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ASYMPTOTICALLY EXACT LOCAL DISCONTINUOUS
GALERKIN ERROR ESTIMATES FOR THE LINEARIZED
KORTEWEG-DE VRIES EQUATION IN ONE SPACE
DIMENSION

MAHBOUB BACCOUCH

Abstract. We present and analyze a posteriori error estimates for the local discontinuous
Galerkin (LDG) method for the linearized Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation in one space di-
mension. These estimates are computationally simple and are obtained by solving a local steady
problem with no boundary condition on each element. We extend the work of Hufford and Xing
[J. Comput. Appl. Math., 255 (2014), pp. 441-455] to prove new superconvergence results towards
particular projections of the exact solutions for the two auxiliary variables in the LDG method
that approximate the first and second derivatives of the solution. The order of convergence is
proved to be k + 3/2, when polynomials of total degree not exceeding k are used. These results
allow us to prove that the significant parts of the spatial discretization errors for the LDG solution
and its spatial derivatives (up to second order) are proportional to (k + 1)-degree Radau poly-
nomials. We use these results to construct asymptotically exact a posterior: error estimates and
prove that, for smooth solutions, these a posteriori LDG error estimates for the solution and its
spatial derivatives, at a fixed time ¢, converge to the true errors at O(hk+3/2) rate in the L2-norm.
Finally, we prove that the global effectivity indices, for the solution and its spatial derivatives,
converge to unity at (’)(hl/ 2) rate. Numerical results are presented to validate the theory.

Key words. Local discontinuous Galerkin method, KdV, superconvergence, Radau points, a
posteriori error estimates.

1. Introduction
The famous nonlinear Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation
Ut + QUg + YUUz + BUzge =0,

with constants «, 3, and +, is derived by Korteweg and de Vries in 1895. It
describes the propagation of waves in a variety of nonlinear dispersive media. The
KdV equation is a generic equation for the study of weakly nonlinear long waves
and arises in many physical situations, such as surface water waves and plasma
waves. It has been shown that the KdV equation describes a large class of solitons
observed in various situations: acoustic waves on a crystal lattice, plasma waves,
hydrodynamics internal or surface waves, elastic surface waves, and waves in optical
fibers (see e.g., [27]).

In this paper we develop and analyze an implicit residual-based a posteriori error
estimates of the spatial errors for the semi-discrete local discontinuous Galerkin
(LDG) method applied to the linearized KdV equation

(1a) Ut + Qg + Puger =0, x € [a,b], t €[0,T],

subject to the initial and periodic boundary conditions

(1b) u(z,0) = uo(z), =z € [a,bl,

(Ie)  w(a,t) =u(b,t), ug(a,t)=ug(bt), uzs(a,t)=uz(bt), tel0,T].
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We would like to emphasize that the assumption of periodic boundary conditions
is for simplicity only and is not essential. In our analysis we select ug(z) such that
the exact solution u(x,t) is a smooth function on [a, b] x [0,T].

The LDG method we discuss in this paper is an extension of the discontinuous
Galerkin (DG) method aimed at solving partial differential equations containing
higher than first-order spatial derivatives. The DG method is a class of finite ele-
ment methods, using discontinuous, piecewise polynomials as the numerical solution
and the test functions. It was first developed by Reed and Hill [31] for solving hy-
perbolic conservation laws containing only first-order spatial derivatives in 1973.
Consult [25] and the references cited therein for a detailed discussion of the his-
tory of DG method and a list of important citations on the DG method and its
applications. The LDG method for solving convection-diffusion problems was first
introduced by Cockburn and Shu in [26]. They further studied the stability and
error estimates for the LDG method. Castillo et al. [19] presented the first a priori
error analysis for the LDG method for a model elliptic problem. They considered
arbitrary meshes with hanging nodes and elements of various shapes and studied
general numerical fluxes. They showed that, for smooth solutions, the L? errors in
Vu and in u are of order k and k + 1/2, respectively, when polynomials of total
degree not exceeding k are used. Cockburn et al. [24] presented a superconver-
gence result for the LDG method for a model elliptic problem on Cartesian grids.
They identified a special numerical flux for which the L?-norms of the gradient and
the potential are of orders k + 1/2 and k + 1, respectively, when tensor product
polynomials of degree at most k are used.

Yan and Shu [35] developed the first LDG method for solving KdV type equations
in one and two space dimensions. They proved L? stability and a cell entropy
inequality for the square entropy for a class of nonlinear KdV equations in both
one and multiple space dimensions. They also proved an optimal error estimate for
the linear cases in the one-dimensional case. In [33], Xu and Shu proved L? error
estimates for the semi-discrete LDG methods for the fully nonlinear KdV equation
with smooth solution. The order of convergence is proved to be k + 1/2, when
k-degree piecewise polynomials with k > 1 are used. Later, Xu and Shu [34] proved
optimal L? error estimates of the semi-discrete LDG methods for solving linear
higher-order wave equations including the linearized KdV equation. More recently,
Hufford and Xing [30] studied the superconvergence property of the LDG method
for solving the linearized KdV equation. They selected a special projection of the
initial condition and proved that the LDG solution is O(h*+3/2) super close to a
particular projection of the exact solution, when the upwind flux is used for the
convection term and the alternating flux is used for the dispersive term.

A posteriori error estimates lie in the heart of every adaptive finite element algo-
rithm for differential equations. They are used to assess the quality of numerical
solutions and guide the adaptive enrichment process where elements having high
errors are enriched by h-refinement and/or p-refinement while elements with small
errors are h- and/or p-coarsened. Furthermore, error estimates are used to stop the
adaptive refinement process. For an introduction to the subject of a posteriori error
estimation see the monograph of Ainsworth and Oden [6]. Several a posteriori DG
error estimates are known for hyperbolic [22, 23, 28] and diffusive [29, 32] problems.
Adjerid and Baccouch [3, 12, 10] investigated the global convergence of the implicit
residual-based a posteriori error estimates of Adjerid et al. [5]. They proved that
these a posteriori error estimates converge to the true spatial error in the L?-norm
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under mesh refinement. Later, Adjerid and Baccouch [1, 2, 17] investigated DG
methods on structured and unstructured triangular meshes with several finite el-
ement spaces to discover new superconvergence properties and compute accurate
error estimates. In [11, 15], the author analyzed the superconvergence properties
of the LDG formulation applied to transient convection-diffusion problems in one
space dimension. We proved that the leading error term on each element for the so-
lution is proportional to a (k + 1)-degree right Radau polynomial while the leading
error term for the solution’s derivative is proportional to a (k+1)-degree left Radau
polynomial. We further used these results to construct a posteriori error estimates
and proved that these LDG error estimates are asymptotically exact under mesh re-
finement. In [8, 16], we presented new superconvergence results for the LDG method
applied to the second-order scalar wave equation in one space dimension. Later,
in [9], we investigated the global convergence of the a posteriori error estimates
developed in [8]. We used the superconvergence results [16] and proved that, for
smooth solutions, these a posteriori error estimates at a fixed time converge to the
true spatial errors in the L2-norm under mesh refinement. In [13, 14], we developed
and analyzed a new superconvergent LDG method for approximating solutions to
the fourth-order Euler-Bernoulli beam equation in one space dimension. We further
constructed new a posteriori error estimates and proved that these error estimates
converge to the true spatial errors in the L2-norm under mesh refinement. Recently,
Adjerid and Baccouch [18, 4] showed that LDG solutions are superconvergent at
Radau points for two-dimensional convection-diffusion problems. They used these
results to construct asymptotically correct a posteriori error estimates. More re-
cently, the author [7] analyzed a superconvergent LDG method for the second-order
wave equation on Cartesian grids. He further constructed efficient and accurate a
posteriort error estimates.

In this paper, we apply the superconvergence results of Hufford and Xing [30] to
prove that the (k+ 3/2)-th order superconvergence rate holds not only for the solu-
tion itself but also for the auxiliary variables in the LDG method approximating the
various order derivatives of the solution. Our proofs are valid for arbitrary regular
meshes and for P* polynomials with arbitrary & > 1. Our new superconvergence
results are needed to prove that the true errors can be divided into significant
and less significant parts. The significant parts of the discretization errors for the
LDG solution and its spatial derivatives are proportional to (k + 1)-degree Radau
polynomials. Superconvergence results are used to construct asymptotically exact
a posteriori error estimates by solving a local steady problem on each element.
We further prove that these error estimates converge to the true spatial errors at
O(hk+3/ %) rate. Finally, we prove that the global effectivity indices in the L?-norm
converge to unity at O(h'/?) rate. Our computational results indicate that the
observed numerical convergence rates are higher than the theoretical rates. In our
analysis time integration is assumed to be exact and thus we are only estimating
the spatial errors of the semi-discrete LDG method.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we present the LDG scheme for
solving the linearized KdV equation and we introduce some notation and definitions.
We also present few preliminary results which will be used in our error analysis.
In section 3, we prove our main superconvergence results. In section 4, we develop
our a posteriori error estimation procedure and prove that these error estimates
converge to the true errors under mesh refinement in L?-norm. In section 5, we
present a numerical example to validate our theoretical results. We conclude and
discuss our results in section 6.
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2. The LDG method and preliminary results

2.1. The semi-discrete LDG scheme. In order to construct the LDG method,
we first introduce two auxiliary variables ¢ = u, and p = ¢, and rewrite our model
problem (1a) as a first-order system in space

(2) U+ oug + fp, =0, p—q, =0, ¢g—u,=0.

We divide the computational domain I = [a, b] into N subintervals I; = [z;_1, 2], i =
1,....,N, where a = 29 < x1 < --- < xny = b. We denote the length of I; by

h; = x; —x;—1. We also denote h = max h; and h,,;, = min h; as the length of
1<i<N 1<i<N

the largest and smallest subinterval, respectively. Here, we consider regular meshes,
that is h < Khpin, where K > 1 is a constant (independent of h) during mesh
refinement.
Throughout this paper, v|i denotes the value of the function v = v(z,t) at = x;.
We also define v~ |Z and v |Z to be the left limit and the right limit of the function
v at the discontinuity point x;, i.e.,

v*‘i =0 (x;,t) = lim v(z; + s,t), v+|i =ovt(2;,t) = lim v(z; + s,1).

s—0~ s—0t

Let us multiply the three equations in (2) by test functions v, w, and z, respectively,
integrate over an arbitrary subinterval I;, and use integration by parts to write

(3a) / upvdr — / (au + Bp)v,dr + auv|z. - auv‘Fl + pr‘i - ﬁpv|z.71 =0,
I; I

i

(3b) / pwdz —|—/ qudx — qw|i + qw|i_1 =0,
I; I;

(3c) /1 qzdz + /1 uzpdx — uz‘i + uz|i_1 —0.

We define the piecewise-polynomial space th as the space of polynomials of degree
at most k in I;, i.e.,

ViF={v: ol € P*(L,), i=1,...,N},

where P¥(I;) is the space of polynomials of degree at most k on I;. Next, we
approximate the exact solutions u(.,t), ¢(.,t), and p(.,¢) by piecewise polynomials
un(.,t) € VE, qn(.,t) € V¥, and py(.,t) € Vi, respectively, whose restriction to I;
are in P* (I;). Here up, qpn, and pj are not necessarily continuous at the endpoints
of I; since polynomials in the space Vh’c are allowed to have discontinuities across
element boundaries.

The semi-discrete LDG method consists of finding wp, gp, pp such that V i =
1,...,Nand Vv,w,z € V,f,

%

/ (up)rvde — / (aup, + Bpp)vedr + atpv™ ‘z — atpvt i
I I

k3

(43’) ‘iﬂBﬁth |Z - ﬂﬁhv+}l_1 - 0)

(4b) / prwdz + / qrwedr — rw™ ‘l + (jhwﬂFI =0,
I,; Ii

(4c) / qnzdx + / Up2edx — Upz~ |z + ﬁ;lz+‘i71 =0,
I; I;

k3

where the tilde and hatted terms, uy, 4y, ¢n, and P, are the so-called numerical
fluxes, which are yet to be determined. These numerical fluxes are nothing but
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discrete approximations to the traces of u,q and p on the boundary of the ele-
ments. They must be designed to guarantee stability and local solvability of all the
auxiliary variables introduced to approximate the derivatives of the solution. The
local solvability of all the auxiliary variables is why the method is called a ”local”
discontinuous Galerkin method in [26].

The initial condition wup(z,0) € V,f is obtained using a special projection of the
exact initial condition. This particular projection will be defined later.

In order to complete the definition of the semi-discrete LDG method we need to
select the numerical fluxes 4y, Up, §n, and pp on the boundaries of I;. We begin
by defining the numerical flux u; associated with the convection term. We pick the
classical upwind flux which depends on the sign of a. If @ > 0 then uj should be
picked as u, and if o < 0 then @, should be picked as u;lr Similarly, ¢, should
be picked as q,‘f if 3 > 0 and ¢, if 8 < 0. For the numerical fluxes un, pn, it
was shown in [30, 34, 35] that it is possible to obtain optimal error estimates and
superconvergence results if these numerical fluxes are chosen as alternating fluxes
i.e., either (4, = u, , pnp = pj) or (ly = ug, Pn = p, ). Without loss of generality,
we assume « > 0 and 8 > 0. Therefore, we can take the following numerical fluxes:

(4d) ﬂh:u}:a ﬁh:u}:a (ih:qz_a ﬁh:p?l_

The fluxes (4d) guarantee stability and convergence; see [34]. We note that this
choice is not unique. For instance the choice uy, = u;, , 4, = uz, qn = q,‘f, Dh =D},
is also fine.

2.2. Initial conditions for the LDG scheme. In order to prove superconver-
gence results, we need to use a suitable projection of the initial condition for the
numerical scheme wuy(z,0). We first need to define some projections, which are
commonly used in the analysis of DG methods: For & > 1, we define two special
projections Pf into V,f as follows: For any smooth function w, Pfu € V,f€ and the
restrictions of P}j u and P u to I; are the unique polynomials in the finite element
space V,f satisfying, for each i =1,--- , N,

©  [ru e =0, vee PG, and (B, =,

i-1 u‘ifl'

(6) / (Pfu—upvdz =0, Voe P (I;), and (Pfu)?|
I;

These special projections are used in the error estimates of the DG and LDG
methods to derive optimal L? error bounds in the literature, e.g., in [20]. They are
mainly used to eliminate the jump terms at the element boundaries in the error
estimates in order to prove the optimal L? error estimates.

Recently, Hufford and Xing [30] studied the superconvergence property for the LDG
method for solving (1). They selected a special projection of the initial condition
up(r,0) = Plu(z,0) € VF and proved that the LDG solution is O(h**+3/2) super
close to P, u. The operator P} is designed to better control the error of the initial
condition. It is defined as follows: for any function u we let ¢ = u, and p = ¢,
and suppose qn, pn € th are the unique solutions (with given P,}u) to

@) [ pwde+ [ quwsdo - g +afut] =0, Vwevk

(7b) /I gnzdx +/I Plu z,dx — (P,}u)*z*}i + (P}}u)*zﬂi_l =0, VzeVk
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then we require

(8a) (Pyu—Piu)|, = (P qg—an)*|,— (P p—pn)T|

(8b) / (P, u— Pyu)vde = / (Pfq—an) — (Pp—pn)) vdz, ¥ v e P*1(I).
Proof for the existence and uniqueness of Plu is provided in [30], more precisely in
its Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 2.1. The operator P,} exists and is unique. Moreover, we have the follow-
ing estimate
) @ u = Paw) (S O)| + [[(PF g = an) (L 0)|| + ([ (P p = o) (L )| < € BHF972,

where C =Cla, B, HU||1€+3,[) is a constant and \ = h/hmm is a constant during
mesh refinements.

In our mathematical error analysis we will approximate the initial condition on
each interval I; as

(10) up(2,0) = Plu(z,0), v € I;, i=1,--- , N.

As discussed in [30], this operator is only needed for technical purposes in the proof
of the error estimates. In our numerical experiments we used the special projection
P}, the projection P,", and the standard L? projection and observed similar results.

2.3. Notations and preliminary results. We deﬁne the L? inner product of
u=u(z,t)and v = v(z,t) on I; = [z;_1, ;] as (u(., ), )i = fl (x,t)dx.
Denote |[[u(.,?)llq; = ((u(.,t),u(.,?f))i)l/2 to be the standard L2—n0rm of u on
I;. Let H*(I;), where s = 1,2,..., denote the standard Sobolev space of square
integrable functions on I; with all derivatives dJu, j = 1,2,...,s being square
integrable on I; and equipped with the norm

2
Z 1930 )1,

We also define the norms on the whole computational domain I as follows:

l[ul., |01<leu |01>1/2, [uCs Ollsr = (leu )1/2.

For convenience, we use [lu|| and [lul|; to denote [[ull, ; and ||ull, ;,, respectively.
Also, in the remainder of this paper, we will omit the notation (.,¢) used in norms
unless needed for clarity. Thus, we use |lu|| instead of ||u(.,t)|| etc. We note that if
u € H*(I), s =1,2,..., the norms [[u(.,?)||, ; on the whole computational domain

1/2

l[ul.,

is the standard Sobolev norm (ZJ 0 H(‘f) u( Ho I) i .

In our analysis we need the Legendre and Radau polynomials. Let us denote by
Ly the Legendre polynomial of degree k on [—1,1]. We define the (k + 1)-degree
right Radau polynomial on [—1, 1] as R,Ll({) = Lp1(6) — Le(6), -1 < € < 1,
which has k£ 4 1 real distinct roots, —1 < fo < < f,:r = 1. We also define the
(k + 1)-degree left Radau polynomial as Rk+1(§) = Lp1(6) + Li(6), -1 <€<1,
which has k + 1 real distinct roots, —1 =§; <--- <§_ <1

Mapping the physical element I; = [x;_1, ;] into a reference element [—1,1] by
the standard affine mapping = (&, h;) = % + %5 , we obtain the shifted Radau
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20—x;—x; 1

polynomials Rki+1 J(x) = Rki+1 (hi) on I;. Next, we define the monic left
k

and right Radau polynomials, w,i_l,i(m), on I; as 1/),:5171.(39) = HO(:E — :c;f%j), where
J:

:c;tj are the roots of Rkiﬂ,i({) shifted to I;, i.e.,

T+ i h; .
(11) =T S =01k

Next, we recall some results from [11] (more precisely in its Lemma 2.1) which will
be needed in our a posteriori error analysis.

Lemma 2.2. The (k+1)-degree monic Radau polynomials on I;, wkiJrLi(ac), satisfy

+ 4+ _ 27 2k+2 - - _ 0,2712k+2
(12a) /I warl,i warl,idI = —2c;hi"7, /1 warl,i warl,idI_ 2¢.h7T,

2 2 .
(12b) /1 1/);;+17i11/);j+17id$ = *202}%2“2, Hw’j“’i i = Hu’l;ﬂ,z‘ i = dkh?kﬁa
where

e 22k + 2

2k +2)! 2k + 1)(2k +3)*

Throughout this paper, e, = u —un, €4 = ¢ — qn, and e, = p — py,, respectively,
denote the errors between the exact solutions of (2) and the numerical solutions de-
fined in (4). Let the projection errors be defined as €, = u—P, u, ¢, = qu}fq, €p =
p— P,j p, and the errors between the numerical solutions and the projection of the
exact solutions be defined as €, = P, u — up, €, = ;rq — Gn, €p = P;rp — pr. We
note that the true errors can be split as

(13) ey =¢€ut+eCu, €g=c¢€+€E €p=¢p+ep

We also note that, by the definitions of the projections P};—L, the following hold

u|z'_ Q‘iq_ pli

(14) /euvxdac:/ eqvxdx:/ epUpdr =0, Vove Pk(Ii),
I; I I;

i

where we used the fact that v € P¥(I;) and thus v, € P* ().
We subtract (4) from (3) with v, w, z € V¥ and we use the numerical fluxes (4d)
to obtain the LDG orthogonality conditions for e,, €4, and e, on I;

/ (ew)rvdx — / (aey + Bep)vpdr + ce v ‘i —ae, vt i1
I; I

i

(15a) +Befv|, = Befut|,_, =0,
(15b) /I epwdr + /1 eqWydr — e;rwf‘i + e;fw+|i_1 =0,

(15C) / qudI' +/ euzazdm - 61:27}1‘ + €;Z+|i_1 = 0’
I; I

k3
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which, after splitting the true errors as in (13) and applying (14), yields the following
error equations

/I (ew)rvdx — /1 (aey + fep)vpdr + ce, v~ ‘Z —ae,vT |Z_71

i

(16a) +Befv |, — pejut|,_, =0,

(16b) /I epwdr + /1 EqWydx — é;w*‘i + é;rw+|i71 =0,

(16¢) / eqzdr + / EyZpdr — é;z*‘i + é;z+|i71 =0.
I; I;

Integrating by parts, the equations in (16) are equivalent to
/ (ew)rvda + / (a(En)z + B(Ep)a)vde + (é;r — é;) v+|i_1
I; I;
(17a) +8(ef —¢,)v|, =0,

(17b) /1 epwdz — /1 (€q)owdz + (e, w™ —ef)w™|, =0,

(17¢) / eqzdr — / (Eu)zzdr — (&) —&,) 2"|,_, =0.
I; I;

Since €, €4, €p € th are piecewise polynomials, we define €,, €4, and €, on each
element [;, as

B T — B €T —T;— _ T — Tj—
(18a) &, =a;+ T G G = Bi + Tldiv ep =7t Tlgi’
where ¢;(.,t), di(.,t), gi(.,t) € P*71(I;) and

(18b) Q; = é;|ia ﬂz = é¢;r|i_1’ Vi = é;r‘i—l'

Throughout this paper, ¢(.,t) € thfl, d(.,t) € thfl, g(.,t) € thfl, ¢1(z) € Vi,
pa(x) € Vi1, ¢p3(z) € V}!, and ¢a(z) € V}! denote piecewise polynomials which are
defined as follows:

(19a) c(x,t) = ci(x,t), d=di(z,t), glx,t) = gi(x,t), on I,

(19b) ¢1(z) = x—2i-1, P2(z) = T—23, P3(2) = %7 a(w) = 1

n s OnIi.
i 0

Clearly, we have
(19¢) max[¢1(2)| = max [¢2(x)| = h, max|gs(z)| = max|¢a(z)| = 1.

In our analysis, we need the following well-known projection results [21]: For any
smooth functions u, ¢ = u,, and p = u.., there exist positive constants C; — C3
depend on the exact smooth solution u and its derivatives, but independent of the
mesh size h, such that

(20) |95 eull < CLR*TE ||0fe,|l < Coh™ L |07e,|| < CshF T, s =0,1,2,....

Here C) = Cl(HaiS“HkH,])v Cy = C’g(||8§’u||k+27[), C3 = CS(HanHkJr&[)v where
C, — C5 are positive constants independent of h.

From now on, the notation C, Cy, C;, CF, etc. will be used to denote positive
constants that are independent of the discretization parameters, but which may
depend upon the exact smooth solution of the partial differential equation (1a)
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and its derivatives. Furthermore, all the constants will be generic, i.e., they may
represent different constant quantities in different occurrences.

In the next lemma we recall the following results from [11] (more precisely in its
Lemma 2.1) which will be needed in our analysis.

Lemma 2.3. If f(z) € C! on I;, then

— T d -z
o [ I () e - g

) [ e (S ) ) e - 5

In the next theorem, we recall some results from [30] which will be needed in our
error analysis.

Theorem 2.1. Let k > 1 and (u, ¢ = Uz, p = qz) and (up, qn, pr) respectively,
are solutions of (2) and (4) subject to uy(x,0) = Plug(z), then there ezists a
constant C' independent of h such that

(22a) leu| < C RFFL
(22b) [ea)el < C R
(22¢) legl < C RFFL
(22d) lepll < C RFHL
(22¢) lea| < € RF+3/2

Proof. Cf. Hufford and Xing [30]. More precisely, the estimates (22a)-(22d) can
be found in its Lemma 2.2. The superconvergence result (22e) can be found in its
Proposition 3.1. O

In order to prove that the (k+3/2)-th order superconvergence rate holds also for
the two auxiliary variables in the LDG method, we state and prove the following
additional results.

Theorem 2.2. Under the same conditions as in Theorem 2.1, there exists a con-
stant C' > 0 such that

(23a) e, O) < C A
(23b) Iep)e (O < € AL
(23¢) Iu)e(O) < C REF2,

Proof. On the one hand, taking the first time derivative of (3b) and (3c) we obtain

(24a) /1 prwdx +/I qrwzdr — | +qfw +‘ =0, Vwe th,
(24b) /1 qrzdx +/I upzpdr — u;z"i + U;Z+|i—1 =0, VzeVk
Similarly, takilng; the first ltime derivative of (7a) and (7b) yields

(25a) /1 (ph)twdSEJr/I_ (qn)rwedz — (gn) w™ |, + (qn)fw™|,_, =0,

(25Db) /1 (gn)tzdx + /1 (P}}u)tzmd:c — (Pf}u)t_z*}i + (P,}u)t_z+|i_1 =0.
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Subtracting (25) from (24), we obtain

(26a) / (ep)ewdz + / (eq)etwads — (e)Fw |, + (eg)iw*|_, =0,

i I;

(26b)/I (eq)rzdx + /1 (u — Piu)izpdr — (u — Pf}u)t_th, + (u— Pﬁu)t_zﬂi_l =0,

k3

which, after splitting the errors as u—Pu = u— P, u+P,, u—Plu = e,+ P, u—P}lu,
eq = €q T €q, €p = €, + €, and using the properties (14), is equivalent to

(27) / (ep)rwdz —|—/ (€q)twydr — (éq)jw_‘i + (éq)jw+|i71 =0,
Im Ii

/1 (eq)rzdx + /I (Pyu— Plu)zgdr — (P u — Pﬁu);z“i + (P, u— Péu);zﬂiq =0.

On the other hand, taking the first time derivative of (8) and using the properties
(14) yields

(P, u— P,%u)ﬂi = (€ — ép)ﬂi, /I (P, u — Pyu)vde

= / (6 — &p)evdr, ¥ v € PFH(I,).
I;

Combining these conditions with (27) we get

(28a) / (ep)rwdz + /I (€q)twydx — (éq)Z"UF |Z + (éq),;"ufr|z.71 =0,

k3 i

(28b) /1 (eg)r2dz + /1 (60 — &), zadz — (6 — &)F =~ |, + (0 — &) 2], , = 0.

Now, taking w = (€4)¢ and z = (&4 — €,); in (28), we get

| eontean + 5 (@)1 @i )|, = 5@+ 5@ =0,

] (contey — a1 5 (@ - et (@~ @)0)° |, - 50 - e,

+_((éq - ép);r)2|i_1 =0.

Adding these two equations, using (13), summing over all elements, and using the
periodic boundary conditions, we obtain, at ¢ = 0,

GO + [ (e + () Eahede = [ eau(Epheda+ 53 (@)F = @)’ |

I
N

S (E @) =@ —e)i)’ ], =0.

=1

+

N | =

Thus, at t = 0, the following holds

(200 (O < - / ((eq)e + (6n)e) (Eq)ed + / (e0)e(Ep)ed.

I
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On the other hand, letting w = (é; + €,); and z = —(&,) in (28) leads to

/I (ep)e(€q + €p)idx + /I (€q)e(€q + €p)arda
_(éq)?—(éq + ép)t_‘i + (éq)?—(éq + ép)ﬂi,l =0,
- [ Contenns [ @), )
+(éq - ép)zr(ép);‘i - (éq - ép)zr(ép)ﬂi_l =0.
Adding these two equations and using (13), we obtain

J @rart [ ()=o) @i+ [ (udn+ [ @iiepads
+ [ @oleg)nde = @)@ |, = @) @),

HE)P?|,, + (@2, =0,

which is equivalent to

[ (@npde+ [ (@)= @) @hdo+ [ (@en)ds

I; I; I;

1, TR (VS DU 1, o
+§ ((eq);r - (eq)t ) |i - 5((%)?) ‘1 + 5((@1)?) |i_1 + ) ((ep);r - (ep)t ) |i
5 (@] + 5 @),y =0,

Summing over all elements and using the periodic boundary conditions, we get, at
t=0,

e (0 + 5 3 [(@)F — €0))* + (@) — (@)i)?]

i=1

= [ = @) @z = [ (et

Hence, at ¢ = 0, the following holds

(30) 1e)e(0)[2 < / (¢q)t — (6p)e) (Ep)edz — / (6p)e(Eq)edl

I
Now, adding (29) and (30) yields
1Ea)e (O + 1 Ep)e 0]
< - / (6q)e + 2(6p)e) (Eq)ed + / (2eq)e — (6p)e) (E)ed.

I I

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and using the projection results (20) yields

1CEq)e (- O + 11 (p):e (-, 0) 1

IN

(n(eq)t(.,mn 2 ||<ep>t<.,o>||> 1E0)
+(2 lea)e O] + ||<ep>t<.,o>||) 1@ (0

IN

ot (e O + el )
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Using the inequalities ab < a? + 1b? and (a + b)? < 2(a® 4 b%), we obtain

_ _ 1 _ _
I OI + e (O < C2 4 5 (eI + el I ).
As a consequence, we obtain
@) )1 + 1(@p)e (L O)I* < CR*H2,
which completes the proofs of (23a) and (23b).

Finally, we will prove (23c). Since up(z,0) = Plu(x,0), (8) can be written as

é;‘i = éq+|i - é;\i, /1 eyvdr = /1 (64 — &p) vdz, ¥ v e PF ().

i i

Substituting these equations into (16a), we obtain, at t =0

/ (ew)rvdr — (o — ) </ eyVgdr — é’l:vi‘i + éuv+‘z‘1)
I,; I;

(31) -p (/ equedr — el v |, + é;rv+|i_1> =0.
I;
We note that it follows from (16b) and (16¢) that, at time ¢t = 0,

(32a) / epvda —|—/ equedr —efv | +efvt| [ =0, Voe PH(I;)
I

k3 i

(32b) /1 equdx —|—/ EyUgdr — é;v‘h + é;u+|z_71 =0, YvePHI).

i i

Combining (31) and (32), we get, at ¢t =0

(33) /I (ey)rvdr + ﬁ/zv equdx + (o — ﬂ)/f epvdr = 0.

Taking v = (€,)¢(z,0), summing the above equality over all elements, and using
the fact that e, = €, + €,, we obtain, at time ¢ = 0,

(34) [(€u)e (- 0)[* = © + A,
where

0= /1 ((eu)e + Beg + (= Bep) (€u)edw, A=~ /1 (B8q + (a = F)ep) (€u)edz.

On the one hand, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the inequalities ab <
1a? 4+ 1b? and (a + b)? < 2(a® + b%), we get

A

IN

(ﬁ 1eg (-, O)I[ + la = Bl lep (-, 0)]] ) (@)t (-, )|

< (o0 o= Blla 0l )+ 5 @0

IN

B 1eg( )1 + (= 8)* ey (-, 0)* + % [[CHMEI)I

which, after using the estimate (9), yields

1
(35) A S GRS E) 0



174 M. BACCOUCH

On the other hand, substituting the definition of €, given in (18) into © and using
the fact that (e,):, €4, and €, are orthogonal to any piecewise constant functions
(this is by the property of the projections Phi (14)), we get, at t =0,

T

N v
0 = - ; /11 ((eu)t + Beq + (a - /B)ep) h—(Ci)td:L',

i

which, after applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, using (19), and the projection
result (20), yields

©

IN

(maxlaatol) (e 0+ 5 g0 + = 8100 ) (. 0)

e
(36) < Coh e, 0.
In order to estimate ||c(.,0)|, we take the first time derivative of (17c), we sub-

stitute the definition of &, given in (18), and we choose the test function as

5 = %(cl)t(ac, 0) to obtain, at t = 0,

L= Ti— T —x; T — T
/1- (eq)tTl(Ci)tde - /1 (h—i(ci)t>x Tl(ci)tdx =0,

i

which, after using (21a), is equivalent to

T — Tij—1 1
/[.(eq)tT(Ci)tdI — 5, /]1 (Ci)?dx =0.

k3

Hence, we obtain

/I(Cz')thJU = Q/I(eq)t(x—xi_ﬂ(ci)tdx.

i i

Summing over all element, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and using (19), we
obtain

lee(LO)* < 2 <Igg;<|¢1(x)l> l[(eq)e (> O)[ e (-5 0)I[ < 2R [I(eq)e (- 0)[ flez (-, O)1 -

Applying the estimates (23a), we get
(37) llee(-, 0)| < Csh**2.
Combining (34), (35), (36), and (37), we obtain

_ L,
[€)e( O < Cah® 2+ S (Eu)i( I,
which completes the proof of (23c) O

3. Superconvergence error analysis

Before we proof the main superconvergence results, we state and prove the fol-
lowing results which will be needed in our analysis.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that the conditions in Theorem 2.1 are satisfied. If ¢, d
and g are the functions defined in (19a) then there exists a positive constant C
independent of h such that, ¥V t € [0, T,

(38) lell < CR**2, |l < CRM2, lg]| < CR* 2.
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Proof. Adding (17a) and (17¢) with z = av, where v € P*(I;), we obtain

(39) / ((ew)t + aeq) vdx + /1 (€p)gvde — Bé;vf‘i + Bé;,rvf |Z =0.

I;
Substituting (18) into (39), (17b), and (17c), choosing the test functions as v =

g, w =R, 2 = %Z’lci, and using (21a) and (21b), we obtain
T —x; I} 9
u —gidx — sdr =0,
| e+ ac) 5 gde — - [ gt

T — x; 1 T — X1 1
/I,_- eph—idid:ch oh; /I d?dx =0, /1 eqTCid:c ~ o, /I cdr =0,

i

since v~ |, = w™|, = Z+‘i—1 = 0. Thus,

| gide =2 [ (et ae) o = agda,

i i

/ d?d:c = 72/ ep(z — x;)gidx, / c?d:c = 2/ eq(r —xi—1)cde.
I I I I

i k3 k3 i

Summing over all element, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and using (19), we
obtain

ol < % (maxloa(o)l) Iea)e + acyllIgl < 3 01en)d + alleal gl

il < 2 (maxioa(o)] ) lepl Il < 20 el .

2
e < 2 (fggfl%(xﬂ) leallllell < 2 legll el

We complete the proof of the lemma by applying the estimates (22b), (22¢), and
(22d). O

Now, we are ready to prove that ¢, and pj, are O(hk+3/2) super close to P}j'q
and P;r p, respectively.

Theorem 3.1. Under the same conditions as in Theorem 2.1, there exists a con-
stant C' > 0 such that, ¥ t € [0,T],

(40a) IEu)ell < CRF32,
(40b) legl < ChF3/2.
(400) lepll < Cnrre2,
Proof. Taking the first time derivation of (16a), (17b), (17c), and then choosing
the test functions as v = ()¢, w = B(€q)s, and z = —[(&,): we get
[ ontennde —a [ @nedads + al(@)r 2|, - alea; (@),

=5 [ @len)unde + B@); (@) |, - e @7,y =0

ep)t(8q)edr — €q)at(€q)edx e0)7 )2 — Bleg)i (€9)r |. =0,
8 [ Ceontener =3 [ @)eeegpda + 80 P, - Ben)t @l |, =0
= [ (enlendo+5 [ (@anepda+ BENT @ |,y — BlE)T @), =0
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Adding these three equations, splitting the errors as in (13), and using the fact that
J1 (ew)e(Eu)zedr = $((ew); )?],—3((eu){)?],_, and 1, (€q)at(€q)edr = )|, —

%((eq)j)2‘i,1ﬂ we get

2 u)t 2 €, — €q)t(€p)rdr
Sdl . (ey)idz + /I (ew)tt(Ey)edx + ﬂ/} (€p)t(€q)edx ﬂ/l( )t (Ep)ed
FREI]+ 2@,y — 0@ @]y + 5 (@) + Sy

_B(Eq) (€q)s ‘ +6 (eu)s (&p +| — B(ew); (e p)ﬂi,l =0,

which is equivalent to

%di ( u)t d$+/(€u)tt(@u dx—i—ﬁ/ €p)t(8q) dx—ﬁ/ Jid
o, N2 _ o B, N2
+5 (( )+ - (eu)t ) |,L' 1 + 5((671)15 ) |,L' - 5(( 2‘1'_1 + 5 ((eq);r - (eq)t) ‘z
B

L@, - 2@

D) | +ﬂ t _P)zr|i 75(5114);(5?)?‘1‘_1 = 0

Summing the above equation over ¢ and using the periodic boundary condition, we
arrive at

%din(éu) 12 +/(eu)tt(eu dm+ﬁ/6p t(€q)t dﬂffﬂfﬂz t(ep)edz

5D (@) = @) ]+ §Z (€)F — i), =0.

Thus, the following holds

575 1@ < = [(u@dn = [ (@iede+8 [ (enlennde.

Integrating the above inequality with respect to time and using integration by parts
with respect to time, we get

IEa)el® < lI(@u)e(-0)1* — 2/1 ((eu)ttéu + Blep)ieq — 5(6q)tép> (z,0)dz +

(41) 2 /O t ( /1 (e0)nBuda + B /1 (€)itEqdz — 3 /1 (eq)ttepdx) dt.

Using the bound for initial error (23c), substituting the definitions of €,, &, and e,
given in (18) into the right-hand side of (41), and using the fact that (€, ), (€u)tst,
(eg)t, (€9)tt, (€p)t, and (€,)y are orthogonal to any piecewise constant functions
(due to the properties given in (14)), we get

I(€u)ell” < Coh+2

_22/_ <(€u)tt_x ;Z:m ¢i + ﬁ(ep)t%di _ B(eq)tl’ngilgi) (2, 0)da

t N
T — I; r—X;—1 r—X;—1
+2/ E /<eu ci + B(ep)ee————di — (e 7gi>dx dt,
o < L ( )ttt hz ( :D)tt hz ( q)tt hz
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which, after applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, leads to

@l < Col#+ + 2man (@) € ) (- O
28 60 (16 b O 0 + e (O a0 ) +

[ (2maxlosto Hewdeel el + 28maxoat@)  Nephel el + el ol ) )

Using (19) and the projection results (20), we arrive at
I(€u)ell” < Coh®+2
¢
+CIR L (Jle(, 0| + [ld (-, 0 + llg (- 0)) + Czhk“/o (llell + [I2ll + llgll) dt
< Coh® 2 4 CLhM ([le(, 0)l + 1, )| + llg (-, 0)11) + C2aTh* (lle]l + [ld]| + [lg]) -
Combining this with the estimates in (38), we obtain
I(u)el* < Ch*F2, Viteo,T],

which completes the proof of (40a).

Next, we will prove (40b). Taking the test functions in (16a) and (17b) as v = —g,
and w = (&, ), respectively, and then taking the first time derivative of (16¢) and
letting z = €,, we obtain

f/I (ew)tpdr + a/I eul(ep)edr — ae, &, | +ae ef| |+ ﬁ/I ép(Ep)zdr
—Be,e, |, +8E )i =0,

| etenda = [ @aeando+e; @], - e @arl =0,

i i

/ (eq)t€qdz +/ (€u)t(eq)edr — (€u); €, |, + (€u)r el |,_, =0.

I; I;

Adding these three equations, applying (13), and using the fact that [, €,(€,).dz =

3(6)%]; — 387, we get

1d

-z éider/ (eq)téqd:cf/(eu)tépdawr/ ep(éu)td:cha/ €u(Ep)adx

2 dt I; I; I; I; I;

Jpp—— N B __\2 B2 -
ozeuep‘i—i—ozeuep i1 T 2(€p) ‘i+ 2(€p) ‘1'71 Bey e, |,

7(6“);5;‘1' + (éu)t_étﬂiq =0,

or equivalently,

1d
il éidm—i—/ (eq)téqu—/(eu)tépdx—l—/ ep(éu)tdx—i—a/ eu(@p)pdx
2dt I; f I; I; I;
o o By __\2 B, B
A€, €y ‘z +ae, ezﬂzel + 9 (e;r - p) |z + 5(6;;)2‘1'4 - 5(6;;)2|i

(42) —(eu)ief], +(eu)ieg],_, = 0.
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On the other hand, letting w = aé, and z = —ae, in (16b) and (16¢), respectively,
yields

(43&) a/j epéqdm + a/j é‘l(éq)mdm - O‘é;éq_h + O‘(é;)2|i—1 =0,
@) o f agdoo [ (e)dst ot —osd] =0

Adding the two equations in (43) and using (13), we get

a/ epeqdr — a/ €qepda — a/ eulep)adr + % (ef - é;)Q |i
I I

I;

o, o, o o
(44) +§(e;')2|i71 - 5(6;;)2|i +ae, e, |Z — aey, e;‘Fl =0.
Now, adding (42) and (44) gives
1d [ i i i
% : e,dr + | ep(€y)rdx + : ((€q)t + cvep) €qdx — : ((€w)t + cveq) Epda
B v _ -2 &+ )2 Bty Bty
+§(ep7€p) |i+§(€q 76(1) i+§(ep) ‘i—17§(€p) |z
o, o, o o
+§(e;—)2‘i—1 - 5(63_)2|i — (eu); e;”i + (Cu); €;|i—1 =0,

which, after summing over all elements and applying the periodic boundary condi-
tions, yields

1d
33 16l + [ e@dn+ [ (et ag)egto = [ ()i +ac) o
3 N , oy ,
T2 (e —e) i+ (e —e) =0
i=1 i=1
This is clearly implies
1d, _ o _ _ _
Sdl ll&qll” < = . ep(eu)idr — g ((€q)e + aep) Eqd + , ((€w)t + aeq) epda,

which, after integrating over the interval [0, t], gives

il < 0l =2 [ ([ atents) a2 [ ( [ e+ ac)eds)a
+2 /Ot </I ((€w)t + Ozeq)épd:c> dt.

Using the estimate (9) and a simple integration by parts with respect to time, we
get

t
le 2 < o2kt —2/Iep(x,0)éu(ac,0)dx+2/o (/I(ep)teudac) dt

(45) —2/; (/I ((eq)t + vep) equ) dt + 2/(: (/I ((€u)t + aeq) epdx) dt.

Substituting the definitions of é,,é, and €, given in (18) into the the right-hand
side of (45) and using the fact that (e,):, €4, (€4)1, and €, are orthogonal to any
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piecewise constant functions, which are due to the property (14), we get

N
e §00h2k+3,22/1 ep(x,o)x ¢i(x,0) d:c+2/ <Z/ €p)t— cid:c> dt
Ti—1
/ (Z/ (€q t—i—aep 3 ddac)
/ <Z/ €u)t +aeq hz gld:ﬂ) dt,

which, after applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, leads to

el <ot + 2macion(a)] (e O 10 + [ el Ielat) +

2max |¢3(2)] [/O (Il Ceq)ell +O‘||€;D||)Hd”dt+/0 (Il (el +a|€q|)llg|dt]-

Using (19), the projection results (20), and the estimates in (38), we conclude that
vitelo,T]

t
legl® < Coh® 2 4+ CLh*H [le(, 0)]| + Coh** [ (lle]l + Il + llg]l) dt
0
t
< C3h?M 4 Gyt / (Cah™*? + Csh**2 4 Csh*+2) dt
0
< C3h2k+3 4 C2hk+1T (C4hk+2 4 C5hk+2 + Cﬁhk+2) dt < Ch2k+3,

which completes the proof of (40b).
Finally, we will prove the estimate (40c). Since the proof is long, we will first derive
three important inequalities which will be needed in our proof.

Inequality 1: Taking w = e, € P*(I;) in (17b) we get
ﬂ/l. epeqda — ﬁ/l. (€q)wtqdr + B(e, )?|, — Befe, |, = 0.

Since [ (e4)z€qdx = 5(€;)?|, — 5(€5)?|,_,, we have therefore the error equation

8 [ cotuto 5 (e )|+ 5D, - G P =0,

Summing the above equation over ¢ and using the periodic boundary condition, we
arrive at

N
ﬁ/epequ gZ( éq_)2|i:0'

Using e, = €, + €, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and using the estimate
(40b), we obtain

N
I} _ 2 o _ e _
52 (e —e) |, =8 | Gegdn =B | qEide < Bl el — B | epFde
=1
(46) < C1hFH2 e, - B / €peqd.
I
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Inequality 2: Adding (17a) and (17c) with 2z = av, where v € P¥(I;), we obtain
/I ((ew)t + aeq) vdx + ﬂ/} (ep)zvdz — Be, v~ ‘i + Befv™ |l =0.

Taking the test function as v = €, and using the fact that [} €,(€,).dz = 1(e;)? |Z -

HE )7y we et

_B
2

/ ((ew)t + aeq) epdr — g (é; - é;)Q ‘1 + E(é;)Q‘i (53)2‘1'—1 =0,

I;

which, after summing over all elements and applying the periodic boundary condi-
tions, yields

T N
22(1’ ») i_/I((u)t+ q) Epd.

Using (13), applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and using the estimates (40a) and
(40b), we obtain

N 2
Z (é;)r _é;) ‘z
i=1

IN

o™

(el +allead ) e + [ ((ea)s +acy) o

(47)

IN

Calt 2 eyl + [ ((eu)e+ acy) ey
1

Inequality 3: We take v = —¢, in (17a), w = 3¢, in (17b), and z = —aé, in (17c)
to obtain

,/I (eu)iqdr — a/ (Eu)wEqdr — aé;ré;r‘i_l + aé;é;‘i_l

- /1 (ep)atqda + e, e, |, — pefe, |, =0,
ﬂ/l. epepds — ﬁ/jl(éq)mépdz +pe, e, |, —pefe, | =0,
_a/I eq€qdr + a/} (Eu)zbqdz + aetef|. | —ae,ef| =0

i i

Adding these three equations and integrating |’ 1 (ép)z€qdx by parts, we get

5/ epépdr — / ((ew)t + aeq)eqdr — Befe, | + Befel|. | + Be, e, |, — Bete, |, =0,
I; I;

or equivalently,

B /1 éf;d:n - a/. égd:c - /1 (Eu)teqda — /I((eu)t + aeq)éqdz + B/I. epepdr +

Bleg —eg) (& —&) |, —Pepeg | +begeg], , =0.

Summing over all elements and using the periodic boundary conditions, we get
N
_ 2 _ N\ (2 __ _ 2 _ N\ =
Bllel®+ 83 6 — ) (@ = &) |, = allal’+ [@oeds
i=1

+ /((Gu)t + aeq)éqdr — ﬂ/epépd:c,
I I
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which, after using the inequality f%aQ — %bQ < ab with a = (é;r - é;) ‘Z and
b= (&) —¢,) |i, yields

N
Blle® = 5 3 (e e+ (6 = &)); <aled’® + [ @uieydo
1=1

+ /I((eu)t + aeq)eq de — B/Iepépd:c.

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and using the estimates (40a) and (40b), we
obtain

o™

N

— 2 - - - J— — 2 _ _
Bllepll” =5 > (e —eg)* + (& —,)%)|; < allegl® + l(@u)el llggll
i=1

+ /I((eu)t + aeq)eqgde — B/Iepépd:c

(48) < C3h?F 43 4 /((eu)t + aeq)éqdr — ﬂ/epépdm.
I I

Now we combine (46), (47), and (48) to obtain
(49)  BlEpl* < Csh® 3 + Cyuh™3/2 gy || + /((eu)t + aeg — Bey) (6q + €p) da.
I

Substituting (18) into the last term of the right-hand side of (49) and using the fact
that (ey):, €4, and €, are orthogonal to any piecewise constant functions, which are
due to the properties in (14), we get

€T — Tj—1

N
Bllep|* < C3h? ™ 4 CahF+3/2 |lgy || + Z/, ((eu)t + aeg — fep)
i=1 g

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, using (19), (38), and the projection results
(20), we obtain

Blegl’ < Cob™ 1 O gy
+ (maxloa(all) (el -+ aliel+ 5l ) (1l + 11

< C4hk+3/2|‘ép”+05h2k+3.
1

Dividing by £ and using the inequality ab < §a2 + %b2 with a = %hk+3/2 and
b=||ép| yields

C3 3 1 C
el < g™+ 5 llepll® + .

To2p B
Thus,
C} 20!
_ 2 4 7 2k+3 5 1 2k+3
e S _h + —h )
H pH /82 /8
which completes the proof of (40c). O

Before we state the superconvergence results at Radau points, we recall some
results from [11] which will be needed in our error analysis. We first define four
interpolation operators 7+ and #*. The projection 7+ is defined as follows: For
any function w, 7T+U‘Ii € P*(I;) and interpolates u at the roots of the (k+1)-degree

right Radau polynomial shifted to I;, :c;fj, j=0,1,...,k, defined in (11). Similarly,
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7T7u|17’ € P*(I;) and interpolates u at z; ;. j=0,1,... k. Next, the interpolation

operators ¥ are such that friu‘f € PHT(I;) and are defined as follows: 7 u

I
interpolates u at :E;rj, 7 =0,1,---  k, and at an additional point z; in I; with
T # :E;rj, 7 =0,1,--- k. Similarly, fr’u‘li interpolates u at z; ;, j =0,1,---,k,

and at an additional point Ty in I; with Ty # x5, J=0,1,-- k.

In the next lemma, we recall some properties of the operators Phi and 7% needed
in our analysis [11]. In particular, we show that the interpolation errors can be
divided into significant parts and less significant parts.

Lemma 3.2. Let u, ¢ = Uy, p = Ugs € H*2, and P}f and % as defined above. If

k

k
(50) 1/}1;.1,1‘@) = H(x - x;j)v 1/11;.1,1'(93) = H(Z - x:j)a

j=0 j=0
then the interpolation errors can be split as:

(5la) w—mru=¢1+m, oi(z,t) =Byl (), n=u—7tu, onl
(51b) g—7mg=¢2+72, ¢2(z,t) = a(t)pyy (¥), 2=q-7"¢q onl

(5lc) p—mp=d3+3, ¢3(x,t)=azO)Y,,(x), w=p—7 p, onl

where ay(t), az(t), and as(t) are the coefficients of x**1 in the (k + 1)-degree
polynomials 74w, #~q, and 7~ p, respectively, and

51d)

ol s, € O s 0< 5 < b Il s, < CHE fulsas 0.€ 5 < KL
(51e)

25,5, < ChT 7 Nlallirr, > 0 < s < ks 2l g, < CREY2 ™ [lallyyayr, » 0 < 8 < kL
(51f)

I35, < CRE " Iplliyrr - 0 <5 <k, llyslly s, < CREF2 7" bl iy, » 0 < s < k1.
Moreover,

(52a) |7 u - Ph_UHI < Chit? lullgta,r, -

(52b) |7"q = Pyall, < Chi* Nlallyyo,

(52¢) |7 p = Pfpll, < Ch{ ™2 Ipllyo., -

Proof. The proofs of (51a), (51b), (51d), (5le), (52a), and (52b) can be found in
[11]. The proofs of the other results are similar and are omitted. (]

Now we are ready to prove our main superconvergence results. In particular, we
show that the significant parts of the discretization error e, is proportional to the
(k-+1)-degree right Radau polynomial and the significant parts of the discretization
errors eq and e, are proportional to (k + 1)-degree left Radau polynomials.

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumptions of theorem 3.1, there exists a positive con-
stant C such that ¥V t € [0,T7],

(53)  ||un —7Ful| < CRF/2 | ||gy — 7 q|| < CR¥72, |lpy — - p|| < CRFH/2,
and on I;,

(543’) €y = a11/1;j+1,i +wi, eq= 04211);;“71- + w2, ep = 0431l);§+17i + ws,
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where

(54b) wi=m+rtu—uy, wr=v+T ¢—qn w3=7Y3+7 p—pp,

and
N
(55) S 05wy l2 < € B2 j =123, s=0,1.
=1
Finally,
2 2 2
(56) lewlly,; < CR*, gl ; < CR?*, leplly ; < Ch?.

Proof. Adding and subtracting P, u, P}j'q, and P}j'p to up, — wtu, qn — 7 ¢, and
pr — T p, respectively, we write

tu=—é,+ P u—ntu, thw*q:féquP,;rqfw*q,

Up — T
Ph—T D= —€p+ P,;rp — 7 p.
Taking the L2-norm and applying the triangle inequality, we get
Jun ) < el + |l o =gl < el + [[Bia - ]|
[l =7~ pll < llepll + 1B p — 7|

Using the estimates (22e), (40b), (40c), and (52a) we establish (53).
Adding and subtracting 7t u, 7 ¢, and 7 p to ey, €4, and €,, respectively, we get

ey :u77r+u+7r+u7uh, €q=q—T q+7T q—qp, €p=pP—T P+T D— Ph.
Furthermore, one can split the interpolation errors u — 7T u, ¢ — 7~ ¢, and p — 7 p
on [; as in (5la)-(51c) to obtain
(57a) eu=0¢1+71 +71Tu—up = o1 +w, wherew; =y + 7 u—up,
(57b)  eq=¢2+ 2+ 7T q—qn=¢2+w2, wherews =72 +7 q— qn,
(57¢) ep=0¢3+V3+ 7T p—pr=¢3+ws, wherews="y3+7T p— P

Next, we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the inequality |ab| < 3(a? 4 b%) to

lwrll} = (7 + 7w —up, 71+ 7w — up),

Iyl +2 (b —ug), + [t —ug | < 2 (H’YlHZ2 + |7t - Uth) :
lwoll} = (ve+7 q¢—anr2+7 q¢—an),

= el 42 (g =), + g = anl? < 2 (el + g - aul?)
lwsll? = (vs+7"p—pnys+7 p—pn),

= el +2 (7 p=pn), + 77— pull} <2 (sl + 7 = pal}) -
Summing over all elements and applying (51d)-(51d) and (53) yields
i lwi |} < CLh%EH 4 ConR+3 < O3, j =1,2,3,
=

which completes the proof of (55) for s = 0.



184 M. BACCOUCH

In order to prove the estimates (55) for s = 1, we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and the inequality |ab| < 1 (a® 4 b%) to get

ln)all? = (1 + 7t —un), s (1 + 75w —un) ), <2 [l + | (7w = wn)a ]
lw2)ellf = (2 + 7 a=an), (2 +77a—an),), <2 [I()all} + |7 a = an)el7]
l@s)all? = (s + 7 p=pn),» (s + 7 2= p1),), <2 [I10)all? + [[(m~p = p)all}]

Using the inverse inequalities || (77w — up), ||, < Ch™ ! |7t u — upll,, [|[(77 ¢ — qn)all; <
Ch 7= q—qull;, and ||(7~p—pr)all; < Ch™t |7~ p— pall;, we obtain the esti-
mates

Hwnall? < C [I0mall? + b2 |x+u —wi 7]
I@2)all? < Cll)el + 572 =g = anlf?]
lws)all? < € [I0)all? + 02 |x~p — pul?]

Summing over all elements and applying the standard error estimates (51d)-(51f)
and the estimate (53) we establish (55) for s = 1.
In order to show (56), we note that

N N
2 2 2 2 2 2
lewll? ;= llewll® + > ew)ally s lleqll ; = llegll® + Y Il eq)ll
i=1 i=1

N
2 2 2
(58) leplly ;= lleall” + D lllep)all; -
i=1

Differentiating (57) with respect to x, taking the L?-norm, and using Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality and the inequality |ab| < 1(a? + b?) leads to

lewall? = (8)s + (@1)as (@1)a + (@1)a); < 2 [(@0)all? + )]
l(ea)ell? = ((82)e + (w2)as (92)a + (w2)a); < 2 [(02)all? + 1 w2)al?]
l(ep)all? = (98)a + (@s)a (95)a + (wa)a)y < 2 [(@8)aF + | (ws)al]

Summing over all elements and applying (51d)-(51f), and (55) we obtain

N N N
(39 Do lew)llf < Or*F D lleq)all; < OB, Y ll(ep)all; < CH*.
i=1 i=1 i=1

Finally, substituting (22a), (22c), (22d), and (59) into (58) establishes (56). O

4. A posteriori error estimation

In this section, we present a technique to compute asymptotically correct a
posteriori estimates of the LDG errors. These estimates are computed by solving
a local steady problem with no boundary conditions on each element. We further
prove that the LDG discretization error estimates converge to the true spatial errors
in the L?-norm as h — 0.

We first present the weak finite element formulations to compute a posteriori error
estimates for the linearized KdV equation (1). Multiplying the three equations in
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(2) by test functions v, w, and z, respectively, integrating over an arbitrary element
I;, and replacing u by up, + ey, ¢ by qn + €4, and p by py + e, we get

(600) [ (aeu)s+ Blep))vde = [ (Ruy = (i) vde, @ €lab), te(0.7)

(60b) 7/1 (eq)zwdx :/1 (Rp,2 — ep)wdx, x € [a,b], t €[0,T],

i i

(60c) 7/1 (ey)zzdx :/I (Rn3 —€q) zdz, x € la,b], t €[0,T],

where

(60d) Rpa = —(un)e—oun)e —B®n)zs Rn2 = (qn)e —ph, Rnz = (Un)z —qn-
Substituting (54) into the left-hand sides of (60a)-(60c) and choosing v = z =
wl;r+1,z'(x)v w = ?ﬁ;;rl’i(x), we obtain

I _ I
/ (O‘alwl—:-i-l,i + 50‘3¢k+1,i ) wlj—i—l,idm
I;

= /] (Rh,1 — (eu)t — Oé(wl)z - ﬂ(wi)l’) wl:_—i-l,idm’

i

—ag /1 ?/fk_ﬂ,ilwk_ﬂ,idx = /1 (Rn2 —ep+ (w2)z) Ve

(619—041/1 wljJrl,i/’(p;JrLidx = /I (Rh,3 — €q + (wl)g;) w]:_+171'd$'

Using the properties in (12) and solving for «;, i = 1 — 3, we obtain

1
(62a) «1(t) = 227%-%2/ (Rh,3 —eq+ (w1)z) w,;_l’id:c,
cih; I;

1 _
(62b) as(t) = *W /1 (Rn2 —ep + (w2)a) Yy gy

1
2ﬂ02h2k+2 /I (Rn1 +aRp3 — (ew): — Q€q — B(w3)z) Z/J;iﬁrl,idﬂ?

Our error estimate procedure consists of approximating the true errors on each
element I; by the leading terms as e, =~ E,, e = E,, and e, ~ E,, where

(63) Ey = al(t)wlfﬂ,i(x)v By = a2(t)¢k_+1,i($), E, = az(t)wiﬂ,i(w), x € 1y,
where the coefficients of the leading terms of the errors, a;, « = 1 — 3, are obtained

from the coefficients «;, ¢ = 1 — 3 defined in (62) by neglecting the terms w;, eq, e,
and the time Change (ew)t, t.e.,

1 _

(62¢) «s(t) =

1
2ﬂcgh2k+2 /1 (Rna + aRp3) ¢k+1 i

An accepted efficiency measure of a posteriori error estimates is the effectivity
index. In this paper, we use the global effectivity indices

[ Eu 1 Eql [1Ep |l
Ou(t) = ;o bg(t) = , bp(t) = :
h leal ™ ™ llegll™ ™" llepll
Ideally, the global effectivity indices should stay close to one and should converge
to one under mesh refinement.

(64) as(t) =
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Next, we will show that the error estimates F,, E,, and F), converge to the exact
eITOTS €, €q, and ey, respectively, in the L?norm as h — 0. Furthermore we will
prove the convergence to unity of the global effectivity indices 6,,(t), 8,(t), and 6,(t)
under mesh refinement.

Before stating our main result we state and prove the following preliminary results.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (u, q, p) and (up, qn, pn), respectively, are solutions
of (2) and (4). If aj, j =1—3 and aj, j = 1 — 3 are given by (62) and (64),
respectively, then there exists a positive constant C' independent of h such that, at
any fized time t € [0, T,

N

2 N 2
Z(al - a1)2 lej-i-l,i < Ch2k+3, 2(02 - 0‘2)2 lezﬂ,i < Ch2k+37
i=1 ! =1 ’
N 2
(65) Z(% - a3)2 lezru < Ch?k+3,
i=1 S
Proof. Subtracting (62) from (64) we obtain
1
66a a] — o —— eq — (wi)e) W, de,
60 o = o JACEIEBITY
1
(66Db) ay —ay = 7/ (ep — (wa)a) Py 14
2ckh2k‘+2 I, s
1
66¢ a3 —q3 = ——————— ew)t + ey + Blws)e) Wi . dx
(66¢) 3 — a3 2B R /1(( )t g+ Bws)a) Yri s

Using the inequalities (a + b)? < 2(a® + b?), (a + b+ ¢)? < 3(a® + b* + ¢?), and
applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

(67a) (a1 — o)’ *(leall? + Iel?)

1
- +
< 204h4k+4 "¢k+1,i

(67b) (ag — 042)2

(lepl? + w2)a )

W H%Hz

(67C) (a3 — 043)2

], (el + 02 gl + 62 s)al?) -

482¢ 4h4k+4

Multiplying (67a) by le:rl,i
and (12c), we get

2 2
~and (67b) and (67c) by Hwk_ﬂ,z‘ ~and using (12b)

682) (a1 —a1)? Hwkﬂl

2 2
< ah? (Jleqll? + lwnal)
~ 2 2
C<ah? (llepll? + 1l w2)e7)

3Ck

2
< 552 (el +a? gl + 8% wa)elF)

(68Db) (ag — 042)2 lez-i-l,i

(68¢) (a3 — a3)? H¢z§+1,i

where ¢ is a constant given by

&2 2(2k + 2)?
d Gy = L = .
(684) ® T2 T 2k + 1)2(2k + 3)2
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Finally, summing over all elements and using the fact that h = max h;, we write

1<i<N
N 2 N
~ 2 2
690) 3o = o [} <0 (e + 3012,
i=1 i=1
N 9 N
— ~ 2 2
(69b) > (a2 — a2)? ¥y, = eh? <||€p| +> |(w2)$”i> :
=1 1=1
al 2 — 2 3ék 2 2 2 2 2 al 2
(69¢) > (as—as)” ||V 1, = Wh (el + ® llegl® + 82> ll(ws)ell; | -
=1 1=1

Combining this estimate with (22b), (22¢), (22d), and (55) we establish (65). O

Theorem 4.2. Under the assumptions of theorem 4.1, there exists a positive con-
stant C independent of h such that, at any fized t, we have

2

2k+2
< CRPMR,
K]

M=

N
2
(a1 + a1)? lejﬂ,z' i < On*, Z(a2 +a2)” Hw’;“’i
i=1

-
Il
—

2
(70) < Ch*rR

(az + a3)2 Hu’];.Li

s

Il
—

K2

Proof. Using (2), we rewrite (60d) as
(71) Rh,l = (eu)t + a(eu)x + B(ep)wv Rh,2 = €p — (eq)w; Rh,S = €q — (eu):c

Combining (71) and (64) we obtain

] 2
72a @ = — / eq — (ew)z) Ui .dm] ,
( ) 1 4cihfk+4 { Ii( q ( ) )wk+17z
] 2

2 _

(72b) ay = W {/}1 (ep — (eq)a) wk-i-l,id:c} )
1 2

2

(72c¢) az = 1P [/1 ((ew)t +aeq + B(ep)x) wljﬂ,idm] :

Applying the inequalities (a + b)? < 2(a? + b?), (a + b+ c)? < 3(a® + b + ¢?), and
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

9 1

2
2 2
(30)  a? < s ||, (Heall? + el
Crlti !
1 _ 2 2 2
(30) a3 < e [V, (ol lea)elE)
Crlti '

(73¢) a3 <

3 ‘ 2( 2 2 2 2 2
S — [(ew)ell; + o lleglly + 8 ”(e;D)OEHi) :
4B2cthitt

i

+
[t
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2
, using (12b),

i

2
Multiplying (73a) by [[f,,[| and (73b) and (73¢) by v,

h = max h;, and summing over all elements, we obtain

1<i<N

N N
St < @h® (Heal? + S leal? ) < @k (lleal® + lleal?

1| Yktrif|, = q wzlly | = Ck €q Cully,r ) »
i=1 i=1
N N

2 — 2 < ~ h2 2 2 <z h2 2 2
ZGQ warl,ii > G el +Z||(€q)x||i > Ck el +||€q||1,[ )
i=1 i=1
N -

9|l — 2 < 3¢k, 52 2 9 2 2 2
Yo, < 53t (el + o e + 8 sl )

where ¢, is the same constant defined in (68d).
Using the estimates (22b), (22¢), (22d), and (56), we obtain

N

2]+
Zal H%H,i
=1

1=

2
< Ch2k+2.
-

5 N
2k+2 2],,—
<Ch ) E a2H¢k+1,i
T
i=1

) N
2k+2 2|,,—
<Ch ) E :‘13 Hwk—i-l,i
1
i=1

(74)

Taking the L? inner product of 1/),:5171. and ¢;, j = 1— 3, defined in (51a)-(51c),
and applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

2

v | Hw];:»l’i ; = ‘(¢h¢;j+1,i)i‘ < lejﬂ,i i||¢1||i’
2

ool [9cp, = 1602 i il < [ o2l
2

|O‘3| Hl/f;;rl,i i = }(¢3;¢1¢_+1,1)1} < Hl/f;;rl,i Z”Qb&”z

Hence, we have

2
2
. < ll#sll; -

2 ) N
; <llgall;, o3 H1/’k+1,z'

Summing over all elements and applying (51a)-(51c) we get

N 9 N N

2 + 2 2k+2 2 —
S ad |t < D lleul < cn?re S ad fuia,
=1 =1

' i=1

2
2 _
a% Hw;.ﬂ,i ; <Ilgnlli a% leﬁ-u

i

N
2
2
<D Nl < ChFH,
1=1

N
(75) > od v

i=1

Adding (74) and (75) and using the inequality (a+b)? < 2(a? +b?) yields (70). O

%

N
2
2
<> llsll; < CPFH2
=1

The main results of this section are stated in the following theorem. In particular
we state and prove asymptotic results of our a posteriori error estimates.

Theorem 4.3. Let k > 1 and (u,q,p) and (up, qn,pp), respectively, are solutions
of (2) and (4) subject to the approximated initial condition uy,(z,0) = Plu(z,0). If
E., Ey, and E, are given in (63), where a;, j = 1— 3 are defined in (64), then
there exists a positive constant C' independent of h such that

(76) llew — Bull® < C h2*H3, leg — Eg||> < C h*F3, le, — E,||* < C W3,
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Furthermore, there exist positive constants Cy — C's independent of h such that

2
(77a) leall® = D ad|lwii| +é.  where |ér| < CLh*MTE/2,
N 2
77b 2 = 2l c h el < O h2k+5/2
( ) ||eq|| ZGQ ¢k+1,z ; + €2,  where |éx] < Cy )
N 2
(77¢) lepl? = > a3 ||ty +és  where |és] < CahFO2,
N K3
and, as h — 0 with t kept fized,
B, E,|? B,
(78) ” ” —1+O(h1/2), H q”2 :1+O(h1/2), ” PH2 :1+O(h1/2)
lew® lleq llepll

Proof. First, we will prove (76). Subtracting (63) from (54a) and using (a + b)? <
2a® + 2b2, we obtain

2

lew = Bul? = (o1 —an)gins + e, <200 @it + 2lenll?,
2

leg = Bqll? = [[(a2 — axicys, +n, < 22— 02)? |, +2 ol
2 — —

lep = Bpll2 = (@5 — as)ipyr, + e, < 205 — 0 [, +2 sl

Summing over all elements and applying the estimates (55) and (65) yields

N N 2 N
2
lew = Bull® = 3 llew = Bull? <23 (01— a)? ||| +230 ol < on2s3,
im1 i=1 ¢ i=1
N N 2 N
2 2 _ 9
lleg = Eql> = " lleg — Eqll} <2 (02 — a2)? \ Vi, 2 lwallf < OB+,
i=1 i=1 i=1
2 N
— 2
llep — Z llep — Bpll} < 22 as — az) ]wmi \ +23 [lws? < CRM,
=1

Next, we will prove (77). From (57) the LDG errors can be split as
eu:(ybl + wi, eq:¢2+w2; ep:¢3+w37 VS I’L
Taking the L? norm of the LDG errors, we obtain

2
(792) leallf = 911 +2(é1,w0)i + = oF [[v7s,]| + e,
2 2 2 ol — 2
(79) leall? = llgall? +2(é,wa)s + lall? = a3 [ ]| + e
2 2 2 2 _ 2
(79) lesll? = lgsll? +2(gs,wai + lwsll? = od [, +es:
where
(79d) e = 2(¢,w)i + lwill;, §=1,23.

Summing over all elements we obtain

N
2
leal® = 3 o ||

=1

2 2 al 2|,,— S
e leal” =2 o3 ||vi, + e
=1
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N
2 2 — 2 ~
leoll? =" 0 |[vsn]| + .
i=1
where
N N N
5115 €1, 5215 €2, €3:E €3.
im1 i=1 i=1

Next, we write the LDG errors as

2 N 2

(803.) |€u|| Za% wl—l_‘i’l,i i + €17 gl = Z(a% - a%) wl‘:«%l,i i
i=1

B 2 ) N s ol 2

(80b) legl? 2‘12 Vrr1,i JTeén e= Z(% —a3) ||Yrg1 ;
i1

2 o= NP L. - o ol P

(80c) lesll” = Z% Vit ; +é3, &= Z(% — ag) (P i
i=1 i=1

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to (79d) yields
2 .
lejl < 21@l; llewosll; + llewslly s 5 =1,2,3.

Summing over all elements and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with the

estimates (51d), (5le), (51f) and (55), we get

N
(81) G <Y gl <R =123

=1

Next, we bound the first term in €;, j = 1 — 3. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
the inequality (a + b)? < 2a% + 2b%, and applying Theorems 4.1 and 4.2, we obtain

N
> (a2~ ad) i,

=1

N
< <Z(al —a)? H%L,i
i—1

, N
i Z(al —ay) H%L,i
i=1
N e 1/2
. Z(a1+a1) H1/’k+1,i : =
3 =1 K3
N , N
Z(ag —a3) lezﬂ,i s Z(QQ —as) Hw;-i-l,i

=1 1=

N2 N e
; Z(OQ + as) leﬁ.u
=1

1/2
2

<
i) -

N
< <Z(a2 —ay)? le;rl,z‘
i—1

N 9 N
>3 —ad) o], = Do(as —as) v,
=1

1= 1=

N
< (Z(a3 - a3)2 Hwk_Jrl,i
i=1

1/2

2 N
l) (Z(QS + a3)2 Hwkﬁru
=1

1/2

/
2
) -
i

Finally, combining these estimates with (80) and (81) completes the proof of (77).

In order to prove (78) we use (77) to write

i (1 +a1) Hw]j.H,i ;

i (a2 + a2) Hwk_.H,i ;

i (a3 +a3) Hwk_.H,i ;

Ch2k+5/2

Ch2k+5/2

Ch2k+5/2.

2 2 ~ 2 2 ~ 2 2 ~
leall™ = I1Bull” + &1, lleql™ = [[Eall” + €2, llep|l” = | Epll” + és.
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Using the fact that [|e,||> = O(h2¥2), |le,|I* = O(h%+2), |le,||> = O(h2++2), and
é; = O(h?*5/2) j =1 — 3, we complete the proof of (78). O

In the previous theorem, we proved that the residual-based a posteriori error
estimates converge to the true spatial errors at O(hk+3/ 2) rate. We also proved
that the global effectivity indices in the L?-norm converge to unity at O(h'/?)
rate. We note that e, — E, = u — (up, + Ey), ¢q — Eq = ¢ — (qn + E;), and
ep — E, = p— (pn + Ep). Hence the computable quantities u, + Ey, gn + Eq,
and py, + Ejp, respectively, converge to the exact solutions u, ¢ = ug, and p = Uy,
at O(hk+3/ 2) rate. We emphasize that this accuracy enhancement is achieved by
adding the error estimates to the approximate solutions only once at the end of
the computation i.e., at ¢t = T. This leads to very efficient computations of the
post-processed approximations up, + E, qn + Ey, and pp + E,. Additionally, E,,, E,,
and I, are computationally efficient because our LDG error estimates are obtained
by solving a local steady problem with no boundary conditions on each element.

5. Numerical experiments

In this section, we present numerical experiments to validate our theoretical
results. We consider the following linear one-dimensional KdV equation

Ut + Uy + 2Ugyr =0, x € 10,27, t €[0,1],

with an initial condition u(z,0) = sin(z) and periodic boundary conditions. The
exact solution is given by u(x,t) = sin(x + t). We solve this problem using the
LDG method on uniform meshes having N = 5, 10, 20, 40 elements and using the
spaces P* with k = 1, 2 and 3. The initial condition is determined by the standard
L? projection uy(x,0) = Pyu(x,0). In fact, we have used the special projection
P}, the projection P, ", and the standard L? projection as the initial condition
and observed similar results. To save space, we only report the results when the
standard L? projection is used as the initial condition. Temporal integration is
performed by the fourth-order classical explicit Runge-Kutta method. A time step
At is chosen so that temporal errors are small relative to spatial errors. We do not
discuss the influence of the time discretization error in this paper.

In Figure 1, we present the L? errors between the numerical solutions and the
projection of the exact solutions. The errors are plotted in log scale just for easy
visualization. For each P* space, we fit, in a least-squares sense, the data sets with
a linear function and then calculate from the fitting result the slopes of the fitting
lines. For each k, the slope of the fitting line is shown. These results indicate that
the LDG solution uj, and its spatial derivatives ¢, and py, are (’)(hk+2) super close to
the projections P, u, P,j q and P,f p, respectively. Although the superconvergence
rate is proved to be of order k + 3/2, our computational results indicate that the
observed numerical convergence rate is higher than the theoretical rate.

We compute the maximum LDG errors |e,|” at shifted roots of (k + 1)-degree
right-Radau polynomial on each element I; and then take the maximum over all
elements I;, i = 1,--- , N. Similarly, the maximum LDG errors ||e,||" and ||e,||" are
computed at shifted roots of (k + 1)-degree left-Radau polynomial on each element
and by taking the maximum over all elements 7.e.,

* + * —
lleu]l” = max, <1§I§Ig;<+1 Ieu(xj,z-,t)|> » leqll” = max, <1§I§lg,§+1 qu(fcj,i,t)|> 7

* —
ool = ma, (e lep(oio0) )
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2, slope =4.0777
= e =

lope =2.9662
lope =4.2855
=4.9
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Figure 1: Log-log plots of ||e,]], ||&|| and ||é,|| at time ¢ = 1 versus mesh sizes h

on uniform meshes having N = 5, 10, 20, 40 elements using P*, k = 1 to 3 (from
left to right).

+ : +
i are the shifted roots of R;\, ;, on I;.

The maximum errors at the superconvergence points as well as their order of con-
vergence shown in Figure 2 indicate that the LDG errors ey, €4, and e, at time
t = 1 are O(h¥*2) superconvergent at Radau points.

where x

-4 /
-6
8 :

—6— k=1, slope =2.9449
2, slope =4.2346

log([[e,|[*)
log([le|[")

. slope =2.9626
—8— k=2, slope =4.1274
—A— k=3, slope =5.0198

—6— k=1, slope =2.9492
—8— k=2, slope =4.2003
—A— k=3, slope =5.1403

—_
—A— k=3, slope =5.0638

=2 -15 -1 05 0 05 -2 -15 -1 -0.5 [ 05 = -15

Togh) Tog(#) sty
Figure 2: Log-log plots of ||e,||*, ||eq||* and ||e,||* at time ¢ = 1 versus mesh sizes
h on uniform meshes having N = 5, 10, 20, 40 elements using P*, k =1 to 3.

On each element we apply the error estimation procedure (63)-(64) to compute
error estimates for the LDG solution and its derivatives up to second order. Let
dey, Oeq, dep and 60, 00,, 60, be defined as

deu(t) = llew — Eull,  deq(t) = lleg — Eqll s dep(t) = llep — Byl
80, (t) = [0u(t) — 1], 664(t) = |64(t) — 1|, 66,(t) = |6,(t) — 1]

The results shown in Figure 3 indicate that the numerical convergence rate at ¢t =1
for de,, de, and de, is O(hF+3). The convergence rate is higher than the theoretical
rate which is proved to be of order k + 3/2. Finally, the errors §6,, d6,, and 66, as
well as their order of convergence shown in Figure 4 suggest that the convergence
rate at t = 1 for 66, 660,, and 6, is O(h?) under mesh refinement. These results
indicate that the observed numerical convergence rate is higher than the theoretical
rate which is proved to be (’)(hl/ 2). We note that the effectivity indices stay close
to unity for all times and converge under h- and p-refinements. Numerical results
further indicate that the error estimates converge to the true error with decreasing
mesh size and increasing polynomial degree k.

6. Concluding remarks

In this paper we constructed and analyzed a posteriori error estimates for the
LDG method for the linearized KdV equation in one space dimension. These error
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Figure 3: Convergence rates at t = 1 for de,, deq, and de, (left to right) on uniform
meshes having N = 5, 10, 20, 40 elements using P*, k = 1 to 3.
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Figure 4: Convergence rates at t = 1 for 66,,, 66,4, and 6, (left to right) on uniform
meshes having N = 5, 10, 20, 40 elements using P*, k = 1 to 3.

estimates are computationally simple and are computed by solving a local steady
problem with no boundary conditions on each element. We first extended the work
of Hufford and Xing [30] to prove new superconvergence results for the auxiliary
variables in the LDG method that approximate the first and second derivatives of
the solution. More precisely, we proved that the (k+3/2)-th order superconvergence
rate holds also for the two auxiliary variables. We applied these superconvergence
results to show that the significant parts of the discretization errors for the k-degree
LDG solution and its spatial derivatives up to second order are proportional to
(k4 1)-degree Radau polynomials. Superconvergence at Radau points were used to
construct residual-based a posteriori error estimates of the spatial errors. We proved
that, for smooth solutions, these a posteriori LDG error estimates for the solution
and its spatial derivatives at a fixed time ¢ converge to the true errors at O(h¥+3/2)
rate. Finally, we proved that the global effectivity indices, for the solution and its
derivatives in the L%-norm converge to unity at O(hl/ 2) rate. Our computational
results indicate that the observed numerical convergence rates are higher than the
theoretical rates. In our analysis time integration is assumed to be exact and thus
we are only estimating the spatial errors of the semi-discrete LDG method. The
extension of this proof for variable coefficient problems is straightforward. We are
currently investigating the superconvergence properties of the LDG method applied
to two-dimensional problems on rectangular and triangular meshes. Extending our
a posteriori error analysis to problems on tetrahedral meshes will be investigated
in the future. Finally, because we observed superconvergence of order k£ + 2 in
our numerical examples, future work will include investigating how to improve our
proofs to obtain optimal superconvergence results.
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