-backward
(FB) average of available thickness data to advance the momentum equation
at each Runge-Kutta stage. The weights of these FB averages have been
optimized to produce a scheme that has maximal νmax when applied to the
SWEs. It was shown in Lilly et al. (2023b) that FB-RK(3,2) outperforms
a popular three-stage, third-order strong stability preserving Runge-Kutta
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scheme (SSPRK3) in admittable time step by factors roughly between 1.6
and 2.2, making the scheme approximately twice as computationally effi-
cient with little to no effect on solution quality. The new FB-LTS scheme
introduced here takes advantage of the CFL performance of FB-RK(3,2)
and combines it with the benefits of a local time-stepping scheme.

The particular algorithm by which regions of the domain using different
time steps communicate, which we refer to here as the LTS framework, was
originally developed by Hoang et al. (2019) for use with a TRiSK spatial
discretization (Ringler et al., 2010). TRiSK is a finite volume-type spatial
discretization made for unstructured, variable-resolution polygonal grids,
and is the discretization used in the Model for Prediction Across Scales-
Ocean (MPAS-O) (Ringler et al., 2010, 2013; Petersen et al., 2019). The
application of this LTS framework in the context of a TRiSK spatial dis-
cretization is a major topic of this work. The scheme presented in Hoang
et al. (2019) is based on SSPRK3, and is referred to here as LTS3. Using
FB-RK(3,2) as opposed to SSPRK3, our FB-LTS scheme is able to outper-
form LTS3 in terms of the size of the admittable time-step by factors up to
2.3.

The long-term goal of FB-LTS is to increase the computational efficiency
of climate-scale models of the ocean and atmosphere running on highly vari-
able resolution meshes, with a particular focus on the Energy Exascale Earth
System Model (E3SM) being developed by the U.S. Department of Energy
(Golaz et al., 2022). In this work, we implement FB-LTS, along with a cer-
tain operator splitting, for single-layer configurations in MPAS-Ocean, the
ocean component of E3SM. A single-layer ocean is modeled by the SWEs,
and serves as the starting point for our eventual goal to use FB-LTS in
multi-layer, climate-scale models.

This paper is structured as follows. We recall the formulation of FB-
RK(3,2) presented in Lilly et al. (2023b) for completeness, then present
the FB-LTS scheme. Next, we show that the scheme exactly conserves
mass and absolute vorticity in the context of a TRiSK spatial discretiza-
tion. Then, we discuss the details of the implementation of the scheme in
MPAS-Ocean, including a discussion of an operator splitting approach that
we have adopted within the SWEs. Finally, we perform a number of numer-
ical experiments that demonstrate the computational efficiency of FB-LTS
as compared to LTS3 in MPAS-Ocean. These experiments model the storm
surge in Delaware Bay caused by hurricane Sandy in 2012, and are an evo-
lution of the simulations explored in Lilly et al. (2023a).
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2. Local Time-Stepping Schemes with FB-RK(3,2)

We begin by recalling the FB-RK(3,2) scheme introduced by Lilly et al.
(2023b) for completeness, then introduce a new LTS scheme based on this
global scheme, called FB-LTS. The primary goal of FB-LTS is to solve the
shallow water equations (SWEs) efficiently in the CFL sense, i.e. taking
time-steps as large as possible. To facilitate discussion of our methods and
the SWEs, we introduce the nonlinear SWEs on a rotating sphere, given by

∂u
∂t + (∇× u+ fk)× u = −∇|u|2

2
− g∇(h+ zb)

∂h
∂t +∇ · (hu) = 0 ,

(2)

where u(x, y, t) =
(
u(x, y, t), v(x, y, t)

)
is the horizontal fluid velocity, x and

y are the spatial coordinates, t is the time coordinate, f is the Coriolis
parameter, k is the local vertical unit vector, g is the gravitational constant,
h is the fluid thickness, and zb is the height of the bottom topography. In
Section 4.1, we will introduce a similar shallow water model of particular
interest that will showcase the performance of FB-LTS in a real-world test
case. Throughout this work, we often refer to a given equation for the
evolution of u as the momentum equation, and a given equation for the
evolution of h as the thickness or mass equation.

2.1. FB-RK(3,2)

The time-stepping scheme presented here is an extension of the three-
stage, second-order Runge-Kutta time-stepping scheme RK(3,2) fromWicker
and Skamarock (2002) which is used to solve a SWE-like system in MPAS-
Atmosphere. This extension of RK(3,2) allows the use of the most recently
obtained data for the layer thickness to update the momentum data within
each Runge-Kutta stage. This is done by taking a weighted average of layer
thickness data at the old time level tn and the most recent RK stage, then
applying this to the momentum equation.

Consider a general system of ODEs in independent variables u = u(t)
and h = h(t) of the form

du
dt = Φ(u, h)
dh
dt = Ψ(u, h) ,

(3)

where t is the time coordinate. As discussed above, in the context of the
SWEs u is the fluid velocity and h is the ocean layer thickness. The right-
hand-side operators Φ and Ψ are refereed to as the momentum and thickness
(or mass) tendencies respectively. Let un ≈ u(tn) and hn ≈ h(tn) be the
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numerical approximations to u and h at time t = tn. Let ∆t be a time-step
such that tn+1 = tn+∆t. Also, let tn+1/m = tn+ ∆t

m for any positive integer
m. Then, FB-RK(3,2) is given by

h̄n+
1/3 = hn +

∆t

3
Ψ (un, hn)

ūn+
1/3 = un +

∆t

3
Φ
(
un, h∗

)
h∗ = β1h̄

n+1/3 + (1− β1)h
n

(4a)

h̄n+
1/2 = hn +

∆t

2
Ψ
(
ūn+

1/3, h̄n+
1/3
)

ūn+
1/2 = un +

∆t

2
Φ
(
ūn+

1/3, h∗∗
)

h∗∗ = β2h̄
n+1/2 + (1− β2)h

n

(4b)

hn+1 = hn +∆tΨ
(
ūn+

1/2, h̄n+
1/2
)

un+1 = un +∆tΦ
(
ūn+

1/2, h∗∗∗
)

h∗∗∗ = β3h
n+1 + (1− 2β3)h̄

n+1/2 + β3h
n .

(4c)

The weights β1, β2, and β3 are called the forward-backward (FB) weights.
These FB-weights can be chosen so as to optimize the allowable time-step
in the SWEs; it was shown in Lilly et al. (2023b) that taking (β1, β2, β3) =
(0.531, 0.531, 0.313) increases the admittable time-step versus RK(3,2) be-
tween factors of 1.6 and 2.2 in a number of nonlinear test cases while main-
taining second-order accuracy.

2.2. FB-LTS

Here, we introduce FB-LTS in the context of a TRiSK spatial discretiza-
tion (Ringler et al., 2010), which is a finite volume-type spatial discretization
made for unstructured, variable-resolution polygonal grids, and is the dis-
cretization used in MPAS-Ocean. TRiSK employs C-grid-type discretization
(Arakawa and Lamb, 1977) wherein the mass variable is computed on cell
centers and the normal component of velocity is computed on cell edges. In
MPAS-Ocean, these are Voronoi grids (Ju et al., 2011; Okabe, 2017) consist-
ing primarily of hexagons as the primal mesh, with a dual mesh consisting
of triangles (Figure 1).
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xi = thickness points
xe = normal velocity points
xv = potential vorticity points

Figure 1: Example TRiSK grid from a Voronoi tessellation, where the primal cells are
hexagons and the dual cells are triangles centered at primal cell vertices. This is the type
of spatial discretzation used by MPAS-Ocean. The vector ne is normal to cell edge e in a
fixed, arbitrary direction. Later, in Section 2.4, we define a quantity ne,i as either 1 or -1
so that ne,ine is the outward unit normal vector to cell i at edge e. Then, te = k× ne.
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Given some computational domain, let ΩP be the set of indices for pri-
mal cells (hereafter referred to as just cells, dual cells will be refereed to
specifically as dual cells) and ΩE be the set of indices for cell edges. We de-
compose the computational domain into two regions, a coarse region, which
will be advanced with the coarse time-step ∆t, and a fine region, which will
be advanced with the fine time-step ∆t

M for some positive integer M . Note
that the label of fine or coarse does not necessarily reference the size of the
spatial discretization, but rather which time-step is used to advance it. The
region made up of fine cells is called the fine region while the rest of the
mesh is called the coarse region. While the sets ΩP and ΩE are formally
sets of indices, throughout the text we often refer to them directly as sets
of cells and edges respectively for readability.

Following the notation of Hoang et al. (2019), let FP be the set of cells
in the fine region, and CP be the set of cells in the coarse region such that
FP ∪ CP = ΩP . In the fine region, we define subsets F ℓ

P ⊆ FP to be the
so-called, interface adjacent fine cells. Let r be the radius of the discrete
tendency operators for u and h, and define F ℓ

P for ℓ = 1, · · · , 5 so that F ℓ
P

contains ℓr layers of cells in FP neighboring CP . For example, for FB-LTS
as applied to a TRiSK spatial discretization, we have r = 2, so F5

P contains
10 layers of cells bordering the interface one region (Figure 8a). These F ℓ

P

subsets are not disjoint with one another, rather F1
P ⊆ · · · ⊆ F5

P .
In the coarse region, define disjoint subsets CIF-1

P ⊆ CP , CIF-2
P ⊆ CP , and

Cint
P ⊆ CP such that CIF-1

P ∪ CIF-2
P ∪ Cint

P = CP . Call CIF-1
P the set of interface

one cells, CIF-2
P the set of interface two cells, and Cint

P the set of interior coarse
cells; all these cells advance with the coarse time-step. These collections of
cells are distributed in the computational domain such that only CIF-1

P cells
border FP cells, only CIF-2

P cells border CIF-1
P cells, and only Cint

P cells border
CIF-2
P cells.

The sets FE , F ℓ
E , CIF-1

E , CIF-2
E , Cint

E , and CE give the corresponding sets
of cell edges for all the sets of cells described above. An edge shared by a
cell from FP and a cell from CIF-1

P belongs to FE , an edge shared by a cell
from CIF-1

P and a cell from CIF-2
P belongs to CIF-1

E , and an edge shared by a
cell from CIF-2

P and a cell from Cint
P belongs to CIF-2

E . In plain language, an
edge in dispute between two cells of different regions belongs to the region
closest to the fine region. This domain decomposition is visualized in Figure
2; we refer to these regions collectively as the LTS regions. Often, we use
the notation C or F without a subscript P or E to refer to the whole of the
corresponding region, including both cells and edges.

Finally, we assume that the LTS regions are configured in such a way
that there are enough layers of CIF-1

P and CIF-2
P cells so that the operator
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Cint: coarse region, uses
coarse time-step ∆t

CIF-2: interface two region,
uses coarse time-step ∆t

CIF-1: interface one region,
uses coarse time-step ∆t

Fℓ: interface adja-
cent fine region, uses
fine time-step ∆t/M

F : fine region, uses
fine time-step ∆t/M

Figure 2: An example mesh with cells and edges labeled for LTS. Blue cells and edges
belong to F , light blue cells and edges belong to Fℓ ⊆ F , pink cells and edges belong
to CIF-1, yellow cells and edges belong to CIF-2, and red cells and edges belong to Cint.
Note that in practice, one often needs more layers of light blue, pink, and yellow cells; see
Figure 8 for a practical example.

stencils of the tendencies do not contain cells more than one region away.
For example, the operator stencil on fine cells can only contain fine cells
and interface one cells, and an operator stencil on interface one cells can
only contains fine, interface one, and interface two cells, Figure 8 shows a
practical example of this, where the radius of the operator stencil is r = 2.

Now, consider the following system of PDE that has been discretized in
space

∂ue
∂t = Φe (u,h)
∂hi
∂t = Ψi (u,h) ,

(5)

where u = (ue)e∈ΩE
and h = (hi)i∈ΩP

. Under a TRiSK spatial discretiza-
tion, hi is computed at primal cell centers, and ue is the normal component
of velocity computed at primal cell edges (Figure 1).

Set a time-step ∆t, and let M be some positive integer. Let tn+1/m =
tn + ∆t

m for any positive integer m, and tn,k = tn + k∆t
M , and tn,k+1/m =

tn +
(
k + 1/m

)
∆t
M (Figure 3). The FB-LTS scheme proceeds as follows.

1. Coarse Advancement: Compute all three stages of FB-RK(3,2)
on cells and edges from CP and CE to advance to time tn+1. Note
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t

tn

tn+1/3

tn+1/2

tn+1

∆t

tn,0

tn,1

tn,2

tn,k

...

...

tn,M−1

tn,M

tn,k+
1
3

tn,k+
1
2

∆t
M

Figure 3: Visualization and notation for the time-levels used by FB-LTS. In the coarse
region (illustrated in the right half of the diagram), tn+1/m = tn + ∆t

m
for any positive

integer m; first stage data is calculated at time tn+1/3 and second stage data is calculated
at time tn+1/2. In the fine region (illustrated in the left half of the diagram), tn,k = tn+k∆t

M

and tn,k+1/m = tn+
(
k + 1/m

)
∆t
M

; first stage data is calculated at times tn,k+1/3 and second

stage data is calculated at times tn,k+1/2 for k = 0, · · · ,M − 1.
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that during this step, we perform calculations on some of the interface
adjacent fine cells; recall that if r is the radius of the discrete tendency
operators for u and h, we defined F ℓ

P for ℓ = 1, · · · , 5 so that F ℓ
P

contains ℓr layers of cells in FP neighboring CIF-1
P , and that F ℓ

E was
the corresponding sets of edges for ℓ = 1, · · · , 5. The data computed in
these sets is not used to advance the fine region, but is needed because
these cells and edges are in the domain of dependence for the interface
regions.

(a) Thickness Stage 1: For i ∈ F5
P ∪ CIF-1

P ∪ CIF-2
P ,

h̃
n+1/3
i = hn +

∆t

3
Ψi (u

n,hn)

h∗i = β1h̃
n+1/3
i + (1− β1)h

n
i .

(6)

Note that h̃i denotes what we refer to as uncorrected thickness
data. At the end of the scheme we will recalculate the necessary
uncorrected data on the interface regions using information from
the fine region advancement to obtain corrected data..

For i ∈ Cint
P ,

h̄
n+1/3
i = hn +

∆t

3
Ψi (u

n,hn)

h∗i = β1h̄
n+1/3
i + (1− β1)h

n
i .

(7)

(b) Velocity Stage 1: For e ∈ F4
E ∪ CIF-1

E ∪ CIF-2
E ,

ũn+
1/3

e = un +
∆t

3
Φe

(
un,h∗) . (8)

Note that ũe denotes what we refer to as uncorrected velocity
data. At the end of the scheme we will recalculate the necessary
uncorrected data on the interface regions using information from
the fine region advancement to obtain corrected data.

For e ∈ Cint
E ,

ũn+
1/3

e = un +
∆t

3
Φe

(
un,h∗) . (9)

(c) Thickness Stage 2: For i ∈ F3
P ∪ CIF-1

P ∪ CIF-2
P ,

h̃
n+1/2
i = hni +

∆t

2
Ψi

(
ũn+1/3, h̃n+1/3

)
h∗∗i = β2h̃

n+1/2
i + (1− β2)h

n
i ,

(10)
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where h̃
n+1/3
i := h̄

n+1/3
i and ũ

n+1/3
e := ū

n+1/3
e for i ∈ Cint

P and
e ∈ Cint

E .

For i ∈ Cint
P ,

h̄
n+1/2
i = hni +

∆t

2
Ψi

(
ūn+1/3, h̄n+1/3

)
h∗∗i = β2h̄

n+1/2
i + (1− β2)h

n
i ,

(11)

where h̄
n+1/3
i := h̃

n+1/3
i and ū

n+1/3
e := ũ

n+1/3
e for i ∈ CIF-2

P and
e ∈ CIF-2

E .

(d) Velocity Stage 2: For e ∈ F2
E ∪ CIF-1

E ∪ CIF-2
E ,

ũn+
1/2

e = une +
∆t

2
Φe

(
ũn+1/3,h∗∗

)
, (12)

where ũ
n+1/3
e := ū

n+1/3
e for e ∈ Cint

E .

For e ∈ Cint
E ,

ūn+
1/2

e = une +
∆t

2
Φe

(
ūn+1/3,h∗∗

)
, (13)

where ū
n+1/3
e := ũ

n+1/3
e for e ∈ CIF-2

E .

(e) Thickness Stage 3: For i ∈ F1
P ∪ CIF-1

P ∪ CIF-2
P ,

h̃n+1
i = hni +∆tΨi

(
ũn+1/2, h̃n+1/2

)
h∗∗∗i = β3h̃

n+1
i + (1− 2β3)h̃

n+1/2
i + β3h

n
i ,

(14)

where h̃
n+1/2
i := h̄

n+1/2
i and ũ

n+1/2
e := ū

n+1/2
e for i ∈ Cint

P and
e ∈ Cint

E .

For i ∈ Cint
P ,

hn+1
i = hni +∆tΨi

(
ūn+1/2, h̄n+1/2

)
h∗∗∗i = β3h

n+1
i + (1− 2β3)h̄

n+1/2
i + β3h

n
i ,

(15)

where h̄
n+1/2
i := h̃

n+1/2
i and ū

n+1/2
e := ũ

n+1/2
e for i ∈ CIF-2

P and
e ∈ CIF-2

E .

(f) Velocity Stage 3: For e ∈ CIF-1
E ,

ũn+1
e = une +∆tΦe

(
ũn+1/2,h∗∗∗

)
, (16)

11



where ũ
n+1/2
e := ū

n+1/2
e for e ∈ Cint

E .

For e ∈ Cint
E ,

un+1
e = une +∆tΦe

(
ūn+1/2,h∗∗∗

)
, (17)

where ū
n+1/2
e := ũ

n+1/2
e for e ∈ CIF-2

E .

2. Interface Prediction: Use the uncorrected data on interface one
to obtain predicted values for FB-RK(3,2) data on CIF-1

P and CIF-1
E at

times tn,k, tn,k+1/3, and tn,k+1/2, for k = 0, · · · ,M − 1.[
hn,k

un,k

]
=

k

M

[
h̃n+1

ũn+1

]
+

(
1− k

M

)[
hn

un

]
(18a)

[
h̄n,k+1/3

ūn,k+1/3

]
=

k

M

[
h̃n+1

ũn+1

]
+

1

M

[
h̃n+1/3

ũn+1/3

]
+

(
1− k + 1

M

)[
hn

un

]
(18b)

[
h̄n,k+1/2

ūn,k+1/2

]
=

k

M

[
h̃n+1

ũn+1

]
+

1

M

[
h̃n+1/2

ũn+1/2

]
+

(
1− k + 1

M

)[
hn

un

]
.

(18c)

Additionally, compute the prediction for hn,k (18a) one additional
time for k = M ; this data will be needed to calculate the third stage
of FB-RK(3,2) in the fine region with k = M − 1. The coefficients for
interpolating the uncorrected data on interface one are called the pre-
diction coefficients, and the chosen prediction coefficients given above
result in a second order approximation to u and h data at the corre-
sponding times. These coefficients are derived in section Appendix A.
Additionally, one can observe that when M = 1, (18) reduces in such
a way that the predictions are exactly the corresponding data already
computed. This means that in the case where M = 1, FB-LTS is
mathematically equivalent to FB-RK(3,2).

Note that we can also use this data to compute values for h∗,k, h∗∗,k,
and h∗∗∗,k on interface one cells. For i ∈ CIF-1

P ,

h∗,ki = β1h̄
n,k+1/3
i + (1− β1)h

n,k
i

h∗∗,ki = β2h̄
n,k+1/2
i + (1− β2)h

n,k
i

h∗∗∗,ki = β3h
n,k+1
i + (1− 2β3)h̄

n,k+1/2
i + β3h

n,k
i .

(19)
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3. Fine Advancement: For i ∈ FP and e ∈ FE , advance with FB-
RK(3,2) with the fine time-step M times. For k = 0, · · · ,M − 1,

h̄
n,k+1/3
i = hn,ki +

∆t

3M
Ψi

(
un,k,hn,k

)
ūn,k+

1/3
e = un,ke +

∆t

3M
Φe

(
un,k,h∗,k

)
h∗,ki = β1h̄

n,k+1/3
i + (1− β1)h

n,k
i

(20a)

h̄
n,k+1/2
i = hn,ki +

∆t

2M
Ψi

(
ūn,k+1/3, h̄n,k+1/3

)
ūn,k+

1/2
e = un,ke +

∆t

2M
Φe

(
ūn,k+1/3,h∗∗,k

)
h∗∗,ki = β2h̄

n,k+1/2
i + (1− β2)h

n,k
i

(20b)

hn,k+1
i = hn,ki +

∆t

M
Ψi

(
ūn,k+1/2, h̄n,k+1/2

)
un,k+1
e = un,ke +

∆t

M
Φe

(
ūn,k+1/2,h∗∗∗,k

)
h∗∗∗,ki = β3h

n,k+1
i + (1− 2β3)h̄

n,k+1/2
i + β3h

n,k
i .

(20c)

Note that in the FB average in (20c), we already have the data for

hn,k+1
i on CIF-1 cells for k = M − 1 because of the extra computation

of (18a) for k = M .

After looping over k, set hn+1
i := hn,Mi and un+1

e := un,Me for i ∈ FP

and e ∈ FE .

4. Interface Correction: Finally, compute the corrected data at time
tn+1 on interface one and two. For i ∈ CIF-1

P ∪CIF-2
P and e ∈ CIF-1

E ∪CIF-2
E ,

hn+1
i = hni +

∆t

M

M−1∑
k=0

Ψi

(
ūn,k+1/2, h̄n,k+1/2

)
un+1
e = une +

∆t

M

M−1∑
k=0

Φe

(
ūn,k+1/2,h∗∗∗,k

)
,

(21)

where un,ke := une , h
n,k
i := hni , h

∗,k
i := h∗i , ū

n,k+1/3
e := ũ

n+1/3
e , h̄

n,k+1/3
i :=

h̃
n+1/3
i , h∗∗,ki := h∗∗i , ū

n,k+1/2
e := ũ

n+1/2
e , h̄

n,k+1/2
i := h̃

n+1/2
i , and h∗∗∗,ki :=

13



h∗∗∗i for i ∈ CIF-2
P and e ∈ CIF-2

E . Similarly, un,ke := une , hn,ki :=

hni , h∗,ki := h∗i , ū
n,k+1/3
e := ū

n+1/3
e , h̄

n,k+1/3
i := h̄

n+1/3
i , h∗∗,ki := h∗∗i ,

ū
n,k+1/2
e := ū

n+1/2
e , h̄

n,k+1/2
i := h̄

n+1/2
i , and h∗∗∗,ki := h∗∗∗i for i ∈ Cint

P

and e ∈ Cint
E .

Note that the individual terms in the sums in (21) can be calculated
and accumulated during the fine advancement step.

This ends the description of the FB-LTS scheme.

2.3. Temporal Convergence

Here we describe the results of a numerical experiment in which FB-LTS
is O

(
(∆t)2

)
everywhere, including on interface cells and edges (Figure 4).

We calculate the error of a FB-LTS solution against that of the classical,
four-stage, fourth order Runge-Kutta method (RK4) using a small time-step
on a simple model problem.

Consider a non-rotating aquaplanet (i.e. a spherical mesh with no land
cells) with constant resting thickness, where the fluid velocity is initialized
to zero, and the layer thickness is initialized to a Gaussian bump. This
produces a simple external gravity wave, which is modeled by the system{

∂u
∂t = −g∇h
∂h
∂t +∇ · (hu) = 0 .

(22)

In these equations u is the fluid velocity, t is the time coordinate, g is the
gravitational constant, and h is the ocean thickness.

The root-mean-square (RMS) error is defined as

ERMS =

√∑N
i=1(si −mi)2

N
, (23)

where {si}Ni=1 is the discrete reference solution, {mi}Ni=1 is the discrete model
solution, and N is the number of discretization points.

2.4. Conservation of Mass and Absolute Vorticity

An important property of FB-LTS is that it provides exact conservation
of the spatially discrete representation of mass (Theorem 1) and the spatially
discrete representation of absolute vorticity (Theorem 2) in the cases where
there are no boundary conditions (e.g. the case of an aquaplanet), or no-flow
boundary conditions (i.e. the normal velocity is zero at the boundary). In
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Figure 4: Temporal convergence for FB-LTS on a test case consisting of an external gravity
wave on a non-rotating aquaplanet. The time-steps on the horizontal axis are the time-
steps used in the coarse region, in each case we have M = 4. Errors are computed against
a reference solution generated by RK4 using a time-step of 10 s.

the context of the shallow water equations, the mass variable is the ocean
layer thickness h, and absolute vorticity is given by η = k · ∇ × u + f ,
depending on the fluid velocity u and the Coriolis parameter f . To clarify
what is meant by conservation here, we mean that the values of globally
integrated thickness and globally integrated absolute vorticity are constant
in time. We are concerned with the discrete counterparts to the conservation
equations for these quantities in the continuous case. The mass equation is
given by

∂h

∂t
+∇ · (hu) = 0 , (24)

and the absolute vorticity equation (obtained by taking the curl of the mo-
mentum equation) is given by

∂η

∂t
+∇ · (ηu) = 0 . (25)

Often, (25) is written in terms of potential vorticity (PV), where PV is
given by q = η

h . The absolute vorticity equation can also be written as a
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thickness-weighted potential vorticity equation,

∂(qh)

∂t
+∇ ·

(
q(hu)

)
= 0 . (26)

In particular, Ringler et al. (2010) formulates the discrete counterpart to
(25) in terms of a spatially discrete representation of PV.

Theorem 1. FB-LTS exactly preserves the discrete representation of mass
assuming either no boundary conditions or no-flow boundary conditions.

Proof. The continuous equation giving conservation of mass for the SWEs is
(24), which states that the evolution of the thickness h depends only on the
divergence of the thickness flux. Within a TRiSK framework, this equation
is spatially discretized as

∂hi
∂t = Ψi (u,h)

=
−1

Ai

∑
e∈Ei

ne,iℓeFe (ue,h) , (27)

where u = (ue)e∈ΩE
and h = (hi)i∈ΩP

, Ai is the area of cell i, Ei is the set
of edges of cell i, ℓe is the length of edge e, ne,i is either 1 or −1, chosen
so that ne,ine (see Figure 1) is the unit outward normal vector to cell i at
edge e, and Fe = Fe (ue,h) is the signed value of the thickness flux at edge
e in the direction of the unit vector ne. Note that because of the choice of
ne,i such that ne,ine is the outward normal to cell i at edge e, the quantity
ne,iFe is the thickness flux leaving cell i. To show that the total mass in the
system at time tn is equal to the total mass in the system at time tn+1, we
will show that any given edge is neither a source nor a sink for mass as it
is transported across cells. Specifically, we will show this for an edge that
is shared by a fine cell and an interface one cell as this is the most delicate
case; the cases of other types of edges can be shown similarly, though more
simply, so we omit them for brevity.

Let i1 ∈ FP and i2 ∈ CIF-1
P be indices for cells Pi1 and Pi2 that have a

shared edge e0 ∈ FE . Assume that the thickness-fluxes at all other edges of
Pi1 and Pi2 are zero. We do this with the goal of showing that the mass flux
as computed on one side of the edge e0 is the same as computed on the other
side of the edge e0. From this, we can conclude that the edge in question
neither adds or subtracts mass from the system, giving a local conservation
of mass, and from there, global conservation follows. Since we are assuming
that Fe (ue,h) = 0 for all e ̸= e0, (27) simplifies to

∂hi
∂t

=
−1

Ai
ne0,iℓe0Fe0

(
ue0 ,

(
hi1 , hi2

))
, (28)
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for i = i1, i2. The goal is to show that∫
Pi1

∪Pi2

hn+1
i∗

dA =

∫
Pi1

∪Pi2

hni∗ dA , (29)

where hi∗ refers to the thicknesses hi1 and hi2 in the respective cells. From
here, the central idea is to look at the discretization of the thickness on cell
i1 and i2 at time tn+1. For cell i1, which is in the fine region, the thickness
at time tn+1 is given by (20c) with k = M−1 in the Fine Advancement step
of FB-LTS. For cell i2, which is in the interface one region, the thickness at
time tn+1 is given by (21) in the Interface Correction step. After writing
out both hn+1

i1
and hn+1

i2
, we will note that the total flux over their shared

edge is equal, as computed from both cells. Then, we can integrate both
thicknesses over their respective cells to show that the total mass in both
cells at time tn+1 is the same as the total mass at time tn. On Pi1 , we have
that

hn+1
i1

= hn,Mi1

= hn,M−1
i1

+
∆t

M
Ψi1

(
ūn,(M−1)+1/2, h̄n,(M−1)+1/2

)
= hn,M−2

i1
+

∆t

M

[
Ψi1

(
ūn,(M−2)+1/2, h̄n,(M−2)+1/2

)
+Ψi1

(
ūn,(M−1)+1/2, h̄n,(M−1)+1/2

)]
...

= hn,0i1
+

∆t

M

M−1∑
k=0

Ψi1

(
ūn,k+1/2, h̄n,k+1/2

)
= hni1 +

∆t

M

M−1∑
k=0

[
−1

Ai1

ne0,i1ℓe0Fe0

(
ūn,k+

1/2
e0 ,

(
h̄
n,k+1/2
i1

, h̄
n,k+1/2
i2

))]
.

(30)

Note that the values of the thickness fluxes Fe0

(
ū
n,k+1/2
e0 ,

(
h̄
n,k+1/2
i1

, h̄
n,k+1/2
i2

))
depend only on the thickness on cell i1 in the fine region, the thickness on
cell i2 in the interface one region, and the normal velocity at edge e0, all com-
puted as second stage data times tn,k+1/2 for k = 0, · · · ,M − 1. To simplify

notation, from here on we write F
n,k+1/2
e0 := Fe0

(
ū
n,k+1/2
e0 ,

(
h̄
n,k+1/2
i1

, h̄
n,k+1/2
i2

))
.

The central idea for the proof is that both the fine cell and the interface one
cell are using the same flux for each k = 0, · · · ,M − 1. Now, looking at Pi2 ,
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after completing the correction step (21), we have

hn+1
i2

= hni2 +
∆t

M

M−1∑
k=0

Ψi2

(
ūn,k+1/2, h̄n,k+1/2

)
= hni2 +

∆t

M

M−1∑
k=0

[
−1

Ai2

ne0,i2ℓe0F
n,k+1/2
e0

]
. (31)

Next, we integrate (30) over the cell Pi1 to get the total mass in the cell at
time tn+1,

∫
Pi1

hn+1
i1

dA = Ai1h
n
i1 +Ai1

∆t

M

M−1∑
k=0

[
−1

Ai1

ne0,i1ℓe0F
n,k+1/2
e0

]
= Ai1h

n
i1 −

∆t

M
ne0,i1ℓe0

M−1∑
k=0

[
Fn,k+1/2
e0

]
=

∫
Pi1

hni1 dA− ∆t

M
ne0,i1ℓe0

M−1∑
k=0

[
Fn,k+1/2
e0

]
. (32)

Through a similar calculation on Pi2 starting with (31), we get∫
Pi2

hn+1
i2

dA =

∫
Pi2

hni2 dA− ∆t

M
ne0,i2ℓe0

M−1∑
k=0

[
Fn,k+1/2
e0

]
. (33)

Finally, add (32) and (33),∫
Pi1

∪Pi2

hn+1
i∗

dA =

∫
Pi1

∪Pi2

hni∗ dA− ∆t

M

(
ne0,i1 + ne0,i2

)
ℓe0

M−1∑
k=0

[
Fn,k+1/2
e0

]
=

∫
Pi1

∪Pi2

hni∗ dA , (34)

with the final step being achieved using the fact that ne0,i1 = −ne0,i2 . This
shows that FB-LTS exactly conserves mass under the TRiSK spatial dis-
cretization.

Theorem 2. FB-LTS exactly preserves the discrete representation of abso-
lute vorticity assuming either no boundary conditions or no-flow boundary
conditions.
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Proof. The thickness-weighted PV equation (26) shows that the evolution
of the thickness-weighted PV (i.e., absolute vorticity) depends only on the
divergence of the absolute vorticity flux. Under TRiSK, this is discretized
in space as

∂ηv
∂t = Θv (u,h)

=
−1

Av

∑
e∈Ev

−te,vdeq̂eF
⊥
e , (35)

where Av is the area of dual cell v, Ev is the set of edges of dual cell v,
tv,i is an indicator function, either −1 or 1 depending on whether the fixed
unit vector te = k× ne (Figure 1) is outward or inward to dual cell v (note
that the signs are opposite relative to ni,e described above; this convention
is used in Ringler et al. (2010) and we keep it here for consistency), de is
the length of edge e, q̂e is the value of the PV interpolated to edge e, and
F⊥
e = Me

(
F(u,h)

)
. Here, Me is the flux mapping operator defined in

Ringler et al. (2010) that defines a mapping between the primal flux field
F = (Fe)e∈ΩE

in the direction normal to primal cell edges and the dual flux

field F⊥ =
(
F⊥
e

)
e∈ΩE

in the direction tangent to primal cell edges, and

therefore normal to dual cell edges. This mapping M from Ringler et al.
(2010) allows for the vorticity equation (25) to be defined on the dual mesh
and be consistent with the underlying momentum and thickness equations
defined on the primal cells; because of this mapping, Ringler et al. (2010)
asserts that a prognostically obtained (i.e., computed from equations derived
from PDE) vorticity is equal to a diagnostically obtained (i.e., computed
from prognostically obtained quantities) vorticity, up to machine precision.
Finally, recall that Fe and F⊥

e are thickness fluxes of the form hu, so a
quantity of the form qFe = (qh)u = ηu can be understood as a flux of the
absolute vorticity.

Therefore, even though in practice we obtain values for the absolute vor-
ticity diagnostically, never computing (35) directly, our goal is to show that
when (35) is solved prognostically, absolute vorticity is exactly conserved
in the sense that the total absolute vorticity at time tn is equal to the to-
tal absolute vorticity at time tn+1. This can be done very similarly to the
conservation of mass argument above, except now we consider dual cells,
looking at fluxes normal to dual cell edges (Figure 5); effectively, because
this is a conservation equation where the temporal evolution of η depends
only on a divergence of a flux, it is equivalent to the thickness case shown
above. As before, we will show this for an edge that is shared by a fine dual
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▲
ηv1

▲
ηv2

Dual cell Dv1

Dual cell Dv2

■

Dual flux F⊥
e0

Figure 5: TRiSK grid showing dual cells at the boundary between fine and interface one
regions. Blue denotes the fine region and pink denotes the interface one region as in Figure
2.

cell and an interface one dual cell, though calculations for other types of
edges are similar.

Let FD and CIF-1
D be the sets of indices for dual cells, then take v1 ∈ FD

and v2 ∈ CIF-1
D so that dual cells Dv1 and Dv2 share a dual cell edge that

is orthogonal to a primal cells edge e0 ∈ CIF-1
E . Assume that the thickness-

fluxes at all other edges of Di1 and Dv2 are zero. Since we are assuming
that F⊥

e = 0 for all e ̸= e0, (35) simplifies to

∂ηv
∂t

=
1

Av
te0,vde0 q̂e0F

⊥
e0 . (36)

See Figure 5 for an illustration of this situation and note how (36) is similar
to (28). From here, the result follows from a calculation very similar to
the above for the conservation of mass (we omit the details because the
calculation is so similar to the above); the value of ηn+1

v1 is given by summing
the fluxes in and out of Dv1 over M fine time-steps, and the value of ηn+1

v2
is given by performing the interface correction step similar to (21). Then,
we use the fact that te0,v1 = −te0,v2 to conclude that the total flux entering
Dv1 is equal to the total flux exiting Dv2 . This shows that a given edge
is neither a source or a sink for absolute vorticity and therefore that the
absolute vorticity is conserved globally.
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Remark 1. Both Ringler et al. (2010) and Hoang et al. (2019) state that
TRiSK and LTS3, respectively, conserve globally integrated PV. This re-
quires the clarification that in this case, conservation means that the value
of the volume integral of PV is constant in time, as opposed to the area
integral as in the case for conservation of thickness and absolute vorticity.
FB-LTS also conserves PV in this sense; this follows from Theorem 2 and
the fact that qv∗ is independent of the vertical position. That is,∫

qv∗ dV =

∫
hv∗qv∗ dA

=

∫
ηv∗ dA . (37)

Note that since PV is defined on dual cells, this requires that the thickness be
defined on dual cells as well. TRiSK defines an auxiliary thickness equation
defined on dual cells in such a way that the dual cell thickness and the
primal cell thickness are equivalent with each other in the sense that a
prognostically obtained dual cell thickness is equal to the dual cell thickness
obtained diagnostically by an interpolation of the primal cell thickness up
to machine precision (Ringler et al., 2010).

Remark 2. We have shown that FB-LTS conserves discrete representations
of both mass and absolute vorticity. In the continuous case, the conservation
equations for these quantities (24) and (25) can be combined to obtain an
important statement about the evolution of PV, that PV is constant along
Lagrangian trajectories, i.e.,

Dq

Dt
=

∂q

∂t
+ u · ∇q = 0 , (38)

where D
Dt is the material derivative. In the discrete case, using a finite volume

method like TRiSK, there is no direct analogue to (38), so we do not claim
that we conserve PV in this way. However, having exact conservation of mass
and absolute vorticity, the statements from which (38) can be derived in the
continuous case, suggests a type of discrete analogue for this Lagrangian
behavior of PV. Said another way, while there is no formal sense in which
Dq
Dt = 0 in the discrete case, we have satisfied the necessary pre-requisites,
going as far as we can for the discrete case.

3. Implementation in MPAS-Ocean

Here, we describe some particulars relating to the implementation of the
FB-LTS and LTS3 codes in MPAS-Ocean and compare to the now outdated
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implementation of LTS3 used in Lilly et al. (2023a) and Capodaglio and
Petersen (2022).

3.1. MPI Domain Decomposition and Parallelization

Balancing load and achieving efficient parallelization are non-trivial tasks
when it comes to local time-stepping due to the asynchronous way in which
the solution is advanced, causing an inherent load imbalance that needs to be
properly addressed with ad-hoc implementation strategies. In Capodaglio
and Petersen (2022) and Lilly et al. (2023a), the authors obtained load bal-
ancing and parallel scalability by assigning to each MPI rank a well balanced
number of cells from the coarse, interface, and fine LTS regions. This means
that these three regions were treated as separate sets and each was parti-
tioned across MPI ranks in a well balanced way. This process required the
interface one and interface two regions to be augmented with additional cells
in order for the MPI partition to provide at least 100 interface cells per rank,
as a rule of thumb. Since the correction terms for the interface are com-
puted during the sub-stepping procedure to minimize storage requirements,
the proper number of additional interface cells needed to be tuned for best
performance, as shown in Capodaglio and Petersen (2022) and Lilly et al.
(2023a).

The reason for treating the interface cells as a separate entity when it
comes to load balancing was motivated by the need to address another cru-
cial feature to guarantee computational performance, which is the ability
to compute the right hand side terms only on the specific regions in which
the solution will be advanced. A limitation of the underlying MPAS-Ocean
framework is that the tendency routines only calculate tendency terms glob-
ally, with no way to only perform calculations on a given subset of cells. That
is, if a given MPI rank owned both fine and coarse cells, it would not be
possible to calculate tendencies only on fine cells, or only on coarse cells.
In our previous works, we overcame this limitation by assigning each MPI
rank multiple memory blocks, and looping over each memory block in se-
rial. Each memory block would only contain one type of cell (fine, interface,
or coarse), so when the tendency terms were called, the tendencies would
only be calculated on those cells. Then, each MPI rank was assigned three
memory blocks, each containing fine, interface, and coarse cells respectively.
This allowed us to implement the LTS algorithms without changes to the
underlying MPAS-Ocean framework.

Although convenient and effective, this procedure introduced a major
issue in terms of parallel communication: Each memory block had its own
halo cells on which parallel communication with other MPI ranks occurred,
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hence the communication cost of running with n tasks was actually that of
3n tasks. As outlined in Table 3 from Lilly et al. (2023a), the gains of using
local time-stepping over a global time-stepping method were significantly
reduced due to these communication issues becoming predominant when
the number of cells per MPI rank became small, with 3000 cells per rank
being observed as an approximate minimum for acceptable performance.

For the current work, the LTS3 and FB-LTS algorithms have been im-
plemented in MPAS-Ocean within the main branch of the Energy Exascale
Earth System Model (E3SM) (Golaz et al., 2022). This new implementation
abandons the use of multiple memory blocks per MPI rank, which leads to
two primary benefits. First, the amount of parallel communication does not
grow by a factor of 3, hence the benefits of using local time-stepping still
persist when the number of cells per MPI rank becomes small. Second, we
no longer assign one block to each LTS region, hence we no longer need to
tune the number of additional cells in the interface layers, and only use the
minimum number of cells in the interface layers required by the numerical
algorithms. Concerning the load balancing procedure, the mesh cells are
divided in two sets, one containing the cells in the fine LTS region, and the
other containing the coarse and interface LTS regions. Then, these two sets
are each partitioned in a well balanced way according to the number of MPI
ranks. Finally, each MPI rank receives its share of cells from each of the
two sets. The interface cells are not treated as a separate entity anymore
on the load balancing procedure and are considered coarse cells, since the
coarse time-step is used to advance the solution on them.

Discontinuing the use of multiple memory blocks per MPI rank required
us to find a computationally efficient way to compute tendency terms only
on the specific LTS region on which the solution is to be advanced. This
has been achieved in part via an operator splitting approach, as described
in the next section.

3.2. Operator Splitting

It is well known that the ocean admits dynamics on a vast range of time-
scales, with the most rapid motions being up to two orders of magnitude
faster than the slowest. To account for this, climate-scale ocean models em-
ploy a barotropic/baroclinic splitting in which the fast 2D motions modeled
by the vertically integrated barotropic subsystem are solved separately from
the slow 3D motions in the baroclinic subsystem (Higdon, 2005). This fast
barotropic subsystem is essentially the SWEs (2); however, even within this
fast subsystem, there are still a range of time-scales at play that are often
solved monolithically. The most rapid motions in a shallow water system
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are due to external gravity waves, which propagate at a rate of
√
gH, where

H is the fluid resting depth. This means that, assuming an average ocean
depth of 4000 m, gravity waves propagate at a rate of approximately 200 m
s−1. This is two orders of magnitude faster than Eulerian current velocities
which are at most a few meters per second.

With the goal of exploiting this range of time-scales for computational
performance, we introduce a certain operator splitting for the SWEs. We
identify the external gravity-wave subsystem as fast and the remaining sys-
tem, including the nonlinear momentum advection and forcing, as slow. The
external gravity-wave subsystem is given by removing all forcing terms from
the momentum equation except for the pressure gradient term, e.g. (22).
Essentially, the splitting can be thought of as advancing the fast tendency
terms with a given LTS scheme, and the slow tendency terms with a simple
Forward Euler step. In practice, the splitting works by evaluating the slow
tendencies at time t = tn and then skipping their update during the normal
local time-stepping procedure. In particular, with a time discretization of
the momentum equation in (3), the right hand side term Φ at a generic time
t∗, i.e. Φ

(
u(t∗), h(t∗)

)
, is approximated as

Φ
(
u(t∗), h(t∗)

)
≈ Φfast

(
u(t∗), h(t∗)

)
+Φslow

(
u(tn), h(tn)

)
. (39)

The approximation above can be seen as an additive Lie-Trotter splitting.
Note that because the external gravity-wave system is treated as fast, there is
no splitting within the thickness equation, only in the momentum equation.
That is,

Φfast(u, h) = −g∇(h+ zb)

Ψfast(u, h) = −∇ · (hu) .
(40)

As a result of this splitting, the more computationally expensive slow
terms are only evaluated once per coarse time-step, saving a significant
number of floating point operations and MPI communication calls. This
splitting does introduce a first-order error into the temporal local trunca-
tion error of our models, but we will show in Section 4.1 that the quality
of the solution is not affected (Figure 6). This is due to the fact that in
complex real-world applications driven by observed data, like the one shown
in Section 4.1, errors coming from the spatial discretization, model param-
eterization, and observed data are dominant. Further, the slow dynamics
evolve on the order of hours, so taking time-steps on the order of hundreds
of seconds, as in Section 4.1, does not introduce meaningful errors.

As mentioned above in Section 3.1, the splitting also helps with the prac-
tical concern of needing a way to restrict tendency calculations to certain
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regions of a mesh for a LTS scheme. MPAS-Ocean tendency routines are
very complex and further rely on other routines that compute diagnostic
quantities. In order to efficiently compute tendencies only on given LTS re-
gions without using multiple memory blocks, one would need to reimplement
the MPAS-Ocean tendency routines from scratch in a way that allows the
domain of the calculation to be restricted. This would have been impractical
to do for the full tendency routines, but because of the operator splitting,
we only need to reimplement the parts of the routines for the fast terms.
The versions of FB-LTS and LTS3 implemented in E3SM are implemented
in the context of this operator splitting. In the numerical experiments in
Section 4, we use the labels FB-LTS and LTS3 to refer to these schemes with
this operator splitting. In the convergence test from Section 2.3, the same
implementation of FB-LTS was used, but on a problem with all the slow
terms disabled. This effectively removes the operator splitting, so FB-LTS
showes the expected second-order convergence.

A final point of interest is how this splitting effects the CFL performance
of the model. That is, we are interested in how this splitting effects the size
of the admittable time-step in both the fine and coarse regions. In Section
4.2, we show two cases, one in which the CFL performance is not effected
and one in which it is, and provide evidence that this depends on the ratio
of the resolution of cells in the coarse region to the resolution of cells in the
fine region.

4. Numerical Experiments

Here, we present a series of numerical experiments that showcase the
performance of FB-LTS as compared to LTS3 and RK4. As described in
Section 3.2, both LTS3 and FB-LTS are used in the context of the first-
order operator splitting of the fast/slow subsystems within the SWEs; for
readability, we continue to refer to the methods as LTS3 and FB-LTS. For
these experiments, we model the storm surge caused by hurricane Sandy in
and around Delaware Bay off the eastern coast of the United States, running
on meshes that have been regionally refined to very high resolutions (2 km
and 125 m) around Delaware Bay (Table 1 and Figure 7).
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4.1. Hurricane Model

The momentum and thickness equations for the hurricane Sandy model
are given by

∂u
∂t + (∇× u+ fk)× u =−∇K − 1− β

ρ0
∇ps − g∇

(
ξ − ξEQ − βξ

)
− χ

Cu
H

− CD
|u|u
h

+ CW
|uW − u| (uW − u)

h

∂h
∂t +∇ · (hu) = 0 ,

(41)

where u is the horizontal fluid velocity, t is the time coordinate, f is the

Coriolis parameter, k is the local vertical unit vector, K = |u|2
2 is the kinetic

energy per unit mass, β is the self-attraction and loading coefficient (Accad
et al., 1978), ρ0 is the (constant) fluid density, ps is the surface pressure, g
is the gravitational constant, ξ is the sea-surface height perturbation, ξEQ is
the sea-surface height perturbation due to equilibrium tidal forcing (Arbic
et al., 2018), C

H is a spatially varying internal tide dissipation coefficient
(Jayne and St. Laurent, 2001), χ is a scalar tuning factor optimized for
barotropic tides response (Barton et al., 2022). H is the resting depth of
the ocean, h is the total ocean thickness such that h = H + ξ, CD is the
bottom drag coefficient, CW is the wind stress coefficient (Garratt, 1977),
and uW is the horizontal wind velocity. Here, the thickness equation is
the conservation of volume for an incompressible fluid, where the volume is
normalized by the cell area, which is constant in time.

The LTS algorithms implemented in MPAS-Ocean use the operator split-
ting described in Section 3.2; for this hurricane model the terms treated as
fast in (41) are

Φfast(u, h) = −g∇ (ξ − βξ)

Ψfast(u, h) = −∇ · (hu) .
(42)

To show that this splitting does not degrade the quality of the model solu-
tion, we run the hurricane model using LTS3 from the now outdated version
of MPAS-Ocean used in Lilly et al. (2023a), and the current version (Figure
6). Again, when we refer to FB-LTS or LTS3 in this section, we specifically
mean a time-stepping scheme using the operator splitting from Section 3.2
with the given LTS scheme.

We consider two meshes, DelBay2km and DelBay125m, shown in Figure
7 and described in Table 1. These meshes are similar to those by the same
names from Lilly et al. (2023a), but have slight differences due to updates to
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Figure 6: The sea-surface height solution produced by the hurricane Sandy model using
LTS3 both with and without the operator splitting described in Section 3.2. The unsplit
solution is covered by the split solution, showing the split model produces a solution of
the same quality.

mesh generation libraries. Both meshes highly resolve Delaware Bay, then
smoothly vary in resolution out to a low global background resolution. These
meshes were chosen to highly resolve the hurricane itself while controlling
the overall number of cells in the global mesh, making the potential benefits
of local time-stepping schemes obvious. The simulations are run for 24
simulated-days; starting on 10/10/2012 and ending on 11/03/2012.

Both LTS3 and FB-LTS were configured to use the same configuration of
the LTS regions, taking the fine region (the region where the fine time-step
is used) to be around the Delaware coast and the coarse region (the region
where the coarse time-step is used) to be the rest of the globe as pictured
in Figure 7. One can note that FB-LTS scheme uses more cells labeled
as interface adjacent fine cells than LTS3; these are the cells denoted as
F5
P cells in Section 2.2. These cells are advanced with the same fine time-

step as the rest of the fine region, they are only differentiated within the
FB-LTS and LTS3 algorithms because these cells require a small number
of additional computations in order to obtain needed data on the interface
one and two regions during the coarse advancement step of both methods.
In order to obtain the data needed to perform the interface one prediction
step, we need to obtain uncorrected data on interface one at time tn+1.
FB-RK(3,2) takes three stages to obtain data at time tn+1, while SSPRK3
produces a prediction for this data with its first stage; as a result the domain
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Figure 7: Cell width in kilometers for DelBay2km and DelBay125m as described in Table
1. Each subplot shares the same color scale in log-space. Note that these are global meshes
and that parts of the globe not pictured here use the background resolutions shown in
Table 1.
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(a) LTS regions for FB-LTS (b) LTS regions for LTS3

Figure 8: Configurations for the LTS regions for FB-LTS and LTS3 as shown on Del-
Bay2km. The LTS regions are configured similarly on DelBay125m.

of dependence for interface one cells to obtain this needed data is larger for
FB-LTS. One can also note that, as described in Section 2.2, the FB-LTS
algorithm requires these extra computations on a decreasing subset of these
interface adjacent fine cells as the method progresses through the coarse
advancement step, starting with F5

P , then F4
P , then F3

P , et cetera. In order
to decrease the complexity of the FB-LTS implementation in MPAS-Ocean
we opt not to shrink this region and instead perform these extra calculations
on all the interface adjacent cells pictured in Figure 2. This has no effect
on the numerical scheme itself as the unneeded data is simply thrown away,
and the penalty to the computational performance of the implementation is
negligible.

The time-steps used on each mesh by each LTS scheme for performance
tests are given in Table 1. These time-steps were obtained experimentally
by running the model at increasing time-steps until it becomes unstable
and selecting the largest time-steps for which it is stable. In the case of
DelBay2km, the model is stable at the reported time-steps for the entire 24
simulated-day duration of the hurricane simulation. Because of the greatly
increased computational cost of running the model on DelBay125m, the
reported time-steps are obtained by running for one simulated-day starting
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from an initial condition given by the model state after three simulated days
(10/13), which is when the tidal dynamics stabilize after spinning up from
rest. When finding the fine and coarse time-steps in this way, there are two
possible approaches; the fine and coarse time-steps must differ by an integer
factor of M such that ∆tfine =

∆tcoarse
M , so they can be obtained in different

orders. One could find the largest time-step admittable on the coarse region
of the mesh then find the smallest value of M that gives an admittable fine
time-step, or first find the largest admittable fine time-step then the largest
value of M that gives an admittable coarse time-step. This has the result of
the time-step in one region or the other not technically being maximal. For
both DelBay2km and DelBay125m, we opt to first maximize the time-step
in the fine region, then find the largest admittable value of M .

4.2. Computational Performance

In order to demonstrate the computational performance of FB-LTS, we
run the hurricane Sandy model using RK4, LTS3, and FB-LTS on both Del-
Bay2km and DelBay125m. For each mesh, we run the model for a number
of simulated-seconds equal to the least common multiple of the time-steps
used by each scheme. We measure the speedup by taking the ratio of the
CPU-time for the slower scheme to that of FB-LTS, that is,

speedup vs. RK4 =
RK4 CPU-time

FB-LTS CPU-time

speedup vs. LTS3 =
LTS3 CPU-time

FB-LTS CPU-time
.

(43)

On DelBay2km, FB-LTS outperforms RK4 by a factor of 10.08 and outper-
forms LTS3 by a factor of 2.27, and on DelBay125m FB-LTS outperforms
RK4 by a factor of 5.13 and outperforms LTS3 by a factor of 1.32 (Table 2).
Previous to the implementation of LTS3 and FB-LTS in the MPAS-Ocean
code-base, RK4 scheme was the method of choice for single-layer configu-
rations like that used in our hurricane model, so the speedup versus RK4
achieved by both LTS schemes is significant and points to the value of local
time-stepping schemes and the operator splitting described in Section 3.2 for
efficiency of ocean simulations. FB-LTS further improves on the speedup
achieved by LTS3 by taking advantage of the CFL optimized scheme on
which it is based, and it will be shown in Section 4.3 that this additional
speedup does not incur a penalty to the quality of the model solution.

We can also compare the results from Table 2 to results from Table
2 from Lilly et al. (2023a). On DelBay2km, the previous unsplit imple-
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DelBay2km DelBay125m

Grid Cell Width (km)

Global background 120 30
Western Atlantic 30 15
Eastern US coast 10 0.625
Delaware coast 5 0.3125
Delaware Bay 2 0.125

Mesh Parameters

Number of cells 58,141 4,617,372
Count ratio 1.92 0.12
Resolution ratio 15 120

Time-Steps

RK4
∆tglobal (s) 34 2

LTS3
∆tfine (s) 20 1
∆tcoarse (s) 60 4
M 3 4

FB-LTS
∆tfine (s) 46 2
∆tcoarse (s) 138 4
M 3 2

Time-Step Ratios
∆tFB-LTS

fine /∆tRK4
global 1.35 1.00

∆tFB-LTS
fine /∆tLTS3

fine 2.30 2.00
∆tFB-LTS

coarse /∆tLTS3
coarse 2.30 1.00

Table 1: Relevant parameters for each mesh and LTS scheme used in performance exper-
iments. The count ratio is the ratio of the number of coarse cells to the number of fine
cells in the mesh, i.e. a count ratio greater than one means that the mesh contains more
cells using the coarse time-step than the fine time-step. The resolution ratio is the ratio of
the cell width of the coarse cells to the cell width of the fine cells. In the case where there
are cells of multiple resolutions in either region, as is the case in our meshes, we consider
the smallest value of cell width in a given region as it is the smallest cell that restricts the
size of the time-step admittable in that region. For both meshes, the fine region includes
Delaware Bay, the Delaware coast, and the Eastern US coast. The coarse region includes
the Western Atlantic and the rest of the globe (global background).
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DelBay2km DelBay125m

run-time (hh:mm:ss) 06:31:00 00:10:00
number of MPI ranks 32 128

RK4 (s) 26.07 186.02

LTS3 (s) 5.86 47.85
speedup vs. RK4 4.45 3.89

FB-LTS (s) 2.59 36.26
speedup vs. RK4 10.08 5.13
speedup vs. LTS3 2.27 1.32

Table 2: CPU-time performance of RK4, LTS3, and FB-LTS on DelBay2km and Del-
Bay125m. Each reported time above is the average of individual runs, to account for
conditions on the machine. The run-times were chosen as common multiples of the time-
steps used be each scheme as reported in Table 1.

mentation of LTS3 only outperformed RK4 by a factor of 1.48, while on
DelBay125m unsplit LTS3 was slower than RK4 by a factor of 1.16. One
should keep in mind that there multiple factors involved in the difference
in performance between these two cases; the new schemes benefit from less
MPI communication overhead due to the improved domain decomposition
paradigm described in Section 3.1 and the operator splitting described in
Section 3.2 in particular. Regardless, this shows the strong progression of
efforts to increase the computational efficiency of these SWE solvers.

As noted in Section 3.2, we are also interested in how the operator split-
ting affects both the computational performance and the CFL performance
of our LTS schemes. On DelBay2km, the results suggest that the CFL per-
formance of both LTS3 and FB-LTS is not affected by the splitting. That is,
the restriction placed on the maximum admittable time-steps, as reported
in Table 1, are enforced by the terms treated as fast. In this case FB-LTS is
taking time-steps 2.3 times larger than LTS3 in both the fine and coarse re-
gions, as we expect. Contrast this with the time-steps used on DelBay125m;
FB-LTS outperforms LTS3 in CFL efficiency by a factor of 2 in the fine re-
gion but both take a time-step of 4 s in the coarse region. This behavior
is not consistent with what we expect to achieve assuming the time-steps
are being bound by the fast terms as we would hope. Further, we would
expect that the ratio M between the fine and coarse time-step was much
larger. For DelBay2km the resolution ratio is 15 and we get M = 3. On
DelBay125m with a resolution ratio of 120 and the same underlying model
equations, we would expect to have the M is at least 3, if not significantly
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larger (in Lilly et al. (2023a), the authors found that M = 24 for LTS3 in
this case).

Motivated by the desire to understand this unexpected result, we ran
additional tests that revealed that the problem was due to the global CFL
restriction imposed by the slow terms. Running the model on DelBay125m,
with both LTS3 and FB-LTS, we observed that any increase to the coarse
time-step would cause the model to become unstable, with the instability
manifesting in the fine region far from the interface regions, deep in Delaware
Bay. The fact that increasing the coarse time-step causes instability in the
fine region means that it is very unlikely that the instability is being caused
by the fast terms, which are being advanced with LTS. The way the slow
terms are advanced by the split scheme can be thought of as advancing the
slow part of the system by a single Forward Euler step using the coarse
time-step everywhere on the mesh. This explains why increasing the coarse
time-step causes instability in the fine region, where the cells are very small
and the CFL condition therefore very restrictive. Effectively, the operator
splitting places a bound on the size of the coarse time-step that depends on
the resolution of the fine cells, possibly limiting the effectiveness of the LTS
schemes employed in this splitting. As the results from Table 2 show, this
does not mean that the split algorithm using LTS cannot be computationally
efficient, it only means that it can limit the CFL performance of LTS schemes
in cases of extreme differences in resolution, like that in DelBay125m.

A possible way to combat this limit on CFL performance imposed by
the splitting would be to alter the algorithm so that, during the Fine Ad-
vancement step, the slow tendencies were evaluated once per fine-step. In-
stead of using the values of the slow tendencies as evaluated at time tn for
the entire routine, we could calculate the slow tendencies at times tn,k for
k = 0, · · ·M − 1 and use these values while advancing on fine cells. Do-
ing this, the algorithm would effectively be advancing the slow subsystem
still with forward Euler, but with the fine time-step rather than the coarse
time-step. Exploration of this particular change to the operator splitting
algorithm is outside the scope of this work, as its implementation in MPAS-
Ocean would be particularly difficult due to the limitations of the framework
described in Section 3.

Testing the strong parallel scaling of RK4, LTS3, and FB-LTS, we see
the expected approximately linear scaling as the number of MPI ranks is
increased (Table 9). For each of the three methods, one can notice a slight
degradation in the scaling as we reach 32 ranks; this occurs be cause the
number of cells per processor (which in this case is approximately 1,800) is
small enough that the communication between MPI ranks begins to dom-
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Figure 9: Strong parallel scaling in the hurricane Sandy test case on DelBay2km, run for
12 simulated hours.

inate the simulation. This is expected behavior, and simply a signal that
running the simulation on this mesh with more ranks would have diminishing
returns.

4.3. Solution Quality

Along with the greatly increased performance discussed in Section 4.2,
FB-LTS is able to produce SSH solutions of the same quality of both RK4
and LTS3. We run the hurricane model using all three time-stepping schemes
on DelBay2km for the full duration of the simulation and record the model
SSH at the locations of tidal gauges in and around Delaware Bay. We
also compare model solutions to observed data. The observed data are from
NOAA’s Center for Operational Oceanographic Products and Services (CO-
OPS) gauges and are available at https://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/.
We observe that the model solutions for each time-stepping scheme do not
differ meaningfully. In particular, the difference between the SSH solutions
produced by LTS3 and FB-LTS is, at most, on the order of centimeters
(Figure 10).

5. Conclusion

We have presented a new local time-stepping scheme (FB-LTS) for the
shallow water equations based on the CFL optimized forward-backward
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 10: SSH solutions from RK4, LTS3, and FB-LTS compared to observed tide gauge
data on DelBay2km, using time steps of 30 s, 60 s, and 120 s respectively, with M = 3 for
both LTS schemes. Note that The solution curves are directly on top of each other. The
absolute difference between LTS3 and FB-LTS is shown on a log scale in the lower plots.
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Runge-Kutta schemes from Lilly et al. (2023b). In a real-world test case,
FB-LTS produces solutions qualitatively equivalent to those produced by
a SSPRK3 based local time-stepping scheme (LTS3) and by the classical
four-stage, fourth-order Runge-Kutta method (RK4). Further, these solu-
tions are produced at a significantly reduced computational cost; the MPAS-
Ocean implementation of FB-LTS is up to 10.08 times faster (in terms of
CPU-time) than RK4, and up to 2.27 times faster than LTS3. Numerical
experiments show that FB-LTS is a second order scheme everywhere, in-
cluding on interface cells that allow communication between the fine and
coarse regions. We have also shown that FB-LTS gives exact conservation
of mass and absolute vorticity when applied to a TRiSK discretization.

Moving forward, we are interested in adapting FB-LTS for use in a multi-
layer ocean model that uses a barotropic-baroclinic splitting. In particular,
FB-LTS would be a strong choice for a barotropic solver, as the barotropic
subsystem is similar to the SWEs, so we would expect to see performance
benefits very similar to those reported in this work. With the vital im-
portance of large scale models of the Earth’s climate, a solver like FB-LTS
would be capable of running complex climate-scale simulations at higher
resolutions much faster.
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Appendix A. Derivation of Interface Prediction Coefficients

FB-RK(3,2) is a second order scheme, so we will derive second order
predictor coefficients for use in the Interface Prediction step of FB-LTS.
Assume that we already have data for hn and un, and uncorrected data
h̃n+1/3, ũn+1/3, h̃n+1/2, ũn+1/2, h̃n+1, and ũn+1 on interface one.

Start with the spatially discretized system in (5), and assume that both
Φe and Ψi are Lipschitz for all e ∈ CIF-1

E and i ∈ CIF-1
P . First, we need

predictions for hn,k for k = 0, · · ·M and un,k for k = 0, · · ·M − 1. Start
with hn,k; take a Taylor series expansion centered at time t = tn, writing
terms out to get a second order approximation for i ∈ CIF-1

P ,

hi

(
tn + k

∆t

M

)
= hi(t

n) +

(
tn + k

∆t

M
− tn

)
∂hi
∂t (t

n) +O
(
(∆t)2

)
= hi(t

n) + k
∆t

M
∂hi
∂t (t

n) +O
(
(∆t)2

)
.
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Next, we approximate hi(t
n) by hni , which is a second order approximation

(the order of FB-RK(3,2)). Then ∂hi
∂t (t

n) can be approximated by Forward

Euler (FE), ∂hi
∂t (t

n) =
h̃n+1
i −hn

∆t +O
(
(∆t)1

)
. Insert these into the above,

hi

(
tn + k

∆t

M

)
=

(
hni +O

(
(∆t)2

))
+ k

∆t

M

(
h̃n+1
i − hn

∆t
+O

(
(∆t)1

))
+O

(
(∆t)2

)
= hni + k

∆t

M

h̃n+1
i − hni

∆t
+O

(
(∆t)2

)
=

k

M
h̃n+1
i +

(
1− k

M

)
hni +O

(
(∆t)2

)
.

Therefore, a second order approximation to h data at times tn,k for i ∈ CIF-1
P

is given by

hn,ki =
k

M
h̃n+1
i +

(
1− k

M

)
hni . (A.1)

Similarly for un,k, take a Taylor series expansion centered at tn for e ∈ CIF-1
E ,

ue

(
tn + k

∆t

M

)
= ue(t

n) +

(
tn + k

∆t

M
− tn

)
∂ue
∂t (t

n) +O
(
(∆t)2

)
= ue(t

n) + k
∆t

M
∂ue
∂t (t

n) +O
(
(∆t)2

)
.

Approximate ue(t
n) by une , which is a second order approximation (the order

of FB-RK(3,2)). We approximate ∂ue
∂t (t

n) similarly to the above, ut(t
n) =

ũn+1−un

∆t +O
(
(∆t)1

)
. Insert these approximations into the above to get

ue

(
tn + k

∆t

M

)
=

(
une +O

(
(∆t)2

))
+ k

∆t

M

(
ũn+1
e − une

∆t
+O

(
(∆t)1

))
+O

(
(∆t)2

)
= une + k

∆t

M

ũn+1
e − une

∆t
+O

(
(∆t)2

)
=

k

M
ũn+1
e +

(
1− k

M

)
une +O

(
(∆t)2

)
.

A second order approximation to u data times tn,k for e ∈ CIF-1
E is given by

un,ke =
k

M
ũn+1
e +

(
1− k

M

)
une . (A.2)

Next, we require predictions for h̄n,k+1/3 and ūn,k+1/3 for k = 0, · · · ,M−
1. Starting with h̄n,k+1/3, we insert the above prediction hn,k, given by (A.1),
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into the first stage of FB-RK(3,2) with the fine time-step ∆t
M for i ∈ CIF-1

P ,

h̄
n,k+1/3
i = hn,ki +

∆t

3M
Ψi

(
un,k,hn,k

)
.

We need a way to approximate Ψi

(
un,k, hn,k

)
. Assuming sufficient smooth-

ness of Ψi, we can use that Ψi

(
un,k, hn,k

)
= Ψi (u

n, hn)+O
(
(∆t)1

)
. Insert

this into the above and we get

h̄
n,k+1/3
i = hn,ki +

∆t

3M

(
Ψi (u

n, hn) +O
(
(∆t)1

))
=

(
k

M
h̃n+1
i +

(
1− k

M

)
hni +O

(
(∆t)2

))
+

∆t

3M
Ψi (u

n,hn) +O
(
(∆t)2

)
=

k

M
h̃n+1
i +

(
1− k

M

)
hni +

∆t

3M
Ψi (u

n, hn) +O
(
(∆t)2

)
.

Then, we know that Ψi (u
n,hn) =

3(h̃
n+1/3
i −hn

i )
∆t . Substitute this to get

h̄
n,k+1/3
i =

k

M
h̃n+1
i +

(
1− k

M

)
hni +

∆t

3M

3(h̃n+1/3 − hn)

∆t
+O

(
(∆t)2

)
=

k

M
h̃n+1
i +

1

M
h̃
n+1/3
i +

(
1− k + 1

M

)
hni +O

(
(∆t)2

)
.

A second order approximation to first-stage h data at intermediate time
levels for i ∈ CIF-1

P is given by

h̄
n,k+1/3
i =

k

M
h̃n+1
i +

1

M
h̃
n+1/3
i +

(
1− k + 1

M

)
hni . (A.3)

Proceed similarly for ūn,k+1/3, insert un,k into the first stage of FB-RK(3,2)
with the fine time-step for e ∈ CIF-1

E ,

ūn,k+
1/3

e = un,ke +
∆t

3M
Φe

(
un,k,h∗,k

)
.

We need to approximate Φe

(
un,k,h∗,k

)
. We would like to do this by

Φe (u
n,h∗) = 3(ũ

n+1/3
e −un

e )
∆t . One can show that

∣∣∣∣Φe

(
un,k,h∗,k

)
− Φe (u

n,h∗)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
O
(
(∆t)1

)
, and so Φe

(
un,k,h∗,k

)
= Φe (u

n,h∗) + O
(
(∆t)1

)
. This follows
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from the assumption that Φe is Lipschitz, and we omit the details for reasons
of space. Insert this approximation into the above and we get

ūn,k+
1/3

e = un,ke +
∆t

3M

(
Φe

(
un,h∗)+O

(
(∆t)1

))
=

(
k

M
ũn+1 +

(
1− k

M

)
un +O

(
(∆t)2

))
+

∆t

3M

3(ũ
n+1/3
e − une )

∆t
+O

(
(∆t)2

)
=

k

M
ũn+1
e +

1

M
ũn+

1/3
e +

(
1− k + 1

M

)
une +O

(
(∆t)2

)
.

A second order approximation to first-stage u data at intermediate time
levels for e ∈ CIF-1 is given by

ūn,k+
1/3

e =
k

M
ũn+1
e +

1

M
ũn+

1/3
e +

(
1− k + 1

M

)
une . (A.4)

Finally, we predictions for second-stage data h̄n,k+1/2 and ūn,k+1/2 for
k = 0, · · · ,M − 1. Starting with h̄n,k+1/3, we insert the above prediction
hn,k into the second stage of FB-RK(3,2) with the fine time-step ∆t

M for
i ∈ CIF-1

P ,

h̄
n,k+1/2
i = hn,ki +

∆t

2M
Ψi

(
ūn,k+1/3, h̄n,k+1/3

)
.

We need a way to approximate Ψi

(
ūn,k+1/3, h̄n,k+1/3

)
. Again using the as-

sumption that we have Lipschitz continuity, we can use that Ψi

(
ūn,k+1/3, h̄n,k+1/3

)
=

Ψi

(
ũn+1/3, h̃n+1/3

)
+O

(
(∆t)1

)
. Insert this into the above and we get

h̄
n,k+1/2
i = hn,ki +

∆t

2M

(
Ψi

(
ũn+1/3, h̃n+1/3

)
+O

(
(∆t)1

))
=

(
k

M
h̃n+1
i +

(
1− k

M

)
hni +O

(
(∆t)2

))
+

∆t

2M

2(h̃
n+1/2
i − hni )

∆t
+O

(
(∆t)2

)
=

k

M
h̃n+1
i +

1

M
h̃
n+1/2
i +

(
1− k + 1

M

)
hni +O

(
(∆t)2

)
.

A second-order approximation to stage-two h data for i ∈ CIF-1
P is given by

h̄
n,k+1/2
i =

k

M
h̃n+1
i +

1

M
h̃
n+1/2
i +

(
1− k + 1

M

)
hni . (A.5)
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For ū
n,k1/2
e for e ∈ CIF-1

E , proceed similarly:

ūn,k+
1/2

e = un,ke +
∆t

2M
Φe

(
ūn,k+1/3,h∗∗,k

)
.

As we did to obtain the prediction for h̄
n,k+1/2
i , we can approximate Φe

(
ūn,k+1/3,h∗∗,k

)
=

Φe

(
ũn+1/3,h∗∗

)
+O

(
(∆t)1

)
. Insert this into the above to get

ūn,k+
1/2

e = un,ke +
∆t

2M

(
Φe

(
ũn+1/3,h∗∗

)
+O

(
(∆t)1

))
=

(
k

M
ũn+1 +

(
1− k

M

)
un +O

(
(∆t)2

))
+

∆t

2M

2(ũ
n+1/2
e − une )

∆t
+O

(
(∆t)2

)
=

k

M
ũn+1
e +

1

M
ũn+

1/2
e +

(
1− k + 1

M

)
une +O

(
(∆t)2

)
.

A second-order approximation to stage-two u data for e ∈ CIF-1
E is given by

ūn,k+
1/2

e =
k

M
ũn+1
e +

1

M
ũn+

1/2
e +

(
1− k + 1

M

)
une . (A.6)

Taking all this together, the interface one prediction step is given by
(18).
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