LECTURE NOTES IN COMPUTATIONAL
SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING

Zhongyi Huang - Martin Stynes
Zhimin Zhang Editors

Boundary and Interior
Layers, Computational
and Asymptotic Methods
BAIL 2016

Editorial Board
T.J.Barth

M. Griebel

D.E. Keyes
R.M.Nieminen
D.Roose

@ Springer T.Schlick



Lecture Notes
in Computational Science
and Engineering

Editors:

Timothy J. Barth
Michael Griebel
David E. Keyes
Risto M. Nieminen
Dirk Roose

Tamar Schlick

120



More information about this series at http://www.springer.com/series/3527


http://www.springer.com/series/3527

Zhongyi Huang ¢ Martin Stynes ® Zhimin Zhang
Editors

Boundary and Interior
Layers, Computational
and Asymptotic Methods
BAIL 2016

@ Springer



Editors

Zhongyi Huang Martin Stynes

Dept. of Mathematical Sciences Applied and Computational Mathematics
Tsinghua University Beijing Computational Science Research
Beijing, China Center

Beijing, China

Zhimin Zhang

Applied and Computational Mathematics

Beijing Computational Science Research
Center

Beijing, China

ISSN 1439-7358 ISSN 2197-7100  (electronic)
Lecture Notes in Computational Science and Engineering
ISBN 978-3-319-67201-4 ISBN 978-3-319-67202-1 (eBook)

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-67202-1
Library of Congress Control Number: 2017957058
Mathematics Subject Classification (2010): 65-06, 65L11, 65Mxx, 65Nxx, 76-06

© Springer International Publishing AG 2017

This work is subject to copyright. All rights are reserved by the Publisher, whether the whole or part of
the material is concerned, specifically the rights of translation, reprinting, reuse of illustrations, recitation,
broadcasting, reproduction on microfilms or in any other physical way, and transmission or information
storage and retrieval, electronic adaptation, computer software, or by similar or dissimilar methodology
now known or hereafter developed.

The use of general descriptive names, registered names, trademarks, service marks, etc. in this publication
does not imply, even in the absence of a specific statement, that such names are exempt from the relevant
protective laws and regulations and therefore free for general use.

The publisher, the authors and the editors are safe to assume that the advice and information in this book
are believed to be true and accurate at the date of publication. Neither the publisher nor the authors or
the editors give a warranty, express or implied, with respect to the material contained herein or for any
errors or omissions that may have been made. The publisher remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional
claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Printed on acid-free paper
This Springer imprint is published by Springer Nature

The registered company is Springer International Publishing AG
The registered company address is: Gewerbestrasse 11, 6330 Cham, Switzerland


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-67202-1

Preface

These Proceedings contain papers associated with a selection of the lectures given
at the conference BAIL 2016: Boundary and Interior Layers—Computational and
Asymptotic Methods, which was held during 15-19 August 2016 at the Beijing
Computational Science Research Centre (CSRC) and Tsinghua University, Beijing,
China. The 60 participants came from Chile, China, the Czech Republic, Germany,
India, Ireland, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Russia, Serbia, Spain, and the USA.

The BAIL series of conferences were started by Professor John Miller, who
organised the first three in Dublin in 1980, 1982, and 1984. Subsequent conferences
were then held in Novosibirsk (1986), Shanghai (1988), Copper Mountain, Colorado
(1992), Beijing (1994), Perth (2002), Toulouse (2004), Gottingen (2006), Limerick
(2008), Zaragoza (2010), Pohang (2012), and Prague (2014). The next BAIL
Conference will be in Glasgow, UK, in 2018.

The BAIL conferences aim to bring together mathematicians and engi-
neers/physicists whose research involves layer phenomena, and these Proceedings
reflect this desire. Their papers involve both modelling and numerical methods and
their analysis, and will demonstrate to the reader the current state of the art in the
computation of boundary and interior layer phenomena.

All papers in the Proceedings were subjected to a standard refereeing process.
The editors wish to thank the authors for their contributions and their cooperation
in preparing their work for this volume of LNCSE. We are also grateful to the
anonymous referees for their valuable work, without which it would have been
impossible to produce this publication.

Finally, we thank Beijing Computational Science Research Center and Tsinghua
University for their support for the conference. A particular thanks to Dr. Jeanne
Stynes, and Ms. Sining Wang and Dr. Xiangyun Meng of CSRC, who were hugely
helpful in the organisation and smooth running of the conference.

Beijing, China Zhongyi Huang
Beijing, China Martin Stynes
Beijing, China Zhimin Zhang
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Error Estimates in Balanced Norms of Finite
Element Methods on Layer-Adapted Meshes
for Second Order Reaction-Diffusion Problems

Hans-G. Roos

Abstract Error estimates of finite element methods for reaction-diffusion problems
are often realized in the related energy norm. In the singularly perturbed case,
however, this norm is not adequate. A different scaling of the H' seminorm
leads to a balanced norm which reflects the layer behavior correctly. We discuss
anisotropic problems, semilinear equations, supercloseness and a combination
technique. Moreover, we consider different classes of layer-adapted meshes and
sketch the three-dimensional case. Remarks to systems and problems with different
layers close the paper.

AMS subject classification: 65 N

1 Introduction

We shall examine the finite element method for the numerical solution of the
singularly perturbed linear elliptic boundary value problem

Lu=—-¢Au+cu=f inQ =(0,1) x (0,1) (1.1a)
u=0 on 92, (1.1b)

where 0 < ¢ < 1 is a small positive parameter, ¢ > 0 is (for simplicity) a positive
constant and f is sufficiently smooth.

It is well-known that the problem has a unique solution u € V = H,(2) which
satisfies the stability estimate in the standard energy norm

laelle == &' Juls + lluello =< 1| fllo- (1.2)

H.-G. Roos (<)
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2 H.-G. Roos

Here we used the following notation: if A < B, there exists a (generic) constant C
independent of ¢ (and later also of the mesh used) such that A < C B. Moreover for
D C Q wedenote by || |lo.p, || [|eo.p and | - |1.p the standard norms in L,(D), Loo (D)
and the standard seminorm in H' (D), respectively. We shall omit the notation of the
domain in the case D = . Similarly, we want to use the notation (-,-)p for the
inner product in L, (D) and abbreviate (-, -)q to (-, -).

The error of a finite element approximation " € V¥ C V satisfies

||u—uN||£§ min ||u—vN||5. (1.3)
wWevN

When linear or bilinear elements are used on a Shishkin mesh (see Sect. 2), one
can prove under certain additional assumptions concerning f for the interpolation
error of the Lagrange interpolant u/ € V¥

lu—u'lls < (eY*N~"'InN +N7?) (1.4)

(see [23] or [31]). It follows that the error u — 1" also satisfies such an estimate.
However, the typical boundary layer function exp(—x/e'/?) measured in the

norm || - ||, is of order O(e'/*). Consequently, error estimates in this norm are

less valuable than for convection- diffusion equations where the layers are of the

structure exp(—x/¢). Wherefore we ask the fundamental question:

Is it possible to prove error estimates in the balanced norm

vl = el + llvllo 2 (1.5)

In Sect.2 we will repeat a basic idea to prove error estimates in a balanced norm
and extend the approach to semilinear problems and anisotropic equations. Most of
the manuscript is focused on Shishkin meshes. Different classes of layer-adapted
meshes are presented in Sect. 3, moreover we demonstrate the situation in the three-
dimensional case. Supercloseness and a combination technique are discussed in
Sect. 4. Finally, we present a direct mixed method in Sect. 5 and sketch some open
problems in Sect. 6.

We restrict ourselves to second order problems, for fourth-order problems see
[12]. For the hp-FEM on spectral boundary layer meshes we refer to [23, 24].

2 The Basic Error Estimate in a Balanced Norm
and Some Extensions

2.1 Linear Problems

The mesh Q¥ used is the tensor product of two one-dimensional piecewise uniform
Shishkin meshes. Le., QY = Q, x 2, where Q, (analogously €2,) splits [0, 1] into
the subintervals [0, A,], [Ax, | —A,] and [1 — A, 1]. The mesh distributes N/4 points
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equidistantly within each of the subintervals [0, A,], [1 — A,, 1] and the remaining
points within the third subinterval. For simplicity, assume

A=A =X, =min{l/4, Loy/e/c*InN} with Lo =2 and ¢* < c.

We remark that the choice of Ao mainly depends on the polynomial degree of the
finite element space. We use for the step sizes

41 2(1 —24)
h:= and H:= .
N N

Let VN C H/(2) be the space of bilinear finite elements on Q" or the space of
linear elements over a triangulation obtained from QV by drawing diagonals.
A standard formulation of problem (1.1) reads: Find # € V, such that

e(Vu,Vv) + c(u,v) = (f,v) VveV. 2.1

By replacing V in (2.1) with V¥ one obtains a standard discretization that yields the
FEM-solution u".

As we mentioned already in the Introduction, certain assumptions on f allow
a decomposition of u into smooth components S and layer terms E such that the
following estimates for the interpolation error of the Lagrange interpolant hold true
(see [9, 25] or [31]):

lu—u'llo <N2 &/*lu—u'l; <N"'InN (2.2)
and

lu— ooy < N2 lu—u]ccorn, < (N InN)?, (2.3)

here Qo = (A, 1 —A,) x (A,, 1 — A,). Let us also introduce Q2 := Q \ Qo.
Instead of the Lagrange interpolant we use in our error analysis the L, projection
wu € VYN from u. Based on

N

Uu—u :u—nu—}—nu—uN

we estimate £ := wu — u":
IEN7 =< €l VEIT + c G = e(V(ru—u). VE) + ¢ (ru — u. §).

Because (ru — u, &) = 0, it follows

|[mu — |y < |u—mul;. 2.4)
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If we now could prove a similar estimate as (2.2) for the error of the L, projection,
we obtain an estimate in the balanced norm because we have already the estimate
lu — uy|lo < N~2 from the analysis that leads to (1.4).

Lemma 1 Assuming the validity of (2.2) and (2.3), the error of the L, projection
on the Shishkin mesh satisfies

lu—mulloo < llu—ulloo, &4 u—muly < N~'(InN)*/2. (2.5)

The proof uses the Lo, stability of the L, projection on our mesh [25]. Inverse

inequalities are used to move from estimates in Wéo to Lo, for details see [30].
From (2.4) and Lemma 1 we get

Theorem 1 Assuming (2.2) and (2.3), the error of the Galerkin finite element
method with linear or bilinear elements on a Shishkin mesh satisfies

lu—uV|, < N"'(InN)*? + N2 (2.6)

With a more sophisticated choice of the projection the factor (InN)*? can be
replaced by InN. We remark that for Oy elements with k > 1 one can get an
analogous result

||Lt _ uN”b < N—k(lnN)k-l-l/Z +N—(k+l)

because on tensor product meshes the L, projection is as well Lo, stable (see [8]
for the one-dimensional result on arbitrary meshes, on tensor product meshes the
statement follows immediately).

2.2 Semilinear Problems

It is easy to modify the basic idea to the singularly perturbed semilinear elliptic
boundary value problem

Lu=—¢Au+g(,u) =0 inQ = (0,1) x (0,1) (2.7a)
u=20 on 0$2. (2.7b)

We assume that g is sufficiently smooth and d,g > p > 0. Then, the so- called
reduced problem and our given problem have a unique solution.

If 02 is smooth, the solution is characterized by the typical boundary layer for
linear reaction-diffusion problems, see [14] for the semilinear case. If corners exist,
additionally corner layers arise, see [15] for semilinear problems in a polygonal
domain. For the analysis of finite element methods on layer-adapted meshes we need
a solution decomposition (see Remark 1.27 in Chap. 3 of [31]), in the semilinear
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case sufficient conditions for the existence of such a decomposition are not known.
Therefore we just assume the existence of a solution decomposition.

A standard weak formulation of our semilinear problem reads: Find u € V, such
that

e(Vu,Vv) + (g(-,u),v) =0 VveV. (2.8)

By replacing V in (2.1) with V¥ one obtains a standard discretization that yields the
FEM solution u".
If wu € VV is some projection of u, we decompose the error into

N

u—u =u—nmu+ mu—u"

and (assuming we can control the projection error) start the error analysis from the
following relation for £ := u — u":

e|VEIT + 1§ < e(VE, VE) + (g(.mu) — g(- u™). §)
= S(V(”M - Lt), Vg) + (g(v 7”4) - g(s Lt), E)

If we choose mu to be the standard interpolant of u, the usual error estimate in the
energy norm follows:

lu—uV||; < (eY*N~'InN +N7?) (2.9)
But again we want to prove an error estimate in the balanced norm
lvlls ==& ol + llvllo (2.10)
Following the basic idea from [30], we define wu by
(g, mu),v) = (g(-,u),v) for allv e VV. (2.11)

Our assumption d,g > pu > 0 immediately tells us that wu is well defined and,
moreover,

= ullo = inf flu—v"]o. (2.12)
It follows from the definition of our projection that
|[mu — |y < |u—mul;. (2.13)
For the standard interpolant ' of u we have

e/ u—uly < N'"InN.
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If we now could prove a similar estimate for our projection error, we would obtain
an estimate in the balanced norm because we have already an estimate for ||u—uy||o
in (2.9).

Lemma 2 The projection defined by (2.11) is Loo Stable.

Proof The proof is based on Taylor’s formula

1
Fw)—F(v) = (L DF(v 4 s(w — v))ds)(w — v).

Introducing the linear operator
1

AF(v,w) 1= J DF(v 4+ s(w — v))ds
0

it is obvious that
lw—v| < [(AF@,w) " | IF(w) — Fv)].

Therefore, the Lo, stability of the L, projection on our mesh [25] implies the Lo
stability of our generalized projection as well.

Lemma 3 The projection error of (2.11) on the Shishkin mesh satisfies

lu— 7uloo < lu—t'|loo, €*u—mul; < N~'(InN)*2. (2.14)

The proof works analogously as in the linear case. And, consequently, we get the
same error estimate as in Theorem 1 also in the semilinear case.

2.3 An Anisotropic Diffusion Problem

Next we consider the anisotropic problem

—eUx +uyy +cu=f  in2=(0,1)x(0,1) (2.152)
u=0 on 0%2. (2.15b)

Now we have only boundary layers atx = 0 and x = 1, the layers are of elliptic type.
But the layer terms satisfy the same estimates as in the reaction-diffusion regime
[16, 17]. Therefore, the estimates (2.2) and (2.3) for the interpolation error on the
related Shishkin mesh remain valid, of course, now Q29 = (A,,1 — A;) x (0, 1).
Therefore, defining the energy norm by

. 1/2
Vllea = & lucllo + lluyllo + lluello
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it follows for bilinear elements
lu—u"ea < (*N"InN + N7' 4+ N72).
If we want to estimate the error in the balanced norm
Wllba = & lucllo + lluyllo + llulo,

we start for £ := ru — u" from

ellEIG < e((ru —u)x &) + ((ru —u)y, &) + ¢ (mu — u, £).

Now we define in the anisotropic case the projection onto the finite element space
by

(ru—u)y, &) +c(ru—u§) =0 VEeVV,

Consequently it remains to estimate for that projection ||(wu — u),[lo. But the
projection satisfies

v = (' v),

where 7* is the one-dimensional L, projection and 7” the one-dimensional Ritz
projection (with respect to a non-singularly perturbed operator on a standard mesh),
compare [11]. Consequently, the projection is Lo, stable and we can repeat our basic
idea to prove estimates in the balanced norm.

Remark that in [11] this idea was used to analyse the SDFEM technique for a
convection-diffusion problem with two different boundary layers, an exponential
layer and a characteristic layer.

3 The 3D Case and Different Classes of Layer-Adapted
Meshes

3.1 The 3D Case

In the 3D case with Q@ = (0,1)? new difficulties arise. Shishkin meshes are
anisotropic meshes, therefore, anisotropic interpolation error estimates are needed.
In 2D the bilinear interpolant satisfies on a rectangle K with step sizes 5, h;

v ="llopx <C Y h*[D*llopx  form=1,2  and (3.1a)
la|=m

19:(v = v")[lopkx < C D h*[D*0vllopk (3.1b)

loe|=1
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for 1 < p < oo. These estimates are needed mostly for p = 2, for instance, to
estimate &(V(u — u'), Vv") using Cauchy-Schwarz.

But in 3D the second estimate of (3.1) does not hold forp = 2! (see [1, 3, 4, 10])
In this case the constant is of order

C=Clp) ~ 3.2)

C
(p— 2y

Moreover it is known that alternatively one can assume more smoothness than H?
[10] or use different interpolants on locally uniform meshes.

The contribution to the error of the smooth part of the solution and of the layer
components in the interior domain (where the layer components are small) can be
estimated as in the two-dimensional case.

Let E be some layer component. We wish to estimate e(V(E — E'), VvV)) in
that subdomain €2¢, where E is not small and anisotropic elements occur. Instead of
Cauchy-Schwarz we use the Holder inequality ( [17 + 611 =1)

El(V(E —E'), Vo)g,| < elE~ E|ipg, [0V 14, (33)
For p > 2 we can now apply (3.1) and obtain
e|V(E — EN|opa, < eC(p)h|E|>, < C(p)N™"' InNe'/2H1/), (3.4)
Using meas(£2r) < e'/2In N we get
[V g0, < /4 I N) 2PN 5 g (3.5)

Summarizing the estimate for the crucial term the situation in 3D is not much
worse than in 2D: For arbitrary p > 2 we have

e|(V(E —E"), VuM)g,| < C(p)e/*(InN)'/>"VPN~ In N vV .. (3.6)

Consequently one obtains in the energy norm for the reaction-diffusion problem in
3D

lu—u . < Cp)e/*AnN)/>" VPN~ In N + N2

This gives us also an estimate for the L, part of the balanced norm.

To estimate '/4|u — |, we just follow [30]. All ingredients used are also
available in 3D: the stability properties of the L, projection and the interpolation
error estimates in L, and L.
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3.2 Different Classes of Layer-Adapted Meshes

So far error estimates in balanced norms are only known for Shishkin meshes [19,
27, 30] and spectral boundary layer meshes [24]. In the following we discuss again
the two-dimensional reaction-diffusion problem

Lu=—eAu+cu=f inQ2=(0,1) x(0,1) (3.72)
u=20 on 92, (3.7b)

and its discretization with bilinear or linear elements on a mesh of tensor-product

type.

Shishkin-type meshes introduced in [28] use the same transition point(s) from the
fine to a coarse mesh as the original Shishkin mesh but the fine mesh is graded. Let
¢ be the mesh generating function and ¥ defined by ¢ = —In . Then, under some
standard assumptions, especially

max¢’ < N, (3.8)
one has in the energy norm
lu— V|| < e*N""max " + (N"'max y')>.

For the Bakhvalov-Shishkin mesh or the Vulanovic-Shishkin mesh max ¢’ is
uniformly bounded, thus one gets optimal error estimates. But the energy norm is
not balanced.

The approach of [30] leads for S-type meshes to error estimates in the balanced
norm too. The only difficulty is the application of an inverse inequality on the fine
mesh. Denoting by 4y the minimal step size of the fine mesh, we have

. (meas )!/2

=< (N 'max y')>.
hy

| — 7ruly.q,

To get the optimal order with respect to N~!, we need the assumption
N7t < ¢(1/N), (3.9)

which is satisfied for all meshes mentioned. Then we get in the balanced norm for
S-type meshes

lu — V||, < N~'(InN)"/?(max y')2. (3.10)

There exist surprisingly few results concerning finite element methods on
Bakhvalov-type meshes, see [26, 29].
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In [29] Bakhvalov-type meshes are analysed based on their relation to Shishkin-
type meshes. It turns out that the analysis in that paper (for convection-diffusion
problems) yields for reaction-diffusion problems in the energy norm

Ju—u|, < VAN 4 N2 (3.11)

The ideas from [29] allow also some error estimate in the balanced norm. In the
exceptional strip x € [xy/4—1,%n/4], for instance, the application of an inverse
inequality to estimate |u — wu|; generates some additional factor, resulting in

lu—uM[l, < Q(N,e)N~!(InN)!/? (3.12)
with

O(N, &) := max(1,N"'(In i)l/z).

Remark Q(N,¢) < +/In10if N > 10 and ¢ > 1071,

Recursively generated meshes appear more often in the literature than
Bakhvalov-type meshes (combined with finite element methods), let us mention
papers by Duran, Franz, Gartland, Liu, Ludwig, Skalicky, Teofanova, Uzelac,
Xenophontos and Xu.

In 1D, recursively generated meshes for a problem with a boundary layer
characterized by the parameter ¢ and a layer width of order ¢ do have the form

x1 =eN!, (3.13a)
xi=xi—1 +ge,N,xi—1),i=2,...,M. (3.13b)

It makes sense to choose the smallest M such that M > t, here t is the transition
point due to Shishkin to a coarse uniform mesh. For a Gartland-Shishkin mesh we
have g = eN~!¢%~1/9) for a Duran-Shishkin mesh the simpler g = 2N~ !x;_;.

It was shown in [32] as well as in [7], that for a Gartland-Shishkin mesh the grid
generation function has the property (3.8) and max ¢’ < C, moreover M = O(N).
Therefore, for a Gartland-Shishkin mesh we get

lu—u™], < N"'(InN)"/2, (3.14)

For a Duran-Shishkin mesh the result is a little worse because max ¢’ < ClnlnN
and M = O(N InN).
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4 Supercloseness and a Combination Technique

We come back to the linear reaction-diffusion problem

Lu=—eAu+cu=f inQ2=(0,1) x(0,1) (4.1a)
u=20 on 92 (4.1b)

for now bilinear elements on the corresponding Shishkin mesh. It is well known
that we have the supercloseness property (assuming Ao > 2.5)

lu — '], < (e"*(N""InN)* + N72). 4.2)

Now we ask: Does there exist some projection onto the finite element space such
that a supercloseness property holds with respect to the balanced norm?
With vy := u" — ITu we start from

elun|? + ¢ o2 < e(V(u— TTu), Voy) + ¢ (u — TTu, vy).

Next we use the decomposition of solution into a smooth part S and a layer part
E with u = S 4 E, decompose also ITu = IIS 4 I1E (so far ILS and IIE are not
defined) and use different still to fix projections into our bilinear finite element space
for S and E. We choose:

o TIS e VV satisfies
(TS, v) = (S,v) YveVy

with given values in the grid points on the boundary.

e TJIE is zero in ¢ and the standard bilinear interpolation operator in the fine
subdomain with exception of one strip of the width of the fine stepsize in the
transition region (and, of course, bilinear in that strip and globally continuous)

With this choice we obtain
2 2
elonli + cllowlly = e(V(u—Tlu), Voy) + ¢ (E - TIE, vy) g,
In the second term we hope to get some extra power of ¢, in the first term we want
to apply superconvergence techniques for the estimation of the expression (V(E —

T1E), Vuy). First let us remark that ITFE satisfies the same estimates as the bilinear
interpolant E/ on Q;:

|E - TIE[log, < e/*(N""InN)?
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and (based on Lin identities)
g|(V(E = TIE), Voy)| < N2 *uyls.

It is only a technical question to prove that for our modified interpolant on the
exceptional strip the same estimates for the interpolation error hold true as for the
bilinear interpolant. Here we use the fact that E is on that strip as small as we want
and that the measure of the strip is small as well.

Consequently we get

luy]? < |S = TIS|2 + &7 V2(N " In M)

For the L, projection of S we have ||S — IIS|lec < N2 and IS — MS||e0.q, =
(e'/>N~'InN)2. It follows

IS—TIS|1, <N, [S—TIS|1q, < &'/>’N"'InN.
Summarizing we get a weak supercloseness result
eV uN — Tu|; < e/*N7' + (N"'InN)2.

The result is not satisfactory, but so far we see no possibility to improve it. It is no
problem to estimate the L, error.

Next we present an application of the supercloseness result to the combination
technique. It is clear that the result cannot be optimal because the supercloseness
result is nor optimal so far. We analyse the version of the combination technique
presented in [13], for a different sparse grid method see [21]. We also remark that
in [22] the authors observe numerically that their sparse grid technique appears to
converge in a balanced norm.

Writing N for the maximum number of mesh intervals in each coordinate
direction, our combination technique simply adds or subtracts solutions that have
been computed by the Galerkin FEM on N x +/N, +/N x N and /N x +/N meshes.
We obtain the same accuracy as on an N x N mesh with less degrees of freedom. In
the following we use the notation of [13].

In the combination technique for bilinear elements we compute a two-scale finite
element approximation ux & with N = +/N by

M&N =y i + Uy v~ Uj 7
We proved (in our new notation)
llu — unnlly < N"'(InN)*? + N2, (4.3)

The question is whether or not ux & satisfies a similar estimate.
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Analogously to uA i we define I{V AE and H’Y AS Then we can decompose the
error to estimate as follows '

M%N — UNN = Tcl,l(S) + (HgﬁS - HN’NS) + Tcl,Z(E) + (IgNE - IN,NE).

Thus we have two terms representing the error for two-scale projection operators
(related to L, projection and interpolation, respectively) and two terms which can
be estimated based on our supercloseness result:

Te1(S) = Syz— Oy 9 + Sy — TynS) — Sz — Tz s — Svy — HanS),
analogously
Tao(E) := (Ey g — Iy3E) + (Eg y — Iy vE) — (Ejy iy — Iy 4E) — (Env — INNE).

For the two-scale interpolation error (I E Iy NE) the results of [13] remain valid
(Lemma 2.3 and 2.5, modified for the react1on diffusion problem). For the two-scale
projection error an estimate in L, and L, is easy. The estimate in the seminorm | - |;
as in Sect.2 follows from an inverse inequality, applied separately in 29 and €.
Finally we get for N = /N the estimate

ey o — wnllp < €*N"2 4 N7 In N 4.4)

The result is not satisfactory, so far we can only prove the desired estimate for the
combination technique if e < N -2,

5 A Direct Mixed Method

The first balanced error estimate was presented by Lin and Stynes [19] using a first
order system least squares (FOSLS-like) mixed method. For the variables (u, g) with
—q = Vu and its discretizations on a Shishkin mesh they proved

e g —g"llo + llu—u™o <N"'InN (5.1)

(see also [2] for a modified version of the method).

We shall proof that the estimate (5.1) is also valid for a direct mixed method
(instead of the more complicated least-squares approach from [19]). We remark that
Li and Wheeler [18] analyzed the method in the energy norm on so called A-meshes,
which are simpler to analyze than S-meshes.
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Introducing ¢ = —Vu, a weak formulation of (1.1) reads:
Find (u, g) € W x V such that

e(divg,w) + c(u,w) = (f,w) forallw e W, (5.2a)
e(g,v) —e(divo,u) =0 forallv e V, (5.2b)

with V = H(div, Q), W = L*(Q).
For the discretization on a standard rectangular Shishkin mesh we use (1, g") €
VN x WV, Here WY is the space of piecewise constants on our rectangular mesh and

V"V the lowest order Raviart-Thomas space RT. That means, on each mesh rectangle
elements of RT, are vectors of the form

(span(1,x), span(1,y))".
Our discrete problem reads: Find (u", ") € WY x V¥ such that

e(divg,w) + c,w) = (f,w) forall w € WV, (5.3a)
e(@,0) —e(divo,u¥)y =0  forallv e VV. (5.3b)

N

Setting w := u", v := g" results in the stability estimate

- C
el 15 + 115 = 1£15. (54)

The unique solvability of the discrete problem follows (if f = 0).

For the error estimation we introduce projections IT : V > VN and P : W
WV As usual, instead of u — u" and g — g" we estimate Pu — " and I1g — g,
assuming that we can estimate the projection errors. Subtraction of the continuous
and the discrete problem results in

e(V-(Mg—g"),w) + c(Pu—u",w) = (V- (T1g — g), w) + c(Pu— u, w),
(5.5a)

e(Mg—g",0) —e(V-0,Pu—u") = e(X1g—g,v) — (V- 0, Pu— u).
(5.5b)

Setting ¥ := 1§ — g" = i and w := Pu — u" = t we obtain the error equation

e(it, B)+c(r,7) = e(V-(llg—q), t)+c(Pu—u, 1) +e(Ilg—q, it) —e(V- i, Pu—u).
(5.6)

From the error equation it is easy to derive a first order uniform convergence result
in the energy norm (one could also think about supercloseness similar as in [18]).
But we want to investigate whether or not an estimate of the type (5.1) is possible.
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If P denotes the L, projection, we have
(Pu—u,7) =0 and (V-fi,Pu—u) =0,

because V - 1 is piecewise constant for fi € V¥, Therefore, from the right hand side
of the error equation two terms disappear and it follows

I3 = elV - (TL(Vu) — Va)|[§ + ITI(Vu) — Vul3. (5.7)

Now let us denote by IT* the standard local projection operator into the Raviart-
Thomas space VV. This operator satisfies

(V-4 —II*0),w) =0  forallwe WV, (5.8)

Consequently, the choice [T = IT* would eliminate one more term in the error
equation and thus in (5.7). But do we have for the projection error the desired
estimate

V4 I*(Vu) — Vullp < N"'InN ? (5.9)

The answer is no (see Lin and Stynes [19], page 2738). The reason lies in the fact
that TT* is applied to Vu and its behavior near the transition point of the mesh is
different from the behavior of u (a factor e~1/2).

Therefore, Lin and Stynes define a modified interpolant I[To € WY, such that

e4I(Vu) — Vulo < N"'InN (5.10)
([19], Corollary 4.6). The operator IT is defined differently for every component of
the solution decomposition. For the smooth part one takes simply IT = IT*.

For the layer components, however, IT* is modified. Consider, for instance, the
layer component w; related to exp(—+/c*y/+/€). Then IT and IT* differ only in the
small strip R; defined by
Ry = [0, 1]x[A—h*, A] with A =2JelnN//c and h* = O(+/eN~'InN).
On that strip we loose the property (5.8), therefore we additionally have to estimate

Mg, = e[V - (T(Vw1) = Vw) ok, (5.11)

On R; we have || Aw;|lo < e7'N72, consequently

g2 Awilog, < T VANTZVANTI2(InN)2 = T ANT2(InN)Y2. (5.12)
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By construction the components of TI(Vw)) satisfy (IT(Vw;)); = 0 on R; and
[(T(Vwi))2lleo = e™/2N72 It follows

1
81/2|IV . (HVWI)HO,Rl < 81/2h* 8_1/2N_2(]’l*)1/2 — 8_1/4N_3/2(1HN)_1/2.
(5.13)

Therefore
Mg, <& VANT2, (5.14)

The other layer components of the solution decomposition of u are treated similarly.
We obtain finally

e/ 1mg—g"o <N ' lnN (5.15)
and
e |[Vu—g"]o < N"'InN. (5.16)

Remark 1 1t is well known [5, 6] that mixed methods can be reformulated as
non-mixed formulations, more precisely as projected nonconforming methods.
This allows error estimates for certain nonconforming methods to be established.
Moreover, certain mixed methods can be implemented as a nonconforming method.

6 Remarks and Further Open Problems

First let us remark that for systems

—eu' +Au=f inQ=(0,1), (6.1a)
w0) =u(l)=0  ondQ, (6.1b)

so far there exists only a result of Lin and Stynes [20] in a balanced norm. Following
the basic idea from [19], but using C' elements instead of mixed finite elements, they
introduce the bilinear form

W, V) + (Aw, v) + 32w, v") + £2((Aw)', V")

and analyse the finite element method for quadratic C' elements. The analysis
for the Galerkin method with C° elements is open. It would be especially very
interesting to get estimates in balanced norms for systems with several small
parameters.
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New difficulties arise as well for problems with different layers in one coordinate

direction, even for the simple 1D problem

—&3u" + eb(x)u' + c(x)u = f.

Here the layers Ey at x = 0 and E; at x = 1 can be very different:

Ey ~ exp(—x/g), but E; ~ exp(—(1 —x)/&?).

That means, in a balanced norm one should scale the H' seminorm near x = 0 with

/2, but near x = 1 with & (in the energy norm, however, &

3/2 arises as scaling

factor).
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Numerical Studies of Higher Order Variational
Time Stepping Schemes for Evolutionary
Navier-Stokes Equations

Naveed Ahmed and Gunar Matthies

Abstract We present in this paper numerical studies of higher order variational
time stepping schemes combined with finite element methods for simulations of the
evolutionary Navier-Stokes equations. In particular, conforming inf-sup stable pairs
of finite element spaces for approximating velocity and pressure are used as spatial
discretization while continuous Galerkin—Petrov methods (cGP) and discontinuous
Galerkin (dG) methods are applied as higher order variational time discretizations.
Numerical results for the well-known problem of incompressible flows around a
circle will be presented.

1 Introduction

The flow of incompressible fluids is described by the time-dependent, incom-
pressible Navier—Stokes equations. In order to solve them numerically, one has to
discretize in space and time. Often the method of lines is applied where the problem
is discretized in space first while the time remains continuous. This technique leads
to a large system of ordinary differential equations which can be solved by suitable
ODE solvers. Note that the resulting system of ODE is nonlinear due to the nonlinear
convection term in the Navier—Stokes equations.

We will consider continuous Galerkin—Petrov and discontinuous Galerkin meth-
ods as higher order variational time discretizations. In continuous Galerkin—Petrov
(cGP) methods, the ansatz functions are continuous in time while the discontinuous
test functions allow a time marching process. In discontinuous Galerkin (dG)
schemes, ansatz and test functions are from the same space and allowed to be
discontinuous at the discrete time points. Hence, a time marching process is possible
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as well. Variational time discretizations by cGP and dG methods allow A-stable or
even strongly A-stable methods of any order while time discretizations of BDF-type
are A-stable only for orders up to 2.

The ¢GP method has been studied in [1] for the heat equation. Theoretical and
numerical investigations of higher order variational time discretizations applied to
different types of incompressible flow problems can be found in [2-6]. Note that
c¢GP methods are A-stable whereas dG methods are even strongly A-stable which
might lead to different damping properties with respect to high frequency error
components. We refer to [7] for more information on dG methods.

The inf-sup condition plays a fundamental role for solving incompressible
flow problems without additional pressure stabilization. Using inf-sup stable pairs
of finite element spaces for approximation velocity and pressure is guided by
the observation that flow problems are often part of coupled problems of flow
and transport where mass conservation depends crucially on the properties of
the discrete velocity, see [8]. Since the property of a velocity field being discretely
divergence-free is disturbed by pressure stabilization, the use of inf-sup stable
discretizations is favorable.

We will describe in this paper the discretization of the evolutionary Navier—
Stokes equations in space by inf-sup stable finite element pairs for approximating
velocity and pressure together with higher order variational time stepping schemes
using continuous Galerkin—Petrov and discontinuous Galerkin methods. In addition,
a post-processing technique given in [9] for systems of ordinary differential
equations is adapted in order to improve the accuracy of the numerical solution. The
proposed solution strategy will be applied to the well-know benchmark problem of
an incompressible flow around a circle.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces
the evolutionary, incompressible Navier—Stokes equations and their finite element
discretizations. Variational time discretizations by continuous Galerkin—Petrov and
discontinuous Galerkin methods are described in Sect.3 where also the post-
processing techniques is given. Numerical results for the benchmark problem “flow
around a circle” will be given in Sect. 4.

2 Model Problem and Its Finite Element Discretization

Let 2 C R?, d € {2,3}, be a Lipschitz domain with polyhedral boundary 32 and
T > 0 a finite time. The motion of incompressible fluids is modeled by the time-
dependent, incompressible Navier—Stokes equations which in dimensionless form
are defined by

v —vAu+ (u-Vyu+Vp==f in (0, T] x £2,

_ (1)
V-u=0 in (0,7] x £2.
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Here, f is a given body force, v the viscosity, u and p denote the velocity and
pressure fields, respectively. The partial differential equations in (1) have to be
closed by appropriate initial and boundary conditions. For simplicity, we consider
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on [0, 7] x d§2 and a given initial
velocity field up in £2.

We introduce the spaces V = H}(£2)4, Q = L3(£2),and W = {v € L*(0,T; V) :
v € [*(0,T;V')} with V' = H™1(£2)? as dual space of V.

Assuming f € L?(0, T; L*(£2)?), a variational formulation of problem (1) reads:

Findu € W and p € L?(0, T; Q) such that u(0) = uy and for almost all ¢ € (0, T)

W), v) + v(Vu(@®), Vv) + ((u@) - Vyu(),v) — (p(6), V - v) = (£(5), v) Vvev,

(g,divu) =0 Vq € Q.
(2)

Note that (-,-) denote the duality pairing between V and V' while (:,-) is the
inner product in L*(£2) and its vector-valued and tensor-valued versions. The
corresponding L?-norm is given by || - [ while | - |,, indicates the semi-norm in
H™($2) and its vector-valued version.

For finite element discretizations of (2), we are given a family {.7,} of shape-
regular decomposition of §2 into d-simplices, quadrilaterals, or hexahedra. The
diameter of a cell K is denoted by Ax and the mesh size / is defined by & := 123} hg.

h

We consider pairs of conforming finite element spaces V, C V and Q, C Q
for approximation velocity and pressure where we assume that V; = Yf with a
scalar finite element space Y. The unique solvability of the system arising from the
discretization and linearization of (2) in space requires to satisfy the inf-sup stability
condition

) V *
inf sup (@ Vi) >

> B>0. 3)
an€n v ev, lIgnllolvali

Then, the finite element discretization of (2) reads:
Find w, € H'(0,T;V},) and p;, € L?(0, T; Q;,) such that with u,(0) = g, and
for almost all € (0, T)

(), (), vi) + A (up(2), (i (1), pr(®)), Vi, qn)) = €@), Vi) Y (Vi qn) € Vi X Oy
“4)

where up, € V), is a suitable approximation of the initial velocity uy and A is
defined by

A(w,(w,p),(v,q) =v(Vue,Vy) + (W-V)u,v) — (p,V-v) + (¢, V - u).

Note that A is linear in its second and third argument while the problem (4) is non-
linear. For small values of the viscosity parameter v, spatial stabilization becomes
necessary and additional terms will appear in the discrete scheme, see [10, 11] for
examples.
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3 Variational Time-Stepping Schemes

In this section, we discretize problem (4) in time by continuous Galerkin—Petrov
(cGP) and discontinuous Galerkin (dG) methods. To this end, we consider a partition
0=ty <t <...<ty=Tof the time interval / := [0, T] and set I,, := (t,—1, t,],
T, =ty —ty—1,n = 1,...,N, and 7 := max;<,<y 7,. For a given non-negative
integer k, we define the time-continuous and time-discontinuous velocity spaces

XS o= {u € CO.T:Vy) :ul, € Pelp, Vi)on=1,... ,N},
X% = {u € L2(0.T:Vy) :ul, € Pelp Vi)on =1, ... ,N}
and time-continuous and time-discontinuous pressure spaces
Y; = {61 € C00,T;0n) : qli, € Pr(1, On)n=1,... ,N},
ve = {g € L20.T:01) : qly, € Pe(ly Q). = 1., N}

where

k
Py(l,, Wy) = {u L= W) = Y Uit € 1, Uy € Wiai = 0,...,k}
i=0

denotes the space of Wj-valued polynomials of degree less than or equal to k in
time. The function in the spaces X{° and Y{* are allowed to be discontinuous at the

nodes t,,n = 1,...,N — 1. For a piecewise smooth function w, let
wo = lim w(), w':= lim w(), [W,:=w —w_
n t—1,—0 n t—1,+0 n n
denote the left-sided value, the right-sided value, and the jump, respectively. O

3.1 The Continuous Galerkin-Petrov Method

In this section, we discretize the semi-discrete problem (4) in time by cGP methods
to obtain a fully discrete formulation of (2). Now, the cGP(k) method reads:
Find u;,; € X} and p;, . € Y} such that u,(0) = ug, and

T
Jo [(uju, Vi) + A W, Wi, pre)s (Vi Qh,z))]

T
= J (fs Vh,r) vvh,r S X/‘jils VCIh,r € Y/?il (5)
0
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where the index h, t refers to the full discretization in space and time, respectively.

Since the test functions are allowed to be discontinuous at the discrete time points
ti,n=1,...,N—1, we can choose the test function (v, gn.r) = (Vp, gn)¥ () with
time independent (vy, g;) € V; x Oy and a scalar function ¢ : I, — R which is
zero on I \ I, and a polynomial of degree less than or equal to k — 1 on .. Then, the
solution of the cGP(k) method can be determined by successively solving a single
local problem on each time interval.

The fully discrete time marching scheme associated to (5) reads:

Finduy, .|, € Piv(I,, Vy) and py.|, € Pr(1,, Qp) such that for all ¥ € Py—;(1,)

|1,, |In

fl [, vi) + A (Wi (Wi P (Ve i) ]/

T
- fo EvU©) Vg € Vi x O,

with uy, . |,l (to) = ug, and uy, |,n (th—1) = Wi ‘,”_1 (tp—1) forn > 2.

We apply for the numerical integration of the time integrals the Gauf3-Lobatto
quadrature rule with (k + 1) points. This formula is exact for polynomials of degree
less than or equal to 2k — 1. Let?j and v?/j, Jj=0,...,k, be the GauB3-Lobatto points
and the corresponding quadrature weights on [—1, 1], respectively. Furthermore, we
denote by ¢;,~ € P,j=0,...,k and g@j € Py, j = 1,...,k, the Lagrange basis
function with respectto 7, j = 0,...,k, and 7, j = 1,...,k, respectively. The time
polynomials ¢,; € Pr(l,),j = 0,...,k and ¥,; € Pr1(Lp),j = 1,...,k, are
defined by

Guj(0) = (T, (1) and  i,;(0) := Y (T, (1)
with the affine reference transformation
T,:[-1,1] > I,, i+ t,+ 12"(2+ 1), (6)
see [9].

Since the restrictions of w,, and pj. to the interval I, are Vj-valued and
Qj-valued polynomials of degree less than or equal to & , they can be represented as

k k
u’”|ln - Z Uit,h(ﬁi,h(t)v phsf|1,1 = Zpiz,h i,,h(f), tely,
Jj=0 j=0

with coefficients UZ:,h € V; and P‘,’;’h € O, j = 0,...,k The particular ansatz
ensures

uh,t(th) = U{l’hv ph,T(tnzi) - P}i,hv j - 07 LR | ka
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where t,,; := Tn(ij), j=20,...,k Since t,0 = t,—1 and t,; = t, hold, the initial
conditions on the intervals I,, n = 1, ..., N, are equivalent to the conditions

0 0 k :
Ul,h = Up 1, and Un,h = uh,t|1n(tn—l) = Un—l,h ifn>2.

Using the properties of the basis functions in time, we obtain the following coupled
system of nonlinear equations: '
For U?.h = ug, and US’h = Uﬁ_l,h if n > 2, find the coefficients U::,h € V;, and

P}I;,h’j =1,...,k, such that

k
(17 Tn i i pi
Z“Ej (Ué,hs Vh) + 2 A (Un,h7 (Un,h’ Pn,h)v (Va, CIh))
j=0

= ?{(f(tn,i),vh) + B¢ (E(ty—1). V1) } )

fori=1,...,k,forall v, € V;, and for all ¢;, € O, where afi and B¢ are defined by

of = gl(E) + Bidl (o). Bf = Woyi(lo). i=1.....kj=0....k

see [9].

In the following, we write (7) as a nonlinear algebraic block system. For
simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the two-dimensional case. The three-dimensional
case is obtained in a straightforward manner. _ '

Let {¢; € ¥;.i = 1,....my} be a finite element basis of ¥, and &, |, &, € R™
denote the nodal vectors associated to the components of the finite element function
U, € V; such that

2 mp
J J /
v,w=> (Z (En’l)u qbu(x)) d. xe®,
=1 \v=1
where e',e?> € R? are the canonical unit vectors. Similarly for the pressure, let

{Y € On, i = 1,...,n,}, denote a finite element basis of Q, and 7751 the nodal
vector of P, , € Oy such that

my

Pl =) (n), ¥k, xeK.

v=1

Furthermore, the mass matrix M € R™>™, the matrix A € R™>™ the velocity-
pressure coupling matrices B; € R™>*™ and the right-hand side vectors F:” e R,
i = 1,2, are given by

(M)x,k = (¢kv¢s)7 (A)x,k : V(V¢k’ Vﬁbx),
(Bi)s,k = (st V. (d)kei)) s (F:”)k = (f(tnzi)s ¢kei) , =12,
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For a given discrete velocity field w;, € V;, and its nodal vector w € R2" | the matrix
representation N(w) € R""*" of the nonlinear term is defined by

(NW)), = (W V)i ¢5) - (8)
We define the block matrices
MO0O0 A+ N(w) 0 BlT
M=|0MO]|, g = 0 A—}—N(w)Bg , )
000 B, B, 0

and the block vectors

F,=|F.| & = ‘;:2 : (10)
0 m

Then, the fully discrete problem (7) on I, is equivalent to the nonlinear k x k block
system:
Find §/ € R¥+m j=1,... k, such that

k
S+ fz”,ef;; = Z{Fﬁl+,3f(F2—g/§2)}, i=1.... .k 11
j=0

3.2 The Discontinuous Galerkin Method

The discontinuous Galerkin (dG) method applied to (4) leads to the following
problem in I,

Given u,; with u; = g, find uy,;
that for all ¥ € Pi(1,,)

(S ]P)k(ln, Vh) and Phr (S ]P)k(ln, Qh) such

\1,, iln

J; [ (u;l,-[? Vh,r) +A (uh,ta (uh,‘nph,r)v (th Qh)) ]1//(1‘) + ([uh,l’]n7 V,T_l) 1p(tn—l)

=| Eva) ¥ ()

In

for all v, € V;, and all g; € Q. Here, the right-sided Gau3-Radau quadrature
formula with (k + 1) points is applied to evaluate the time integrals numerically.
Note that this quadrature rule is exact for polynomials of degree less than or equal to
2k. Let ?j and v?zj, j=1,...,k+ 1, denote the points and weights for this quadrature
formula on [—1, 1], respectively.
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Since u;; and p; . restricted to the interval I, are Vj-valued and Qy-valued
polynomials of degree less than or equal to k , they can be represented as

k+1 ) ) k+1 ) )
uh,t|,ﬂ ® = Z Ui,h n’h(t), Ph,tiln ® = Zpi,h n,h(t)
j=1 j=1

with U, € Vyand P/, € Qp, j = 1,....k + 1. Following [2], one obtains the
following coupled system of nonlinear equations:
Given US’h = uyy forn = 1 and Uoh = Uk+l for n > 2, find the coefficients

(Ui,h’Pi,h) eV, xQ0pj=1,...,k+ 1, such that

k+1

i T, T
ool (U vs) + AW W P (o)) = B (U ws) + 5 (6. 1)
j=1

12)

fori =1,...,k+ 1 and for all (v;, g5) € (V, On) where
d 21 dr d . LA
o = ¢ + Bidi(=D), Bi = w"ﬁi(_l)‘

Similarly as for cGP, problem (12) on I, results in the (k + 1) x (k 4 1) nonlinear
algebraic block system:
Find ¢/ € R?+" forj = 1,...,k + 1 such that

k+1
Za;g///;;;Jr;"A;' Bl + " JF (13)

j=1

After solving this system, we enter the next time interval and set the initial value of
the time interval £, to &0, := ¢kt

3.3 Post-Processing

In [9], a simple post-processing for systems of ordinary differential equations
was presented which was extended to time-dependent convection-diffusion-reaction
equations in [12] and to transient Stokes problems in [2]. This simple post-
processing allows to construct numerical approximations being in integral-based
norms at least one order better than the originally obtained numerical solution
provided that the exact solution is sufficiently smooth in time.
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We will generalize the idea to the Navier-Stokes equations. Let u,, and
pn.. denote the solution of either cGP(k) or dG(k). The post-processed solution
(ITuy, ., I1py ;) on the time interval I, is given by

(Tu ) (0) = Wne (1) + 8ula (1), (Hpn)(®) = prc(t) + dul, (D). 1€,

where g, € V;, and d,, € Oy, are finite element functions and
Tpaoa " 1
G =580, =10,

with T,, from (6). For cGP(k), the polynomial f € P41 vanishes in all Gau3-Lobatto
points while the polynomial 2 € Py41 for dG(k) vanishes in all GauB3-Radau points.
In both cases, it is scaled such that 2 (1) = 1. The nodal vectors y,; € R™, y,, €
R of the finite element function g, € V), and the nodal vector §, € R" of the
finite element function d,, € Qj, are the solution of the saddle-point problem

M 0 B [V F A+ N(n) 0 Bi il
oM Bg Vo2 | = FZ,Z — 0 A+ N(Ey) Bg 822
Bl Bz 0 8n 0 Bl Bz 0 1];
MOO|[xn
—lomol]|x, (14)
000 0

where x; ., X, € R™ denote the nodal representation of the components of
w, (t,) € V, while & = (&5, E;Z)T and ¢ are the nodal vectors for u; . (#,) and
Pn.z, respectively. The matrices are given in (8) and (9).

It has been shown in [9] for systems of ordinary equations that the post-processed
solution ITuy, ; () can be interpreted as the solution of a time stepping scheme with
ansatz order k 4+ 1. The extension to the transient Stokes problems and transient
Oseen problems can be found in [2] and [13]. It has been shown numerically that
the simple post-processing leads to solutions which show at the discrete time points
a super-convergence of order 2k (cGP(k)) and 2k + 1 (dG(k)) for both velocity
and pressure. Note that the post-processing requires, even for the Navier—Stokes
equations, just the solution of a linear saddle point system. The post-processing for
the three-dimensional case is obtained in the obvious way.

4 Numerical Results

This section is devoted to an example which illustrates accuracy and performance
of combinations of inf-sup stable spatial discretizations with higher order varia-
tional time discretization schemes. All computations used the finite element code
MooNMD [14].
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Fig. 1 Domain (fop) and initial mesh (bottom) of the test problem

We consider the well-known benchmark problem of the flow around a circle
defined in [15]. The geometry and the initial grid (level 0) are given in Fig. 1.

The Navier-Stokes equations (1) are considered with source term f = 0, viscosity
v = 1073, and the final time T = 8. The inflow and outflow boundary conditions
are prescribed by

u(r0,y) = u(t;2.2,y) = 0.i12 sin (7;[) (@(0.4;1 _y)) . 0<y<041,
while no-slip conditions are applied on all other boundaries. The diameter of the
cylinder is L = 0.1 and the mean inflow velocity is U(f) = sin(x#/8) such that
Unax = 1. The density of the fluid is p = 1. Hence, the Reynolds number of this
flow is Re = 100. Note that the standard Galerkin discretization in space is used
since the moderate Reynolds number doesn’t require a spatial stabilization.

Important quantities of interest in this example are the drag coefficient ¢, at the
circle and the lift coefficient ¢; at the circle which are defined by

2 duy (1)

ca(t) = DLUZ.. L (pv atsn ny —p(t)nx) ds,
L 2 BMtS(t)

clt) = LU L (pv n ny + p(Hn, | ds,

where n = (n,,n,)7 is the unit normal vector on S directing into £2, ts = (1, —n,)"
the unit tangential vector and u,, := u - tg the tangential velocity along the circle.
Using integration by parts and the weak formulation (4) of the Navier—Stokes
equations, we get

ca(t) = =20{(u;, va) + v(Vu, Vvy) + ((u- Viu,vy) — (p. V- vo)
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for any function v, € (H' (.Q))2 with (vq) | = (1,0)" and v4 = (0,0)" on all other
boundaries. Similarly, the lift coefficient can be obtained by

i(t) = —20{(u,, v)) + v(Vu, Vv)) + ((u- V)u,v;) — (p, V- v))}

with any v; € (Hl(.Q))2 as a test function such that v;|; = (0, )" and v; = (0,0)”
on all other boundaries.

The third benchmark parameter is the pressure difference between the front and
the back of the circle, given by

Ap(t) = p(£;0.15,0.2) — p(£;0.25,0.2).

The Navier-Stokes equations were discretized in space with the inf-sup stable
pairs Q»/P{*¢ and Q3/P$*° on quadrilateral meshes. They are obtained from the
coarsest mesh (level 0) given in Fig. 1 by regular refinement with boundary adaption
to take the curved boundary at the circle into consideration. The computations
were performed on mesh level 4. This results in 107, 712 degrees of freedom for
the velocity and 39, 936 pressure degrees of freedom for Q,/ P‘ljiSC while there are
241, 440 velocity degrees of freedom and 79, 872 pressure degrees of freedom for
03/ Pgisc. The temporal discretizations cGP(k + 1) and dG(k) lead both to a single
(k + 1) x (k 4+ 1) block system of nonlinear equations in each time step. The
computations were performed with the time step lengths © = 0.02 x 277,j =
1,..., 4. The nonlinearity is resolved by a Picard iteration (fixed point iteration) and
the resulting linear systems were solved by a flexible GMRES method [16] where
coupled multigrid methods with Vanka-type smoothers were used as preconditioner.

The accuracy is measured with respect to the reference values

(5 o Cman) = (3.93625,2.950921575), (1%, i)

d,max’ [,max’ cl,max

(18 o € ) = (5.693125,0.47795), Ap™(8) = —0.1116

[,max> Cl,max
given in [17] where tﬁffnax and tfiflax
coefficients achieve their maximal values cf;fnax and ¢; e, Tespectively. We
compute the error to the reference values with respect to the drag and lift coefficients
by the distance formula

denote the times at which drag and lift

CIry = \/(t(r;lfnax - td,max)z + (cifnax - Cd,max)zy
e = \/(t;,erflax - tlsmax)z + (C;,erflax - Clvmax)z’

see [18]. The error for the pressure difference will be computed by the simple
distance to the reference value.

All numbers which will be presented in the following graphs are based on post-
processed velocity and post-processed pressure.
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Fig. 2 Difference to the reference values vs the time step lengths for the cGP(2) (left) and dG(1)
(right) methods combined with the finite element pair Q,/ P‘lhsc
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Fig. 3 Difference to the reference values vs the time step lengths for the cGP(3) (left) and dG(2)
(right) methods combined with the finite element pair Q3/ P‘Zhsc

Results for the time stepping schemes cGP(2) and dG(1) in combination with the
0,/ P‘ljisc finite element pair are plotted in Fig.2. We observe from the simulations
that the behavior concerning the accuracy and efficiency is different for different
quantities of interest. For the drag coefficient, the best result for both time
discretization methods can be obtained by using the time step length = 0.00125.
For the lift coefficient, dG(1) needs a smaller time step length than cGP(2), see
the left plot in Fig.2. However, the results for the pressure difference are almost
independent of the time step length. Comparing the results for both methods, cGP(2)
shows the best combination of efficiency and accuracy.

In Fig. 3, the differences to reference values for the combination of ¢cGP(3) and
dG(2) with the pair Q3/ Pgisc are plotted. Similar conclusions can be made as for the
combination of cGP(2) and dG(1) with the pair Q,/ P‘ljisc if the drag coefficient is
of main interest. However, both time discretization methods perform similar for the
lift coefficient and pressure difference. Moreover, it is observed that the time error
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Fig. 4 Difference to the reference maximum time and lift values vs the time step lengths for the
c¢GP(3) (left) and dG(2) (right) methods combined with the finite element pair Q3/ Pg““c
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Fig. 5 Evaluation of the drag coefficient (fop left), pressure difference (top right), lift coefficient

(bottom left), and zoom of the lift coefficient around (£<5,,, i) (bottom right)

is dominant in the computations of the error of the lift coefficient. This can be seen
in Fig. 4 where the difference to the reference time tfiflax and value cfiflax are plotted.

Figure 5 shows for the four considered combinations of spatial and temporal
discretizations the drag and lift coefficients as well as the pressure difference as
a function of time. The corresponding reference curves from [17] are also given
in all plots. If the drag coefficient and pressure difference are of concern, all
methods produce similarly accurate results. Considering the accuracy of the lift

coefficient, the situation is considerably more delicate. The higher order methods
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¢GP(3) and dG(2), both in combination with the higher order pair Q3/P3* as
spatial discretization, generate values which are closer to the reference data than the
results obtained for cGP(2) and dG(1), both together with Q,/ PclliSC as discretization
in space. This can be seen in a zoom of the lift coefficient around (7%, % ).
shown in the right bottom picture of Fig. 5. The results of the four discretizations
suggest that the behavior of the lift coefficient is much more influenced by the spatial
discretization than the variational time discretization.
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Uniform Convergent Monotone Iterates
for Nonlinear Parabolic Reaction-Diffusion
Systems

Igor Boglaev

Abstract This paper deals with a uniform convergent monotone method for solving
nonlinear singularly perturbed parabolic reaction-diffusion systems. The uniform
convergence on a piecewise uniform mesh is established. Numerical experiments
are presented.

1 Introduction

In this paper we give a numerical treatment for the following semi-linear singularly
perturbed parabolic system:

3ui 32ui
9t — & axz +ﬁ(‘x’ L, I/l) - 07 (-xv t) € wX (O’ T]v (1)

u;(0,1) =0, wui(l,)=0, re]0,T],
ui(x,0) =vi(x), xew, o=(0,1), i=1,2,

where 0 < g; < &, < 1, u = (uy, uz), the functions f; and v;, i = 1, 2, are smooth
in their respective domains.

In the study of numerical methods for nonlinear singularly perturbed problems,
the two major points to be developed are: (1) constructing robust difference schemes
(this means that unlike classical schemes, the error does not increase to infinity,
but rather remains bounded, as the small parameters approach zero); (2) obtaining
reliable and efficient computing algorithms for solving nonlinear discrete problems.
For solving these nonlinear discrete systems, the iterative approach presented in
this paper is based on the method of upper and lower solutions and associated
monotone iterates. The basic idea of the method of upper and lower solutions is the
construction of two monotone sequences which converge monotonically from above
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and below to a solution of the problem. The monotone property of the iterations
gives improved upper and lower bounds of the solution in each iteration. An initial
iteration in the monotone iterative method is either an upper or lower solution, which
can be constructed directly from the difference equation, this method simplifies the
search for the initial iteration as is often required in Newton’s method.

In [5], uniformly convergent numerical methods for solving linear singularly
perturbed systems of type (1) were constructed. These uniform numerical methods
are based on the piecewise uniform meshes of Shishkin-type [6].

In [2], we investigated uniform convergence properties of the monotone iterative
method for solving scalar nonlinear singularly perturbed problems of type (1).
In this paper, we extend our investigation to the case of the nonlinear singularly
perturbed system (1).

The structure of the paper as follows. In Sect.2, we introduce a nonlinear
difference scheme for solving (1). The monotone iterative method is presented in
Sect. 3. An analysis of the uniform convergence of the monotone iterates to the
solution of the nonlinear difference scheme and to the solution of (1) is given
in Sect.4. The final Sect.5 presents the results of numerical experiments with a
gas-liquid interaction model.

2 The Nonlinear Difference Scheme

On w = [0, 1] and [0, 7], we introduce meshes " and w":
0" = {x,,0 <m < My xo = 0,xp, = 1; hyy = Xing1 — X},
@ ={t,0 <k <Nty =0,ty, =T; T = ty — ty—1},
and consider the nonlinear implicit difference scheme
LiU;i s 1) + fiGoms i, U) = 7 Ui ti—1) = 0, (X, 1) € 0" x 0, ()
LiUi(xm, tr) = —&LIUi (s 11) + T Ui(im, 1)
Ui(xo, 1) = UG, 1) = 0, Ui(xm, 0) = Yi(xm), xm € 0", i=1,2,

where U = (U;, U,), and the difference operators Ef.’, i = 1,2, are defined by

L Ui 1) = I:Ui(xm+lvtk) — Uilxm, ) UiGxm, 1) — Ui(xm—lstk)i|

hmhm hmhm—l

hm = (hm + hm—l)/z, i=1,2.
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On each time level #, k > 1, we introduce the linear problems
(Li + c)Wilxpm, k) = Pi(xm, ), Wilxo, i) = Wilxy,, 1) = 0, (3)
Ci(xm, tk) = Oa Xm € wh7 i = la 2.

In the following lemma, we state the maximum principle and we give estimates on
solutions of (3) from [8].

Lemma 1

(i) If mesh functions Wi(x,,, t), i = 1,2, satisfy the conditions
(Li+ c)Wilxm. 1) = 0(<0), X, € 0",
Wilxo. %) 2 0(<0), Wiy, &) = 0(=<0),

then Wi(xp. 1) > 0 (< 0)inow", i = 1,2.
(ii) The following estimates on the solutions of (3) hold true

|¢i(xms tk)| }

i=1,2, 4
Gt +7 ) @

Wi 1)]r < max {
Ci

xmea)h

where ||W;(-, ) || ,» = max, ,

h |Wl‘(.xm, tk)l

3 The Monotone Iterative Method

We say that the mesh functions
UCon. 1) = (U1 G- 1), UG 1)), U 1) = (U1 Gom. 16). U (. 10))
are ordered upper and lower solutions if they satisfy the following inequalities:
U t) = Ut 10), - (6ms 11) € 0" x @07,
LiUiCons 1) + f:Goms 11, ) = 77 Uiy 1) > 0, (X 1) € 0" x 007,
LU, 1) + fiGoms 11, U) — 7 Ui 1i=1) <0, (o) € 0" x 07,
Ui(xao i) <0 < Ui(haer ), Xae = X0, Xag,.

Ui, 0) < i) < Ui(xn.0), xp €0, i=1,2.
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We introduce the notation
(Ut). U(te)) = {U@m 1) : U t6) < U, 1) < U, 1), X € 0"},

and we assume that on each time level #, k > 1, the reaction functions satisfy the
assumptions

0< gﬁ s 11, U) < €iCom, 1), on (U(1), U(t)), )
Ui
of; U, U I’ # i
0=—,, CmticU) = qiCon. ti).  on (Uw). Ut)). i # 1.

where ¢;(x,,;, ;) and g;(x,,, tx), i = 1, 2, are nonnegative bounded functions in o™

On each time level #, k > 1, the iterative method is given in the form

(Ei + Cl)Zl(n) (xrm tk) = _Ri(xms tkv U(n_l))s Xm € a)h’ (6)
RiGoms 11, U™D) = LU0 (s 10) + i Goms 15, U™D) = 77 Ui o, 15-1),
ZM (e, ) =0, n>1 =
(e, tr) =0, n>1, xe = X0, X,
Z" s 11) = U (s 1) — U (s 1),

Ui(xpn,0) = ¥i(xn), xmeo”, i=1,2,

where ¢;, i = 1,2, are defined in (5). For upper sequence, we have U;(x,,,0) =
YiCon)s U @, 1) = Ui, ) and UG 1) = U™ (1), i = 1,2, 3 € o,
where U;(x,,, 1), i = 1,2, are approximations of the exact solutions on time level
t, and ny is a number of iterative steps on time level 7. For lower sequence, we
have U;(xn, 0) = %i(xn), U® W 1) = Ui(ns 1) and U tr) = U™ (x, 1),
i=1,2,x, €0

The following theorem gives the monotone property of the iterative method (6).
Theorem 1 Let U and U be ordered upper and lower solutions, and assumption (5)
be satisfied. On each time level ty, k > 1, the sequences {U(n)}, (UMY with v =T
and U© =T, generated by the iterative method (6), converge monotonically

U™ (1) < UD Gt 1) < U s 1) < UG 11), im0, (D)

Proof Since U O _ Uand UO = /lj, then from (6) we conclude that
(Li + )2 G 1) 0. (Li + )2 G 1) 2 0, x, € O,

1
2 t) <0, Z0 (e 1) 20, xe=x0xm, i=1,2.
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From Lemma 1, it follows that

2" @) <0, Z0@nt) 20 xpeol, i=1.2. @®)

(n)

We now prove (7) forn = 1 and k = 1. From (6), in the notation Wi(") =U, U, )

n>0,i=1,2, we conclude that
(1) _ (0) (0) h
(Li+ )W, (xm, 1) = Fi(xn, 11, U ) = Fi(xp, 11, U™Y), X € 0",
Wl(l)(.X*,tl) - Os -x* = xOv-xMXs i - 1727

where Fi(ve,ti, U) = ci(Gom t)UiGoms 1) — fiGom. 1 U). Since U (om 1) >
U9 (x,, 11), by Lemma 2 from [1], we conclude that the right hand sides in the

difference equations are nonnegative. From Lemma 1, it follows Wi(l)( p.t1) >0,
i =1,2,and thisleads to (7) forn = 1,k = 1.
Using the mean-value theorem, from (6) we obtain

R(xm,rl,U(”)——(i gf )Z‘”( )+ o " ), T O)

where the partial derivatives are calculated at intermediate points which lie in the

sector (U (tl) v (t1)). From (5) and (8), we conclude that

1 1 .
R,-(xm,tl,U( ))ZO, xmewh, Ul(-)(x*,tl):O, Xse = X0, XM, 1 = 1,2.

Thus, U(l)(xm, t1) is an upper solution. Similarly, we prove that U(l)(xm, t) is a

lower solution. By induction on n, we can prove that {U ™ (o, 1)y and {U™ (p, 1)}
are, respectively monotonically decreasing and monotonically increasing sequences.
From (7) with 7, it follows that fori = 1, 2,

TiCom 11) < UM o 11) < U o 11) < Uil 1), € 0 (10)
From here and by the assumption of the theorem that U (p,12) and U (p,12) are,
respectively, upper and lower solutions, we conclude that U (%, 1) and U (X, 12)
are upper and lower solutions with respect to u" (xm, 1) and U™ (x,,, 11).

From (6), we conclude that W) (x,,, ,) satisfies

(Li + Ci)Wi(l)(Xm, 1) = Fi(xp, 12, U(O)) — Fi(x, 12, U?) +

_ (n1)
o U™ o 11) = U™ (i 11)].

Xm € 0", Wl.(l)(x*,tz) =0, x«=2x0,%xnm, =12
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Since U © (Xms 1) = UQ(x,,, 1) and taking into account (10), by Lemma 2 from [1],
we conclude that the right hand sides in the difference equations are nonnegative.
From Lemma 1, we have Wl.(l)(p, 1) >0,i=1,2,thatis,

1 (1) .
UE)(p,tz)fUi (p, 1), pewh, i=1,2.

1 . .
The proof that Uf )(xm, t;) and U;l)(xm, ), i = 1,2, are, respectively, upper and
lower solutions is similar to the proof on the time level #;. By induction on n,

we can prove that {U ™ (X, 12)} and {U™ (x,,, 1)} are, respectively, monotonically
decreasing and monotonically increasing sequences.

By induction on k, k > 1, we prove that {U(n) (X, 1)} and {U™ (p, 1)} are,
respectively, monotonically decreasing and monotonically increasing sequences,
which satisfy (7).

3.1 Convergence on [0,T)]

We now choose the stopping criterion of the iterative method (6) in the form

max || R; (-, tx, U™)||n < 8, (11)

where § is a prescribed accuracy, and U(x,,, ) = U™ (X, 1), X € 0", where ny
is minimal subject to the stopping test.

Instead of (5), we now impose the two-sided constraints on f;, i = 1,2, in
the form
af; ~ ~
Pk < BM‘ (-xmv Tk, U) < C,'(Xm, tk)s on (U(tk)v U(tk»v (12)
aﬁ 5 =7 . N
0<-— X, t, U) < qiCom, tr), on (Ut), U(ty)), iF#7,

- Ju
where pi, k > 1, are defined in (13).

Remark 1 'We mention that the assumption df;/du; > p, i = 1,2, in (12) can
always be obtained via a change of variables. Indeed, introduce the following
functions u;(x,1) = exp(Af)zi(x,1), i = 1,2, where A is a constant. Now, z;(x, t),
i = 1,2, satisfy (1) with

@i = Azi + exp(—Ab)fi(x, 1, exp(Ar)z1, exp(At)z2).
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instead of f;, i = 1,2, and we have

i o g _ Of;
Oi oy Yo e _ 9

I A RS
aZi 314,- aZi/ aui’ ! 7él !

Thus, if A > maxg>; px, from here, we conclude that d¢;/dz; and d¢;/dzr
satisfy (12)
We impose the constraint on 7

1
< = max{max [q;(xm, %)]}. (13)

k i mew

If assumptions (12) and (13) hold, then the nonlinear difference scheme (2) has a
unique solution (see Lemmas 3 and 4 in [1] for details).
We prove the following convergence result for the iterative method (6), (11).

Theorem 2 Assumgvthat the mesh w® satisfies (13), and fi(p,t,U), i = 1,2,
satisfy (12), where U and U are ordered upper and lower solutions of (2) Then

for the sequences {U } (U™, generated by (6), (11) with, respectively, U~ = =U
and U = U, the following uniform in ¢ estimate holds

max |:max |Ui(-, %) — UF (-, tk)||wh:| <TS$, (14)
i IEW®

where U (p, t), i = 1,2, is the unique solution to (2).

Proof The difference problem for U(x,, ) = U(”k)(xm,tk), k > 1, can be
represented in the form

LiUi (s 1) + fiGoms 1, U) — 77 Ui (s t1=1) = RiCms 15, U™, x,, € 0,
U,'(x*, lk) =0, x4= X05 XM, » i=1,2.

From here, (2) and using the mean-value theorem, we get the difference problem for
Wi(xm, te) = Ui(xm, ) — U7 (X, 1)

3 I 9
(5 + 3f ) Wi Qons k) = Ri(om, 1, U) + W(-xmvtk 1) — f Wi’(xm’tk)’

(15)
Xm €O", Wilxs,t) =0, xu=x0.xpy, @ #i, i=12,

where the partial derivatives are calculated at intermediate points E;, i = 1,2,
such that U" < E; < U(O) = 1,2, in the case of upper solutions and Ufo) <
E, <Ufi=12in the case of lower solutions. Thus, the partial derivatives
satisfy (12). From here, (12), using (4) and taking into account that according
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to Theorem 1 the stopping criterion (11) can always be satisfied, in the notation
wy = max; |W;(-, )| ,» we have

1
wi < 8+ 1 'wimy + powr ] -
o [ k o ]

Solving the last inequality for wy and taking into account that 7' /(px + ;') > 0,
we have

wr < 8Tk + wi—1.
Since wy = 0, by induction on k, we conclude (14)

k
wkfé’quT& k> 1.
=1

3.2 Construction of Initial Upper and Lower Solutions

Here, we give some conditions on functions f; and ¥;, i = 1,2, to guarantee the
existence of upper U and lower U solutions, which are used as the initial iterations
in the monotone iterative method (6).

Bounded Reactions Functions Assume that f;, ¥;, i = 1,2, from (1) satisfy the
conditions

—0; < fi(x,1,0) <0, Y;(x) >0, wui(x,1)>0, xe€ow,
where 0;, i = 1, 2, are positive constants. Then

/Iji(xmy tk) = gi(xm)v : i ?7 Xy € (I)h, i = 1’2’

are lower solutions to (2). The solutions of the following linear problems:
LiCon ) UiCom 18) = 7 Ui, tie1) + 03 xm € @, k>1,
Ui(ati) =0, xe =x0.2,, k=1, Ui, 0) = ¥i(x). X € 0",

are upper solutions to (2).
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Constant Upper and Lower Solutions Assume that functions f;, ¥;, i = 1,2,
from (1) satisfy the conditions

fi(x,1,0) <0, fi(x,t,L) >0, vi(x) >0, uix,1)>0, x€ow, (16)
where L = const > 0. The functions

wi(xm)v k = Os

=~ _ h
0’ k 2 1’ Uz(xm, tk) - L, Xm € W, (17)

Ui(Xm 1r) =

are, respectively, lower and upper solutions.

4 Uniform Convergence of the Monotone Iterates

We assume that 0 < g1 < g < 1.
In the notation u = (uy,u2), ¢ = (e1,&2) and f = (f1,/>), the following linear
system is considered in [5]:

du 9%u

" 83x2 + A, Hu = f(x, 1), A(x,t) = [an(x, 1) an(x, t)} ’

a (x,1) axn(x,1)
where the matrix A(x, ) satisfies the assumptions
aii(x,1) > 0, aiy(x, 1) <0, a;(x,t) + aiy(x,t) > a = const > 0,
i#i, i=12, (x1)ecwx][0,T].

From [5], we write down the bounds on du;/dx, i = 1,2 in the form

E)ul _ _
’ . (x, 0] < C[l —i—lelnM(x)—i—,uzlnm(x)], (18)
duz -1 _ -1 -1
g DI = C[T+puy 7, @], 7() = exp(—y™ %) +exp(=y ™ (1 =),
where u; = /g, i = 1,2, and y is a positive constant. These bounds show that

there are two overlapping boundary layers at x = 0 and x = 1.
By using the mean-value theorem, we write f;, i = 1, 2, from (1) in the form

of; of;
i (e, 2, v)u; + i G t,Vuy, i #iQ, ii=1,2,
ou; duy

1 l

filx, t,u) = fi(x,1,0) +
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where v lies between 0 and u. We suppose that df;/du; and of;/duy, i’ # i,i,i =
1,2, for (x,1,v) € w x [0, T] x (—o0, 00) satisfy the following assumptions:

of; of;

(x,1,v) > 0, (t,v) <0, i@ #£i, ii=12, (19)
du; duy
. dfi i
_oonélvnSoo |:8u,- (x,t,v) + duy (x, 2, v):| > o = const > 0.

Remark 2 If assumptions (19) hold, then Theorem 3.1, Chap. 8 in [7] guarantees
existence and uniqueness of the solution to problem (1).

We may now consider (1) as a linear problem and use bounds (18) on the exact
solutions. We introduce the piecewise uniform mesh " of Shishkin-type from [5],
where the boundary layer thicknesses ¢, i = 1,2, and mesh spacings k., i = 1,2,
h are defined by

Ge, = Min {1/4,2\/52 lnMx} , G = Min {gSZ/Z,Z\/sl lnMx} , (20)
hey = 866, /My, hey = 8(Ge, — Ge) /My h = 2(1 — 26¢,) /M.

The mesh " is constructed thus: in each of the subintervals [0, ¢;,], [, e, )»
[ers 1 —Sey], [1 — 66y, 1 — 6] @and [1 —¢,,, 1], mesh points are distributed uniformly
with M, /8+1,M,/8+1,M,/2+1,M,/8+1 and M, /8+1 mesh points, respectively.
The mesh spacings k., , he, and h are in use, respectively, in the first and last, in the
second and fourth, in the third domains.

Theorem 3 Assume that meshes w® and " satisfy, respectively, (13) and (20), and
filx,t,u), i = 1,2, satisfy (19). Then the nonlinear difference scheme (2) converges
e-uniformly to the solution of (1)

max |:max UG, 1) — ul (-, tk)||wh:| <CM'InM,+71), T= max i, (1)
i tEW®

where U and u?, i = 1,2, are, respectively, the exact solutions to (2) and (1), C is
a generic constant which is independent of ¢, M, and t.

Proof Since the proof of the theorem follows the proof of Theorem 1 from [3], then
we only present the sketch of it.

The exact solutions u (x,#), i = 1,2, can be presented on [x,,—1,X,+1] in the
integral-difference form (compare with (5) from [3])

*
u’
D Qo o ) A L 1, ¥, X, 1y € O X 07,

ot

h
eLjuT (X, 1) =



Uniform Convergence of Monotone Iterates 45

where u* = (uf,u3), Ef.’, i = 1,2, are defined in (2) and I;, i = 1,2, are given in

the form
Kot = [ gomar(s) (J ‘“”"(S’”‘)ds) ds

i S L

([ )

W) = ety + T e ),
A

The truncation errors T;(x,,, tx), i = 1,2, can be represented in the form
Ti (s 1) = Tit (X, 1) — LG, 1, ™),

u (m, 1) — 1] (m, tr—1) B 0w (X, 1)

Tii(xm, tr) =
L,l(m k) o a[

Using the Taylor expansion about (x,,, #x), we obtain
1 *
”Tl(s tk)”wh = max |Mi,nlrk + ”Il(s tk)”a)h' (22)
2 (x1)€Q

Thus, similar to [3], using bounds (18), the following estimates on dy/;/dx,i = 1,2,
hold true

dyi(x, _ B
' w;j: ) EC[l+/’Lll7tm(x)+,l/v217l'm(x)], i=1.2,

From here, using the properties of the piecewise uniform mesh of Shishkin-type and
repeating the proof of Theorem 1 from [3], we prove the estimates

LG t0)llr < C (M InMy), i=1,2.
From here and (22), we obtain
ITiCo )l < C (M InM, + 1), i=1,2.
The difference problems for ul.*, i = 1,2, can be represented in the form
LitF s 1) + fi G iy ™) — 77 Gy tim1) = Ti(ms 1), X € @,

* .
u; Xe, ) =0, X =x0,xp,, i=12.
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From here, (2) and using the mean-value theorem, we get the difference problem for
Wi(xm, ) = Ui(xm, ) — u] (X, ) in the form

i
f VVI'/(-xmv tk)v

af; 1
Ei + f VVi(xmv tk) = _Ti(-xmv tk) + Wi(xms tk—l) -
3ui Tk Buy

X € O, Wilxs, tr) =0,  xx = X0, Xp, i #i, i=1,2.
Now the proof of the theorem repeats the proof of Theorem 2 starting from (15),
where —T;,i = 1, 2, are in use instead of R;, i = 1, 2, in (15).

Theorem 4 Assume that all the assumptions in Theorem 3 are satisfied. Then for

the sequences (U™} and (U™}, generated by (6), (11) with, respectively, U = T
and U0 = U, the uniform in ¢ estimate holds

max [max Ui, 1) — uf (-, tk)||w":| < COE+M " InM, + ),
i 1EW®

(”k)

where Uij(p, t;) = (p.t) or Ui(p. 1) = U™ (p, 1) and uf, i = 1,2, are the

exact solutions to (1 )

Proof The proof of the theorem follows from Theorems 2 and 3.

5 Gas-Liquid Interaction Model

The gas-liquid interaction model in the non-dimensional variables can be presented
in the form (see [4] for details)

0 0

(;ttl - az; —k1(1—=u)u, =0, (x,1) € wx (0,7,
ad 8

El;tz o 2 bl —uus =0, (x.1) € w x (0, T],

(0,0 =ui (1,0 =0, (0,0 =u(l,0) =1,
u(x,0) =0, wuy(x,0) =sin(7x), x€w,

where u; and u; are, respectively, concentrations of a dissolved gas and a dissolved
reactant and «;, i = 1, 2, are positive constants. The test problem, which corresponds
to the case ¢; = 1, &2 = ¢, for small values of ¢ is singularly perturbed and u, has
boundary layers of width O(/¢) near x = 0 and x = 1.
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It is easy to verify that assumptions (16) with L; = 1, i = 1,2, hold true. Thus,
f],- and 5,-, i = 1,2, from (17) are, respectively, lower and upper solutions to the test
problem. From here, it follows that the inequalities in (12) hold, and one can choose
ci(xm, 1) = ki, 1 = 1,2, in (5) The exact solution is not available, so we estimate
the error of the numerical solutions UIMX, i = 1,2, with respect to the reference
solutions UiZM”, i=1,2,

Ey,

M oM,
= max [|U7 (s tv) = U Cotw)) o

and assume that Ey, = C(1/M,)"™:, where constant C is independent of M,, and
pu, 1s the order of maximum numerical error. For each M,, we compute py, from
Ey

pm, = log t
? Eau,

We choose § = 1078 in the stopping test (11). In Table 1, for parameters «; = 1,
i=12,tny, =05 1=5% 10~ and different values of ¢ and M,, we present the
maximum numerical error Ey , the order of maximum numerical error pys, and the
number of monotone iterations 7y, on each time level. The data in the table show
that for ¢ < 10™*, the numerical solution converges uniformly in ¢, has the first-
order accuracy in the space variable, and the monotone sequences converge in few
iterations.

Table 1 Numerical results

M, 32 64 128 256 512
e=1 Ey, 5949 —5 2046e—5 829%c—6 3712¢—6 1.753c—6
pu,  1.539 1.302 1.160 1.081
ny, 2 2 1 1 1
e=10"" E,, 4265¢c—4 1.684e—4 7054c—5 3280e—5 1583 —5
pu, 1341 1.255 1.105 1.051
ny, 2 2 1 1 1
e=10"2 Ey, 200le—3 9.127e—4 4293e¢—4 2078¢—4 1.02le—4
pu, 1133 1.088 1.047 1.025
ny, 3 3 2 2 2
e=10" Ey,, 2058 —3 937le—4 44lle—4 2.135e—4 1.04% —4
pu, 1135 1.087 1.047 1.025
n, 3 3 2 2 2
£<107* Ey, 2103%¢—3 9557c—4 4498 —4 2.177e—4  1.070c —4
pu, 1138 1.087 1.047 1.024

n, 3 3 2 2 2
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Order Reduction and Uniform Convergence

of an Alternating Direction Method for Solving
2D Time Dependent Convection-Diffusion
Problems

C. Clavero and J.C. Jorge

Abstract In this work we solve efficiently 2D time dependent singularly perturbed
problems. The fully discrete numerical scheme is constructed by using a two step
discretization process, firstly in space, by using the classical upwind finite difference
scheme on a special mesh of Shishkin type, and later on in time by using the
fractional implicit Euler method. The method is uniformly convergent with respect
to the diffusion parameter having first order in time and almost first order in space.
We focus our interest on the analysis of the influence of general Dirichlet boundary
conditions in the convergence of the algorithm. We propose a simple modification of
the natural evaluations, which avoid the order reduction associated to those natural
evaluations. Some numerical tests are shown in order to exhibit, from a practical of
point of view, the robustness of the numerical method as well as the influence of the
improved boundary conditions.

1 Introduction

Let us consider 2D time dependent convection-diffusion singularly perturbed
problems defined by

Zu= "4 A0+ L) =f i@ x0.T]

u(x,y,0) = ¢(x,y), in £2,
u(x,y,t) = g(x,y, 1), in 982 x [0, T],

ey
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where £2 = (0, 1)2, and the spatial differential operators ., i = 1,2 are given by

2 0
Aoy =2 A 0@ L k.0, @)
ox ox
92 0
L) =—e, , +v2(x, 3,0, +k(xy1),
dy2 dy

respectively. We assume that the diffusion parameter &, 0 < ¢ < 1, can be very small
with respect to the convective coefficients which will be considered strictly positive
here, i.e., vi(x, y, ) > v > 0; also, the reaction terms satisfy k;(x,y,7) > 0, i = 1,2.
We assume that sufficient smoothness and compatibility conditions between data
hold so that the solution is four times derivable in space and twice in time (see [1, 3]
for instance).

It is well known that, in general, when ¢ < v, the solution of these problems
presents a multiscale character even for smooth data, and the exact solution has
regular boundary layers of size &'(¢) at the sides x = 1 and y = 1 of the boundary
of 2 (see [6-9]). In such case, the use of standard finite difference or finite element
methods, defined on uniform meshes, is inappropriate because a large number (e-
dependent) of mesh points will be necessary to obtain accurate approximations.
Then, the use of uniformly convergent methods is a much better choice, due to
the rates of convergence and the associated error constants being independent of &
and, consequently, they are able to obtain reliable solutions using meshes with a
reasonable number of mesh points independently of the value of ¢. Here, we use a
fitted mesh method (see [7, 9]), which concentrates appropriately the grid points in
the boundary layer regions, to obtain a uniformly convergent scheme.

Similar 2D parabolic singularly perturbed problems are analyzed in many
works. In [4, 5] the numerical algorithm was defined by using a two step process,
discretizing firstly in time and secondly in space. In [1, 2] the technique discretizes
first in space and later on integrates in time, via the implicit Euler method, the
derived stiff initial value problems. The resulting numerical algorithm in [1, 2] must
solve pentadiagonal linear systems at each time level; therefore, the computational
cost of the algorithm is high. To reduce the computational cost, here we follow the
same technique as in [1, 2], but now we use the fractional implicit Euler method
to discretize in time; in this way, only tridiagonal systems have to be solved.
We prove that the fully discrete scheme, which combines the fractional implicit
Euler method, on a uniform mesh, and the classical upwind scheme, defined on a
piecewise uniform Shishkin mesh, is uniformly convergent of first order in time and
of almost first order in space.

We focus special attention to the influence of considering general time dependent
Dirichlet boundary conditions. It is well known that, when using one step methods,
a classical evaluation of the boundary conditions causes, in general, a reduction,
both theoretically and numerically, in the order of convergence. This is the rationale
for as to consider a different and very simple modification of these evaluations.
We prove that the new evaluations of the boundary conditions retain the first
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order of consistency of the fractional implicit Euler method, without increasing the
computational cost of the algorithm.

The paper is structured as follows: in Sect. 2, we introduce the spatial discretiza-
tion of the continuous problem on a special nonuniform mesh of Shishkin type and
we prove its almost first order uniform convergence. In Sect. 3 we introduce the time
discretization and we prove the uniform convergence of the fully discrete method.
Finally, in Sect.4 some numerical results corroborating in practice the theoretical
results are shown.

Henceforth, C denotes a generic positive constant independent of the diffusion
parameter ¢ and also of the discretization parameters N and M.

2 Spatial Discretization

In this section we describe the spatial discretization chosen for (1). First we
construct the mesh £y = I.n X I, n, as a tensor product of one dimensional
piecewise uniform Shishkin meshes, I,.y = {0 = x < ... < xy = 1},
Ley =1{0 = yo < ... < yv = 1}. We give the details of the construction of
I . n. Let us choose N as an even number. We define the transition parameter

o, = min(1/2, meInN), 3)

where m, > 1/v; then, the piecewise uniform mesh has N/2 + 1 points in [0, 1 —0,]
and [1 — oy, 1], and the mesh points are given by

_{2i(1—0y)/N,i=0,...,N/2,

i= 4
M=V 1=0, +2(—N/2)o/N, i=N/2+1,...,N. @)
In a similar way, defining the transition parameter

oy = min(1/2, myeInN), (5)

where my, > 1/v, we can construct the mesh / o .

Let us denote £2y the subgrid composed by all of the points of §2,, which are in
the interior of £2. Let us denote uy () the semidiscrete approximations which we are
going to define in §2y and let us denote u, (¢) the natural extension of uy(7) to §2,,
by adding the corresponding evaluations of the boundary data. On these meshes,
Zien, 1 = 1,2, are the discretization differential operators of %, i = 1,2, using
the simple upwind finite difference scheme, which is given by

L en@un () (xi,y) = Lie jun () (Xi—1, ;) + liv jun (@) (X1, ) +

lil,juN(t)(-xiﬂyi)7 ile---sN_lsj:O""’N7 (6)
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where
—& U1 (X3, 5. 1) —&
liej= . — R R - 7
7 hx,ihx,i hXJ' i hx,i+lhx,i ( )
l,-l,j = —li—j—lit j + ki (xi,y;,1),
and analogously
L e nOun () (xi, ;) = L j—un () (i, yj—1) + L jrun (O (i, yje1)+ )
ll-z’juN(t)(xi,yj), J = 1, . ,N— 1, = 0, - ,N,
where
—& U2(X, i, 1) —&
lij— = . = 0, iy = ~ &)
T hy by, hy.j T hy by

Bi=—lij- —lijy + ka(xi, ), 1),

with by = xi — xi—1, i = 1,....N, hyj =y — Y1, j = 1,....N, hei = (hyi +
heiv1)/2,i=1,...,N—1, hy’j = (hy’j +hy’j+1)/2, j=1,...,N—1.

Let us denote [.]y, the restriction to £2y of any function defined in £2. In [1], it
was proven that it holds

||[M(X,y, t)]N - MN(I)”.QN =< CN_l 1an Vite (Os T]s (10)

showing the almost first order of uniform convergence of the spatial discretization.

3 Time Discretization: Uniform Convergence

In this section we discretize in time, by means of the fractional implicit Euler
method (see [4]), the stiff initial value problem

uy(0) + (Len() + Loen (@) uy (@) = [flv, in Qy,
”N(t) = [g]N, in -QN\QNy (11)
MN(O) = [(p]Nv in Q[\U

Let T = T/M be the time step, and let us consider the mesh Iy = {t,, = mt, m =
0,1,....,M}. Let uyy ~ un(x,y,tn), m = 0,1,...,M. Then, the fully discrete
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method is given by
(i) (initialize)
uly = [p(x, )]y, in 2y.

”1(1/ = [g(x,y,0)]y, in £2,\ 2.
(ii) (first half step)

U+ e Zren(tme )y = w0y 4 1f L in 2\0, 13 x [0, 1], (12)
Wy T = 2 in 2,040, 1} x [0, 1.

(iif) (second half step)

U+ Lo en )™ = 02 4ot in 2,\[0.1] % {0, 13,
Wi e y) = gl in 2y, N[0, 1] x {0, 1},

m=20,....M—1,

being f = fi + /o f"" = [AiCn . twrDlys £ = 063 )]y

An important question in the numerical approximation of initial value problems
is related with the evaluations of the boundary data. The most classical option for
that is given by
gy = 8y byl in Ry 140,13 x [0.1], 13

gntl = [g(x,y, tut )]y, in 2y N[0, 1] x {0, 13.

Nevertheless, in general, this choice reduces the order of unconditional (independent
of N) consistency to zero, and causes a sharp increase in the global error of the
method. Then, we propose a different choice for the boundary data, given by

+1/2
&y /

g = [yt )]y in 2y N[0 1] x 40, 1},

= (I + v Lo en (s D[yt )y — Tfy'5 ' in 2y 040,13 x [0, 1],

(14)

Theorem 1 Under sufficient smoothness and compatibility conditions on data (see
[3]), if we choose the boundary data given in (14), then the error in time satisfies

lun (tn) — ult oy < Ct, Ym=1,.... M, (15)

therefore, the time integration process (12) is uniformly and unconditionally
convergent of first order, in other words, (15) is obtained independently of the size
of € and without restrictions between N and M.

Then, combining the uniform convergence of the spatial and time discretization,
the main result follows.
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Theorem 2 Under sufficient smoothness and compatibility conditions on data (see
[3]), if we use the improved boundary data (14), then the global error given by

E = t —ul
NM 1£na§M”[”(x’y’ v — Uyl 2y

satisfies
Eyy <CIN"'InN + M),

and therefore the fully discrete method is uniformly convergent of first order in time
and almost first order in space.

Remark 1 In [3], there are the full details of the proofs of the last two results.

4 Numerical Experiments

In this section we solve some test problems using our numerical algorithm. The first
example is given by

u — eAu + uy +uy + (30t + xy)u = f(x,y,1), (x,y,1) € 2 x[0,1],
u(x,y, 1) = g(x,y, 1), in a82 x [0, 1] (16)
u(x,y,0) = ¢(x,y), x,y€l0.1],

where f(x, y,1), g(x, y, 1) and ¢(x, y) are chosen in such way that the exact solution is

u(x,y, 1) = (€2 — 1) (F@W(y) —257), with¥(x)=1—z— 11— e
!

Figure 1 shows the solution at the final time # = 1; from it, we clearly see the
boundary layersatx = l andy = 1.

In all tables corresponding to example (16), we take m, = m, = 1 to define
the transition parameters of the meshes /; ; 5 and I, , y respectively. In this example
we decompose the right-hand side in the form f(x,y,1) = fi(x,y,1) + fo(x,y,1),
where fo(x.y.1) = f(x.0,1) + y(f(x. 1.1) — f(x.0,7)) and fi(x,y,1) = f(x.y.1) —
Halx,y.0).

As the exact solution is known, the maximum global errors at the mesh points
can be computed exactly by

exy = max max max |Uy —u(x;,yj, 1),
’ 0<n<M 0<i<N 0<j<N

and therefore the numerical orders of convergence are calculated by

p = log (enm/eanam)/log2.
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1

Numerical solution at t:

Fig. 1 Numerical solution of example (16) for e = 1072, N = M = 32, at the final time r = 1

From these values we calculate the uniform maximum errors by emaxV'¥ =
max ey, and from them, in a usual way, the corresponding numerical uniform
&

orders of convergence are given by
P = log (emax™/ emax*N-*M )/log2.

Tables 1 and 2 display the errors and the orders of convergence when natural and
improved boundary conditions are used, respectively. From them, we observe the
typical almost first order of uniform convergence (up to a logarithmic factor, in both
cases; so, we can conclude that in this example the errors associated to the spatial
discretization dominate in the global error.

To clarify the influence, in the numerical behavior of the method, of the two
options for the boundary data considered here as well as the improvements provided
by the non natural evaluations of the boundary conditions, we estimate the local
errors in time. As the exact solution is known, such estimates are calculated as

eyy = max max max |Uy — u(xi,yj, tw)l,
0<m=<M 0<i<N 0<j<N

where N must be chosen large enough in order to the contribution of the spatial
discretization can be neglected and UY; are the result of performing one step of our
algorithm, but substituting U%~! by [u(x;, y;, tu—1]n. From them, the quantities

p = log(enm/enom)/log2,

permit to estimate the numerical orders of consistency in time, given by p — 1.
Next tables show such estimated local errors and the values of p corresponding
to the two choices of the boundary data, taking N = 512 fixed. Table 3 displays
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Table 1 Maximum errors and orders of convergence for (16) with natural boundary conditions

N=16

€ M=8

1 3.6250E—1
0.183

272 5.1934E—1
0.293

274 7.2837E—1
0.468

276 9.1870E—1
0.548

28 9.8648E—1
0.529

2-10 1.0042E+0
0.522

2—12 1.0086E+0
0.519

214 1.0098E+0
0.519

2-16 1.0100E+0
0.519

272 1.0101E+0
0.519

emax'M 1.0101E+0

pr 0.519

N=32
M=16
3.1930E—1
0.391
4.2391E—1
0.471
5.2644E—1
0.588
6.2821E—1
0.713
6.8344E—1
0.702
6.9951E—1
0.691
7.0369E—1
0.687
7.0474E—1
0.686
7.0501E—1
0.686

7.0509E—1
0.686
7.0509E—1
0.686

N=64
M=32
2.4345E—1
0.580
3.0583E—1
0.643
3.5019E—1
0.714
3.8314E—1
0.754
4.2006E—1
0.817
4.3330E—1
0.809
4.3702E—1
0.805
4.3798E—1
0.804
4.3822E—1
0.804

4.3830E—1
0.803
4.3830E—1
0.803

N=128
M=64
1.6290E—1
0.732
1.9585E—1
0.780
2.1350E—1
0.820
2.2717E—1
0.847
2.3851E—1
0.883
2.4729E—1
0.886
2.5012E—1
0.883
2.5087E—1
0.882
2.5107E—1
0.881

2.5113E—1
0.881
2.5113E—1
0.881

N=256

M=128

9.8094E—2
1.1409E—1
1.2095E—1
1.2632E—1
1.2930E—1
1.3379E—1
1.3561E—1

1.3614E—1

1.3628E—1

1.3633E—1

1.3633E—1

the result when natural boundary conditions are used; from it the zero order of
consistency of the algorithm can be observed. Table 4 displays the result when
improved boundary conditions are used; here, we can appreciate the first order of
consistency of the algorithm according to the theoretical results.

The second example that we consider is given by

u—eAu+ (1 + 1+ x4+ y)u, + (1 + xy)uy + (30f + 10xye ")u =
e’(x—l—y—l—xz—l—yz), (x,y.1) € 2 x[0,1],

uCe,y, ) =t(x+y+x* +y%), in 92 x [0, 1]
ulx,y,0) =0, x,yel0,1].

a7

In this case the exact solution is unknown. We take again m, = m, = 1 to define the
piecewise uniform Shishkin mesh, and we decompose the source term in a different

way; now we take f1(x,y,7) = fo(x,y,1) = f(x,y,1)/2.
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Table 2 Maximum errors and orders of convergence for (16) with improved boundary conditions

N=16

& M=8

1 8.1032E—2
0.392

272 3.0553E—1
0.506

2~ 6.6342E—1
0.572

276 8.9060E—1
0.553

28 9.5140E—1
0.517

210 9.6591E—1
0.508

2712 9.6947E—1
0.506

214 9.7035E—1
0.505

2-16 9.7058E—1
0.505

272 9.7065E—1
0.505

emax'M 9.7065E—1

p 0.505

N=32
M=16
6.1745E—2
0.585
2.1515E—1
0.690
4.4616E—1
0.728
6.0712E—1
0.738
6.6489E—1
0.709
6.7917E—1
0.696
6.8270E—1
0.692
6.8358E—1
0.691
6.8380E—1
0.691

6.8387E—1
0.691
6.8387E—1
0.691

N=64
M=32
4.1156E—2
0.736
1.3340E—1
0.819
2.6930E—1
0.842
3.6390E—1
0.854
4.0674E—1
0.845
4.1938E—1
0.829
4.2265E—1
0.823
4.2347E—1
0.822
4.2368E—1
0.821

4.2375E—1
0.821
4.2375E—1
0.821

N=128
M=64
2.4708E—2
0.847
7.5618E—2
0.901
1.5028E—1
0.913
2.0135E—1
0.921
2.2638E—1
0.925
2.3610E—1
0.914
2.3889E—1
0.906
2.3962E—1
0.903
2.3981E—1
0.903

2.3987E—1
0.902
2.3987E—1
0.902

N=256

M=128

1.3735E—2
4.0493E—2
7.9834E—2
1.0637E—1
1.1920E—1
1.2533E—1
1.2751E—1

1.2811E—1

1.2827E—1

1.2832E—1

1.2832E—1

To approximate the maximum pointwise errors, we use a variant of the two-
mesh principle. We calculate {#"}, the numerical solution on the mesh {(%;, 3, 7,)}
containing the original mesh points and its midpoints, i.e.,

)ACQL':)CZ‘, i=0,.
Yo =Yj j=0,.
ton =tw, m=20,..

...N,
...N,
LM,

)ACZZ‘_H = (xi+xi+1)/2, i= 0,...,N—
Y1 = +yi+1)/2, j=0,....N—
;2m+l =ty + tw+1)/2, m=0,....M—1.

L,
L,

Then, we estimate the maximum errors at the mesh points of the coarse mesh as

d;; = max max |,y b)) — 0 O, Vist) |,
i,j,N.M 0§m§M0§i,j§N| ( i yj m) ( i yj, m)l

the corresponding numerical orders of convergence are given by

q = IOg (di,j,N,M/di,j,ZN,2M)/log 2
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Table 3 Local errors and values of p for (16) with natural boundary conditions, N = 512

3 M=38 M=16 M=32 M=64 M=128
4.3707E—1 3.5384E—1 2.5674E—1 1.6629E—1 9.7885E—2
0.305 0.463 0.627 0.765

272 6.2590E—1 4.8022E—1 3.2776E—1 2.0041E—1 1.1249E—1
0.382 0.551 0.710 0.833

274 7.2042E—1 5.3813E—1 3.5638E—1 2.1165E—1 1.1575E—1
0.421 0.595 0.752 0.871

276 8.3783E—1 5.6795E—1 3.7471E—1 2.2236E—1 1.2209E—1
0.561 0.600 0.753 0.865

28 9.2029E—1 5.7860E—1 3.8173E—1 2.2684E—1 1.2497E—1
0.670 0.600 0.751 0.860

2-10 9.4871E—1 5.8178E—1 3.8395E—1 2.2840E—1 1.2611E—1
0.705 0.600 0.749 0.857

212 9.5726E—1 5.8272E—1 3.8462E—1 2.2889E—1 1.2650E—1
0.716 0.599 0.749 0.856

214 9.5967E—1 5.8298E—1 3.8481E—1 2.2903E—1 1.2661E—1
0.719 0.599 0.749 0.855

Table 4 Local errors and values of p for (16) with improved boundary conditions, N = 512

3 M=38 M=16 M=32 M=64 M=128

1 8.1463E—2 5.6560E—2 3.2374E—-2 1.5063E—2 5.8364E—3
0.526 0.805 1.104 1.368

272 2.9521E—1 1.7902E—1 8.6850E—2 3.4115E—-2 1.1376E—2
0.722 1.044 1.348 1.584

24 6.0748E—1 3.5087E—1 1.6056E—1 5.9411E—2 1.8797E—2
0.792 1.128 1.434 1.660

276 8.2049E—1 4.6890E—1 2.1207E—1 7.7674E—2 2.4431E—-2
0.807 1.145 1.449 1.669

28 9.1301E—1 5.2039E—1 2.3469E—1 8.5809E—2 2.7069E—2
0.811 1.149 1.452 1.664

2710 9.4559E—1 5.3919E—1 2.4365E—1 8.9700E—2 2.8880E—2
0.810 1.146 1.442 1.635

2712 9.5452E—1 5.4465E—1 2.4662E—1 9.1388E—2 3.0196E—2
0.809 1.143 1.432 1.598

2~ 9.5675E—1 5.4605E—1 2.4744E—1 9.1910E—2 3.0710E—2

0.809 1.142 1.429 1.582
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dN M

The uniform maximum errors are estimated by = maxd, jym; from them, as
&

usual, we define the numerical uniform orders of convergence as
quni — 10g (dN,M/dZN,ZM)/IOg 2
Tables 5 and 6 display the errors and the orders of convergence when natural and
improved boundary conditions are used, respectively. Again, it can be observed that,

if the improved boundary conditions are used, the maximum errors present a much
better behavior, according to the theoretical results.

Table 5 Maximum errors and orders of convergence for (17) with natural boundary conditions

N=16 N=32 N=64 N=128 N=256

3 M=38 M=16 M=32 M=64 M=128

1 1.3913E—1 2.4139E—1 2.6596E—1 2.1717E—1 1.4631E—1
—.795 —.140 0.292 0.570

272 1.2604E—1 2.1200E—1 2.6799E—1 2.3349E—1 1.6160E—1
—.750 —.338 0.199 0.531

274 1.5672E—1 1.7202E—1 2.1551E—1 1.9894E—1 1.4647E—1
—.134 —.325 0.115 0.442

276 2.0382E—1 2.0250E—1 2.4525E—1 2.1963E—1 1.5769E—1
0.009 —.276 0.159 0.478

28 2.2383E—1 2.1158E—1 2.5590E—1 2.2750E—1 1.6231E—1
0.081 —.274 0.170 0.487

2-10 2.2922E—1 2.1399E—1 2.5896E—1 2.3008E—1 1.6393E—1
0.099 =275 0.171 0.489

212 2.3064E—1 2.1460E—1 2.5974E—1 2.3083E—1 1.6443E—1
0.104 =275 0.170 0.489

214 2.3101E—1 2.1476E—1 2.5993E—1 2.3101E—1 1.6458E—1
0.105 =275 0.170 0.489

216 2.3110E—1 2.1480E—1 2.5998E—1 2.3106E—1 1.6461E—1
0.106 =275 0.170 0.489

272 2.3113E—1 2.1481E—1 2.6000E—1 2.3108E—1 1.6463E—1
0.106 =275 0.170 0.489

anm 2.3113E—1 2.4139E—1 2.6799E—1 2.3349E—1 1.6463E—1

g —.063 —.151 0.199 0.504
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Table 6 Maximum errors and orders of convergence for (17) with improved boundary condi-
tions

N=16 N=32 N=64 N=128 N=256
e M=8 M=16 M=32 M=64 M=128
1.4057E—1 1.2136E—1 9.2976E—2 6.3759E—2 4.0322E—2
0.212 0.384 0.544 0.661
272 2.3371E—1 1.6670E—1 1.1193E—1 7.0281E—2 4.2088E—2
487 0.575 0.671 0.740
24 2.9010E—1 2.2153E—1 1.5507E—1 1.0209E—1 6.2416E—2
0.389 0.515 0.603 0.710
276 2.9941E—1 2.2677TE—1 1.5615E—1 1.0104E—1 6.1765E—2
0.401 0.538 0.628 0.710
28 2.9985E—1 2.2861E—1 1.5698E—1 1.0114E—1 6.1679E—2
0.391 0.542 0.634 0.714
2-10 2.9954E—1 2.2933E—1 1.5746E—1 1.0321E—1 6.1757TE—2
0.385 0.542 0.609 0.741
2-12 2.9961E—1 2.2950E—1 1.5845E—1 1.0568E—1 6.3412E—2
0.385 0.534 0.584 0.737
2~ 2.9965E—1 2.2954E—1 1.5903E—1 1.0634E—1 6.3966E—2
0.385 0.529 0.581 0.733
2716 2.9966E—1 2.2955E—1 1.5918E—1 1.0650E—1 6.4106E—2
0.385 0.528 0.580 0.732

272 2.9966E—1 2.2955E—1 1.5923E—1 1.0656E—1 6.4153E—2

0.385 0.528 0.579 0.732
avm 2.9985E—1 2.2955E—1 1.5923E—1 1.0656E—1 6.4153E—2
g 0.385 0.528 0.579 0.732
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Laminar Boundary Layer Flow with DBD
Plasma Actuation: A Similarity Equation

Gael de Oliveira, Marios Kotsonis, and Bas van Oudheusden

Abstract The framework of self-similar laminar boundary layer flow solutions is
extended to include the effect of actuation with body force fields resembling those
generated by DBD plasma actuators. The deduction line is similar to previous work
investigating the effect of porous wall suction on laminar boundary layers. The
starting point of the analysis is a generalised form of the Boundary Layer Partial
Differential Equations (BL-PDEjs) that includes volume force terms. Actuation force
distributions are defined such that the volume force term of the BL-PDE equations
conforms to the requirements of similarity. New similarity parameters for the plasma
strength and thickness are identified. The procedure yields a general similarity
equation which includes the effect of pressure gradients, wall transpiration and
DBD plasma actuation. Select numerical solutions of the new similarity equation
are presented to develop instinctive understanding and prompt a discussion on the
construction of new closure relations for integral boundary layer models.

1 Introduction

Prandtl formulated the Boundary Layer equations for viscous stationary flow over a
century ago [1, 2]. His asymptotic analysis confirmed Saint-Venant’s [3] justification
of drag and explained flow separation [4]. He concluded by pointing that flow
separation could be reduced by channelling the boundary layer into a slot.

Active flow control was born at the 1904 mathematical congress [1, 4, 5], but
early flow control studies consisted of practical experiments with slot [6—8] and
continuous suction [9]. A major breakthrough occurred when Thwaites [10] and
Watson [11, 12] extended the framework of similarity solutions [13, 14] to handle
continuous wall suction. Their similarity equations prompted further research [15—
18] and enabled the design of industrial applications [19-22].
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In practice, the implementation of boundary layer suction is often plagued by the
complexity and weight of supporting systems [19, 23]. The flow control community
is addressing these concerns by developing low footprint concepts for passive [24,
25] and active [23, 26] boundary layer manipulation.

Owing to their low footprint and large bandwidth, Dielectric Barrier Discharge
(DBD) plasma actuators have been the object of growing interest as flow control
devices [23, 27-29]. In the simplest idealization, DBD actuators impart a control-
lable force on the flow [28, 30]. Envisioned applications include boundary layer
transition [31, 32] and separation [33, 34] control.

The theory of laminar boundary layers under plasma actuation is still incomplete.
Asghar [35] and Oliveira [34] extended the Von Karman integral equations [36, 37]
to include the effect of plasma forces, but ordinary differential equations for the
velocity profile remain unavailable.

The present work extends the Falkner-Skan [14] equation to handle flows with
externally imposed body force fields. Section 2 explains the working principle of
DBD plasma actuators and describes the flow modelling strategy together with its
governing equations. Section 3 describes the procedure for identifying similar flow
solutions of the extended Prandtl system introduced in Sect. 2. The main result is a
similarity equation which is solved numerically with off-the-shelf solvers in Sect. 4.
A final note discusses applications and future research needs.

2 Flow with Idealized DBD Plasma Actuation

DBD actuators consist of an exposed electrode and an encapsulated electrode
separated by a dielectric barrier and asymmetrically positioned. When the electric
potential between electrodes is varied with appropriate amplitude O(kV) and
frequency O(kHz), a small region of fluid is ionized near the exposed electrode.
The ionized fluid exhibits uneven electric charge distributions and the electric field
of the electrodes imparts a force to the flow.

Numerous effects come into play: the dynamic viscosity of air may be affected by
chemical changes in the ionized region, temperature increases of a few degrees may
lead to buoyancy effects and the force pulsation may excite unstable flow modes.
Still, a consensus has emerged amongst physicists [23, 27, 28, 30], suggesting that
the main effect of a cold plasma essentially corresponds to that of an externally
imposed body force field. Orlov [30] therefore proposed to treat the problem
of plasma actuated flow by adding a plasma force term to the steady state
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations:

(U-V)U:—;(varF)
V-U=0

ey
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The force is essentially independent from the flow field whenever the flow velocity
is significantly smaller than the ion drift velocity [38], and unsteady effects can
be neglected when the excitation period is significantly smaller than the timescale
of dominant flow phenomena [39]. Most industrial applications take place in this
regime.

2.1 Boundary Layer Equations with Force Terms

The Prandtl [1] system for two-dimensional incompressible stationary flow over
plates was extended by Asghar [35] to include the effect of external body force
fields like those generated by DBD-Plasma actuators.

Ui+ viv=u,2% + vgzyg + ;FX momentum equation
V-U=94%=0 continuity equation
Subject to: . @)
Uxo =0 No-slip at wall
limy 00 Uxyy = UfX) Edge velocity
Vixo = V?X) Wall transpiration

Asymptotic analysis [34] shows that system (2) approximates physical flows when
plasma forces (Fx, F. y) are small and act along the body. Actuation forces must be
significantly smaller than the ratio between stagnation pressure (; pU. 62) and length
of the plasma force field (L,,) :

lpUZ
0 (F) <0 ZL" ., F=0
P

Following Kotsonis [28], the DBD-plasma force field is approximated through the
product of two spatial weighting functions with a constant:

Fo = #Wr,)

The ¢? € R constant represents the average density of the plasma force field over
the actuation region:

W

T, L,
o §o7 FrdXdy

¢y =
T ey

3)

The thickness of the actuation region is denoted as 7, 1 X and used to define the
weighting function w¥ : R?> — R for the normal coordinate, as in references



66 G. de Oliveira et al.
[28, 34].

X .
Wi, to be determined

R A (7 (o, +3)) - 2 el @)
(r-7,) 0 , otherwise

However, and this differs from references [28, 34], the present work assumes that

DBD-plasma actuators can be designed to produce arbitrary force distributions

along the longitudinal direction. In fact, the function fo) : R — R will be

determined to satisfy the requirements of flow similarity.

3 Similarity Form of the Boundary Layer Equations

Several paths towards similarity forms of the Prandtl system have been proposed
since the seminal works of Blasius [13] and Falkner-Skan [14]. Textbook expla-
nations [36, 37, 40, 41] generally follow the exposition given by Schlichting [42]:
first the system is rewritten in terms of a streamfunction, then it is postulated that a
solution in the form U = U,f(y exists and finally it is shown that the momentum
equation ceases to depend on x when the similarity postulate is combined with
a suitable forcing of the outer flow. Extension of this approach to flow control
scenarios is delicate [10-12].

Oleinik and Samokhin [43] proposed a lengthier but more rigorous deduction:
they start by integrating the continuity equation to relate velocity components,
then rewrite the flow variables across a generic affine transformation and finally
determine the conditions under which the transformation leads to self similar
forms of the momentum equation. This approach is better suited for flow control
applications, so the present work uses the deduction of Oleinik and Samokhin [43]
as a template.

3.1 Relation Between Flow Components

Consider a straight path & C R? running from the wall (X, 0) to some point above
it (X, Y) . Integrate the gradient VV of the normal velocity field V : R> — R along
o with the fundamental theorem of multivariate calculus:

0 Y v
Ve — Vo = J[g; g‘;] |:1i| do = J 8Y(x.h)dh ©

~ —_—— 0
VY S——
n
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Feed the continuity equation into the integral to rewrite the normal speed in terms
of the longitudinal velocity and the wall transpiration boundary condition V(x g =

0 .
V(X).
v _ U _ Y ju
ay — T X = Vixr = Vixo _§0 X (X,h)dh
_ 10 U
= V(x) - So axdY

Now feed into the momentum equation to rewrite system (2) into a simpler form
with a single partial differential equation, and a single unknown field U : R> — R:

Ug + (V(Ox) - ggng) o = Ul + ngylzj + qfwy(y,rp)wfx)

Subject to:
Uxo =0 No-slip at wall (6)
limy o0 Uixy)y = fo) Edge velocity

Vixo) = V&) Wall transpiration

Parameters ¢?, p are constants and the function wy(YT) was defined in expres-
Ap

sion (4). Functions U("x), V?X) and fo) will be determined to satisfy the requirements
of flow similarity in Sect. 3.3.

3.2 Transformation of Flow Variables

Following Oleinik and Samokhin [43], we proceed to search for solutions of
system (6) in a transformed space, as per Fig.l. Without loss of generality,
the longitudinal velocity is represented in a form that is suitable for identifying
similarity conditions:

af _
9 =0
U.y) = Uy, d with IC S (7
an (nrx)rx) limy— o0 an ) =
mA

Y‘,,.~~~”~’#--- fffffff | >~

N~

g | B I - ~ | |

§ I
X S /\‘

Fig. 1 Map between the (X, Y) and the (1, n) coordinate systems. The horizontal axis corresponds
to the wall, the shaded region represents the boundary layer and § is an estimate for its thickness
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Function f : R*> — R is the main unknown, it will be called similarity function
and assumed to be trice differentiable. Map n(yx) : R?> — R scales the normal
coordinate:

. Y an Y a6 am 1 @)
U0 8w X &K Y by

Map A(x) : R — R fulfills a similar purpose for the longitudinal coordinate and
function §x) : R — R is usually associated with boundary layer thickness. It is
assumed that the (X, Y) — (A, n) map is invertible.

Definitions will be refined at a later stage, but the derivatives of the velocity field
can already be rewritten using the generic properties of the transformation (8) and
similarity function (7):

W = W= sk (@
v\ 9 (nv.x0rx) an (nvx-A) 4 Sex) A (nrnA)
82 of _ 0 1 0% _ 1 ¥F b 9
v (3” (n(y,xM(x))) oy (8(’0 0 (nvre) ) 8o 1 (nrnden) ®) ©)
il of — _ Ny % a8 + o%f (c)
aX \ 9 (nx2x) Soo (nvx2x0) X (X) IndA (nv.x0rx) 3X

These derivatives (9) are combined with expression (7) to write key terms from the
momentum equation of system (6):

u _ U or (@)
Y (X.Y) 8o 0% (ny.x)2x))
22U _ Ul o (b)
: =
aY? (X,Y) 8(){) an? (U(y.x)'l(x)) U“ 5 38 (10)
o _ e o _ o X
XXY) T X (0 (A 8("’ 70 i (”(”’ M) %
e
U(X) 3?75‘A (1rx020) 3X ©

The x-derivative of the longitudinal velocity U is integrated along the normal
direction Y with the variable change theorem:

SY U ny.x) oU =5 SU W g
0 axend nox X (Xa) Y, dn 0 ox4
_ s (oU of Ue 98 ax
_8(8X 0( )d = s ax o(nan)d”"‘Ue So(anal) )

(1)

Notation shorthands are adopted for the sake of readability: n means 7(x.y), U°

represents fo) and § denotes d(x). The integrals are solved with the chain rule and
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we take fo) = 0 = 4

MmO = = 0 without loss of generality:

SY aUdY (fon A)) ax (U0) — naf U i x T (ax (, A)) us; aA (12)

The momentum equation is rewritten in the transformed space by reworking the
velocity terms with expressions (10)(a—c) and (12). Extensive algebraic manipula-
tions lead to an interesting form of system (6):

Pressure Gradient Convection
I \? 92 au* Pf\ U2 38
AN A PR A
an an? X a2 ] § ax
Suction Shear Plasma
[ e G

voaa%‘ Pr 82 1F
S v m2 a3 wUep

Trasnformation Stretching
_ (¥ 32f B 32f of 02 A
ananar | a2 aramay ) € ax

= 0 No-slip at wall limy— oo g{y _ 1 Edge velocity

Subject to:

of
9 (0,1)

fioa) =0 Integration Constant

13)

When moving from Egs. (11) to (13), Oleinik and Samokhin [43] eliminated the
transpiration term by setting the fo ) integration constant as a function of Vg().
The current presentation adopts a different approach by keeping the suction term

explicitly visible, which is consistent with previous flow control work by Thwaites
[10] and Watson [11, 12].

3.3 Similarity Conditions

Flat plate flows are said to be self-similar when the velocity profile maintains a
constant shape along the plate. Similarity occurs when there exists a map (X, Y) —
(1, A) such that the quantity Ll,] = g{] (.») depends on a single scaled coordinate (7):

3(U2R2—>R) : u _of L

A:R - R U, - on (1 x2x)
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Our endeavour will now consist in identifying a map (1, 1) and a set of boundary
conditions (UfX), V?X)’fo)) such that the solutions f;, 1) of the scaled Prandtl
system (13) are independent from the longitudinal coordinate.

3.3.1 Blasius Flow

Different maps and boundary condition choices may lead to different types of
similar flow. Blasius [13] identified the first similarity solution of the Prandtl system
for unactuated flow (V? = 0, F, = 0) with no pressure gradient ‘¢ Ve — (. Blasius
[13, 43] chose a transformation such that:

of & ) 0% of ) ;

=0
an Inog an? o o) 0X

A rigorous discussion of the reasoning behind this choice can be found in Oleinik
[43]. The momentum equation (13) then takes a very simple form:

ave _

D 0

= 32 U, 33 _

Woop = U TR =0 e
F,.=0

The solutions f of Eq. (14) will be independent of (A, X) when 4y is chosen such
that:

. Uz 85) _ p Ue +
JmerR ([ B) =k vit) vKeR
These conditions are satisfied when the normal coordinate (Y) is scaled with the

boundary layer thickness estimate proposed by Prandtl [1]:

Ax) = e o

560 = ey = Fal+ k=0 as)
Rex = UEX N ff// +f/// -0

U(eX) = const.

Prime notation (f”) was adopted to ease comparison with previous works.

3.3.2 Falkner-Skan Flow

Falkner and Skan [14] extended the similarity solutions of Blasius [13] to handle
flow with non-zero external pressure gradients (aU” #* 0) The momentum equation
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of system (13) then reads:

x =0 ((gf)_l_ff'f U — .
Vi=0; = \\"

2 2 3
Fo=0 —(r) Sl v (B) =0

Equation (16) will not depend on (A, X) similar if §x) and U("X) are chosen such that:

(16)

2 e
Jki, k0 €R (8%)g§)zlc1( 5(z)zlcz(Ueaal)J() VX e Rt
X)

These conditions occur on wedges [36, 37], where the outer flow velocity varies
with a power law [14, 43]:

Ay = ) 2

S = - m(j{]) —m= 3 on Df = =0 (17)
ex

Ul = X" & m(f) - s (m+ Dff" =m+f"

Constant m is called the pressure gradient parameter, and it is usually varied to
derive correlations between boundary layer parameters. Closure relations [16, 44]
based on the Falkner-Skan similarity conditions provide excellent approximations
to many real (non-similar) flows. This is of immense practical importance for the
calculation of subsonic airfoil flows [24] with viscous-inviscid solvers [34, 45].

3.3.3 Actuated Flow with Pressure Gradient

The procedure for extending the Falkner-Skan family of similarity solutions to
actuated flows is simple. Having chosen a transformation of flow variables, it

suffices to determine a set of boundary conditions (V(X),F x. Y)) that turns the

actuation terms independent of A in the transformed space. Let us then rewrite the
momentum equation of system (13) across the Falkner-Skan transformation:

A = 6w

— X
860 = Jkey =
U(ex) = cX™

Suction Shear Plasma

Vv
4 ) —m— DFY + - - F
m(dn m—, (m+1)f] P wU.p "

(18)
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Observation of the third parcel of Eq.(18) indicates that actuated flows are self-
similar when V&) and Fiy y) are chosen such that:

Vos§ 821
3(K3,K4)€RZ 1 =«3 =

K4 F, VXeR'
v vU, p

Boundary Layer Suction can then be quantified in terms of a suction strength
similarity parameter 8, consistent with the definitions of Thwaites [10] and Watson
[11,12]:

0 0
B = VVS = (Eﬂ) Res = const. with Res = Uf (19)
A similar procedure leads to the identification of plasma actuation similarity
conditions. The first step consists in observing that the normal weighting function
from expression (4) can be rewritten in scaled variables quite easily:

W =W 1 A

() =V

The plasma force term can then decomposed into the product of the normal
weighting function with a plasma strength parameter o:

I o 82 68y _ y
pF" T wlep WV(Y,T,,)W(YX) ,,_ awy(n,?,,)
— 8 o — (20)
o= W, = CONSst.
. : X
with oyl X)
» = § = const

Using the definitions from expressions (19) and (20), Eq. (18) is finally rewritten in
similarity form:

2
daf 1 o Pr_f : —

m (dn) —m=y A DfG +Bop — oy _““}(n.;p) =0 @D
It has then been shown that there exist similarity solutions of the extended Prandtl
system (2) under the following conditions:

m(FY = m— Lo+ D7+ B = —aw ) =0

Subject to:

of _
mor

1 8f = =
lim,— oo 1) 1 o = const.

m = const. (22)

Jon =0 B = const.
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4 Numerical Solutions of the Similarity Equation

Equation (21) is the main result of the present contribution. The authors do not have
the pretension to identify an optimal numerical method for solving the proposed
similarity equation.

There is extensive literature about the numerical solution of boundary value
problems for ODEs resembling system (22). Blasius [13], Thwaites [10] and Watson
[11, 12] approximated the solutions of their equations with series expansions.
Hartree [46, 47] used his analog computer to solve the Falkner-Skan [14] problem.
In the digital era, early results were presented by Cebeci and Keller [48] and
followed by numerous contributions from Asaithambi [49], Farrell et al. [50] and
Elgazery [51].

Figures 2 and 3 present results obtained with a popular off-the-shelf solver
[52]. The problem was rescaled to handle far-field boundary conditions effectively,
as suggested by Farrell et al. [50] (Chap. 11). The two algorithms described in
reference [52] yield consistent results as long as the pressure gradient (), suction
(B) and plasma strength (o) remain sufficiently favourable.

The effect of co-flow plasma forces is similar to that of favorable pressure
gradients or continuous wall suction, whereas counter-flow plasma actuators are
comparable with adverse pressure gradients and wall blowing. Even so, differences
between the two phenomena exist: plasma forces act closer to the wall, and therefore
lead to greater changes in skin friction than pressure gradients do. Furthermore,

s Velocity Profile s Shear Profile
7 7 a=02
6 m=0 6 m=0 a=01
g s =0 5 p=0
& . a = color . _a = color 0
[ = = a=
> tp=1 = tp=1
= 3 3
= a=-0.1
s 2 2
g 1 a=-02
oo 0
0 —02—04—06——08—1 0 —02—04—06—08— 1
8 8
7 7 a=02
6 m=0 6 m=0
© a=0.1
g s g=0 5 g=0
= 4 a = color 4 a = color a=0
[= T o T o =
N Hh=2 X =2
=
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s} 2 2
©
2 1 1 a=-02
w
0 0

0 —02—04—06—08 — 1 0 —02—04—06—08— 1
U/Ue=Ff(n) (1/Ue)dU/dn=F"(n)

Fig. 2 Numerical solutions of Eq. (21) for different plasma force () and thickness parameters (fp)
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Fig. 3 Numerical solutions of Eq.(21) for different pressure gradient (m) and suction parame-

ters (B)

thinner plasma force fields seem to have a smaller effect than thicker plasma force
fields.

S Applications and Future Research

The developed similarity equation is expected to contribute to the improvement of
viscous-inviscid airfoil analysis codes like Xfoil [45] and Rfoil [34, 44]. Doing so
will enhance the ability of aerodynamicists to taylor the design of airfoils for reaping
the greatest possible benefits from active flow control technologies [24, 33].

Many questions regarding the similarity equation (21) proposed in this paper
remain. A serious numerical analysis is still to be done and solution existence or
uniqueness conditions aren’t defined yet. It is well known [36, 37] that the Falkner-
Skan equation (17) ceases to have unique solutions for m < —0.9040 but no similar
criteria have been established for the plasma strength parameter (20).
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On Robust Error Estimation for Singularly
Perturbed Fourth-Order Problems

Sebastian Franz and Hans-Gorg Roos

Abstract Recently, several classes of fourth order singularly perturbed problems
were considered and uniform convergence in the associated energy norm as well
as in a balanced norm was proved. In this proceedings paper we will extend some
results by looking into L*°-bounds and postprocessing.

1 Introduction

In [3] several classes of fourth order problems were considered. In this proceedings
paper we want to cover some extensions to it.

Consider the singularly perturbed plate bending problem for a clamped plate,
given by the fourth-order differential equation

2Au—bAu+ (c-Vu+du=f in2 :=(0,1)% (1a)
u=""_0 onl =g (1b)
on

where b > by > 1,d— é(div c+ Ab) > § > 0and f € L*(£2) are smooth functions.
In the given rectangular domain we have u € H3(2) N H*(£2), see [1].

An alternative representation of above model is obtained by substituting
w = eAu € H*(£2) in order to obtain the system

w—¢eAu =0,

eAw—bw—+ (c-Vu+du=f.
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A weak formulation by using appropriate function spaces and the notation
¢ = ¢ + Vb is given by the following mixed method:
Find (u, w) € H}(§2) x H'(£2) such that

e(Vu, Vo) + (w,¢) = 0, forall ¢ € H'(£2),
(2a)

(bVu, Vyr) + (¢ Vu + du, ¥) — e(Vw, V) = (f,v), forally € Hy(2).
(2b)

In our paper we use the standard notation of Sobolev spaces, where ||-||o is the L*-
norm, | - |; the seminorm in H* and ||-||; the full H*-norm. Furthermore, we denote
by (u, v)p the L?-scalar product over a domain D C 2. If D = £2 we drop the
subscript.

This weak formulation corresponds to the bilinear form a(:, -) defined by

a((u, w), (¥, 9))
=¢e(Vu, Vo) + (w, @) + (bVu, V) + (¢ - Vu + du, ) — e(Vw, Vi)
and (2) can be rewritten as: Find (u, w) € Hé (£2) x H'(£2) such that
a((u.w). (Y. ¢)) = (f. ) forall (y,¢) € Hy(£2) x H'(£2).
We will consider in this paper the mixed FEM of [3] applied to (2) and prove
in Sect.?2 uniform convergence rates of this method for the component u in L°°.
Furthermore, the supercloseness result of [3] is used to facilitate a postprocessing

approach in order to improve the convergence rate in the energy-norm. Section 3
provides an example supporting the theoretical results.

2 Numerical Analysis

Let us start by defining the energy norm
e W)l 2= 1wl + Dol Vaellg + 8 3.
By [3, Lemma 3.1] we immediately have coercivity
a((u. w). (. w)) = ||| W

and therefore the uniqueness of the solution of (2). In order to derive robust error
estimates we propose an assumption on the solution in the next section.
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2.1 Solution Decomposition and Meshes

Let us assume a decomposition of the solution u into a smooth part S, boundary
layers E; with k = 1,2,3,4 and corner layers E; with k = 12,23, 34,41. More
precisely, we assume for 0 <i,j <p + 2

18.8/S(x,y)| < C, |0L0JE, (x,y)| < Ce'~le™*,

|000JE, (x,y)| < Ce' /7, 0L/ (x,y)| < Cel ™ Te e /e,

and similarly for the other components of the decomposition. Then we can construct
a layer-adapted Shishkin mesh. (We could also use the generalisation of S-type
meshes [7], that can give better numerical results, but in order to simplify the
notation of the paper we stick to Shishkin meshes.) We define the so-called transition
point

1
A =min{aelnN,4} .

Note that it follows for this point
|E1(A.y)| = CeNT”.

These layers are therefore called weak layers as their influence vanishes with
decreasing ¢ in a pointwise sense contrary to solutions of second order problems.
The interval [0, 1] is now partitioned with a piecewise equidistant mesh, that is
constructed by equidistantly dividing [0, A] into N/4 subintervals, [A, 1 — 1] into
N/2 and [1 — A, 1] into N/4 subintervals again. The tensor product of two such
1d-meshes gives the Shishkin mesh.
On these meshes we consider the discrete space

Vei={veH' (2): v, € Q(1)¥T € Ty}, V& :=VeNHR).
Here Q,(7) is the polynomial space on t, with polynomial degrees at most p in each

direction.
Now the discrete problem reads: Find (up,, wp) € VOQ x V< such that

a((up, wi). (Y. 9)) = (f.¥) forallg € Ve, y € V2. 3)

2.2 Error Estimation in L*°

In [3, Theorem 3.6 and Lemma 3.7] we find the following error bound for the
discrete error |||({u — up, Jw —wy)|||, where I and J are standard interpolation
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operators: If 0 > p 4+ 2 we have
1 — up, Jw = wp)|[| = CN"" InN)"*L. )
From this estimate and the interpolation error estimate
1fu = ullzoo2) < CN~" InNY*, 5)

that can be proved similarly to the L?-norm estimates in [3, Lemma 3.3], we obtain
the following pointwise convergence result.

Theorem 1 Foro >p+2anduy, € VOQ it holds

lu = wnll oo (2) < CK(N, &)(N" InNYP*,

1/2
Nl/z, In N .
eInN

Proof We start with the triangle inequality and obtain

where

K(N,¢) := (InN)"? + min

lu — unllroo(2) < lu— Iullzoo(@) + Hu — up||roo ().

The first term is already estimated by (5). For the second one we split the domain £2
into the layer regions and the non-layer region, see e.g. [3]. More precisely, we use
the splitting

7= ([0,A]U[l —A,1]) x [A, 1 = 2],
2= 1=Ax([0.AJU[1 =2, 1)),
QU= 1=AP Qer = 2\ (2] U] UR°).

Then we have
||IM — uh”LOO(_Q): max {”IM — uh||Lo<:(_Qc), ||IM — uh”LOO(.QA[U.Q{)’ ||IM - Mh||LOO(Q(.U,4)} .

For the first two terms we apply the discrete Sobolev inequality, see [5]. Let us start
with £2¢, where all cells have a diameter of order N!. It follows

1 — up | e (2e) < C(1 + (InN)Y?) |V (Tu — up) [lo, e
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In .Q){ U .Q; all cells have a diameter of order N~! too, although they are anisotropic.
We obtain

”I“ - uh”LOO(Q){UQ}[) = C(l + (lnN)l/z)”V(Iu - uh)”&g{ug}f‘

For the remaining norm over £2.,, we can apply the same reasoning. Here the cells
have a diameter of order eN~! In N and therefore we obtain

N \12
11u — upl1oo (2., = C (1 + (ln elnN) ) IV U = up) 0.2, -

There is an alternative way which we will show on the domain £2! = [0, ]? but
which can be applied on the other parts of §2.,, too. Due to (Iu — u;)| = 0 we also
have

A
Vit — il pooqn ) < sup f 19, — ) (€. )| d
yef,4] Jo

A\ 12
<c (x A) 18t — ) o,
< CN'2 )|, (Iu — up)lo.01

cor

where an inverse inequality in y-direction was used. Combining all the previous
estimates we obtain with ||V (lu — up) |lo < ||[{u — up, Jw — wy ||

12
N2 [1n N
’ eInN

N 1/2
N2, (ln | N) })(N_llnN)”‘H.
em

Note that we have the g-uniform bounds

||IM — Llh”LOO(_Q) <C ((IHN)I/Z + min

) (|| {u — wp, Jw — wi]||

<C ((mN)”2 + min

(InN)'/? < K(N,¢) < CN'/?
and the dependence of K(N, €) on ¢ is very weak. Actually, for ¢ > 107'% we have

K(N,¢) < 7.55(InN)"/2.



82 S. Franz and H.-G. Roos
2.3 Postprocessing

The supercloseness result (4) can be used to define a better numerical solution,
following the lines of [2, 6, 8]. The interpolation operators I and J are chosen as
in [3].

As postprocessing operator we use an interpolation operator on a macro mesh.
For that, suppose N is divisible by 4. We construct a coarser macro mesh TN/2
composed of macro rectangles M, each consisting of four rectangles of TV. The
construction of these macro elements M is done such that the union on them covers
£2 and none of them crosses the transition lines at A, and 1 — A, for x or y.

The precise definition of the operator can be done in different ways. In [6] an
operator is described that maps into 9,1, thus increases the polynomial degree by
2. A minor modification is given in [8] for p > 3 to map into Q,;. We will present
another modification that is defined differently for even and odd values of p > 1 and
maps always into Q4.

We describe the interpolation operator in 1d on the reference interval [—1, 1].
The full operator is then a tensor product of two 1d interpolators mapped onto a
macro cell M. For this purpose let ¥ be the mapped function v on [—1, 1]. Then
P: C[-1.1] = Pp41[—1, 1] is defined for odd p by

Po(=1)=0(=1).  P0(0)=5(0).  Pi(1) = (1),
andifp >3
l o~
| @o-va=0. gerat-r,
-1
For even p > 2 we change the definition to
Po(—1) =d(=1).  P(1) = (D),
0 1
f Pb— ) =0, J(Pﬁ—ﬁ)zO,
-1 0
l ~
| @o-9=0. qePat-r )\ A1
-1
Finally, we set
PMU = ?X,ﬁyﬁ,

where the subscript denotes the coordinate direction the 1d operator is applied to,
and extend this piecewise projection to a global, continuous function by setting

(Pv)(x, y) = (PMU)(x, y) for (x,y) € M.
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Lemma 1 For the postprocessing operator defined above we have

Plu = Pu, PJw = Pw, Sforallu, w € C(82)

|2, P[] < €l . w™)]

, for all N e VOQ, wY e ve,
For o > p + 2 it holds furthermore
Il(Pu—u, Pw —w)||| < C(N"'InN)P*!.

Proof The proof follows the lines of e.g. [2, Lemma 5.1] for the consistency and
stability, and [3, Lemma 3.3] for the interpolation error. O

Theorem 2 We have foroc > p + 2
Il — Py, w — Pwy)||| < C(N~" InNy?H.
Proof Using the consistency and stability of P we obtain

(e = Pug, w = Pwp)|ll < ([l (u — Pu,w — Pw)||| + [[[(PIu— Pup, PJw — Pwy)|||
= i = Pu,w — Pw)[| + C|[|(Te — up, Jw — wp)|[] .

Since both terms are already bounded by the right order, the proof is done. O

3 Numerical Experiments

Let us consider a problem, already investigated in [3, 4]. It is given by

A u—Au=fin2 = (0,1)% (62)
3

u= M:Oon[‘:a.Q, (6b)
on

where f is given such that the exact solution is
u(x,y) =X(x)Y(y) where

1
X(x) =, (sin(nx) + (e7/* + el /e 1~ e_l/*’))

e
1—e /e

Y(y) = (2y(l -Y) +¢ (zd(l —2y) — 3Z + (z - d) e (z + d) e@—”/f)) :
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Table 1 Numerical results for example (6)

N lle — up oo MG — v =v)lll [l = Pup, v — Pyl
Qi 16 9.412e—03 1.125e—01 2.125e—02
32 2.590e—03 1.86 5.620e—02 1.00 5.457e—03 1.96
64 6.837e—04 1.92 2.811e—02 1.00 1.439e—03 1.92
128 1.756e—04 1.96 1.406e—02  1.00 3.892e—04  1.89
256 4.445e—05 1.98 7.038e—03 1.00 1.075¢e—04  1.86
512 1.117e—05 1.99 3.522e—03 1.00 3.015e—05 1.83
o} 16 1.815e—04 4.682e—03 1.911e—03
32 2.323e—05 297 1.349e—03 1.80 5.822e—04 1.71
64 2.913e—06  3.00 4.100e—04 1.72 1.498e—04  1.96
128 3.643e—07  3.00 1.269e—04  1.69 3.227e—05 221
256 4.543e—08  3.00 3.920e—05 1.69 6.213e—06  2.38
512 5.663e—09  3.00 1.200e—05 1.71 1.117e—06  2.47
3 16 4.436e—06 6.650e—04 8.930e—04
32 3.740e—07  3.57 1.968e—04  1.76 2.308e—04  1.95
64 7.101e—08  2.40 4.700e—05  2.07 4.162e—05  2.47
128 1.034e—08  2.78 9.721e—06  2.27 5.766e—06  2.85
256 1.261e—09  3.04 1.841e—06  2.40 7.007e—07  3.04
512 1.364e—10  3.21 3.293e—07  2.48 8.530e—08  3.04

withf =1 —e V¢, g=2—(andd = 1/(q — 2¢l). As parameter for the Shishkin
mesh we set 0 = p + 2 and fix ¢ = 10™* (uniformity in & was already investigated
in [3]).

Table 1 shows the results for p = 1 and p = 2. The observed results in L> are
even better than expected, as a convergence of N+ can be seen instead of the
bound from Theorem 1. The last column shows quite nicely the improvement in
the energy norm by postprocessing the numerical solution. The table also shows the
results for p = 3, where the rates in L® and for the postprocessed solution are not as
good as expected. A possible explanation is, that the solution to the given problem
is not smooth enough for the assumption on the solution decomposition to hold for
high derivatives. Although the derivatives of the given solution u fulfil the sum of
the estimates, it is not enough, as the existence of a decomposition is not clear. It
is an open question, which compatibility and regularity conditions are needed, such
that a solution decomposition like the one presented in Sect. 2.1 exists.

References

1. Blum, H., Rannacher, R.: On the boundary value problem of the biharmonic operator on domains
with angular corners. Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 2(4), 556-581 (1980)

2. Franz, S.: Superconvergence using pointwise interpolation in convection-diffusion problems.
Appl. Numer. Math. 76, 132-144 (2014)



Robust Error Estimation for Fourth-Order Problems 85

3. Franz, S., Roos, H.-G.: Robust error estimation in energy and balanced norms for singularly
perturbed fourth order problems. Comput. Math. Appl. 72, 233-247 (2016)

4. Franz, S., Roos, H.-G., Wachtel, A.: A C° interior penalty method for a singularly-perturbed
fourth-order elliptic problem on a layer-adapted mesh. Numer. Methods Partial Differ. Equ.
30(3), 838-861 (2014)

5. Kopteva, N.: The two-dimensional Sobolev inequality in the case of an arbitrary grid. Zh.
Vychisl. Mat. Mat. Fiz. 38(4), 596-599 (1998)

6. Lin, Q., Yan, N., Zhou, A.: A rectangle test for interpolated element analysis. In: Proc. Syst.
Sci. Eng., pp. 217-229. Great Wall (H.K.) Culture Publish Co. (1991)

7. Roos, H.-G., LinB3, T.: Sufficient conditions for uniform convergence on layer-adapted grids.
Computing 63, 27-45 (1999)

8. Tobiska, L.: Analysis of a new stabilized higher order finite element method for advection-
diffusion equations. Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng. 196, 538-550 (2006)



Singularly Perturbed Initial-Boundary Value
Problems with a Pulse in the Initial Condition

José Luis Gracia and Eugene O’Riordan

Abstract A singularly perturbed parabolic equation of reaction-diffusion type is
examined. Initially the solution approximates a concentrated source, which causes
an interior layer to form within the solution for all future times. Combining a
classical finite difference operator with a layer-adapted mesh, parameter-uniform
convergence is established. Numerical results are presented to illustrate the theoret-
ical error bounds.

1 Introduction

In [3], a singularly perturbed parabolic problem, of convection diffusion type,
—&Uye + auy +bu + cu; = f,  e,a(x,1),b(x,1),c(x,t) >0,

with a layer (having a Gaussian profile) present in the initial condition u(x,0) =
¢ (x; €), was examined. The initial layer induced an interior layer in the solution of
the parabolic problem. To establish that the numerical method (constructed in [3])
was parameter-uniform [2], the scale of the initial layer was set to be of order
O(y/¢); in other words, the scale of the initial layer corresponded to the scale of
any interior layer present in the solution. In this paper, we examine the possibility
of an initial layer of a different scale being transported through time. To simplify
the matter, we consider a parabolic problem with no convection present. In order to
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retain parameter-uniform convergence, it is established below that the layer width in
the initial condition can have a scale wider than the scale induced by the differential
equation. However, if the scale of the initial layer is significantly thinner than the
scale of any interior layer then the rate of convergence is adversely effected by the
presence of such an excessively thin layer in the initial condition, when a uniform
mesh in time is utilized in the numerical method. Numerical results for a numerical
method utilizing a particular piecewise-uniform mesh in both space and time suggest
a potential improvement in the convergence rate in the case of a very thin pulse. In
this paper C denotes a generic constant that is independent of the parameter ¢ and the
mesh parameters N and M. For any function z, we set [|z[|g := max, »eg |2(x, 7).

2 Reaction-Diffusion Problem

Consider the following singularly perturbed parabolic problem of reaction-diffusion
type : Find u such that

Lu := (—¢€uy + bu + cuy)(x, 1) = f(x, 1), (x,1) € 2 :=(—1,1) x(0,T], (la)
u(x,0) = g1(x) + gz(x)e_‘gxsz ,—1<x<1, 6>0; (1b)
u(—1,1) = ¢o(1), u(l,t) = ¢r(t), 0 <t <T, b(x,t) >0, c(x,t) >0; (lc)

= =¢"Mm =0, i=0,1,2; (1d)

where b(x, 1), c(x,1),f(x, 1), g1(x), g2(x) are sufficiently smooth functions. In this
problem, in contrast to the case of a convection-diffusion problem [3], there are
no immediate restrictions on the final time 7', as the interior layer will not interact
with the boundaries of the domain. However, the bounds in the final error estimate
given in Theorem 2 do depend on 7 and hence, for # > 1, these bounds become
large as T increases.

To highlight the interplay between the width of the pulse and the scale of the
layers emanating from the presence of the singular perturbation parameter in the
differential equation, we consider the following simple problem

— &y +u, =0, (x,1) € Q:=(-1,1)x(0,0.5], (2a)
2
u(r,0)=(1—*)2"C, “1<x<1; u(=1,)=u(l,1)=0, 0 <7<0.5. (2b)

A closed form representation of the solution of this problem is

0.2 1 14461 x
u(x, t) = 1 e e(1+4061) J (1 — 32)26‘_( et ' (lJrA49t_S)2 ds.
2 emt s=—1
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As g — 0%, we note that the solution behaves like

1 022 x2 2
u(x,t) = e et4n ] — .
1) V1 + 40t ( 1+ 49t)2)

Observe that the layer width initially is visible in the bound

_ 022 2 32

¢ ) 1
e ¢ < e (1H40) < o7 2 s 0<t < ;
- - 40
and the range of applicability for this inequality increases as the value of 6
decreases. For any 6 > 1 we also have, for intermediate values of time, that

_X2 —_ 9X2 _X2 1 1 1 1
e ¢ < e et < o2 — <tr< - 6 > 1.

4 40 = T2 40’

X2
The layer width associated with the function e_é‘(li‘“") evolves from an initial width
of 0 (\/ €/0) to a width of &'(4/¢) as time increases, in the case where 6 > 1. In the
case where 6 < 1, we simply have
)cz — 9X2 X2 1 1
T st < (14400 < o™ 61 s <r< .
¢ = = 20"~ 6
Over a finite time range 470 < 1, there will be no significant change in the layer
width for # < 1. In both cases 8 < 1,6 > 1, note that the amplitude of the pulse
at x = 0 decreases with time and with respect to 6. This effect is illustrated in the
two figures displayed in Fig. 1. Finally, note that «,(0,0) < 0, but u,(x,0) > 0, x €

e —ECEXE,

-02-01 0 0102 0 10 20 30 40 50 -0.2-01 0 0102 0 002 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1

Space Time Space Time

Fig. 1 Problem (2): zoom into the interior layer region of the computed solution U¥'M generated
by the numerical scheme (5) for N = 32, M = 128. In the left figure, 6 = 0.01,T = 50 and
e = 2715 and in the right figure 6 = 100, T = 0.1 and ¢ = 27
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-1\ (-C \/ €/6,C \/ ¢/0). Hence, the initial time derivative has different signs
within and outside the layer region.

In our subsequent numerical analysis, we shall see that a piecewise-uniform
Shishkin mesh, with a transition point related to the width of the pulse, coupled with
a uniform mesh in time, suffices to obtain parameter-uniform convergence only in
the case where 6 < 1.

3 Bounds on the Derivatives of the Continuous Solution

The general solution of (1) can be decomposed into the sum u = v + wy, + wg + 2,
where v, wy, wg,z € €477 (£2) and

Lv=f, v(x,0) = g1(x), v(—=1,7),v(1,7) suitably chosen;
Lwp =0, wp(—1,0) = (u—v)(—=1,1), wr(l,£) =0, wr(x,0) =0;
Lwg =0, wr(1,0) = (u—v)(1,1), wg(=1,1) =0, wg(x,0) = 0;
2
Lz =0, z(x,0) = g2(x)e %, z(=1,7) = z(1,7) = 0.

For the regular and boundary layer components the following bounds can be
established, as in [5]: For 0 <j 4 2m =:n < 4,

gitm .

HB/BIU , SO+, (3a)

) X m
gitm (4w g/tm (=)
e 0| = e | M | < ceieT v ab)
%/ 0™ X 0™

In passing we note that the interior layer component z is smoother than in the case
of the convection-diffusion problem [3] as [z](0, 1) = [z,](0,¢) = 0.

Theorem 1 Assume that 0T < C and 0 > Ce. For0 <j+2m =:n <4,

0 _ /0l
|2(x, )] < Ce™/ e e, (4a)
aj+mZ 0T /¢ i
< /e0 (1 n/2y=j/2 4b
2, < e »

where ¢y := minc(x, t). In addition, if Ce < 0 < 1, then

jt+m ) )
Ha | < ceirgir, (4c)

dx/ 0™

"
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Proof From the maximum principle, |z(x, 7)| < Ce @, V(x,7) € 2. Note that for all
sand any k > 0

e < i VKbsI,

Then using the obvious barrier functions, we establish the bounds (4a) on z
separately on 2~ = [—1,0] x [0, T] and 2+ = [0, 1] x [0, T], while noting that
|z(0,1)| < Ce % has been already established. In order to obtain parameter-explicit
bounds on the derivatives of z in the entire region £2, and to deal with the cases of
ce <0 < 1and 6 > 1 together, we introduce the stretched variables

. A Bix
77 T \/5 ’

Hence the differential equation can be written in the form

T = 04t with 0y := max{1, 0} and u(n, ) := u(s,1).

v

b I+, =0, (n,1)€ (—\/9*/\/8, \/9*/\/6) x (0, 0,711,

_27]7] + 9*

with zero boundary conditions and an initial condition of the form
Hm®=&(ﬂWJ®fﬁﬁﬁ*=&mﬂﬂm®=&wwwﬂzﬁ&:L

To obtain bounds on the derivatives of the interior layer, we now use the interior

estimates from [4, p. 352], to deduce that
grtms ) vz

0| = ce Tt | ,0)]

aiyen 0| = e 4 iy 10

Returning to the original variables, we get

i+m il i
HWZ‘<@WWm9 1+¢8<@WWWM%ﬂ{ﬁ@=a
oxornlle — £ 0) —
Jj+m i
H 0 . ¢ < CelT/0g=il? (Js + \/9)] < CePT/0g=il2gil2 if 0 = 1.
ox arm Il 2

In the last inequality we have used the fact that Ce < 6.

Remark 1 Note that in the case where 6§ < Ceg, then in the above proof, we can
replace 6y by 6 and consequently deduce that all the partial derivatives of z are
uniformly bounded. Thus, when 6 < Ce, there is no interior layer present.
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4 Numerical Method and Error Analysis

We employ a classical fully implicit finite difference operator on a piecewise-
uniform Shishkin mesh [2]. The finite difference scheme is given by

INMU = —e82U + bU + cD; U = f(xi, 1),  (xi,1) € VM (52)
U(x;,0) = u(x;,0), U(=1,5) =u(=1,1), U, ) = u(l,t). (5b)

Note that nothing special is required at the mesh points (0, #;), where the interior
layer is located. Based on the above bounds on the layer components of the solution,
we split the space domain [—1, 1] into the five subintervals

[-1,—1 +og]U[-1 4+ 0g,—1t]U[—7,7]U[r, 1 —0og] U[l —0g,1], (5¢)

1 1
= min{ 8,2://; lnN} L og = min{ 8,2\/51nN} . (5d)

where N is the spatial discretisation parameter. The grid points, in space, are
uniformly distributed within each subinterval such that

—xo =xy = 1, —xn/8 = x73v/8 = 1 — O, —Xx3n/8 = Xsn/8 = T, Xn/2 = 0.

We use M mesh elements uniformly distributed in time and the mesh V¥ is the
tensor product of the spatial and time meshes.

The discrete counterparts of the components v, wr, wg and z are denoted by
V, Wi, Wg and Z, which are defined in a standard way. Bounds on the errors in the
discrete regular component (V), boundary layers components (W, and W) follow
from a standard truncation argument and suitable barrier functions [1, 5]. Thus, we
have that

[V—vlgva < CIN"'InN)?2+CM™",  ||[W—wi|gvw < CN2+CM™',  (6)

and the boundary layer component Wy satisfies similar error estimates as Wy. For
M > O(InN), the discrete interior layer function satisfies the bounds

N2 VOh
ot 0T/c k )
(@) |Z(xi.p)] < Ce”/ k|=|i (1 + 2 e ) . x5 =<0,

i -1
T oh

®) 12 p)| < ¢ T (1+j k) . x>0,
k=N/2 ‘/‘9
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where h; = xp — x,—1, fork = 1,2,...,N. From these bounds we establish that
when 8t < 1

X, )| < Ce , Xxi€ (-1, —-7,7).
Z(x;, ;)] < Ce"T/ONT2 1,1
In addition, for x; € (—7, 1)

CeTlo ((N"'InN)? + 0°M7"), if1 <8,

[LNM(Z — 2)(xi,1)| <
! CefT/o (OIN"'InN)2+M7Y),  if6 <.

Using a suitable barrier function we deduce that

Ce'Tl (O(N~"'InN)? + 6°M~") . if 1 <0,

1Z =zl (o) =
T = et (G N + M7Y). i < 1.

(N

From the error bounds (6) and (7), the following nodal error bound follows by the
triangular inequality.

Theorem 2 Assume M > O (InN). Let be U the solution of the discrete problem (5)
and u the solution of the continuous problem (1). Then,

Ce’T/o (O(N"'InN)? + 60°M™"),  if1 <6,
Ce'/eo (N"'InN)?2 + M), ifo < 1.

U —ullgvm <

S Numerical Experiments

Consider the following test problem

—tug+utu=1-x) (x)eQ:=(-1,1)x(01, (8
XZ
u(x,0)=(1 — )21 +x2 ", -1 <x<1, u(=1,H)=u(l,)=0, 0 <r<1,

where we shall consider some sample values for the parameter 6. In Figs.2 and 3
we display the computed solutions generated by the numerical scheme (5) with ¢ =
273,271 and N = M = 32. The values of the parameter € in the initial condition
are = 1 and & = 100. We observe again the influence of this parameter in the
profile of the solution. Note that the time derivative |u,(0, 0)| increases with 6.
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Fig. 2 Test problem (8): computed solution UV generated by the numerical scheme (5) for N =
M =320 =1ande =27 (left figure) and & = 271 (right figure)

0.5 10

Time

Space Space
Fig. 3 Test problem (8): computed solution UN* generated by the numerical scheme (5) for N =

M = 32,0 =100 and ¢ = 27 (left figure) and ¢ = 2710 (right figure)

The exact solution of this problem is unknown and we use the two-mesh
principle [2] to estimate the orders of convergence by first computing the two-mesh
differences

FéV’M 1= max {||UN’M — UZN’zMH_(}N.Ms ”UN’M — U2N’2M||QzN.2M} )

where UV denotes the bilinear interpolant of the solution. These values are used
to compute the approximate orders of global convergence using

QM i log, (FY M [FNM)
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Table 1 Numerical method (5): computed two-mesh differences FY¥* and uniform differences

FN M

e=20
g=2772
e=2"4
e=127"
g=278
g=2710
e=2"1
g=2"14
FNM
QN

The uniform global orders of convergence are estimated by computing

N=M=32
0.742E—01
0.492
0.558E—01
0.777
0.373E—01
0.727
0.556E—01
1.284
0.698E—01
1.140
0.110E+00
0.836
0.861E—01
—.264
0.827E—01
—.033

0.827E—01
0.020
0.110E+00
0.085

FNM = maxFiV’M,

N=M=64
0.528E—01
0.639
0.326E—01
0.867
0.225E—01
0.855
0.228E—01
0.949
0.317E—01
1.164
0.615E—01
1.360
0.103E+00
0.881
0.847E—01
0.332

0.816E—01
0.301
0.103E+00
0.612

c€S

N=M=128
0.339E—01
0.785
0.179E—01
0.920
0.125E—01
0.925
0.118E—01
0.974
0.141E—01
1.117
0.239E—01
1.376
0.562E—01
1.522
0.672E—01
1.145

0.662E—01
1.134
0.677E—01
1.121

N=M=256
0.197E—01
0.882
0.944E—02
0.957
0.656E—02
0.961
0.602E—02
0.987
0.652E—02
1.064
0.922E—02
1.277
0.196E—01
1.568
0.304E—01
1.387

0.302E—01
1.381
0.311E—-01
1.420

N=M=512
0.107E—01
0.939
0.486E—02
0.978
0.337E—02
0.980
0.304E—02
0.993
0.312E—02
1.035
0.381E—02
1.173
0.660E—02
1.456
0.116E—01
1.445

0.116E—01
1.442
0.116E—01
1.063

QN,M = Ing(FN’M/FZN’ZM),

with their corresponding orders of convergence QY™, Q¥ for problem (8) with 6 = 1

N=M=1024
0.557E—02

0.247E—02
0.171E—02
0.153E—02
0.152E—02
0.169E—02
0.241E—02

0.427E—02

0.426E—02

0.557E—02

with § = {20,2_1,2_2, ... ,2_30}. The numerical results presented in Tables 1
and 2 are in line with our theoretical findings. In Table 3 we fix the value of the
singular perturbation parameter to ¢ = 27'¢ and we take different values of § =
2720 218 210 We observe that the method is convergent but the maximum
two-mesh differences are greater as 6 increases and the orders of convergence have
deteriorated.
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Table 2 Numerical method (5): computed two-mesh differences FY* and uniform differences
FNM with their corresponding orders of convergence O™, OV¥ for problem (8) with 6 = 100

N=M=32 N=M=64 N=M=128 N=M=256 N=M=512 N=M=1024
e=2° 0.587E—01 0.526E—01 0.436E—01 0.461E—01 0.467E—01 0.399E—01

0.156 0.273 —.080 —.020 0.226

e=12"2 0.557E—01 0.517E—01 0.428E—01 0.462E—01 0.463E—01 0.394E—01
0.108 0.271 —.108 —.005 0.236

e=2"% 0.781E—01 0.572E—01 0.444E—01 0.470E—01 0.466E—01 0.393E—01
0.451 0.363 —.080 0.011 0.244

e=127% 0.122E4+00 0.703E—01 0.503E—01 0.501E—01 0.478E—01 0.398E—01
0.800 0.484 0.006 0.067 0.265

e=12"% 0.122E4+00 0.703E—01 0.497E—01 0.508E—01 0.486E—01 0.403E—01
0.799 0.502 —.033 0.064 0.270

e=1271" 0.122E4+00 0.703E—01 0.497E—01 0.508E—01 0.486E—01 0.403E—01
0.798 0.502 —.032 0.064 0.270

e=12712 0.122E+00 0.703E—01 0.497E—01 0.508E—01 0.486E—01 0.403E—01
0.797 0.502 —.031 0.064 0.269

e=2"1 0.122E4+00 0.703E—01 0.497E—01 0.507E—01 0.485E—01 0.403E—01
0.797 0.502 —.031 0.064 0.269

e=1273 0.122E+00 0.703E—01 0.497E—01 0.507E—01 0.485E—01 0.403E—01

0.797 0.502 —.030 0.064 0.269
FNM 0.127E+00 0.703E—01 0.503E—01 0.509E—01 0.486E—01 0.404E—01
oNM 0.849 0.484 —.016 0.065 0.269

Remark 2 Given the initial large time derivatives visible in Fig. 3 and also present
in the bounds (4b) on the time derivatives of the solution, it is natural to consider a
piecewise uniform mesh in time where the transition parameter is taken to be

7, :=min{T/2,(1/0)InM}, 9)

and to distribute uniformly M/2 + 1 points in the time subdomains [0, t;] and [z, T].
We repeat only two of the previous Tables 2 (where & = 100) and 3 (where ¢ =
2716); their companion tables are Tables 4 and 5. We observe an improvement in
the numerical results compared to using a uniform mesh in time. The question of
whether the inclusion of a piecewise-uniform mesh in time produces a parameter-
uniform (with respect to both ¢ and 8) remains an open question.
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Table 3 Numerical method (5): computed two-mesh differences F¥*M and their corresponding
orders of convergence in M for problem (8) with & = 2716

9 = 2—16
9 = 2—12
6 =2"%
=2
6 =2
6 =2
6 =2t
6 =20
6 =28
6 =210

N=M=32
0.317E—01
1.290
0.266E—01
0.988
0.656E—01
1.547
0.904E—01
—.209
0.827E—01
—.007
0.113E+00
0.449
0.127E+00
0.714
0.132E+00
0.932
0.890E—01
0.476
0.437E—01
0.090

N=M=64
0.130E—01
1.171
0.134E—01
1.265
0.225E—01
1.542
0.105E+00
0.943
0.831E—01
0.317
0.829E—01
0.280
0.772E—01
0.162
0.694E—01
0.306
0.640E—01
0.167
0.411E-01
—.263

N=M=128
0.576E—02
1.096
0.557E—02
1.237
0.771E—02
1.402
0.544E—01
1.681
0.667E—01
1.140
0.683E—01
0.946
0.690E—01
0.553
0.562E—01
0.069
0.570E—01
0.251
0.493E—01
—.108

N=M=256
0.269E—02
1.051
0.236E—02
1.156
0.292E—02
1.252
0.170E—01
1.778
0.303E—01
1.384
0.355E—01
1.158
0.470E—01
0.744
0.536E—01
0.231
0.479E—01
0.093
0.532E—01
0.023

N=M=512
0.130E—02
1.027
0.106E—02
1.037
0.123E—02
1.146
0.494E—02
1.701
0.116E—01
1.443
0.159E—01
1.214
0.281E—01
0.869
0.456E—01
0.430
0.449E—01
—.075
0.523E—01
0.189

N=M=1024
0.638E—03

0.517E—03

0.553E—03

0.152E—02

0.427E—02

0.685E—02

0.154E—01

0.339E—01

0.473E—01

0.459E—01

Table 4 Finite difference scheme (5) coupled with a piecewise-uniform mesh in time (9):
computed two-mesh differences F¥¥ and uniform differences F¥'M with their corresponding
orders of convergence QN¥ OV for problem (8) with 6 = 100

g =20

g=272
=274
g=2°
g=2"%
g=2"10

N=M=32
0.844E—01
0.579
0.917E—01
0.630
0.881E—01
0.243
0.127E+00
0.594
0.127E+00
0.632
0.127E+00
0.651

N=M=64
0.565E—01
0.738
0.593E—01
0.772
0.745E—01
1.012
0.840E—01
0.266
0.819E—01
0.298
0.808E—01
0.287

N=M=128
0.339E—01
0.886
0.347E—01
0.904
0.369E—01
0.996
0.699E—01
1.139
0.666E—01
0.941
0.662E—01
0.938

N=M=256
0.183E—01
1.006
0.185E—01
1.014
0.185E—01
0.925
0.317E—01
1.220
0.347E—01
1.093
0.346E—01
1.092

N=M=512
0.912E—02
0.830
0.919E—02
0.860
0.975E—02
0.881
0.136E—01
1.104
0.163E—01
1.101
0.162E—01
1.100

N=M=1024
0.513E—02

0.506E—02

0.529E—02

0.634E—02

0.758E—02

0.757E—02

(continued)
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Table 4 (continued)

N=M=32 N=M=64 N=M=128 N=M=256 N=M=512 N=M=1024
e=2"12 0.127E400 0.802E—01 0.660E—01 0.345E—01 0.162E—01 0.756E—02

0.661 0.281 0.936 1.091 1.100
e=12"1 0.127E4+00 0.800E—01 0.659E—01 0.345E—01 0.162E—01 0.756E—02
0.665 0.278 0.935 1.090 1.099

e=2730 0.127E400 0.797E—01 0.658E—01 0.345E—01 0.162E—01 0.756E—02

0.670 0.275 0.934 1.090 1.099
FNM 0.141E+00 0.953E—01 0.699E—01 0.348E—01 0.163E—01 0.761E—02
oNM 0.565 0.448 1.007 1.095 1.096

Table 5 Finite difference scheme (5) coupled with a piecewise-uniform mesh in time (9):
computed two-mesh differences FY¥'™ and their corresponding orders of convergence QY™ for
problem (8) with & = 2716

N=M=32 N=M=64 N=M=128 N=M=256 N=M=512 N=M=1024
6 =22 0.113E4+00 0.829E—01 0.683E—01 0.355E—01 0.159E—01 0.685E—02

0.449 0.280 0.946 1.158 1.214

6 =2* 0.124E4+00 0.805SE—01 0.687E—01 0.432E—01 0.250E—01 0.140E—01
0.628 0.227 0.671 0.789 0.837

6 =2 0.127E400 0.794E—01 0.678E—01 0.425E—01 0.245E—01 0.137E—01
0.679 0.228 0.675 0.793 0.840

6 =28 0.128E4+00 0.791E—01 0.676E—01 0.423E—01 0.244E—01 0.136E—01
0.693 0.227 0.675 0.794 0.840

6 =2 0.128E+00 0.790E—01 0.675SE—01 0.423E—01 0.244E—01 0.136E—041
0.697 0.227 0.675 0.794 0.841
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Numerical Results for Singularly Perturbed
Convection-Diffusion Problems on an Annulus

Alan F. Hegarty and Eugene O’Riordan

Abstract Numerical methods for singularly perturbed convection-diffusion prob-
lems posed on annular domains are constructed and their performance is examined
for a range of small values of the singular perturbation parameter. A standard polar
coordinate transformation leads to a transformed elliptic operator containing no
mixed second order derivative and the transformed problem is then posed on a
rectangular domain. In the radial direction, a piecewise-uniform Shishkin mesh is
used. This mesh captures any boundary layer appearing near the outflow boundary.
The performance of such a method is examined in the presence or absence of
compatibility constraints at characteristic points, which are associated with the
reduced problem.

1 Introduction

Our interest is in the design of parameter-uniform globally pointwise accurate
numerical methods [3] for a wide class of singularly perturbed problems of the form

—eAu+aVu+ bu = f(x,y), b(x,y) >0, (x,y)€ 2; u=/fp, (x,y) €082.
(1)
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Moreover, we are only interested in methods that generate numerical approxima-
tions which are guaranteed to be free of spurious oscillations. That is, our interest
is in numerical methods where the associated system matrix is a monotone matrix.
In this paper, the focus will be on singularly perturbed problems posed on non-
rectangular domains §2.

In general, if the elliptic problem (1) on a non-rectangular domain is transformed
to a problem posed on a rectangular domain (which acts as the computational
domain), a mixed derivative will appear in the transformed differential equation.
Monotone discretizations of a mixed second order derivative term normally impose
a constraint on the mesh aspect ratio of the form h, = Ch,, C = 0(1) [2, 9],
where h, and h, are the local mesh steps in the two orthogonal directions. However,
as we are interested in global pointwise accuracy for any approximate numerical
solutions of (1), we wish to use anisotropic layer-adapted meshes, which are fine
along the normal direction to the outflow boundary and coarse in the direction
parallel to the boundary. In order that we are free to use layer-adapted meshes,
where at certain points in the domain /,/h, = O(1/¢), and also retain a monotone
numerical method, we consider specific domains for which a transformation (to a
rectangular domain) exists which does not generate a mixed second order derivative
term.

In [5] the following problem (posed on the unit disk 2¢ := {(x, y)[x2 4+ y* < 1})

—eAii+a(x,y)i, =f,in 2c, @=0on dR2c; a>a>0; (2
was examined. The reduced solution 7 of (2) is defined as the solution of the problem

ary = f(x.y). (ny) € {yl?+y <1\ I,
Fey) =0, (y) e lf={xy-1<x<1ly=-VI-2}

A boundary layer will form in the vicinity of the outflow boundary 32¢ \ I;,C and
there will be no layer near the inflow boundary I;,C. Restrictions need to be placed on
the admissible f in the vicinity of the characteristic points (1, 0) to avoid additional
singularities appearing in the reduced solution. In [8] compatibility conditions of
level m

ai+jf
axia’yj(:lzl,()):(), 0<2i+j<m, m >0, 3)

are identified, which prevent singularities appearing in some partial derivatives of
the reduced solution, in the neighbourhoods of the characteristic points (£1,0). In
order to prove a parameter-uniform error bound in [5], it was required that f was
identically zero in a §-neighbourhood (where § > 0 is independent of ¢) of the
points (1, 0). This is a more stringent constraint on the data than that given in (3).
However, in [6], numerical results suggested that not even the weaker compatibility
conditions (3) of level zero are required (in practice) to observe parameter-uniform



Convection-Diffusion Problems Posed on Annulus 103

convergence for a stable numerical method on an appropriate Shishkin mesh [3, 10],
in the case of the particular problem (2). In this paper, the methodology adopted in
[5, 6] is extended to a convection-diffusion problem posed on an annulus and we
also investigate numerically whether the regularity of the data at the characteristic
boundary points affects the accuracy of the numerical approximations.

2 Continuous Problem

Consider the problem posed on £2, := {(x, Y)|R} < x* +y* < R3}: Find ii(x, y) s.t.
—eNi+ i, =0, (x,y) € 24; 1 =0, if > +y* =Ry i =g, if > +y* = R,
“)
For this problem, the reduced solution r solves the first order problem
Fe=00 (ny) € (IR = +y <RH\ I} Fay) =0, (vy) e [}
&)

where the inflow boundary is given by

A= {y)ly € [FRaRal x = — B =32} U {(ey)ly € (<R1.Ry). x = /R = 32},

Unlike problem (2), the inflow boundary f'IA is now a disconnected set. The reduced
solution of problem (5) is identically zero except downstream, where

Hx) = 8(/R =129, Vy e (-Ri.R) (andx [\/R% RV -2

Assuming g is smooth, additional compatibility constraints need to be imposed on
the boundary function g(x,y) at the characteristic points (0, £R)), if the partial
derivatives of order one are to exist across the two line segments {(x, £R;), 0 <

x< /R -R3.

As in [5, 6] polar coordinates (x = rcos(f),y = rsin(f)) are a natural co-
ordinate system associated with both problem (2) and problem (4). Using this map,
the annular domain £2, is mapped to a rectangular domain £2p := {(r,0)|0 < 0 <
27, Ry < r < Ry}. The continuous problem (4) transforms into: Find u(r, #) such
that

—er2ug g — Uty + aju, + azug =f, (r,0) € 2p,
u(Ry,0) = g(0), u(Ry,0)=0, 0=<6<2mn,
and u(r,27) = u(r,0), ug(r,2m) = ug(r,0), R} <r < Ry;
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where the convective coefficients are

ay(r,0) :=cos(0) —er™' and ax(r,0) := —sin(0)r .

3 Discrete Problem and Numerical Results

The absence of a mixed second order derivative term in the transformed problem
permits the use of simple upwinding to approximate the first order derivative terms,
so that the discrete operator is then inverse monotone. To capture the layers at the
outflow boundary, we use one of two possible piecewise uniform Shishkin meshes
(which we denote, respectively, by @;, i = 1,2), in the radial direction and a
uniform mesh o7y := {0, = iK, j=0,1,...,N, K = 2;,’} in the angular direction.
If we just refine around the inner boundary where r = R| then the radial mesh @ is
defined by subdividing the interval [R}, R;] = [R1, Ry +01]U[R] + 01, Ry], and then
subsequently subdividing each of these two subintervals into N/2 mesh elements.
On the other hand, if we refine the radial mesh near both boundaries r = R; and
r = R, then the radial mesh @) is defined by dividing the interval into three
subintervals via [Ry, Rz] = [R1, R| + 03] U[R| + 02, R, — 03] U[R; — 07, R;] and then
subsequently subdividing each of these subintervals in the ratio N/4 : N/2 : N/4
mesh elements. The particular choice for the transition parameter o;,i = 1,2 is
discussed below. Hence we define two potential meshes S_ZIN =w; Xor, i =1,2.
The discrete problem(s) are then of the form!: Find U;,V , p = 1,2 such that

€
27N 2 £ N £ 7N .
—r289U[7 —&8,Up +a\D;U, + axDg U, =f, ri € wp, 6; € wr;

l

UY(r.0) =f(0). UY(r.0) =0, 0<6 <2nm,
Uy (ri,2m) = U (r1,0), Dy U)(ri,2m) = DU (ri,0). Ry <ri <R,.

We examine the performance of this numerical method applied to two particular
problems, which satisfy either some level of compatibility or none at all. In order to
prove a parameter-uniform error bound, the choice of the transition parameter in [5]
depended on stringent compatibility being imposed on the data. For the problems
considered in this current paper, we simply override these theoretical constraints
and set

R, —R
0; 1= min{ 22, l,2slnN}, i=1,2.
l

laDF = 0.5((|a| +a)D + (la — a)Djr), DFU(r:.6) := D= U(riy1. 6); where

U(ri.0)—U(ri—1.6)) 2 . A (DF =D UGLY)
(jri*"i—l) s 8’ U(ri’aj) =2 (rig1—=ri—1) o

DfU(r,-, Gj) =
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Consider the following two particular examples of problem (4) where

R =1, R, =4, g=2% on X4y =1; (6)
and R =1, R, =4, g=1, on X*+y'=1. 7

For both of these problems we employ the Shishkin mesh w,, which refines
around both boundaries r = R; and r = R,. Sample computed solutions for
both problems are displayed in Figs. 1 and 2. The reduced solution for the first test
problem (4, 6) is continuous and it is discontinuous in the second test problem (4, 7).
To investigate the convergence of the scheme, we estimate the order of convergence
pY for each particular choice of ¢ and the uniform order of convergence p" over a
range of values for & € [272°, 1], using the two mesh differences [3, pg. 166]. The
maximum two-mesh differences DY and the parameter-uniform maximum two—
mesh differences DV, are computed from

Dﬁ’ = ||UN — U2N||9N,oo, DY := max Dﬁ’

sE{Z_f}%O

Approximations pY to the local order of convergence and approximations p to the
parameter—uniform order of local convergence are subsequently computed from

DY DN
p{sv = 10g2 D;N pN = 10g2 D2N'
&

Fig. 1 Numerical solution l_]%28 of problem (4, 6) with & = 2720
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Fig. 2 Numerical solution 1% of problem (4, 7) with & = 272

Table 1 Computed orders of nodal convergence p? and e-uniform order p" for problem (4, 6)

£ N=38 N=16 N=32 N = 64 N=128 N=1256 N =512
1 0.65 1.37 1.51 1.14 1.06 1.03 1.01
272 0.63 1.47 1.37 1.09 1.04 1.02 1.01
274072 1.24 0.91 0.93 0.91 0.89 0.98
276 0.78 0.63 0.61 0.97 1.03 0.99 0.96
2% 076 0.39 0.40 0.97 1.24 0.85 0.84
2710 076 0.31 0.31 0.95 1.31 0.69 0.79
2712076 0.29 0.29 0.93 1.31 0.67 0.76
2714076 0.29 0.28 0.93 1.31 0.66 0.76
2716 0.76 0.28 0.28 0.93 1.31 0.66 0.75
2718076 0.28 0.28 0.93 1.31 0.66 0.75
2720 0.76 0.28 0.28 0.93 1.31 0.66 0.75
PN 0.76 0.28 0.28 0.93 1.31 0.66 0.75

In Table 1, we observe the orders of convergence have stabilized for sufficiently
small values of ¢ and we observe parameter uniform convergence for the compatible
problem (6). In Table 2, we observe a lack of convergence when the method is
applied to the incompatible problem (7). In [6], we also examined numerically an
incompatible problem posed on the interior of the unit disc and observed minimal
adverse effect on the performance of the numerical method. However, in the case
of the problem (4, 7) we observe in Fig.3 (and not in Fig.4) a spike in the
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Table 2 Computed orders of nodal convergence pY for problem (4, 7)

£ N=38 N =16 N =32 N = 64 N=128 N=1256 N =512
1 1.27 1.26 1.15 0.97 0.98 0.99 1.00
272 081 1.05 1.08 1.05 1.02 1.01 1.01
274 033 0.75 1.00 0.95 0.82 0.80 0.98
276 0.10 0.58 0.98 0.50 0.63 0.77 0.87
278 0.04 0.50 0.71 0.29 0.34 0.47 0.62
2710 0.03 0.47 0.55 0.25 0.19 0.22 0.32
2712 0.02 0.47 0.34 0.17 0.32 0.18 0.14
274 0.02 0.47 0.29 0.07 0.09 0.27 0.30
2716 0.02 0.47 0.28 0.05 0.02 0.09 0.19
2718 0.02 0.47 0.28 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.06
2720 0.02 0.47 0.28 0.04 —0.00 0.03 0.03

0.4 -
03
0.2 -

0.1 -

0.1 -
0.2

0.3 -

Fig. 3 Fine mesh comparison U}%® — U%%* for problem (4, 7) with e = 2720

error caused by the lack of compatibility.In a future publication, the authors will
investigate parameter-uniform convergence of the above numerical method applied
to the annulus problem (4), under the additional assumption that there exists some
§ > 0 such that g(x,y) = 0 when |[R; — y| <.



108 A.F. Hegarty and E. O’Riordan

0.15
0.1

0.05 -

-0.05-

0.1+

015
02

Fig. 4 Fine mesh comparison 0%28 - 0%024 for problem (4, 6) with e = 2=

4 The Hemker Problem

The test problem (4, 7) is linked to the singularly perturbed problem

—sAu+u, =0, £2:={(xyx*+y>1} (8)
ulx,y)=1 for ¥*+y> =1, uxy) =0 for x*>+y> — oo; )

which was first proposed by Hemker [7] as a benchmark problem. This problem is
a singularly perturbed elliptic problem (of convection-diffusion type) posed on an
unbounded domain exterior to the unit disc. See [1, 4] (and the references therein)
for some computational approaches to solving this benchmark problem. If we wish
to generate accurate approximate solutions to this problem, then we can take the
computational domain as an annulus where R, — oco. However, our results on such
a domain for problem (4, 7) have not been impressive. So we now consider using
a different computational domain for x > 0. Moreover, we formulate an alternative
problem to (8, 9), which we believe retains some of the key difficulties within the
Hemker problem. Consider the singularly perturbed problem: Find u such that

—eAu+u, =0, (x,y)eD (10)
u(x,y)=1, for x> +y*=1, ul,y) =0, for —R,<y<R, (1)
u(x,y) =0, (x,y) € D\ D)\ {(x.))|x =L, —Ry <y <Ry}); (12)
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Fig. 5 The overlay mesh 2 N QY withe =27°, N =128, L = 4,R, = 4

posed on the bounded composite domain D := (C, U Q) \ C; (see Fig. 5), where
Cii={(x ) +y <R}, i=12,R :=1; Q:=(0,L)x (—R.Ry), L > R,.
We compute a numerical approximation to the solution of this problem in two
stages. We first compute an approximate solution of problem (4, 7) using the mesh
2N, which only refines near the inner boundary R; = 1. The computed solution

will (in polar coordinates) be denoted by Zf‘v (7, 0;). In the second Ehase, we~solve
the following discrete problem over the rectangle Q, using a mesh £22': Find Zg s.t.

ZyGiy) =1, () € 2 N Cy;
(—e82 — 282 + D7) ZB (i) = 0. (i) € 22\ G
with the remaining boundary values computed from the equations
D Zy(L.y) =0, —Ry <y; < Ra.  Z)(x;,—Ro) = Z)(x1,Ry) = 0, x; € [0, LI;
Z5(0.3) = Z{ (0.3 y; € (~R, =D U (L.Ry).
Here Z(0,y;) is a linear interpolant of the values Z¥ (r;, 7/2) and Z¥ (r;,37/2)

along the line x = 0. Also the mesh ng ‘= w, X w3 is a tensor product mesh of
a uniform mesh w, := {x;|x; = iL/N,0 < i < N} in the horizontal direction and
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Fig. 6 Computed solution of problem (10, 11, 12) on the mesh 2V N f?év withe =271 N =
128, R, = 4, L = 10

the vertical mesh w3 is a Shishkin mesh which refines in the region of the interior
characteristic layers, emanating from the characteristic points (0, £1). This mesh
w3 is generated by splitting the vertical interval [—R;, R,] into the five subregions

[Ry, —1—n]U[-1 -1, =14+ ]U[-1471, 1 = ]U[l =71, 1 + ]U [l + 12, Ry]

and distributing the mesh elements in the ratio N/8 : N/4 : N/4 : N/4 : N/8. The
Shishkin transition parameters? are taken to be

1 R, —1
T = min{2, \/elnN}; T := min{ 22 ,JelnN}.

The resulting mesh from this construction is illustrated in Fig.5. The computed
approximation UV to the solution of problem (10, 11, 12) is given as

UM = ZY(r.0). (ri.6) € @Y\ ((x = 0}, U := Z)(xi.y). (xi.yy) € 2\ 1.

A sample computed solution UV is displayed in Fig. 6. A plot of the approximate
errors in Fig. 7 indicates that the spike in the error in the vicinity of the characteristic

2The choice of /e for the scaling in these interior layers is motivated by the follow-
ing heuristic argument: the reduced solution of (8, 9) is discontinuous along the half-lines
y = =Z£R;,x > 0. Assuming that the vertical derivatives dominate (in scale) the horizontal
derivatives in the neighbourhood of these half-lines, the solution is approximated by the solution
of a heat equation of the form —es,, + s, = 0, which suggests the scaling of { = y/ ./ for the
mesh.
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Fig. 7 Fine mesh comparison U8 — 1024 for problem (10, 11, 12) with ¢ = 27BN =
128, R, =4, L=10

points pollutes the approximate solution downwind where x > 0. However, in
Fig.7 we see that the loss in accuracy appears to be restricted to the parabolic
layers in the vicinity of the lines y = =41. This leads to the conjecture that, if the
numerical method could be corrected near the points (0, £1) then this may correct
the approximate solution at all points, where the accuracy is currently lost.

5 Conclusions

Unlike for the problem posed on the interior of the unit disk [6], the absence
of compatibility conditions at characteristic points has an adverse effect on the
convergence of numerical approximations (generated by the numerical methods
in this paper) in the case of the problem posed on the exterior of the unit
disc. Nevertheless, as a computational approach to solving the Hemker problem,
upwinding on appropriate Shishkin meshes in a patched computational domain
appears to yield reasonable (oscillation-free) approximations away from the interior
parabolic layer regions near the half-lines y = £1, x > 0, which emanate from the
characteristic points (0, &1). The question of whether it is possible (or not) to design
a fitted mesh and, perhaps, combine this with a fitted operator to obtain parameter-
uniform pointwise accuracy throughout the entire domain for problems like (10, 11,
12) remains open to further investigation.
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Numerical Calculation of Aerodynamic Noise
Generated from an Aircraft in Low Mach
Number Flight

Vladimir Jazarevié and BoSko Rasuo

Abstract The paper describes numerical prediction of aerodynamic noise gener-
ated from the aircraft. It focuses on the simulation of turbulent flow around rectified
flap on the wing represented in 2D. Simulation of turbulent flow is modeled using
the stabilized orthogonal subgrid scale (OSGS) method with dynamical subscales.
It is shown how the stabilization method can perform simulation of turbulent flow
affecting the prediction of acoustic sources calculated applying Lighthill’s analogy.
Acoustic sources are used in inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation to simulate
pressure wave propagation in the domain closing the circle of three main steps
required for simulating aeroacoustics phenomena. It is shown that OSGS with
dynamical subscales gives better representation of the spectrum. Overall, better
prediction of energy transfer across large and small eddies provides better allocation
and presentation of acoustics sources. These sources change wave propagation of
the pressure in acoustic field.

1 Introduction

As it is known, the Navier-Stokes partial differential equation describes the
behaviour of fluid flow, but there are two problems that mathematicians have not
been able to solve to the present day. The first one is uniqueness and smoothness
of the solution of the Navier-Stokes equation. The second problem is turbulence,
because fluid continually generates features at decreasing scale eddies. One of
the most difficult challenges in numerical algorithms of turbulent flow is how
to model these small scale eddies and their effect on large scale eddies. Also,
how to properly define energy distribution between these small scale and large
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scale eddies. Turbulent flow around bodies that travel fast through the air makes
fluctuations of the pressure that our ear recognizes as sound. It is this kind of
physical phenomena that Aeroacoustics [1] deals with. With constant growth of
capabilities of personal computers, a new field of computational mechanics has
also emerged: Computational Aeroacoustics (CAA) [2]. The objective of this work
is to present the stabilized subgrid scale finite element method with variation of
orthogonal subgrid scale method with dynamical subscale for the approximation
of incompressible Navier-Stokes equation which beside of stabilization also can
model turbulent flow and how this modeling of turbulent flow affects calculation
of Lighthill’s [3] tensor. In this work, 2D simulation is performed although it is
well know that in 2D it is impossible to recover natural behavior of turbulent flow.
The idea is to show how for the same mesh and same computer resources the
proposed methodology shows better results than for the usual approach which uses
LES[4] methodology for modeling turbulent flow. In addition to the stabilization
of proposed methodology it will be shown how the use of orthogonal projection
on finite element space for the approximation of small scales is a good choice to
separate energy bounds for two scales. Dynamical scales in the end provide the
opportunity to model the backscatter of energy between small and large eddies and
possibility for the energy to go in both directions from large to small eddies and
vice versa. Finally, the velocity vector as a solution of Navier-Stokes equation is
used in calculating of Lighthill’s tensor which presents the acoustic sources and
these acoustic sources are the right side of inhomogenous Helmholtz equation that
describes acoustic pressure wave propagation in the domain. Here, we are interested
in small wave numbers (k < 15) avoiding the problems known as pollution error for
large wave numbers.

2 Proposed Methodology to Simulate Aerodynamic Noise

In order to simulate aerodynamic noise around the components of the aircraft as
rectified flaps shown in Fig. 1 the simulation will be divided into three main steps.
The first one is the simulation of turbulent flow with CFD. The numerical problem
consists in solving partial differential equation in the domain Q@ C R¢ with the

boundary condition I' = I'y U I'p = 02 and prescribed initial condition and
boundary.

Ju+u-Vu—vAu+Vp=f in Q, t>0, (1)

V-u=0 in 2, t>0, 2)

ux,0) =uy(x) in 2, t=0, 3)

ux,) =0 on TIp, t>0, @)

n-o(x,t) =ty(x,t) on Ty, t>0. 5
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Fig. 1 Sources of sound generation on the wing of the aircraft with stress on deployed flaps

Slat (deployed)

As it is known, the simulation of turbulent flow demands the appropriate design of
numerical schemes (LES, Orthogonal SGS with dynamical subscales) in order to
catch the physical behaviour of turbulence. The goal of turbulent flow simulation is
to obtain the velocity vector u with exact productions of wakes.

The second part consists of calculating the acoustics sources using the method
proposed by Lighthill, which means calculation of Reynolds tensor.

(VeV):T~pp(VeV):u®u =pV[(VRu) - u+ulV-u)
=pV-[(VRu)-ul=pu-V(V-u)+p(Veu: (Veou)'
=p(Veu): (Vou' =s(x1) (6)

In order to keep the advantages of using C°-class finite elements, Reynolds tensor is
expressed in the form po(V ®@u) : (V®u) ' = s(x, 7). After the source term in time
domain is obtained, it has to be transformed to the frequency domain, using Direct
Fourier Transform (DFT).

The third part consists of solving inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation using
the source term obtained in the previous step in order to simulate pressure wave
propagation in the domain, which is known as simulation of acoustic part. The
same domain is used as in the CFD step. Mathematical problem involves finding
the pressure py in the domain £2 C R? with the boundary I'y U ', = 052.

Apg(x, w) + képH(x, w) =s(x,w) in 9, (7
Vpu(x,0) - m=0 on Ty, €]
Vpu(x,w)-n = ikopy on Ts. 9
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First, time domain is decomposed in sub intervals and in each time step the
Navier-Stokes equation is solved than is calculated Lighthill’s tensor for that time
step and with direct Fourier transform translated to frequency domain for chosen
number of frequencies. After all time steps are calculated, the appropriate acoustic
sources calculated in a previous step are chosen. These acoustic sources are the right
hand side of the inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation which is then solved.

3 Orthogonal Subgrid Scale Method with Dynamical
Subscales

The idea behind SGS method is also to decompose the velocity and velocity test
function to resolvable (capture with FEM mesh) or large scales and non-resolvable
or small scales. The decomposition of u = ux = uw, + 0, v = v, + v refers
to space splitting Vg = V,‘i o+ \7,‘11 . The velocity time derivation can be split as
du = d,uy;, + d,u where the second term is saved because it is chosen to deal with
dynamical subscales [5]. Enforcing the subscales to be L? orthogonal to the finite
element or, in other words, \7(‘)1 is taken as a subspace of this solution leads to the
separate energy bounds for the two different scales. The separation of the scales is
only proper if they are orthogonal in the sense that the total kinetic energy is the sum
of the kinetic energy of uy, plus the kinetic energy of small scales. Also, the pressure
and pressure test function are decomposed as p = p;, +p, ¢ = g5, + g corresponding
to the space splitting Qo = Qo + Qo. In the formulation the pressure subscales are
not used. Let us consider finite element partition K of the computational domain £2.
Applying the ideas in Eqgs. (1)—(5) it is formulated:

0wy, vp) + (s - Vug, vi) +v(Vuy, Vvy) — (pr, V- vi) + (g, V - wp)

+ (0, vi) = ) (.- Vv, + VAV, + Vau)k (10)
K

+ Y (@, vn- Vv, + gin)ox = (£, v4)
K

. 9) + Y (- Vi — AR F)g + Y (vn- Vil ¥)y,
K K

+Z(8tuh+u* -Vu, —vAuw, + Vp,, V)k (11)
K

+ Z(vn -Vu, —pin, V)ox = (£, V)
I3
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These discrete variational must hold for all test functions [v;, ;] € Vj, x Oy and
¥ € V, where V is the space of subscales to be defined. It is observed that some
terms have been integrated by parts within each elements. Equation (10) defines
large scales and Eq. (11) defines small scales. Apart from taking zero the pressure
subscale, no approximations have been done to arrive to Eqgs. (10)—(11). Different
approximations will lead to different formulations within the same framework. It
would be consider that d, &~ 0 and takes u,x &~ u,, as advection velocity. Firstly, let
describe the space of subscales V, that is the space where i belongs for ¢ fixed. A
particular feature of our approach is to take it L? orthogonal to the finite element
space or it could be said that Vis subspace of Vh The first approximation will be
is to take & & 0 on 0K for each element in domain K of the finite element partition.
That can be understood as approximating the velocity subscale by a space of bubble
function. However, the heuristic Fourier arguments proposed in [6] also allows us to
explain why the effect of the subscales on the element boundaries can be neglected
compared to the effect in the element interiors. Nevertheless, this approximation can
be relaxed following the ideas suggested in [7].

D fu Vi—vAL V) ~ Y (0L8)k (12)
K

K

where tx is algebraic parameter calculated for every element of computational
domain

21 v allureor
Ty = + 13
K h,% hk (13)

where: ¢; = 4 and ¢, = 2—for linear triangular elements, hg—characteristic mesh
element size.

The next goal is to find the solution of small scales in Eq.(11) as a function
of large scales and then to put back that result in Eq. (10). Equation (11) could be
written in a differential form:

Srﬁn 4 (u2+a 4 ﬁn+a) . Vﬁn+a — VAl n+o 4 Vpn+1 _ I,n+oz (14)
Voute = e (15)
where rﬂ“ and r"+“ represent residuals obtained with FEM method u;, and p;, given

as,

I = PS4 (T 4w ) VT -y AT 4 VT ] (16)

e = —P[V-u""] (17)
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where P = I—IT},, and IT), is L2 projection on finite element space which leads to the
approach known as the Orthogonal subgrid scale stabilization [6]. The formulation
of orthogonal subgrid scale with dynamical subscales can be formulated as

(Opup, vi) + (s - Vg, vi) + v(Vuy, Vvy) — (pr, V- vi) + (gp, V - wp)

= (0w Vv + vAV + Vark = (Ev)  (18)
K

0.9 + Y e 0L V) + ) (- Vi, —vAw + Vpi ¥)g = (£5)  (19)
K K

where the second equation is calculated first and then the approximation of small
scales is incorporate in a first equation. The model such as it is, suitable for
implementation in computer code.

4 Model and Simulation Setup

The domain produced around airfoil 23012 is of dimensions of 300 m x 300 m. The
chord dimension of airfoil is Im and the flap is deployed at 20°. The mesh of linear
triangular elements for the hall domain is produced where the density of the mesh
is finer around the airfoil, and becoming thicker with departure from the airfoil. The
number of triangular elements is 128,307 and there is 64,680 computational nodes.
Figure 2 shows the nodes of the mesh where time tracking of velocity components
and pressure is done. From the literature is known that the maximum aerodynamic
noise is generated in rift between the airfoil body and the flap, and on the trailing
edge of the flap. Because of that the position of tracking nodes looks as shown
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Fig. 2 Position of time tracking nodes for velocity components and pressure



Numerical Calculation of Aerodynamic Noise Generated from an Aircraft 119

in Fig.2. In the end it is prescribed the Dirichlet boundary condition of v = 0
on the boundary of the airfoil and flap. Also, it is prescribed v = 100m/s on the
left side of the domain. The angle of attack of the airfoil is @, = 10°. On the
rest of the boundaries of the domain Neumann boundary condition is prescribed
to avoid problems with numerical instabilities which can produce wakes generated
from the trailing edge. The LES-Smagorinsky method and Orthogonal stabilized
subgrid scale method with dynamical subscale are used for simulation of turbulence.
The hall time interval is 0.35s and the time step is 0.0005 s, where second order
Adams-Bashforth method is used for time discretization. Smagorinsky parameter is
0.004 and Newton-Raphson method is used for linearization of convective term.

S Comparison of Results for Two Turbulent Models
and Their Effect on Aeroacoustic Sources and Acoustic
Propagation

It is noticeable from Figs.3 and 4 that both approaches of modelling turbulent
flow give different representation of the velocity field around the airfoil. Even
with the same model, mesh and boundary conditions, the difference in turbulent
pattern around the airfoil is noticeable on the first side. LES approach presents a
fixed pattern of the behaviour of velocity giving more dissipative representation
[8], capturing only large eddies and giving poor representation of small scales and
their energy influence on large scales. It is noticeable that LES methodology didn’t
recover the influence of the rift on the flow around the airfoil leading to bad results
for acoustic sources which are produced inside the rift. On the other hand, the
orthogonal SGS method with dynamical subscales has some features which give
better presentation of turbulent flow. Even the flow inside the rift is reproduced with
the influence on around flow.
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-

3 147.68

“ e

o 7

- 92.299

73.839

55.379

36.919

y step 0.15 I 18.46
z X

Contour Fill of VELOC,IVELOCI.

Fig. 3 Velocity profile obtained with LES-Smagorinsky model around airfoil after 0.15's
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Fig. 4 Velocity profile obtained with Orthogonal SGS stabilized method with dynamical subscales
after 0.15s
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Fig. 5 Time tracking of velocity in X direction using LES-Smagorinsky method

First, forcing L? projection of small scales on the velocity finite element space
leads to orthogonal subgrid scale, which gives proper scale separation in the sense
that total kinetic energy is the sum of kinetic energy of solvable (grid) scale plus
kinetic energy of small (non-grid) scales. Second, modelling of dynamical subscales
leads to correct behaviour of time discretization schemes and better accuracy. On
the other side, dynamical tracking of subscales gives the opportunity to model
backscatter [9] that gives right energy transfer between the large and the small
scales.

In Figs.5, 6, 7, 8 the dissipative structure of the LES approach is even more
visible, giving poor spectral analysis. Recovering only large scales, giving good
evidence this approach can capture turbulent characteristics to some point on the
Kolmogorov scale diagram.
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Fig. 6 FFT of X component velocity function using LES
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Fig. 7 Time tracking of velocity in Y direction using LES-Smagorinsky method

In Figs. 9, 10, 11, 12 the Orthogonal SGS with dynamical subscale, on the other
hand, recovers much richer spectral diagram, modelling both small and large scales
and their energy interchange [10, 11]. It is important to highlight that representation
in the figures is done for the same points shown in Fig.2 for both methods.
Spectral analysis in these figures gives rich representation, provides good evidence
of recovering small scales and their influence on large scales. It is evident from
Figs. 13 and 14 that the proposed methodology of orthogonal SGS with dynamical
subscales gives stronger and richer presentation of acoustic sources, giving smaller
dipoles that come from small scales and their extra modeling [12, 13]. Good
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Fig. 8 FFT of Y component velocity function using LES
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Fig. 9 Time tracking of velocity in X direction using Orthog. SGS method with dyn. subscales

modeling of energy transfer in flow between the large and the small eddies recovers
the fluctuating nature, which gives nice accent on gradients in the field around the
airfoil, which is shown best in the rift between the airfoil body and the flap. Both
methods recover to the some point trailing edge generation of the noise, but LES
model is very dissipative for the rift flow [14]. For acoustic wave propagation we
are interested in small wave numbers, because large values produce stabilization
problems, known as pollution error. Because of that, only the implementation of
the Galerkin method will show dependencies of different modeling of turbulent
flow on calculation of acoustic wave propagation. It is important to mention that
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Fig. 10 FFT of X component velocity function using Orthogonal SGS with dynamical subscales

80
60

Velocity component in x direction [m/s]

0 0.05 0.1 015 02 025 03 0.35
time[s]

Fig. 11 Time tracking of velocity in Y direction using Orthogonal SGS method with dynamical
subscales

the CFD domain is the same for acoustic field and wave numbers are same for
all simulations, and only different is the acoustic source term that comes from
different modelling of turbulent flow. Better modelling of turbulent flow and richer
approximation of acoustic sources also affect wave propagation of pressure and
solution of inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation, as represented in Figs. 15 and 16
[15]. It is clear that the Orthogonal SGS method with dynamical subscales gives
stronger waves in the field.
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Fig. 12 FFT of Y component velocity function using Orthogonal SGS with dynamical subscales
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Fig. 13 Imaginary solution of acoustic sources where is used LES-Smagorinsky model for
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Fig. 14 Imaginary solution of acoustic sources where is used Orthogonal SGS method with
dynamical subscale model for turbulance
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6 Discussion and Conclusion

It is obvious that for the airfoil with deployed flap, the method of Orthogonal SGS
with dynamical scale which provides stabilization and model turbulent flow gives
richer and stronger presentations of aeroacoustics sources, which leads to the same
conclusion in propagation of acoustics waves in acoustic domain. The point to be
highlighted is in a different approach of modelling small scales and their filtration
in the solution of resolvable scale captured by the finite element mesh recovering
good energy distribution in area of small eddies. Also, using dynamic subscales,
the method gives the opportunity of modeling backscatter across large and small
eddies giving energy flow across them. In addition, the model is less dissipative as
clearly shown in spectral diagrams exhibiting the possibility to recover a wide range
of frequencies arising from small scales and their energy somehow lost in the LES
approach. Comparison of time tracking in the same point in mesh for both methods
is clearly distinctive between them and their modelling of turbulent flow. Modelling
of turbulent flow is directly affect Lighthill’s tensor producing different results for
both methods. It is clear that the proposed method recovers richer distribution of
acoustic sources and also their strength. Different modeling of small eddies directly
influences the distribution of dipoles in the near field of the airfoil with deployed
flap. Previously obtained results also affect inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation.
Richer and stronger source term arising from the proposed method shows stronger
waves pressure in the calculated domain. Besides, the area near the airfoil is clearly
distinguished, where there is a concentration of acoustic sources.
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On the Discrete Maximum Principle
for Algebraic Flux Correction Schemes
with Limiters of Upwind Type

Petr Knobloch

Abstract Algebraic flux correction (AFC) schemes are applied to the numerical
solution of scalar steady-state convection-diffusion-reaction equations. A general
result on the discrete maximum principle (DMP) is established under a weak
assumption on the limiters and used for proving the DMP for a particular limiter
of upwind type under an assumption that may hold also on non-Delaunay meshes.
Moreover, a simple modification of this limiter is proposed that guarantees the
validity of the DMP on arbitrary simplicial meshes. Furthermore, it is shown that
AFC schemes do not provide sharp approximations of boundary layers if meshes do
not respect the convection direction in an appropriate way.

1 Introduction

The aim of this paper is the numerical solution of the scalar steady-state convection-
diffusion-reaction equation

—eAu+b-Vu+cu=g in$2, u=u, onoas2, D

defined in a bounded d-dimensional domain §2 (d = 2, 3) having a polygonal (resp.
polyhedral) Lipschitz-continuous boundary 02. We assume that ¢ > 0 is constant,
andb € W' ()4, c € L®(2), g € L*(2), and u, € H2(352) N C(3S2) are given
functions satisfying V-b = 0 and ¢ > 0O a.e. in £2.

Problem (1) is discretized by means of the finite element method and stabilized
using algebraic flux correction (AFC), following the ideas in [3-6]. The first
rigorous analysis of the AFC scheme considered in this paper was published in [1]
where, in particular, the validity of the discrete maximum principle (DMP) for the
limiter of [3] was proved for Delaunay meshes. In [2], another limiter was proposed
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for which the AFC scheme is linearity preserving and satisfies the DMP on arbitrary
simplicial meshes. The design of this limiter was based on a general result on the
DMP that is, however, not applicable to the limiter of [3] due to its upwind character.

In what follows, we first formulate the AFC scheme and then, in Sect.3, we
prove a local DMP under a more general assumption on the limiters than in [2].
This enables us to prove in Sect. 4 that, for the limiter of [3], the DMP is satisfied
under a condition that may hold also on non-Delaunay meshes. Moreover, the result
of Sect. 3 makes it possible to introduce a limiter of upwind type for which the DMP
is satisfied on arbitrary simplicial meshes. Finally, in Sect. 5, we discuss the upwind
character of the limiters and show that AFC schemes provide sharp approximations
of boundary layers only when used on appropriate meshes.

2 An Algebraic Flux Correction Scheme

In this section we formulate the AFC scheme investigated in this paper. First we
introduce a finite element discretization of the problem (1), which is of Galerkin
type and hence unstable in the convection-dominated regime. Then we apply the
algebraic flux correction to enforce the discrete maximum principle.

To discretize the problem (1), we introduce finite element spaces

Wi =1{v, € C(2); vplp € PI(T) VT € T}, Vi = Wiy N Hy(R2),

where 7}, is a simplicial triangulation of £ and P(T) is the space of linear
polynomials on 7. We denote by x,...,xy the vertices of .7}, and assume that
M of them (0 < M < N) are interior vertices which are numbered first, i.e.,
X1,..-, Xy € £2 and xp41,...,xy € 0§2. We denote by ¢y, ..., ¢y the standard
basis functions of W, i.e., one has ¢;(x;) = §;, i,j = 1,...,N, where §; is the
Kronecker symbol. Then the functions ¢y, ..., ¢y form a basis in Vj. For any
vy, € Wy, we denote by {v,-}»f.\’=l the uniquely determined coefficients of v, with
respect to the above basis of Wy, i.e., v = Zf\;l v; ¢;. Let us introduce the following
discretization of (1).
Find u;, € W), such that u;,(x;) = up(x;),i=M +1,...,N, and

an(up, vi) = (g, vn) Y v, €V, ()

where

M
ah(uh, Uh) =& (Vuh, Vvh)+(b-Vuh, vh)+Z (C, (pi) Uu; v; Y u,e W, v, eV,

i=1
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and (-,-) denotes the inner product in L?*(£2) or L?(£2)?. Note that the usual
reaction term (c uy, v;) is replaced by a diagonal approximation, analogous to a
mass lumping in discretizations of transient problems.

We denote a; = ap(g;, ¢;) fori,j=1,...,N,gi = (g,¢;) fori=1,...,M, and
u? = up(x;) fori = M + 1,...,N. Then u, is a solution of (2) if and only if the

1

corresponding coefficient vector U = (uy, ..., uy) satisfies the linear system
N
Zaii"?i:giv i=1,....M, 3)
j=1

Since (b - Vv,v) = 0 for any v € H}(£2) and Zf’zl @; = 1in £2, it is easy to see
that

N
ai>0, > a;=0, i=1,....M. )
j=1

Moreover, one deduces that the matrix (a,;j)%z | is positive definite so that the linear
system (3), (4) (and hence also the discrete problem (2)) has a unique solution.

To stabilize the discretization (2), the algebraic flux correction is applied as
described in [1]. This leads to the following system of nonlinear equations:

N N
D a4+ Y (1 —ay(U)) dyj (4 — w)) = g, i=1,....M, (6)

j=1 Jj=1

wi = u?, i=M+1,....N, (7)
where o;;(U) € [0,1], i,j = 1,...,N, are limiters that depend on the solution
U = (u1,...,uy) and form a symmetric matrix, and d;; are entries of an artificial

diffusion matrix defined by

dijzdjiz—max{aij,o,aﬁ} Vl'#j, diiz_zdij-
J#i
Moreover, for any i,j € {1,..., N}, we assume that o;;(U)(1; — u;) is a continuous
function of U = (uy,...,uy). This property makes it possible to prove that the

nonlinear problem (6), (7) has a solution, see [1].

In the following sections we shall formulate general properties and particular
examples of limiters «;; for which the AFC scheme (6), (7) satisfies the DMP. It
can be verified (see [1]) that the limiters presented in this paper possess the above-
mentioned continuity property.
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3 A General Result on the Discrete Maximum Principle

In this section we prove a local DMP for the AFC scheme (6), (7). This result will
be established under a general assumption on the limiters o;;, which is weaker than
the one considered in [2].

Given i € {1,...,M}, the DMP will be formulated locally, with respect to an
index set S; C {1,...,N}\ {i}. We assume that

SLD{]G{I,,N}\{l}ay#00ra1,>0}, l=1,,M (8)

We shall investigate the validity of the DMP in the following sense.

Definition 1 The AFC scheme (6), (7) satisfies the local DMP if, for any vector
U= (ui,...,uy) € RV satisfying (6) and any i € {1, ..., M}, the implications

gi<0 = u,-fmaxu*, gi>0 = u;>minu; ©)]
jesi jesi
hold true, with ”1+ = max{0, #;} and u; = min{0, u;}. If Z;v=1 a; = 0, it is also
required that
& =<0 = u <maxuy, g >0 = w>minuy;. (10)
JESi JESi

To prove the local DMP, we make the following assumption.
Assumption (A) Consider any U = (uy,...,uy) € RN andanyi € {1,...,M}.If
u; is a strict local extremum of U with respect to S, i.e.,
uj > U VjESi or u; < uj VjGSi,
then

aj+ (1 —a;(U)dj =0 VjeSs;.

In [2], the local DMP was proved under the assumption that {&;;(U) dj}jes; vanish
if u; is a strict local extremum of U with respect to S;. This assumption is obviously
stronger than the present Assumption (A) since a;; + dj; < 0 for any i # j.

Theorem 1 The AFC scheme (6), (7) with limiters oy satisfying Assumption (A)
satisfies the local DMP.

Proof Let U = (uy,...,uy) € RY satisfy (6). Consider any i € {1,..., M} and let
gi < 0. Since d;j = O forany j & S; U {i}, it follows from (6) that

A+ Y lag + (1= (V) dy] (u; — ) = g, (1)

JES
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where A; = Zi\,:l a;. If A; > 0, it suffices to consider u; > 0 since otherwise the
first implication in (9) trivially holds. Let us assume that u; > u; for all j € S;. Then
Assumption (A) implies that the sum in (11) is non-negative. If A; = 0, then there is
J € S; such that a;; < 0 since a;; > 0 (see (5)). As d;; < 0, this implies that the sum
in (11)is positive. If A; > 0, then A; u; > 0. Thus, in both cases, the left-hand side of
(11) is positive, which is a contradiction. Therefore, there is j € S; such that u; < u;,
which proves the first implication in (10) and hence also in (9). The statements for
gi > 0 follow in an analogous way.

4 Validity of the DMP for Particular Limiters

In this section we first present the definition of the limiters «;; proposed in [3].
This choice is often used in computations and was thoroughly investigated in [1].
We prove the validity of the DMP for the AFC scheme (6), (7) with these limiters
under a weaker assumption than in [1] but we also show that the DMP cannot be
guaranteed on non-Delaunay meshes. Therefore, we introduce a modification of
these limiters for which the DMP holds on arbitrary meshes. The results are valid
for any index sets S; satisfying (8).

To define the limiter of [3], one first computes, fori = 1,..., M,
N N N N
+ _ + - _ — + _ — - _ +
PR= 3 ff Pr= ) f. Of=-)f. Q== f.
j=1 j=1 Jj=1 j=1
aji < ajj aji < ajj

12)

where f;; = djj (u; — ui),fi;' = max{0.f;}, and f;7 = min{0, f;;}. Then, one defines

+ p—
R = min L2 R; = min 1,Qi_ . i=1....M.
P;'— P;
If Pi+ or P vanishes, one sets R[+ = lor R; = 1, respectively. Fori = M + 1,
..., N, one defines Ri+ = R; = 1. Furthermore, one sets
+ .
_ Ri 1fﬁj>0,
a; =1 1 if f; =0, i,j=1,...,N.
R if f;; <0,

Finally, one defines

Limiter 1 Foranyi,je€ {1,...,N} with a; < a;, one sets o = o = 6[,;;.



134 P. Knobloch

It was proved in [1] that the AFC scheme (6), (7) with Limiter 1 satisfies a local
DMP provided that

aj+ai<0 Yij=1,..N,i#j, i<Morj<M. (13)

As discussed in [1], the validity of (13) is guaranteed if the triangulation .7}, is
weakly acute. In the two-dimensional case, (13) holds if and (in principle) only
if .}, is a Delaunay triangulation, i.e., the sum of any pair of angles opposite a
common edge is smaller than, or equal to, . The following theorem shows that the
assumption (13) can be weakened.

Theorem 2 Let
min{a;, a;;} <0 Vi=1,....M, j=1,...,N, i#j. (14)

Then the AFC scheme (6), (7) with Limiter 1 satisfies the local DMP.

Proof 1t suffices to verify Assumption (A). Consider any U = (uy,...,uy) € RN,
ie{l,...,M},andj € S;. Let u; be a strict local extremum of U with respect to S;.
We want to prove that

a; + (1 —o;(U))d; < 0. (15)

If a;; < 0, then (15) holds since (1 — «;;(U)) dij < 0. If a;; > 0, then a;; < 0 due to
(14) and hence a;; = ai,- and dj = —a;; < 0. If u; > w; for any k € §;, then f;; > 0
andfy > Ofork=1,...,N, so that'o?ij = Ri+ = 0. Similarly, if u; < u; for any
k € S, thenf; <Oandfy <Ofork =1,...,N, so thataij = R; = 0. Thus,
(15) holds again.

Obviously, the assumption (13) implies (14) and hence, in particular, (14) holds if
), is a Delaunay triangulation. However, in contrast to (13), the condition (14) may
be satisfied also on non-Delaunay meshes, particularly in the convection-dominated
case, since the convection matrix is skew-symmetric. If the condition (14) is not
satisfied, then the DMP generally does not hold, as the following result shows.

Theorem 3 Let there existi € {1,... ., M} and k € {1,...,N} such that i # k and
0 <ap <ay Ifke{l,... M}, let there exist | € Si \ (S; U {i}) such that di; # 0.
Then the AFC scheme (6), (7) with Limiter I does not satisfy the local DMP.

Proof Let i, k, and [ satisfy the assumptions of the theorem. Consider any u; > 0
and any u; < u; forj € S; \ {k}. Let u; < u; be such that

Z Clijblj+ Z dij(uj—ui)fo.

JES;ULi} JES\{k}
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We shall show that the remaining components of (i, . . ., uy) can be defined in such
a way that oz = 1. Then the ith equation of the AFC scheme (6), (7) is satisfied for
g < 0 but u; > maxjeg, uj+ so that (9) does not hold. Since a; < ay; and fi; < O,
one deduces that o, = ay; = R, . Thus, if k > M, one always has o = 1 and u;
can be defined arbitrarily for j & S; U {i}. If k < M, one defines u; arbitrarily for
J & Si U {i,}. Then, it suffices to choose u; < u in such a way that Q7 < P, . This
is possible, since O, < dy (ux — u;), diy # 0 and P is independent of u; if u; < uy.

It is easy to define non-Delaunay triangulations of 2 and data e > O and b €
W0 (£2)4 such that the assumptions of Theorem 3 are satisfied. This shows that, on
non-Delaunay triangulations, the AFC scheme (6), (7) does not satisfy the DMP in
general. Therefore, we introduce the following simple modification of Limiter 1 that
assures the validity of the DMP on arbitrary triangulations (the proof is analogous
as for Theorem 2).

Limiter 2 For any i,j € {l,...,N}, the limiters oj = «; are defined as for
Limiter 1 if min{a;,a;} < 0 and otherwise set to min{c;, o}, omitting the
condition a;; < a;; in (12).

Remark I The definition of Limiter 1 is ambiguous if a;; = aj;. For Limiter 2, this
ambiguity is restricted to the case min{a;;, a;;} < 0 so that it does not influence the
resulting method. Indeed, if a; = a; < 0, then d;; = 0 so that the respective «;
does not occur in the nonlinear problem (6), (7), and can be defined arbitrarily.

It is easy to see that the AFC scheme (6), (7) satisfies the local DMP also for

Limiter 3 For any i,j € {1,...,N}, one sets ; = min{&y, o;}, omitting the
condition a;; < a;; in (12).

However, Limiter 3 generally introduces more artificial diffusion than Limiter 2
and hence leads to a more pronounced smearing of layers. Let us illustrate this by

means of the following example.

Example 1 We consider the problem (1) defined in £2 = (0, 1)? with the data ¢ =
1078, b = (cos(—m/3),sin(—x/3))", c = 0, g = 0, and the boundary condition

uy(x. y) = (1) forx =1ory <0.7,
else.

Figure 2 shows approximate solutions obtained using the AFC scheme (6), (7)
on a triangulation of the type depicted in Fig. 1a consisting of 800 triangles. In this
case, the assumption (14) is satisfied and hence Limiters 1 and 2 are identical. One
can observe that Limiter 3 leads to a stronger smearing of the layers than Limiter 1.
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a b C

Fig. 1 Types of triangulations used in numerical experiments

5 Upwind Character of the Limiters

In this section we show that Limiter 1 (and hence also the related Limiter 2) can be
regarded as a limiter of upwind type. We shall also investigate the question of sharp
approximation of layers at outflow boundaries and demonstrate that smearing can
be avoided only if the underlying triangulation is defined appropriately.

To define o; = o in Limiter 1 (with i # j), one chooses either o or oj;,
depending on the validity of the inequality a; < a;; (we do not consider the case
a;j = aj;, cf. Remark 1). Let us investigate the meaning of this inequality. One may
assume that i < M or j < M since oy with i,j € {M + 1,...,N} does not occur
in (6). Then (b - Vg;, ;) = —(b - V¢;, ¢;) and hence the inequality a; < aj is
equivalent to the condition (b - V¢;, ¢;) > 0.

Let b be constant and denote d/ = {, ¢; Vg; dx. Then (b- V¢;, ¢;) = b-d’. Our
aim is to analyze the relation of the vector d” to the edge E;; with endpoints x;, x; (if
x;, x; are not endpoints of an edge, then a; = a; = 0). For simplicity, let us consider
the two-dimensional case. Let xi, x; be the remaining vertices of the two elements
of .7}, adjacent to E;; which we denote Ty, T}, respectively. Furthermore, we denote
by Ej; and Ej; the edges with endpoints x;, x; and x;, x;, respectively, and introduce
the line segment £}; with endpoints xi, x;. Finally, let n? be the unit normal vector to
E}; satisfying (x; —x;) -n? > 0. Denoting by ny(r,ur, the unit outward normal vector
to the boundary of the set T; U T; and using the fact that V; is piecewise constant,
one derives

- 1 1 1 .. E;|
di = J Vgjdx = J @ ny(rur) ds = J ni ds = 1Bl o ,
3 T, UT; 3 EjUEj; 6 E* 6

J kl

where |E}j| denotes the length of E},. Consequently, (xj — x;) - d/ > 0. Thus,
if b is aligned with the edge Ej;, then b - d/ > 0 if and only if x; is the
upwind vertex. Moreover, if the line segment Ej;; is orthogonal to the edge Ej;,
then d/ = « (x; — x;) with @ > 0 and hence, for any b € R2, it follows that
again b - d/ > 0 if and only if x; is the upwind vertex. Thus, in these (and
many other) cases, the application of the inequality a; < a; in the definition
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of Limiter 1 causes that o; = «; is defined using quantities computed at
the upwind vertex. It turns out that this feature has a positive influence on the
quality of the approximate solutions and on the convergence of the iterative
process for solving the nonlinear problem (6), (7). Nevertheless, one should be
aware that, in general, the upwind character of Limiter 1 depends on the used mesh.

It can be expected that the upwind character of the method is also important for a
sharp approximation of layers at outflow boundaries. However, this problem is more
complicated as we shall show in the following. We shall concentrate on Example 1
for which we observed that the AFC scheme (6), (7) with the limiters from the previ-
ous section does not provide a sharp approximation of the layer along the boundary
part I' = {(1,y); y € (0, 1)} for the considered triangulation. At interior vertices
of this triangulation near I', the values of the exact solution are indistinguishable
from the value 1 in the finite precision arithmetic. A natural question is whether
a corresponding mesh function U = (uy,...,uy) may satisfy those equations of
the AFC scheme (6) which correspond to vertices near I". We shall now consider
arbitrary limiters ;; satisfying the assumptions of Sect.2 and Assumption (A) with
sets S; containing only indices corresponding to vertices connected by edges with
x; (which is the standard case). We choose any vertex x; € §2 connected by an edge
with a vertex lying on I” (but not with a vertex on 952 \ I"). Then u; = 1 and
u; € {0, 1} for j € §;. Since y; is a local extremum of U with respect to S;, it follows
from Assumption (A) and the continuity of o;;(U)(#; — u;) that

laj + (1 — (U)) dy] (u; — u;) = 0 Vjes. (16)

For the data of Example 1, the AFC scheme can be written in the form (11) with
A; = g = 0. Thus, in view of (16), the ith equation of the AFC scheme can be
satisfied if and only if (16) holds with equality. This implies that

aij+ (1 —a;(U)dj=0 VjeS?:=5n{M+1,...,N}, (17)

since u; = O forj € S:.m. As djj < 0, anecessary condition for the validity of (17) is
aj > O0forallje S?Q. On the other hand, if a;; > 0 for some j € S?Q, then a; < a;
(since we use a Delaunay triangulation and hence (13) holds) so that d;; = —a;; and
(16) implies that a;;(U) djj = 0. Consequently, a; + (1 — o;(U)) dj = 0, which
means that the condition a; > 0 is also sufficient in this case. Note also that
the limiters from the previous section then define the value o; using quantities
computed at the interior vertex x; which again may be interpreted as an upwind
feature.

To check whether the condition a;; > 0 (with i and j as above) is satisfied, one
may employ that a; = & (Vg;, Vg;) +b-d’. Then one easily sees that this condition
is not satisfied for one of the two indices j € S?Q when one considers a triangulation
of the type depicted in Fig. 1a. This explains the smearing of the layer along I"
observed in Fig. 2. On the other hand, if one changes the direction of the diagonals
in the triangulation, i.e., one considers a triangulation of the type depicted in Fig. 1b,
then the desired condition holds and the AFC scheme (6), (7) with any of the limiters



138 P. Knobloch

i

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

= =
| i
04 06 o8

W e
///////r”,:—:.-.-.-.-:-is\\\\\
i i

)y

)

77
Fig. 2 Example 1: approximate solutions obtained on a triangulation of the type depicted in Fig. la
using the AFC scheme (6), (7) with Limiter 1 (left) and Limiter 3 (right)
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Fig. 3 Example 1: approximate solutions obtained using the AFC scheme (6), (7) with Limiter 1
on triangulations of the type depicted in Fig. 1b (left) and in Fig. 1c (right)

from Sect. 4 provides a sharp approximation of the layers at the outflow boundaries,
see Fig. 3 (left) for the solution obtained with Limiter 1.

It should be stressed that the direction of d/ may considerably differ from the
direction of the edge Ej; and hence the suitability of a given mesh depends not only
on directions of edges but also on the form of the adjacent elements. For example,
instead of changing the direction of the diagonals in the triangulation from Fig. 1a,
one may use anisotropic elements along the outflow boundaries, see Fig. Ic. With
increasing anisotropy, the vectors d/ corresponding to edges connecting interior and
boundary vertices tend to normal vectors to the boundary and hence the discussed
condition a;; > 0 will be satisfied. Figure 3 (right) shows the approximate solution
obtained on a triangulation of the type depicted in Fig. lc which again consists
of 800 triangles (for clarity of visualization, we use only one row of anisotropic
elements along the outflow boundary; the width of the anisotropic elements in
the orthogonal direction to the boundary is 0.01). Again one can observe a sharp
approximation of the outflow boundary layers which are now steeper due to the
use of the anisotropic elements. The smearing of the interior layer is larger than in
Fig. 3 (left) because of the worse alignment of the triangulation with the convection
direction.
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The above discussion shows that the AFC scheme alone cannot guarantee sharp
approximations of boundary layers and that the use of appropriate meshes is
essential.
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Energy-Norm A Posteriori Error Estimates
for Singularly Perturbed Reaction-Diffusion
Problems on Anisotropic Meshes: Neumann
Boundary Conditions

Natalia Kopteva

Abstract Residual-type a posteriori error estimates in the energy norm are given
for singularly perturbed semilinear reaction-diffusion equations posed in polygonal
domains. Linear finite elements are considered on anisotropic triangulations. The
error constants are independent of the diameters and the aspect ratios of mesh
elements and of the small perturbation parameter. The case of the Dirichlet boundary
conditions was considered in the recent article (Kopteva, Numer. Math., 2017,
Published online 2 May 2017. doi:10.1007/s00211-017-0889-3). Now we extend
this analysis to also allow boundary conditions of Neumann type.

1 Introduction

This paper addresses finite element approximations to singularly perturbed semilin-
ear reaction-diffusion equations of the form

—ezAu+f(x,y;u):O for (x,y) € 2, du=¢vonly, wu=0onlp,
(D

posed in a, possibly non-Lipschitz, polygonal domain £2 C R2. Here 0 < ¢ < 1.
The boundary segments I'p and I'y are disjoint with IpU Ty = 882, and 3, denotes
the outward normal derivative. The function f is continuous on §2 x R and satisfies
f(;5) € Loo(82) for all s € R, and the one-sided Lipschitz condition f(x, y; v) —
f(x,y;w) > Crlv — w] whenever v > w, with some constant C; > 0 such that
Cf + &2 > 1.

Our goal is to give residual-type a posteriori error estimates on reasonably
general anisotropic meshes (such as on Fig. 1, left, and Fig. 2) in the energy norm
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Xit1 Xi Xi—1

Fig. 1 Example of a mesh considered in [8, 9] (left), partially structured anisotropic mesh (right)

Il |l 2~ The latter is an appropriately scaled Wj (§2) norm naturally associated with
our problem. For any 2 C £2, it is defined by

vl

1/2
. 2 2 2
c2 = {E1VVI3. + 015}

The case of Dirichlet boundary conditions was considered in the recent article [9].
Now we extend this analysis to also allow boundary conditions of Neumann type.
In this preliminary contribution, we shape our treatment of Neumann boundary
conditions on anisotropic mesh elements in a simpler setting of partially structured
meshes (as on Fig. 1, right). The presented approach will be applied to more general
anisotropic meshes, such as addressed in [8, 9], in a forthcoming journal article.

It is worth noting that our estimators in this paper, as well as in [8—10], do not
involve the so-called matching functions. (The latter appear in the estimator error
constants in [12—14]; they depend on the unknown error and take moderate values
only when the grid is either isotropic, or, being anisotropic, is aligned correctly to
the solution, while, in general, may be as large as mesh aspect ratios.)

We discretize (1) using linear finite elements. Let S, C {v € H'(2) N
C(2) : v = OonIp} be a piecewise-linear finite element space relative to a
triangulation .7, and let the computed solution u;, € S, satisfy

e (Vuy, Vo) + (fl ) = fr ey v, Y, €Sy, LG =fCu). Q)

Here (-,-) is the L(£2) inner product, and f; is the standard piecewise-linear
Lagrange interpolant of f},.
To give a flavour of our results, our first estimator reduces to

Il — ulllo:0 < C { > min{hH., e} e |2+ Y 1Y
e T ew
1/2
+ Y |min{l, e, + -l @

€N
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where C is independent of the diameters and the aspect ratios of elements in 7,
and of €. Here ./ is the set of nodes in .7, J is the standard jump in the normal
derivative of uy, across an interior element edge, while J := d,u, — ¥ on Iy, w, is
the patch of elements surrounding any z € .4, y; is the set of edges originating at z
and lying in w, U I'y, H; = diam(w;), and h, >~ H_ !|w.|. We also obtain a sharper
version of (3), in which the interior-residual factors min{1, H,e'} are replaced by
min{1, h.e~'} and a few other terms are included (see (23) and Corollary 4.2).

The presence of Neumann boundary conditions is reflected in J computed on
y. N I'y, and in additional (and, perhaps, unexpected) terms 1;” :

. 2
|Ig’|2 < min{H,, e} H, ‘OSC(Sl// ;Y. N FN)‘ .

In the case of shape-regular triangulations, min{h.H,, eH?h_ '} ~ min{H,, ¢} H.,
while ||/ ||loo;y, > éosc(l 1Y.NITy) > ;OSC(W ; ¥.NTy). Hence, in this case, Y |1;”|2
is bounded by the first sum in (3), so may be skipped. For the case ¢ = 1, this yields
a version of the standard estimator [1, §2.2].

To relate (3) to interpolation error bounds, as well as to possible adaptive-
mesh construction strategies, note that |J,| may be interpreted as approximating the
diameter of w, under the metric induced by the squared Hessian matrix of the exact
solution (while f{ approximates &> Au).

Our interest in this paper is in general anisotropic meshes, since such meshes,
when constructed a priori, have been shown to offer an efficient way of computing
reliable numerical approximations of solutions that exhibit sharp boundary and
interior layers (see, e.g., [2, 5, 11, 16] and references therein). In the case of
shape-regular triangulations, residual-type a posteriori estimates for equations of
type (1) were proved in [18] in the energy norm, and more recently in [4] in the
maximum norm. The case of anisotropic meshes having a tensor-product structure
was addressed in [3, 6, 17]. Above, we briefly discussed anisotropic estimators [12—
14].

Note that no attempt will be made in this contribution to derive lower error
bounds. For anisotropic meshes, [13] gives such a bound, which includes some of
the terms appearing in our estimators. For example, in the case h, < ¢, the terms
in first sum of (3) reduce to h.H, ||eJ||, ..» While the related jump residual terms in
the lower error bound [13, (4.2)] can be interpreted as ZSCVZ he|S| lleJ 12 5

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we make basic triangulation
assumptions and recall the anisotropic scaled-trace theorem from [8, 9]. The error
is represented in terms of the residual in Sect. 3, while the main results are obtained
in Sect. 4. We conclude the paper by presenting some numerical results in Sect. 5.

Notation We write a >~ bwhena < banda 2 b,and a < b when a < Cb with a
generic constant C depending on £2 and f, but C does not depend on either ¢ or the
diameters and the aspect ratios of elements in 7. Also, for ¥ C .Q, 1 <p=<oo,
andk > 0,let |- |l,:2 = || - (2 and | - |xp:2 = | - |W,1;(@), where | - |W,‘§(@) is the
standard Sobolev seminorm with integrability index p and smoothness index k.



144 N. Kopteva
2 Basic Triangulation Assumptions: Scaled Trace Bounds

We shall use z = (x;,y;), S and T to respectively denote particular mesh nodes,
edges and elements, while .4/, .% and .7 will respectively denote their sets. For
each T € 7, let Hr be the maximum edge length and hy := 2H;'|T| be the
minimum height in 7. For each z € .4/, let w, be the patch of elements surrounding
any z € ¥, .7, the set of edges originating at z, and

H.:=diam(e,), h.:=maxhy, y.:=5 \Ip, p.:={SCy.:|S|<h}
“)

Throughout the paper we make the following Triangulation Assumptions (that are
automatically satisfied by shape-regular triangulations).

*  Maximum Angle condition. Let the maximum interior angle in any triangle 7 €
Z be uniformly bounded by some positive ag < 7.

* Local Element Orientation condition. For any z € .4, a minimal rectangle
R; D w, is such that |R;| ~ |w,]|.

* Also, let the number of triangles containing any node be uniformly bounded.

Our analysis in [8, 9] applies to three node types, which we call (i) anisotropic,
(i) semi-anisotropic, and (iii) isotropic nodes (see Fig.2). As in this preliminary
contribution, only type (i) is considered, we skip the definitions (ii) and (iii).

(i) Anisotropic Nodes, whose set is denoted by 44y, are such that
h, < coH, hr ~h, and Hr ~H, VYT C w,, 5)
where ¢ 1s a fixed small constant.
(i*) One typically expects anisotropic elements near I'p to be aligned along it.

The boundary nodes for which this is not the case form a special set:

N ={zelpN My = |SNTpl Sh, or z¢ yNIpisacornerof 2 }.

Fig. 2 Examples of anisotropic nodes z € A, (left), semi-anisotropic nodes z € A5 . (centre),
an isotropic node z € i, (right), and anode z € Ay N A" (bottom left); see [8, 9]
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Next, we recall a version of the scaled trace theorem for possibly anisotropic
nodes using, with p = 1, 2, the scaled W; (2) norm

Nolly.o = diam?) ™ vllp:2 + [Vl -

In particular, in view of diam(w,) = H, and diam(T) ~ Hr,

Nollyw, = H M0l A1V, s M0 My = Hr Tollpsr + V0l (D)

Lemma 2.1 (Anisotropic Scaled Trace bounds [8, 9]1) For any node z € N of
type (5), and any function v € Wll (w,), one has

h, h

05,4 gy W lhag, + g W0l S A0l (8)
h, h,

b, + gy Wolhag g 0, S i ol M0l - ©)

where y, and V- are from (4), while S. C w. is any segment that originates at z and
satisfies |S,| >~ H.

3 Representation of the Error in Terms of the Residual

Using the monotonicity of f and Cy + € > 1, one gets
lun = ul|?.0 < (V= ), V (s, — w)) + (fCun) = f (5 u), u, — )

— & (Vi Vit — 1) + (f )ty — ) — L & (un— u),

where we also used (1). Next, assuming ||uy — ul|s;2 > 0, let

u, —u
G:= = l
loen — ulle;2

(10)
So [lus—ullz2 < &X(Vutr, VG) + (£ u3). G)=§, €20 G. So (2) implies, Vv € S,

lun — ullls:0 < e*(Vun, V(G — vi)) + (fl, G — v) —L &2y (G—vp) + (fu —f1.G).
(11)
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Here (fy, — f, G) =: &quaa is the quadrature error, for which ||G||2;e < 1 implies

|£)quad| = H|fh _f;”

Yo i —fill2:e . (12)

where the norm || - [|¥.; is dual to ||| - |5 see also [9, Remark 4.1].

Next, let ¢, be the standard linear hat function corresponding to z € .4, and
vp i= G+ ) _.c y 8. € Sp, where G, € S, is some interpolant of G, while g.
is a certain average of G — Gy, near z (to be specified later), but g, = O forz € Ip
(so that v;, € S;,). Now, using g := G — Gy, onegets G —v, = g — > o 8.4, =
> .c.y (g — 8:)¢.. Combining this with (11) gives a standard error representation

=l £ Y& | S =20+ 3 [ e = 2+ Sy

€N Yz e V2

= I+0I+ éoquada (13)

which holds for any G, € S;, and any {g;}.c_+ such that g, = 0 whenever z € I'p.
Here we use a standard definition for J with J := avuh|T/ + dyuy, |T,, on an interior
edge 0T' N AT” # @ (where T', T” € F),and J := 0,u, — ¥ on I'y.

4 Error Analysis for a Partially Structured Anisotropic Mesh

Our ultimate goal is to consider a reasonably general anisotropic mesh such as
addressed in [8, 9] (see Fig. 1, left, and Fig. 2). But in this preliminary contribution,
to illustrate our approach, we restrict the analysis to a simpler, partially structured,
anisotropic mesh in a square domain. To be more precise, let

2:=0,1% Iy:={(xyed2:x=1lory=1},  ¥(0,1)=0.
(14)

(The condition on ¥ is a compatibility condition, as u#(0,y) = 0 implies
dyu(0, 1) = 0.Ifitis violated, the mesh node at (0, 1) is expected to be isotropic, and
a version of our analysis below will apply.) The following triangulation assumptions
are made.

Al. Let {x;}’_, be an arbitrary mesh on the interval (0, 1) in the x direction. Then,
leteach T € .7, for some i,

1. have the shortest edge on the line x = x;;
2. have a vertex on the line x = x;4; or x = x;—; (see Fig. 1, right).

A2. Let A = A, i.e. each mesh node z satisfies (5).
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A3. Quasi-non-obtuse anisotropic elements. Let the maximum angle in any triangle
be bounded by 7 + a; Z’I _ for some positive constant o;.

These conditions essentially imply that all mesh elements are anisotropic and
aligned in the x-direction. They also imply that if x, = x;, then

w, C o= (i, xi41) X O0.¥5), yF =y ~h, diame ~H., (15)
where (yz_,yj') is the range of y within w,, and we also use x_; := xo and
Xp+1 -= Xp.

Remark 4.1 The above conditions (in particular, A3) imply that there is J < 1 such

that 0} C a)z(J) for all z € .47, with the notation a)z(o) ‘= w, and a)z(j *D for the patch

of elements in/touching a)z(j ). (Note that J = 1 for any non-obtuse triangulation.)

4.1 Choice of g;: Main Results

Following [8, 9], the choice of g, in (13) is related to the orientation of anisotropic
elements, and is crucial. Let g, = 0 for z € I'p, and

xi+l
f (6ry) —3) @) dr =0  for 2= (uy). 1<i<n  (16)

Xi—1

Here we use the standard one-dimensional hat function ¢;(x) associated with the
mesh {x;} (i.e. it has support on (x;—, X;+1), equals 1 at x = x;, and is linear on
(xi—1,x;) and (x;, x;+1)). Note that for z = (x;, 0), in view of g = 0 on I, the above
definition (16) agrees with g, = 0, earlier prescribed on Ip.

Remark 4.2 An inspection of standard proofs for shape-regular meshes reveals that
one obstacle in extending them to anisotropic meshes lies in the application of a
scaled traced theorem when estimating the jump residual terms (this causes the mesh
aspect ratios to appear in the estimator). This technical difficulty is addressed by
choosing g, as a certain one-dimensional average of g, as in (16), or in (17) below.
To relate this to standard choices, for x, = x;, let S’Z C a)z* be the interval joining
(xi—1,y;) and (x;+1,y;), | <i < n.Then (16) is identical to SSZ (g—g.) ¢: = 0. Also,
for non-obtuse triangulations, it is equivalent to S& (g — &;) . = 0. The reader may

compare this with a more standard choice, denoted here by g’ Sw (g—8)¢.=0
(see, e.g., [15, Lecture 57). .

Remark 4.3 1t is sometimes helpful to tweak the definition (16) of {g.}.c_+» and use
instead {g7}.c_+ defined for z € 4"\ I'p with x; = x; by

| ey -1e0 =0 (7)
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(where w is from (15)), and g = 0 for z € I'p. Note that

thz|§;| 5 ”gHI;a};k s Hzlgz_gjl 5 ”Vg”l;a);k s |Cl)z*| :thz- (18)
Here the first relation is obvious, while § . [g(x.y.) — g(x.y)] ¢i(x) ~ h.H.(3; —g%)
implies H;|8; — 87| < [19yg/l1;0x and so the second relation.
Theorem 4.1 For the solution u of (1), (14), and the computed solution uy, of (2),

let g = G — Gy, with G from (10) and any G), € Sy, and

0 =& Velso + Y (1+H7)llgll3,, - (19)
zEN

Then ||up — ulle:0 S I+ I + Equad, Where Equaa is bounded by (12), and, under
conditions AI-A3,

I+1"] < {@ P HsJZHiO.%}W, A := h.H,min{l, eH,h%},
ZEN .
(20)
2| 1/2 . _
1| < {@ Z ALeH, |osc(ey ;y. N ITy)| } . Al:=min{l, He '},
ZEN:
lyzNIyI~H;
(21)
1 ol 12
54 YA, (2)
€N

Additionally, one has an alternative bound

|| < {@ Z [min{1, hzg—l}flf”i;wZ + O Z H)Lgosc(f,f;wz)Hi;wz
Z€EN NN ZEN\A

, 12
+0Y WAk, @
€N
where N = {z € N 1 x, = 0} (in agreement with (6)).

Corollary 4.2 (A Posteriori Error Estimator) Under the conditions of Theo-
rem 4.1, ||lup — ul|e;0 S T+ I 4 Equad, where Eyuaa is bounded by (12), while
for I and II one has bounds (20)-(23) with © := 1.

Proof Under more general conditions than A1-A3, there exists G;, € Sj, such that
O < |IGlle:2 = 1; see [9, Theorem 7.4]. ]
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Remark 4.4 An inspection of the proof shows that in the bound (21) for I, one can
replace y. N Iy by [y.\y.] N Iy, which gives a slightly sharper bound.

Proof of Theorem 4.1 We partially follow and invoke some auxiliary results from
the proof of [9, Theorem 5.1]. The proof of (20) and (21) is given in Sect. 4.2 below.
Note that we cannot simply focus on the new terms, denoted by IQ’ in (25), as one
needs to look into a delicate interaction of a component of Iév and some other terms
in I (see (26), (27), (29)).

For the remaining interior-residual bounds (22) and (23), an inspection of [9,
Section 5.3] shows that the estimation of the interior-residual component 7/ of the
error (13) applies to our case, with the only change in that Z involves ) ;_, II; (rather
than Z::ll m), where ; :=Y_ . . §, fi(xi.y) (& — &%) ¢ is defined in [9], with
N ={z € N 1 x; = x;}, while A}, of [9] is now denoted ;" = _4;. Note also
that (17) and (18), as well as Remark 4.5 below, are crucial for (22) and (23). O

4.2  Jump Residual: Proof of (20) and (21)

Proof of (20) and (21) SplitI of (13)as I = ZzEJV I, where
I = 82f J(g —8)p.. (24
Yz

When considering J on y,\d§2 = y,\Iy, we adapt the notational convention that
the unit normal v to any edge in y, takes the clockwise direction about z, while [w],
for any w, is the jump in w across any edge in y, evaluated in the anticlockwise
direction about z. Then

J‘Vz\FN = [Vup] - v = [cun]ve + [0yun]vy -

So I, can be split as

L=I+0I+I'+1:= SZJ
v\

(g — 82)@-[0,u] v + szﬁ J(g — 8)¢:
N y,NrN
+ ¢&? J [ — g(x, y)] - [0yun] vy
y \I'¥
+&f I, y2) — 2] = [yun] vy
y \I'¥

+¥fo @ottn — V) — )b 25)
[VZ\VZ]OFN
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For the final term here one has, using d,u;, = dyu;, on [y, \y.JN 'Y C 32N{y = 1},

= f  danlg—gg— e f  Y-a)e (26)
r\yJnry AVARIE _
::E

We claim that to get the desired assertions (20) and (21), it suffices to show that

AR ARRY/F/ P LV '+ @ +10) =0, 27)
L5 € (il Mt} 167 8)
and
115 e{Hellellyp Hallyys) oseley:pATINT). @9)
In (29),

o/ = (xi—1.x41) x (1 —H,, 1) forany z= (x;,1), i=1,....,n, (30)

is an isotropic rectangle with the upper edge [y.\y.] N I'y (a similar triangle can be
used instead).
To show that (20) and (21), indeed, follow from (27)—(30), let

Oc =218 min 1/ e HEH N8l 8 ot
oY ;:)L;_lsllgllzngw Nelly.y -

Note that an application of min(a, bc)/ min(1,¢) < a + b (for any a, b, ¢ > 0)

implics 6. < 62 //g/f3.e + & 18ll2s0r Moz While AL = 1+ sH! yields

o) < 82///g///22.w‘/, +(1+ szH;2)||g||§ ,- Combining these two observations with
sz . HOM

(7). (19) and Remark 4.1 yields 3", (6. + /) < 6.
Next, combining (27)—(30) with the above definitions of 6, and Hf , one gets

min{ | + 1Y, |L|} < (02" [l [loosy. »

1| < (6 2eH) 2 osc(er s [y \p] N T).
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Now, an application of Holder’s inequality shows that ) _ min{ |I, + jid [, || } is
bounded by the right-hand side of (20),and ) _ . , |I§” | is bounded by the right-hand
side of (21).

Finally, set I, := 0 if min{ |, + 1/'|, |L.|} = |L|, and T)" := I!' otherwise, so
that one always has |I, +Tf| = min{ |, + If| || } The desired assertions (20)
and (21) follow with ¥ := Y" . T

Hence, it remains to establish (27), (28) and (29). The bounds for I/ and I in
(27), as well as I, in (28), can be found in [9, Section 5.2, see (5.12),(5.13)]; they
are obtained from (25) and (24) using (8) and (9) respectively. It should be noted
that, compared to [9], there is an additional term in I;, which involves S}g:ﬂ ™ and
can be easily estimated again using (8).

The proof of 1 + (I +1/y=0 in (27) is more delicate. It is convenient to adapt
the convention that u, = 0 in R? \ §2 when computing [d,u;] across the boundary
edges. With this convention, one can show, for each z = (x;, y,), that

reat ) =2( X bul) [ oo -gleea. Gy

Se)’z\;z ot

with Sj;—l’ in the case of i = 0, replaced by — Sﬁ:*‘ (see [8, 9] for similar representa-

tions of I”). First, consider the case [y;\p,]N 'Y = @. Then I + (I¥ + Iy = 1,
while in the definition of I”, one has v, = 0 on y, and ¢, = ¢;(x) on y;\}.. In
the latter case, we integrate the function [g(x,y,) — g:]¢. = [g(x,y.) — g:]ei(x) of
one variable x, which appears in the definition (16) of g,. Furthermore, vyds = dx
on any edge connecting z to the vertical line {x = x;_;} and v,ds = —dx on any
edge connecting 7 to the vertical line {x = x;+}. Rewriting the integrals over such
edges as integrals with respect to x over (x;—,x;) and (x;, x;+1), respectively, and
then employing (16) for the integrals over (x;, x;+1), one arrives at (31) for the case
[Vz\)gz] nryv=g.

If [y.\y.]JN TN # @, we additionally need to consider the integrals in vy +17 (see
(26)) of the same function [g(x, y;) — g:]¢. = [g(x,y;) — &:]@i(x) over the edges in
[y.\7.]NT"'™. Note that in these integrals, ds = dx, while dyu;, = [d,u;,] on any edge
in [y,\7.] N I'N connecting z to the vertical line {x = x;_1 }, and d,u;, = —[d,u;] on
any edge in [y.\y.] N I'" connecting z to the vertical line {x = x,;}. For the latter,
we again employ (16) so that all integrals in Ié\’ + I;” are rewritten as integrals over
(xi—1, x;) with respect to x. This again yields (31). So this relation is proved.

Whenever i = n in (31), one immediately gets I + (IéV + If) = 0 from (16).
Otherwise, if 0 <i < n— 1 and y, > 0, noting that [d,u,] = 0 on 7., as well as on
any element edge lying on {x = 0}, one gets ) s\ e [dyun] = D g 5 [dyun] = 0,
so again I + (I + 1Y) = 0 immediately follows from (16). Finally, if y, = 0, one
employs g(x,y;) = g; = 0.

We now proceed to getting (29). Note that in the definition of Izw in (26) one has

¢: = gi(x) and §,\o v = St dx. Now, if z = (x;, 1) for 1 < i < n, recalling
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(16), one can replace ¥ in 1;” by ¥ — ¥ (z), so
lse U o |g|} osc(ey 1 [\ N T,
v \vInrv

This yields (29) by an application of (9), in which w, is replaced by any isotropic
domain wg/ of type (30), and hence 4 in (9) is also replaced by H,. The remaining

case of z = (0,1) is considered similarly, only using g, = 0 and |¢| <
osc(eV ; [y-\y.] N I'y) (the latter follows from the final condition in (14)). This
completes the proof of (27), (28) and (29), and hence of (20) and (21). O

Remark 4.5 The above proof remains valid if {g,}.c_s defined by (16) are replaced

by {gX}.c.» from (17). Indeed, I, will include an additional component I :=
ZS J(g. — g7), for which one easily gets |I| < eH_|g; — &7 | [|&/]lco;y,. For |I7],

bounds of type (27) and (28) are then obtained using (18); see [9 Remark 5.6].

5 Numerical Results

We test the estimator of Theorem 4.1, using a simple version of (1) with £2 =
0,1 Iy = {(x,y) € 02 : x = Oory = 0}, and f = u — F(x,y), where
F is such that the unique exact solution u = 4y (1 — y) [cos(mx/2) — (e7*/¢ —
e~1/¢) /(1 —e™*/¢)] (the latter exhibits a sharp boundary layer at x = 0). An example
of anisotropic mesh refinement using similar estimators is given in [8, Section 7.7].
Here, we only consider one a-priori-chosen layer-adapted mesh, which is obtained
by drawing diagonals from the tensor product of the Bakhvalov grid {x(, Y in

the x-direction [2] and a uniform grid {;, }M o in the y-direction with M = 1N
(see also [9, Fig. 3 (right)], and also [7]). The contlnuous mesh -generating fl.ll’lCthIl
x@®) =tife > é, otherwise, y(f) = 3eln _, fort € (0 — 3¢) and is linear
elsewhere subject to y(1) = 1.

Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.2 give the error estimator [|u;, —uls;0 < &, where
& 1= {EGo) + E51) + 3y + éa(zlz)}l/ 2, with the notation &, for the right-hand side
of () (e.g., &12) = || f — f1]l2:2). By Corollary 4.2, all ©-factors are set equal to 1.
When computing the estimators, we replaced H; from (4) by maxrc,, Hr >~ H.,
and quantities of type min{l,a&s'} by their smoother analogues P (- Al
was replaced by
interpolants.

The effectivity indices in Table 1, computed as the ratio of the estimator & to the
error ||u, — ul|s;0, do not exceed 7.17. Table 1 also displays the ratios of the new
component &,y in the jump residual estimator to its more standard part &); they
remain between 0.18 and 1.76. Note also that for the experiments of Table 1, the

ratio of {3(20) + 5(21) + 5(23)} to the error component {&*||Vuy, — (VM)I”%;_Q +

SfH) We also replaced f, and u by their quadratic Lagrange

llun — '3} 72 does not exceed 7.76.
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Table 1 Errors, estimators, their effectivity indices, and ratios of &1 to &p0)
N e=1 =27 =210 =271 =270 =272 =27
Errors ||up — ule .2

64  3.19e—2 4.99¢—3 1.02e—3 6.71e—4  6.58¢—4  6.57e—4  6.57e—4
128 1.60e—2 2.53e—3 4.26e—4 1.78e—4 1.64e—4 1.64e—4 1.64e—4
256  8.0le—3 1.28e—3 2.02e—4  5.36e—5 4.13e—5 4.08¢e—5  4.08e—5
512 4.0le—3 6.43e—4 9.96e—5 2.02e—5 1.06e—5 1.02e—5 1.02e—5

Estimators &

64  1.12e—1 2.70e—2 5.95e—3 1.25e—3  6.83e—4  6.58¢—4  6.57e—4
128  5.37e—2 1.26e—2 2.95¢—3 5.60e—4 1.89e—4 1.64e—4 1.64e—4
256  2.62e—2 5.92¢e—3 1.45e—3 2.72e—4  627e—5  4.17e—5  4.08e—5
512 1.29e—2 2.83e—3 6.94e—4 1.35e—4  2.60e—5 1.10e—5 1.02e—5

Effectivity Indices &/ ||up — ul|s:0

64  3.516 5.398 5.844 1.858 1.039 1.001 1.000
128  3.355 4.980 6.935 3.153 1.152 1.005 1.000
256  3.268 4.633 7.171 5.075 1.520 1.021 1.001
512 3.223 4.403 6.965 6.691 2.439 1.081 1.003

Ratios &31)/ &0

64 049 1.11 1.69 1.72 1.72 1.72 1.72
128  0.35 0.87 1.69 1.74 1.74 1.74 1.74
256 0.25 0.65 1.65 1.75 1.75 1.75 1.75
512 0.18 0.48 1.56 1.75 1.76 1.76 1.76

For the considered ranges of ¢ and N, the aspect ratios of the mesh elements
take values between 2 and 3.6e+8. Considering these variations, the estimator
& performs quite well and its effectivity indices stabilize as ¢ — 0. A more
comprehensive numerical study of the proposed estimators certainly needs to be
conducted, and will be presented elsewhere.
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A DG Least-Squares Finite Element Method
for Nagumo’s Nerve Equation with Fast
Reaction: A Numerical Study

Runchang Lin

Abstract The Nagumo equation is a simple nonlinear reaction-diffusion equation,
which has important applications in neuroscience and biological electricity. If the
equation is reaction-dominated, numerical oscillations may appear near the traveling
wave front, which makes it challenging to find stable solutions. In the present study,
a new method is developed on uniform meshes to solve the Nagumo equation.
Numerical results are given to demonstrate the performance of the algorithm.
Convergence rates with respect to spatial and temporal discretization are obtained
experimentally. Some properties of the nerve model are confirmed numerically.

1 Introduction

All cells maintain an electrical potential difference across the cell membrane, which
is used to assist or control their metabolic processes. Some cells make specialized
use of bioelectric potentials and currents for distinctive physiological functions. For
example, information is carried by action potentials passing along nerve cells, which
is many orders of magnitude faster than molecular communications via mechanical
transport. With the ingenious application of voltage clamp method to the giant
axon of the Atlantic squid, Hodgkin and Huxley developed the first quantitative
description of action potential propagation, which eventually lead them to the
1963 Nobel Prize in Physiology or Medicine together with Eccles. The Hodgkin-
Huxley (HH) model is a system of one nonlinear differential equation (DE) for
the membrane potential coupled with three ordinary DEs, which shows how cells
can produce propagating pulses in multicellular organisms [13]. The HH model
exhibits a principal all-or-none feature of the nerve: if an external applied current
is below some threshold, the membrane potential returns quickly to the rest; if the
current is above some threshold, there is an action potential; if the applied current
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is sufficiently large and held for a sufficiently long time, then the model generates a
periodic response which propagates down the line as a traveling wave.

The FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN) model is a simplification of the HH equations,
which preserves major qualitative properties of the HH model [11, 21]. The general
form of the FHN equations for the voltage variable v and the recovery variable w is

V; = Dvye + pv(1 —v)(v — ) = w + Loy, )
Wy = 6(,311) — ,32W),

for x € R and ¢ > 0, where D and p are positive constants, « is the excitation
threshold parameter, /., is an external current applied to the cell, € is the ratio of
time scales, and 8; and f8, are positive constants for the rest state.

In most applications, € is very small, so that the recovery variable is much slower
than the voltage variable. In an initial time period we may assume w = 0 [6]. The
resulting model from the FHN system (1) is the Nagumo equation

vy = Dvy + pv(1 —v)(v —a), xeR, >0, 2)

which is a widely used model of excitation and propagation of impulse in nerve
membranes. The Nagumo equation is also used in studies of circuit theory and
population genetics. Moreover, its counterpart in higher spacial dimensions is the
famous Allen-Cahn equation [1], which was introduced to describe the process of
phase separation in multi-component alloy systems.

In this study, we focus on approximation of the traveling wave solution (TWS)
to Eq. (2), which is guaranteed by the following result [6, Theorem 4.35].

Theorem 1 Consider the bounded solution for the generalized Nagumo equation
V=V +f(0), x€eR, t>0 3)

with initial conditions v(x,0) = vo(x) > max{v,(x),0} satisfies v(x,f) — 1 as
t — 400 for each x € R, where v,(x) is a particular stationary solution of (3).
Here f satisfies f(0) = f(a) =f(1) =0, f <0in (0,a), f > 0in (a, 1), f/(0) <0,
(1) <0, and S(l)f(z)dz > 0. Then there exists a wave front fromv = 0tov = 1
with a unique wave speed ¢ > 0 .

Solving nonlinear DEs is in general challenging. Numerical investigation has
been playing a more and more important role in providing insight for the analytical
study of nonlinear DEs. A variety of numerical approaches, such as finite difference
(FD) method [25], finite element (FE) method [20, 26], finite volume method [9],
and pseudospectral method [23], have been applied to solve the FHN equations.
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In this article, we develop a discontinuous Galerkin (DG) least-squares (LS) FE
method for solving Nagumo’s equation, where the temporal discretization is by a FD
scheme. For details about the LSFE and the DG methods, the reader is referred to [3]
and [8, 10], respectively, and the references therein. The DG and LSFE techniques
are combined in order to retain their advantageous features and to obtain a superior
FE method for problems with sharp changes in solutions. This idea has been adopted
by many researchers in numerical investigations of different problems; see, e.g., [2—
5,7, 15]. In particular, a DG LSFE method was introduced to solve linear second
order elliptic reaction-diffusion equations with singular perturbation in [17, 18].
A DG LSFE method has been proposed for the Fisher-KPP equation [19], which
is a more challenging problem. However, for reaction dominated problems (i.e.
p/D > 1), numerical oscillations will occur near the wave front. Moveover,
solutions to the problem of higher spatial dimensions (i.e. the Allen-Cahn equation)
may develop into patterns with complicated interfaces. Therefore, finding accurate
and stable numerical solutions to the Nagumo equation with fast reaction remains a
challenging problem [25].

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, a DG LSFE scheme is developed
for (2). In Sect. 3, we demonstrate the performance of the numerical scheme via
experiments. In Sect. 4, the article concludes with some comments and remarks.

2 A DG LSFE Scheme

We consider the equation

vy = Dvy + pv(l - U)(U - Ol), (43)
v(x,0) = vo(x), and lim v, =0, (4b)
x—>too

where x € R, 7 > 0,and 0 < o < 1/2. We restrict the computational domain to
bounded spatial interval £2 = (x.,xg) for some x;,xg € R and temporal interval
(0, T]. The corresponding truncated initial-boundary value (IBV) problem of (4) is
v, =Dvuy + pv(l —v)(v—a), x€82,te(0,T],
v(x,0) = vo(x), xe€ £,
ve(xr, 1) =0, ve(xg,t) =0, 1€ (0,T].
When §2 is sufficiently large, the difference between this truncated problem and

the problem (4) in unbounded domain is negligible. Including a new variable g =
V/Dvy, the second order reaction-diffusion equation is recast into a system of first
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order DEs
g—~Dv, =0, xe£,1e(0,T),
v, — vDgy— pv(1 —v)(v—a) =0, xe2,1€(0,T),
v(x,0) = vo(x), xe€ £,
Ux(stt) =0, Ux(-vat) =0, 1€ (O, T]

&)

We first discretize the time derivative. The pseudo Crank-Nicolson approxima-
tion of the governing equations in (5) is

qn+1 _ \/DU;1+1 — O,

n+1 n n+1 n n+1 n (6)
v -0 + v +v
—Jp¥ ) T _ ;=)0 ) =0,
T

for n > 0, where 7 is the time step size, v" = v(x, t,,) is the solution at time level
t» = nt, and ¢" is defined similarly. Let v" = (¢" v") € H}(£2) x H'(2). Define

n+l_ nt+1
AVnVn+l — " q \/Dvx " ,
—t/D q!m + (2 —tp(l = v")(v" — ot))v"
= ( ° )
v VD g+ (24 (1 = ") (" — )" )
Then Eq. (6) read
Apv" T = £y (7)
for n > 0. At each time level, define the LS functional _# (u; v") by
Sy = [JApu —fo| [} q)- ®)

Minimizing (8), the residual of (7), we obtain an LS variational formulation: find
vt = (gt vty € HL(2) x H'(82) such that

(Apv"*! Apu) = (f,Apu)  Yu e Hi(2) x H'(2), n=0, 9)

where (-, -) denotes the inner product in (L?(£2))>.

Let J : xp = xo < --+ < xy = xg be a partition of §2. In this paper, we
use uniform mesh. Thus the mesh size is & = (xg — x.)/M and x; = x;, + ih for
0 < i < M. The standard broken Sobolev spaces H'(£2,.7) and H}(£2, 7) can
be defined. The FE space V, C H} (2, 7) x H'(£2, 7) consists of vector-valued
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functions with each component a piecewise polynomial of degree k, which may not
be continuous. For g € V,,, define its jump and average at a node x; by

/] = f(x )—f(x") 0 <i<M, (3 = f(x,-‘);f(ﬁ) 0<i<M,

i=0,M, e i=0,M,

respectively. Given the numerical solution v}, the DG finite element approximation
of (9) at time level n + 1 is: find v"+l (q"‘H "+1) € Vj, such that

Bi(vythuy=L'(u) Yu=(pu) eV,
vh(x) =vy(x), xe€ 1, (10)
g ) =0, gt (w0 =0, 1e€(0,T],

where

LW = Z | (@=spm + v ) — e poas

Bi(v/ T ) = Z J — V/Du)gl T = VD — 8ot + VD (8p) T

i=1
+ Duv) T+ 82 (81u — e/ Dp ) oy T+ oV D@u)g T + TZDqu"+1]dx
M
_Z‘ESZ\/DI:[)U;+1 —+ Mq;+1] + Z TSZ\/D(“:I?]] {Un+1}l + IIL[]] {qn+1}l>’
i=1 Xi—1 =

and
8 =2 —tp(l - 3)(T — ). (11)

_ _ . . . _ o)t (e
Here v} and pj are continuous piecewise such that v} (x;) = o) 2vh(x‘ ) and

ph(x )+ph(x )

D(xp) = Uand q"+l are numerical fluxes defined by
i1, NETTG) (U= i=1,. . M1,
Uy, (Xi) - +1(xi) i=0.M

(12)
ety S A=O@GT ) +EG GH =1 M -1,
qn (x;) = .

0 i=0,M,

where 0 < £ < 1 is a parameter. We shall remark that the bilinear form of the DG
formulation is obtained from the conventional integration by parts process, where
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the parameter £ is included to allow the convenience of implementing different
numerical fluxes. A natural energy norm ||| - ||| in V,, is thus defined by

M
MNP =32 [ 02+ 5+ 02+ )a.
i=1 ¥l

From (12), it is straightforward to verify that problems (9) and (10) are consistent.
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is plain to show that L} (-) is continuous in
V.. The following results are needed for well-posedness of problem (10) in V/,.

Theorem 2 Let Bj(-,-) be the bilinear form defined in (10). Assume that T is
sufficiently small.

(i) There exists a constant C, > 0 such that
Bi(u.w) = Ci|[ul|[> VueV,. (13)

(i) There exists a constant C; > 0 such that
[By(v.w)| < G[[v[[| [[lu]l]  Vu,v eV, (14)

Proof

(i) Itisevident from (11) that §} > 8§y > 1 when 7 is small. Note that

M
Bj(u,u) = Zf [(17 — VDu)p — VD(1 = ©8})pus + T/ D(8;p) u
i=1

Xi—1

+ Du® + (8!)u* — /D8 pou + tD(8u) p + rszf]dx

M _ M—1
= eVs[pa+up) + 3 eV D(tphlds + (hlp))-
i=1 . i=1
15)
Using integration by parts, one gets
f Gpp)udx = — J 8ppuy dx + [8Zpu] i
1 .

. . Xi—
Xi— Xi—1 i—1

)

— J Sppxudx = J (8pu)xp dx — [SZpu]Xi .
1 Xi—1 Xi—1

Xi—
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Hence, by Young’s inequality, the first term in the right hand side of (15) is

p + D + (81w + t*Dp? — 2D — 18! iy + 21:x/D(8 )xup]

%

||M: ||M: ||M§

J T81p* + 8D + (87)2u® + 12Dp? + 2m/D(5;)Xup]dx
J (x8! — (8!)2D)p* + T8I Di + ((8))2 — 1) + rszﬁ]dx

min {8y — t°  max (5"|1)2D 85 — 1, 7°D}|[|u]|]*.

On the other hand, the second term in the right hand side of (15) is

M
> rSZJD[p(x;)(Su(x;>+(1 —&u(xH) — it (Euli— D+ = Hulxt )

i=1

() (1 = OO +HEPGD) = w1 = O +Epit))) |

M
=" w8/ D[p e ) +Ep () +(1 = G uCx)

i=1
Pl et ) = Epit utey) — (1 = pliz utt) |

M—1 M—1
= Y S/ D[pe ) = pliHueH | = 3 eV D(tphludi+ il o).

i=1 i=1

where homogeneous boundary conditions for p and the continuity of §; have
been used to obtain the last two equalities. The desired result (13) follows
from the above inequalities with C; = min {t8y — 7> max; <;<y(8}!|;,)2D. 8% —
1, 72D}, which is positive when 7 is sufficiently small.

(i) The continuity result (14) is proved by integration by parts, triangle inequality,
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Young’s inequality. |

Remark 1 The well-posedness of problem (10) depends on the choice of 7. In
particular, it is evident from the proof of Theorem 2 that the stability constants C,
and C, can be achieved only if 7, i.e. 7p, is sufficiently small.

The iteration (10) can now be initiated with the initial condition, from which qg,x
can be obtained. The evolution of the solution over time can thus be approximated
provided that the wave front is away from the boundaries of 2.
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3 Numerical Simulations and Discussions

In this section, numerical results are presented to demonstrate the effectiveness
of the DG LSFE scheme. Simulations with different configurations have been
performed. For all examples, D = 1, « = 0.25, and § = 1/2. Linear finite elements
have been used for spatial discretization.

Example 1 Example with exact solution. Some exact solutions to the Nagumo
equation (4) are available in the literature, which will be used to test accuracy of the
numerical scheme. In particular, Kawahara and Tanaka [14] (cf. also [22]) found the
following exact solution to (4)

Ae'' + qBe!?

v(x, 1) = Al + Bels + C

(16)

where I = (£ /2p/Dx + (1 —2a)pt) /2, > = (£ \/2p/Dax + a( — 2)pt) /2,
and A, B, and C are arbitrary constants. Three other exact solutions are also reported
in [14]. The plus and minus signs are due to the symmetry of the Nagumo equation
in x, which are corresponding to wave fronts traveling to the left and to the right,
respectively. On the other hand, the following exact solution to (4) is found in [24]:

+./2 20— 1 -
V/20/Dx + (2 — )pr>) ' a7

vix, 1) = (1 + exp( 5
More exact solutions to (4) are also found in [16, 22].

Consider Eq. (5) with an initial condition in accordance with the exact solutions
(17), where positive sign is used. The solution satisfies lim,— 4 V(x,#) = 1 and
limy— 400 Ux(x,#) = 0. The numerical errors are measured in discrete maximum
norms; e.g., |[v" — V}i||oo = Maxo<i<m |v(xi, ty) — vp(x;, tn)|.

To test the order of accuracy of the DG LSFE scheme with respect to spatial
discretization, we fix the temporal step 7, and half the spatial step % for several times;
and vice versa. First consider the case when p = 1 with an initial condition from
(17). Let 2 = [-25,25]. Table 1 demonstrates numerical errors and convergence
rates in spatial and temporal variables at time levels t = 2.0, 4.0, and 8.0. Data for
various i with fixed t = 2.5e—4 and for various t with fixed 7 = 0.05 are provided.
The convergence rate r is computed as of order O(h") or O(t”), respectively. The
numerical results indicate that O(h?) order is obtained for both vy, and g}, in spatial
variable, and the convergence rates in temporal variable are both O(t). Recall that
linear finite elements are used for spatial discretization, and that the linearized
FD scheme in time is a pseudo Crank-Nicolson scheme. The spatial and temporal
convergence rates in Table 1 are hence both optimal. For the case when p = 1000,
the solution has steeper wave front (cf. [12]), which propagates at a much higher
velocity. In this case, t has to be sufficiently small by Theorem 2; cf. also (11). As
a consequence, i has to be small as well to meet the standard stability requirement.
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Table 1 Example 1—Numerical errors and convergence rates when p = 1 with 2 = [-25,25]

Convergence in spatial discretization with t = 2.5¢ — 4

0" = vloo llg" = dilloo
h t=20 t=4.0 t=28.0 t=20 t=4.0 t=28.0
0.8 3.2329¢e—3 39163¢—3 4.0093e—3 2.0134e—3 1.3582¢e—3  1.0958¢—3
0.4 8.5642¢e—4 1.0343e—3 1.2272e—3 4.0292e—4 2.4636e—4 2.6035¢—4
0.2 2.1738e—4 2.6104e—4 3.2546e—4 9.350le—5 5.9948¢—5 6.9888¢—5
0.1 55091le—5 6.5322¢—5 8.958%¢—5 2.222le—5 1.5494e—5 1.9840e—5
08 - - - - - -
04 1.92 1.92 1.71 2.32 2.46 2.07

0.2 1.98 1.99 1.91 2.11 2.04 1.90
0.1 1.98 2.00 1.86 2.07 1.95 1.82
Convergence in temporal discretization with h = 0.05

" — vplloo llg" — 1o
T t=20 t=4.0 t=28.0 t=2.0 t=4.0 t=28.0

0.08 1.0616e—3 1.8959¢e—3 3.5205¢e—3 6.9533e—4 9.8226e—4 1.3983e—3
0.04 5.2850e—4 9.4375e—4 1.7521e—3 3.4647e—4 4.8935e—4 6.9628e —4
0.02 2.6304e—4 4.6976e—4 8.7213e—4 1.7284e—4 2.4404e—4 3.4704e—4
0.01 1.3142e—4 2.3452e—4 4.3512e—4 8.6013e—5 1.2167e—4 1.7312e—4
0.08 - - - - - -

0.04 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.01
0.02 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.01  1.00 1.00 1.00 1.01 1.00 1.00

To focus on the investigation of accuracy orders, we use §2 = [—3, 3] for this case.
Errors and convergence rates at time levels ¢ = 0.01, 0.02, and 0.04 are collected in
Table 2. Data for various /& with fixed T = 1.0e — 6 and data for various t with fixed
h = 1.0e — 3 are provided. Similar optimal convergence results are observed.

Example 2 Example without exact solution. In this example, we verify the
conclusion of Theorem 1 by solving Eq. (§) with p = 1, the computational domain
[—80, 80] x (0, 20], and vo(x) = 0if x < 0, vo(x) = @ if 0 < x < 30, and vo(x) = 1
if x > 30. Here 4 = 0.1 and t = 0.05. The exact solution is not available. Figure 1
shows how the initial step function evolves into a monotone unique speed traveling
wave front that joins the two stable states.

Example 3 Impact of initial stimulus. The physiological background of the
Nagumo model is that if the stimuli are below threshold of conscious awareness
then no information will be conveyed; but if a stimulus is above threshold, it may
convert into a train of pulses of fixed shape and travel down the nerve with little
distortion.
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Table 2 Example 1—Numerical errors and convergence rates when p = 1000 with £2 = [—3, 3]

Convergence in spatial discretization with t = 1.0e — 6

llo" = vplloo g — illoo
h t=0.01 t=0.02 t =0.04 t=0.01 t=0.02 t =0.04
0.08 8.7936e—2  1.1596e—1  2.0171le—1  3.0588e—1  6.4459¢—1  1.4226e—0
0.04 1.6309e—2  2.4982e—2  4.5830e—2  1.0620e—1  1.9568¢e—1  3.4558e—1
0.02 3.7582e—3  6.0187e—3  1.0729%¢—2  2.6090e—2  4.8068e—2  9.4322¢—2
0.01  9.5568e—4  1.5447e—3  2.8110e—3  6.7946e—3  1.264le—2  2.4722¢—2
0.64 - - - - - -

032 243 2.21 2.14 1.53 1.72 2.04
0.16 2.12 2.05 2.09 2.03 2.03 1.87
0.08 1.98 1.96 1.93 1.94 1.93 1.93
Convergence in temporal discretization withh = 1.0e — 3

10" = villoo llg" = dhlloo
T t=0.01 t=0.02 t =0.04 t=0.01 t=0.02 t = 0.04

8.0e-5 4.3286e—3  8.5319e—3  1.7064e—2  5.0506e—2  8.4813e—2  1.5720e—1
4.0e-5 2.1705e—3  4.2774e—3  8.5552e—3  2.5245¢—2  4.2422¢—2  7.865%—2
2.0e-5 1.0893e—3  2.1459e—3 4.2921e—3 1.2627e—2  2.1242¢—2  3.9414e—2
1.0e-5 5.4822e—4  1.0792e—3  2.1587e—3  6.3210e—3  1.0656¢—2  1.9795e—2
8.0e-5 - - - - - -

4.0e-5 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
2.0e-5 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.0e-5 0.99 0.99 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.99

Fig. 1 Example 2—The evolution of the wavefront during time range 0 < ¢ < 20, where the time
increment between profiles is 0.25

We solve the Nagumo model (2) with p = 1. Set 2 = [-50, 50]. We first test
the situation with a subthreshold stimulus, e.g. vo(x) = 0.249 for x € [-25,25],
and vo(x) = 0 elsewhere. It is observed in Fig.2 (left pair) that the initial wave
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Fig. 2 Example 3—Evolutions of waves with subthreshold (initial stimulus position 0.249) and
suprathreshold (initial stimulus position 0.251) stimuli, which are presented in the left and right
pairs of plots, respectively. Both initial stimuli are supported over [—25,25]. Snapshots and
histories over time range 0 < ¢ < 50 with time increment 2.5 are presented

damps to zero eventually. On the other hand, if given a suprathreshold stimulus, e.g.
vo(x) = 0.251 for x € [—25,25], and vo(x) = O elsewhere, then it will rapidly
develop into a traveling wave, as depicted in Fig. 2 (right pair).

The development of wave depends also on the support of the initial stimulus,
which determines the energy of the stimulant. Figure 3 shows the histories of waves
with nonzero initial value vo(x) = 0.5 for x € [-3, 3] and x € [-2, 2], respectively.
The initial pulse of the latter case fails to propagate into a traveling wave due to low
energy, though it surpasses the threshold.
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Fig. 3 Example 3—Evolutions of waves with initial stimuli supported by [—3, 3] (left pair) and
[—2, 2] (right pair), respectively. Both initial stimulus positions are 0.5. Snapshots and histories
over time range 0 < ¢ < 50 with time increment 2.5 are presented

Example 4 Metastability. For a multi-stable system, the stable state with lesser
potential value is called the metastable state. Under random perturbations of proper
intensity, a TWS connecting the stable states will be moving in the direction of the
metastable state. The transitions between different stable states can last very long,
which is a characteristic feature of metastable systems. In this example, we exam the
metastability of solutions to the Nagumo equation (2) with p = 1 on [—60, 60] by
using an initial condition vy (x) = 0.01 for x € [-35,—20] U [5, 35], and vo(x) = 1
elsewhere. In Fig. 4, it is observed that the two wells are absorbed by the excited
state v = 1 after a long time. Moreover, the absorption time for the well with larger
width is much longer.
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Fig. 4 Example 4—Metastability of solutions to Nagumo equations. Left: snapshots for 0 < ¢ <
75 with time increment 2.5 between profiles; Right: wave evolution history for 0 <t < 75

4 Conclusions

In this article an efficient and accurate DG LSFE scheme is developed for solving
the Nagumo equation with fast reaction. The second order problem is cast into
a mixed system of first order DEs. A pseudo Crank-Nicolson scheme is used to
discretize the time derivative. At each time level, the variational formulation is
obtained in least-squares sense, which is approximated by using discontinuous
Galerkin FE method. This method is stable and efficient. The convergence rates of
the method are O(h?) and O() in spatial and temporal discretizations, respectively.
Numerical simulations for the Nagumo equation with more generic conditions can
be conducted using the DG LSFE scheme. Several important properties of the
Nagumo equation have been studied numerically. This method is ready to be extend
to solve the Allen-Cahn equation, which is an undergoing project.
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Local Projection Stabilization
for Convection-Diffusion-Reaction
Equations on Surfaces

Kristin Simon and Lutz Tobiska

Abstract The numerical solution of convection-diffusion-reaction equations in two
and three dimensional domains §2 is thoroughly studied and well understood.
Stabilized finite element methods have been developed to handle boundary or
interior layers and to localize and suppress unphysical oscillations. Much less is
known about convection-diffusion-reaction equations on surfaces I" = 0£2. We
propose a Local Projection Stabilization (LPS) for convection-diffusion-reaction
equations on surfaces based on a linear surface approximation and first order finite
elements. Unique solvability of the continuous and discrete problem are established.
Numerical test examples show the potential of the proposed method.

1 Introduction

Surface partial differential equations appear in the modeling of several phenomena,
e.g. in fluid mechanics, cell biology and material science. A prominent example in
fluid mechanics is the presence of surface active agents (surfactants), which modify
the surface tension at fluidic interfaces locally. Transport and diffusion of surfactants
on an interface can be described by convection-diffusion-reaction equations.

There is a lot of literature treating these type of equations in domains 2 C R",
n = 2,3, see e.g. [13]. However, much less is known on convection-diffusion-
reaction equations on surfaces I" = 9d52. The introduction of finite elements for
elliptic equations on surfaces can be traced back to Dziuk [6]. Higher order finite
elements for the Poisson equation on surfaces have been studied by Demlow [5].
This was extended to coupled diffusion-reaction equations in the bulk and on the
surface by Ranner [12] and to parabolic equations on moving surfaces by Dziuk and
Elliott [7].

It is well known that boundary and internal layers in the solution of differential
equations can lead to unphysical oscillations unless the mesh is fine enough.
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Therefore different stabilization techniques have been developed for convection
and/or reaction dominated problems in the bulk. In [11] an unfitted finite element
method applied to surface partial differential equations has been analyzed. For
stabilization the residual based Streamline Upwind Petrov-Galerkin approach has
been used. In this work we consider fitted finite elements and extend the Local
Projection Stabilization (LPS) developed in [2, 9, 10] to surface equations.

In Sect.2 we introduce the weak formulation of the problem and discuss its
solvability. The surface approximation, the extension of data, the discrete problem
and its solvability are the topic of Sect. 3. Section 4 is devoted to the LPS and the
solvability of the stabilized discrete problem. Finally, the potential of the proposed
approach is illustrated by three numerical examples in Sect. 5.

In the following, (-,-)¢ denotes the L?(G) inner product on the surface G. We
also use the notation ||. |« ¢ and |.|x ¢ for the standard norm and semi norm on the
Sobolev space W*?(G), respectively. We write shortly ||.|[c.c for |.||lx2.c and |.|c.c
for |.|x2.¢ (k € N). The norms and semi norms are defined for vectors and matrices
in an component wise manner.

2 Problem Formulation

We start with some notations in differential geometry. Let us consider a closed,

oriented and non-selfintersecting C2-surface I" = 952 of a two or three dimensional

domain 2 C R”, n = 2, 3. Using the distance function dist(x, I") := in}ﬁ{|x -y}
ye

the surface is given as zero level of the signed distance function

dist(I,x), ifx ¢ £2,
d(x) :=

=1 _disrx). ifxe 2.
The unit outward normal n on I" can be expressed as derivative of the signed
distance function, i.e. n = Vd on I'". For a sufficiently smooth function g : I’ — R
we define the surface gradient by

Vrg:=Vg—(m-Vgn onl,

where g is an arbitrary smooth extension of g. It can be shown that the surface
gradient on I is independent of the extension, see [12], and therefore it is well
defined. The Laplace-Beltrami operator is given by Ap := Vp - V.

We pose the stationary convection-diffusion-reaction equation

—eAru+Vp-(wu)+cu=f onl, (1)

where & > 0 is a given constant diffusion coefficient, w € W% (I")" is the velocity
field, and the reaction coefficient ¢ and the source term f belong to L°°(I") and
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L*(I"), respectively. Having in mind that the surface is not moving we have, that the
surface velocity is equal to zero, i.e. w-n = 0 on I". Equation (1) can be written as

—eAru+w-Vru4+ou=f onl, 2)

where 0 := Vp - w + ¢ € L*(I"). We will assume that there is a positive constant
0y such that

1
0—2Vr-w200>0 onl. 3)

This assumption is an adaption of the standard assumption used in the analysis of
convection-diffusion-reaction equations posed in a bounded domain §2 C R" [13].

The weak formulation is obtained as usual by multiplying (2) with a test
function v, integrating over I", and using the integration by parts formula to transfer
the highest order derivative terms. For a vector-valued function f : I" — R” the
divergence theorem on surfaces reads [7, Theorem 2.10]

JVp-deszf-ndS+Jf-;LdL
r r ar

where H is the sum of principal curvatures and u is the conormal vector, which is
normal to d1" and tangent to I". Since I” is assumed to be closed, we have dI" = @
and the second term on the right hand side vanishes. Setting f = vV u and using
n-Vru =0 we get

(Vr-Vru,v)r + (Vru, Vrv)r = (Hn- Vreu,v)r = 0.

Then, the weak formulation of (2) reads:

Problem 1 Find u € H'(I") such that a(u, v) = (f,v)r forallv € H'(I").
Here, the continuous bilinear form a : H'(I") x H'(I") — R is given by

a(u,v) :=e(Vru,Vrv)r + (w-Vru,v)r + (ou,v)r.
Taking the identity
1 2 1 2 2
(w-Vpv,v)p = 2(W-va A= —Z(V["W,U )r + (Hw-n,v°)p

into consideration and using w - n = 0 on I" we obtain under condition (3)

1
a(v,v) = SHVFUH%,F + (a - 2Vr -w, vz) > £||Vrv||%qr + ao||v||éf
r
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for all v € H'(I"), i.e. the coercivity of the bilinear form. Unique solvability of
Problem 1 follows from the Lax-Milgram theorem.

3 Discretization

3.1 Surface Approximation

In order to formulate the discrete problem we need an approximation [}, of the
given surface I". We use a polyhedral mesh consisting of elements K, lines in 2d or
triangles in 3d, where the vertices of all elements are located at the surface I". The
diameter of an element K is denoted by /g, the mesh size /4 is set to h = maxg hg
and the mesh is assumed to be shape regular. A mesh constructed in this way is a
natural linear interpolation of the given surface.

Recognize that I, € I". Thus, all data given on I, i.e. the velocity field w, the
reaction coefficient o and the source term f, are not defined on I7},. Similarly, the
surface operators differ on the given and the approximated surface.

3.2 Extension of Data

To transfer the given data defined on I" to I, we introduce a projectionp : U — I'
from a neighbourhood U of I" onto the nearest point on I" via

p(x) = x—dX)n(p(x)) = x—d(x)Vd(x) forallx € U.

We choose U small enough such that the projection is well defined. Then, an
extension of functions g : I' — R into the neighbourhood U can be given by

g°(x) := g(p(x)) forx e U.

Further, we assume the element size 4 to be small enough such that I, C U. Then,
the projection p : I, — I is bijectiv.

3.3 Discrete Problem

We introduce a finite dimensional, continuous finite element space V,, C H'(I},).
Then, the standard Galerkin discretization of Problem 1 reads:

Problem 2 Find u;, € Vj, such that a;,(up, vi) = (f¢, vn) r, for all v, € V.
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Here, the discrete bilinear form ay, : V), x V;, — R is given by

an(up, vi) = e(Vr,un, Vi, on)r, + (W - Vi, vi)r, + (0 un, va) -
Lemma 1 Assuming h to be sufficiently small, then for all vy, € V),
o) |
2

2 2
an(vp, vp) > 8||V1’,,Uh||o,rh + |Uh||0,rh-

Consequently, Problem 2 has a unique solution.

Proof We try to repeat the ideas used for the continuous bilinear form and get

1
ah(vh, vh) = 8||V1"hvh||(2)71—~h =+ ’ (We . V[“IIU/%, l)ﬂ, + (O'e, U]%)[,h .

Now, we apply the integration by parts formula on the convective term in an
elementwise manner to obtain

(w"-Vrhvﬁ,l)rh = _Z(th -w"’,vﬁ)K+Z(Hw"’~nK,vﬁ)K+Z Z (W"-/LK,vﬁ)E
K K

K ECoiK

= = (Vi W0i) o+ (W el vi)
E

Here, we used H = 0 on each K and wrote [-]g for the jump across the face E C 0K.
Summarizing we obtain

1 1
ah(vh, V) = 8||Vrhvh||(2)71—-h + (Ue — Z(VI“ : W)e, U,%) + 9 Z([We ' IL]E, U,%)E
Fh E
1 e e 2
+2 (Vr-w)=Vp,-w ’vh)rh‘
The jump of the conormal vectors across a face E = 9K N 9K’ behaves like

O(hg), however its projection into the tangential plane like O(h%) [11]. Then, taking
w¢ = (Id —n ®n)w° and a discrete trace inequality into consideration we conclude

Z ([we : ”’]Ev vﬁ)E

E

< ClWllocori Y hiloallg e < CRIW lo.0o.53 104115 1,
E
“
A detailed study shows that

1(Vr-w) =V, - Wllooon < Ch|Vrwloco.r. %)
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Applying (3), (4), and (5) we get

2 2 2
an(vn, vn) = €l|Vrunllo p, + oollvalls.r, — CRIWco.r lVnllG, -

from which the first statement of the lemma follows. The unique solvability of
Problem 2 follows from the Lax-Milgram theorem.

4 Local Projection Stabilization

Now, we consider the one level Local Projection Stabilization in the case that
convection and/or reaction dominates diffusion. Beside the ansatz space V), C
H'(I},) a discontinuous projection space D, = @®xD;(K) is introduced on the
same mesh. Let m,x : L?>(K) — Dj(K) denote the local L*-projection and
knx : L*(K) — L*(K) the fluctuation operator given by k;, g := id — 7, k.

Now, we can introduce the stabilization term

Sn(un, vp) = ZOéK(Kh,KVr,,Mh,Kh,KVFhUh)K
X

with ag > 0 being user chosen stabilization parameters. The stabilized formulation
of the Problem 2 reads

Problem 3 Find u;, € Vj, such that a;(up, vi) + Sp(un. vi) = (f¢, vn)r, for all
v, € V.
The associated mesh-dependent norm is given by

1/2
. 2 2 2
]| 2= (8||Vﬂl’4||o,rh + oolully r, + ZaKnxhvr,luno,K) :
K

Lemma 2 Assuming h to be sufficiently small, then for all v, € V

1
an(vp, vp) + Sp(vn, vy) = 2|||Uh|||2

Consequently, Problem 3 has a unique solution.

Proof Using Lemma 1 and the definition of the stabilizing term S;, we get

(o)) 1
an(vn. vn) + Su(Un.vi) = el Vroal§p, + 5 lvnllg.r, + Sn(vn. va) = 2|||vh|||2-

The unique solvability of Problem 3 follows from the Lax-Milgram theorem.
The convergence properties of the solution of Problem 3 depend on the choice of
ansatz and projection space, on the approximation order of the discrete surface I,
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and on the size of the stabilization parameters «k. Let V;, be the space of continuous,
piecewise linear functions enriched with piecewise quadratic (n = 2) or piecewise
cubic (n = 3) bubble functions, D, the space of discontinuous, piecewise constant
functions, I, be the continuous, piecewise linear approximation of I, and ax ~ hg.
Then, the solution u# of Problem 1 and the solution u; of Problem 3 satisfy the
following error estimate [14]

llu® —walll < € ("% + ') b (IVFullo.r + I £llo.r) -

5 Numerical Results

The numerical tests reported in this section have been performed with an in-house
code written in Julia [3]. The first two test examples concern diffusion-convection-
reaction equations on a 1d hypersurface embedded in R? whereas in the last example
a diffusion-reaction equation on a 2d hypersurface embedded in R? is considered.

5.1 Testcase 1: Layer in the First Derivative

We consider the unit circle I" embedded in R? and Eq.(2) with the velocity
field w(x) = 2(x2, —x1) describing a clockwise rotation and the reaction coefficient
o = 1. The right hand side f is set to the arc length s(x) measured along I” clockwise
starting at (1, 0), i.e.

arccos(xy) forx, <0,
= = 6
F&) =sx) 7 + arccos(—x;) forx; > 0. ©)
The exact solution u : [0, 2] — R of this problem is given as a function of s
A A A A
0 (s) = 21 2 exp(Ais) A exp (A2s) Ys—2 (D)
A=A l—expri;)) Ar—A; 1 —exp(27hy)
where
1 1 1
=t Vi+ £ = —
e 1+ +/14¢

and extended 2z -periodic. The solution u does not develop a layer for ¢ — 0,
however a layer appears in the first derivative ' at s = 0, as shown in Fig. 1. Thus,
the solution u has no strong but a weak layer.
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Fig. 1 The function u (left) and its first derivative u’ (right) plotted over the arc length s
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Fig. 2 Comparison of the numerical solutions u;, with the exact solution u plotted over the arc
length s on a fitted (left) and unfitted (right) grid

We solve the problem for & = 1078 numerically by standard piecewise linear
finite elements and the LPS as described in Sect. 4 with the stabilization parameters
ag = ahg and o = 0.1. Figure 2 shows the results for two different meshes. If
the point of discontinuity of f is a grid point even standard piecewise linear finite
elements work well without spurious oscillations (Fig. 2 left). If it is not a grid point,
oscillations appear which are damped out by LPS (Fig. 2 right).

5.2 Testcase 2: Exponential Layer in the Solution

On the unit circle I" we look at the concentration distribution of a substance
transported from (0, 1) to (0, —1) by the flow field w(x) = x; (x2, —x1). The reaction
coefficient o is set to o(X) = x, + |x2| and the right hand side f is chosen such that
the exact solution is given by

u(x):l—exp(—l—:xz).
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Fig. 3 Standard linear (P1) and stabilized (LPS) finite element solution plotted over the arc length.
Overview (left) and zoom into the layer region (right)

The exact solution has a point layer at (0, —1), which leads to strong numerical
oscillations for standard piecewise linear finite elements in the convection dom-
inated case (¢ = 107° hg = 0.01227), see the P1 graph in Fig.3. The LPS
graph shows the numerical solution of the stabilized problem using a stabilization
parameter g = ohg with @ = 0.0045. As shown in Fig. 3, LPS suppresses and
localize the oscillations to a few elements around the layer.

Next an array of computations has been performed to study the stabilization
effect depending on the user chosen constant . For convection-diffusion equations
in a bulk it is known that starting with the standard Galerkin piecewise linear
finite element method on simplices enriched by bubble functions and eliminating
the bubble part yields the streamline diffusion method [1, 4]. Unfortunately, the
symmetric version of the bubble generates the streamline diffusion method with a
parameter suitable for the diffusion dominated but not for the convection dominated
case. It has been shown in [8] that starting with the LPS approach and eliminating
the bubble part yields also the streamline-diffusion method, however, with a
parameter appropriate for the convection dominated case.

In Fig.4 we present the stabilized finite element solutions and their bubble
eliminated linear parts for decreasing stabilization parameter . For larger values
of « the linear part tends to oscillate whereas for smaller values the eliminated LPS
tends to smear out the layer. This behaviour is similar to that known from two-point
boundary value problems reported in [15].

In Fig. 5 the results for different values of ¢ (left) and different mesh refinement
levels (right) are shown. They indicate that the ’optimal’ value of « is nearly
independent of the parameter ¢ and the mesh size 4. However, as a comparison
with testcases 1 and 3 demonstrates, the choice of an ’optimal’ value of « depends
primarily on the problem, in particular on the type of the layer.
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Fig. 4 Stabilized (LPS) finite element solutions u, and their linear parts (linear interpolation) for
a = 0.045, o« = 0.0045, « = 0.00045, = 0.000045 (top left to bottom right)

5.3 Testcase 3: Layer on a Sphere

We consider a diffusion-reaction equation with a discontinuous right hand side on
a unit sphere I" embedded in R3. We set the diffusion parameter ¢ = 1073, the
reaction parameter ¢ = 1, and the right hand side f (x) = sign(x3). For ¢ — 0 the
exact solution u tends to f away from the equatorial line x3 = 0.

We solve this problem using standard linear finite elements and the LPS
stabilized method with ax = ahg and @ = 4.5 - 107, In Fig.6 (left) a layer
along the equator of the sphere for the unstabilized method indicated by the dark
red and dark blue regions occur. For the stabilized solution, compare Fig. 6 (right),
these regions are less pronounced.The stabilizing effect of LPS is clearly visible by
cutting the sphere along a meridian, see Fig. 7.
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Fig. 6 Unstabilized (left) and stabilized (right) solution
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Fig. 7 Standard linear (P1) and stabilized (LPS) finite element solution plotted over the arc length
s along a meridian of the sphere starting at (0,0,1)
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A Comparison Study of Parabolic
Monge-Ampere Equations Adaptive Grid
Methods

Mohamed H.M. Sulman

Abstract We consider two recently developed adaptive grid methods for solving
time dependent partial differential equations (PDEs) in higher dimensions. These
methods compute the adaptive grid based on solving an optimal mass transport
problem also known as Monge-Kantorovich problem (MKP). The optimal solution
of the MKP is reduced to solving Monge-Ampere equation and is known to have
some nice theoretical properties that are desirable for the mesh adaptation. However,
these two adaptive grid methods solve the Monge-Ampere equation differently and
they are distinctly different in their approaches for computing the adaptive mesh
over time. A comparison study to address these various distinctions between the
two methods is presented. Several numerical experiments are conducted to illustrate
the main differences between the two methods in terms of their mesh quality and
performances.

1 Introduction

Adaptive grid methods are efficient numerical techniques for computing the solu-
tions of partial differential equations (PDEs) with higher accuracy, in particular
when the solutions of the PDEs have large variations or shocks in some regions
of their physical domains. For the adaptive methods discussed here, the adaptive
mesh is obtained by defining a coordinate transformation x = x(£,7) from a
computational domain £2. to a physical domain 2. The grid nodes are redistributed
continuously in time by the mapping x = x(&,7) so that they are concentrated
in regions of interest. For one spatial dimensional PDEs, a class of adaptive grid
methods known as moving mesh partial differential equations methods (MMPDE)
[10] have been developed based on the so-called equidistribution principle, a
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measure of the solution variation is equally distributed over each sub interval [5],

X

0.
p(x) ot

where p(x) is the density (or monitor) function defined to measure the variations
in the solution of the given physical problem. In one spatial dimension, one can
use the equidistribution principle to compute the adaptive mesh. However, in higher
dimensions the condition (1) alone is insufficient to uniquely determine the adaptive
mesh.Therefore, some additional conditions are required for the mesh adaptation in
higher dimensions. In [6, 8, 9], the mapping x = x(&,¢) in higher dimensions is
obtained as the solution of the gradient flow equation of a quadratic functional.
Huang [7] develops a variational approach for mesh adaptation by minimizing a
functional that combines two functionals associated with the mesh isotropy and
equidistribution properties. More recently, two adaptive mesh methods [14] and
[4] have been introduced by extending the equidistribution principle (1) for higher
dimensional problems. These methods are derived based on solving the L> Monge-
Kantorovich problem (MKP) [11, 13].

In this work we present a comparison study of the parabolic Monge-Ampere
equations adaptive grid methods of [14] and [4]. The two methods solve the I?
MKEP based on solving two different types of parabolic Monge-Ampere equations,
and they use two different strategies for computing the adaptive mesh at each
time step. In this paper we investigate the main differences between these two
parabolic Monge-Ampere (PMA) methods and assess the mesh quality and overall
performance of each method. For the purpose of the comparison, here we label the
method of [14] as PMA-Log and the method of [4] as PMA-Sqrt.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sect.2, we briefly introduce
the L?> Monge-Kantorovich problem. In Sect. 3, we describe the parabolic Monge-
Ampere adaptive grid methods PMA-Log and PMA-Sqrt. In Sect.4, we present
several numerical experiments to illustrate the differences between PMA-Log
method and PMA-Sqrt method. In Sect. 5, we give a discussion on the results and
some concluding remarks.

c, £§€8.,x€e8, (1

2 The L? Monge-Kantorovich Problem

The L?> Monge—Kantorovich problem is stated as follows: Given two positive and
bounded density functions pp and p; of equal masses defined on 2, C R? and
2 C R4 respectively. Find a mapping x = ¢ (&), § C 2., x € £2, that transfers py
to p; and minimizes the transport cost

C(¢) = L 16(&) — EP po(€)de, @)
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where | - | is the Euclidean norm defined on the space R?. The map ¢ realizes the
transfer of pg to py if §, po(£)dé = §,, pi(x)dx, and this leads to

pi(x)det (0x/0€) = po(§). & € $2. x € 2, 3)

where det(dx/d€) is the determinant of the Jacobian matrix. Suppose that £2. and £2
are bounded, connected and convex sets in R?, d > 2, and let po and p; be strictly
positive and bounded. Then there is a unique mapping ¢ that minimizes (2) with the
constraint (3) and it is given as (for more details see [2, 3] )

x=¢(&) =VW¥(E), §e, “)

for some convex potential ¥.
From (3) and (4) we obtain the Monge-Ampere equation

p1 (VW (§))det D*W(§) = po(§), & € 2, ®)

where D*W is the Hessian matrix of ¥, in two dimensions D*¥ = Pee Wy — lllg_.zn.

3 The Parabolic Monge-Ampére Adaptive Grid Methods

The minimizer of the cost functional (2) is the closest mapping to the identity. More-
over, if we treat p; as the monitor function p and set py as a positive constant, then
the constraint (3) is equivalent to the equidistribution principle (1). The parabolic
Monge-Ampere adaptive grid methods are derived based on solving the Monge-
Ampere equation (5) which is obtained from the equidistribution condition (3).
A popular choice of the mesh density function is the arc-length function

p =1+ a|Vu? (6)
where u is the solution of the physical problem and « is a user defined parameter, in

our computations we set « = 5. Notice that the equidistribution of (6) enforces the
clustering of the grid points in regions of large solution variations.

3.1 PMA-Log Adaptive Grid Method

The PMA-Log [14] method computes the solution of Monge-Ampere equation (5)
as a steady-state solution of the parabolic Monge-Ampere equation

ng = log (p1 (V¥)det D*¥) (7
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starting from ¥, given by the initial condition

1
V(E0) =) = &8 ®)
and with the Neumann boundary conditions
VU .n=¢-n, for & edf2, C)]

where 052, is the boundary of §2, and n is the unit normal to d52.. The results of the
existence and uniqueness of the steady state solution of (7) can be found in [15].
We use the central finite difference scheme for the spatial discretization of (7)
and then apply Euler method for the time integration. Given the mesh x" (&) and the
physical solution «" at time level n, then x"*! and u"*! are computed as follows:

1. Set p; = \/ 1 + «Vu"|?, and integrate (7) for the steady state solution ¥
2. Setx"t1(§) = VU>®(§), & € 2.

3. Integrate the physical PDE for one time level using x"*! to obtain " !

4. Setn =n+ 1 and go to step 1

where VW (§) is computed using central finite difference approximation. The
iteration is stopped using the criterion

12
|vertt — v, = (L [Verti(g) - vq/"(g)|2d§) <TOL,  (10)

where TOL is some specified tolerance. Notice that the choice of the tolerance
affects the computational time mainly in computing the initial mesh since after then
the previously computed mesh is used as an initial mesh.

3.2 PMA-Sqrt Adaptive Grid Method

The PMA-Sqrt method [4] solves (5) by introducing a parabolic Monge-Ampere
equation given in two spatial dimensions as

e — v AW, = (p(VW, T)det D) (11)

where € is a time smoothing parameter and v is a spatial smoothing parameter. In the
computation, (11) is solved subject to the initial and boundary conditions (8) and (9).
We use the central finite difference scheme for the spatial discretization of (11), and
then apply Euler method for the time integration. Given the initial solution of the
physical problem «°, the computation of the adaptive mesh and the solution of the
physical problem proceeds as follows:
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1. Setn=0and p = /1 + aVu", then integrate (11) for the pseudo time 0 < 7 < T
where T is a fixed time, and set x" = VW (&, T).

2. Integrate the physical problem for one time step to obtain the solution " *!

. Integrate (11) for one real time step to obtain ¥"+!, set x"! = V!

4. Setn = n+ 1 and go to step 2.

(O8]

Notice that PMA-Sqrt method requires solving a Poisson problem at each time
step. Moreover, the PMA-Sqrt method computes an approximate equidistributed
mesh at the initial time and the subsequent meshes are obtained by integrating (11)
for one time step. While the PMA-Log method computes the adaptive mesh at
each time step by solving (7) to the steady state so that the computed mesh is
equidistributed at all time levels.

4 Numerical Experiments

We present several numerical experiments to illustrate the differences in the
performance and mesh quality of the PMA-Log and PMA-Sqrt methods. For all
the tested problems, the physical PDE is discretized in the computational domain
£2¢ using central finite difference scheme for the spatial derivatives, and Matlab
odel13 solver is used for the time integration. We set v = 1 in all the computations.
The choice of € affects the accuracy of the MKP-Sqrt method, thus we choose € that
works best for each problem, precisely we use € = .01 in Example 1 and Example 2,
and € = 1 in Example 3. The tolerance for (10) is chosen so that the mesh is
sufficiently equidistributed, in the computation Tol = 107>. All the computations
are run on a machine with 2.3 GHz intel Core i7 processor and 16 GB memory.

4.1 Example 1

In this example, we consider the parabolic equation

ou
ot

1 —exp(y/e)

u
=eAu— 1— 2 -
cAu By + x(1—x) + e(y 1 — exp(1/e)

), (r.y) € 2 = (0.1
(12)

with homogeneous initial and Dirichlet boundary conditions. The steady-state
solution of this problem is given as

13)

uoo(x’y) = x(l —x) (y_ - exp(y/e)) ]

1 —exp(l/e)

The steady-state solution (13) has a boundary layer along y = 1. We solve (12) over
a time interval [0, 5] that is sufficiently large to obtain a good approximation of the
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UFG PMA-Sqrt PMA-Log

Fig. 1 Example 1. Solution of (12) at = 5 computed using uniform fixed grid (UFG), PMA-Log
method and PMA-Sqrt method

steady-state solution at # = 5. Figure 1 shows the solution at time t = 5 computed
using uniform fixed grid (UFG) of size 65 x 65, and PMA methods for € = 5x 1073,
Notice that the uniform grid method doesn’t resolve the boundary layer accurately.
Figure 2 shows the adaptive mesh computed by the PMA methods. Table 1 reports
the results of the errors and cpu time for the whole computation from¢t = Otot = 5.
To compare the convergence rate of the solutions, in Fig. 3 we plot the L? error vs
number of the grid nodes. Notice that the numerical solution of (12) converges faster
on meshes produced by PMA-Log method than those with PMA-Sqrt method which
indicates a better accuracy when using PMA-Log.

4.2 Example 2

In this example, we consider the two dimensional Burgers’ equation

d 0
uzeAu—u M—u "

2
o o "oy (r,y) € (0,1)%, 0.25<1t<1.25. (14)

The initial and Dirichlet boundary conditions are defined from the exact solution

u(x,y,1) = 1/(1 + exp((x + y — 1)/ (2¢)).

We take € = 5 x 1072 and compute the solution of (14) with the PMA methods
on a grid of size 65 x 65. Figure 4 presents the solution and adaptive mesh at time
t = .75. Figure 5 shows the L? error plotted as a function of the number of the
grid points. In Table 2 we report the results of the errors and cpu time for the whole
computation from t = O to t = 1.25.
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Fig. 2 Example 1. Adaptive mesh of (a) PMA-Sqrt method and (b) PMA-Log method. Plots (¢)
and (d) are cutaway of the mesh near the boundary layer region

Table 1 Example 1. Results Method
of the errors and the cpu time
for solving (12)

lue —uclloo  llue —ucll Cpu time
PMA-Sqrt  0.0150 9.6597e-04 1minand4ls
PMA-Log 0.0148 8.6603e-04 2minandS5s
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Fig. 3 Example 1. The 1? 102
error of the PMA methods for ey,
solving (12)

Lz-ermr
-
o
s

104 1
10! 10? 10°
# grid points

4.3 Example 3

We consider a phase-field model of a mixture of two incompressible fluid flows
separated by a thin free moving interface of thickness 7. The interface is defined
by a phase-field function ¢ (x, ), on the interface ¢ (x,7) = 0, on one side of the
interface ¢ (x, 1) = 1, and on the other side ¢ (x,f) = —1. The time evolution of the
interface is described by the Allen-Cahn phase field model [1, 12]

b +u-Vo = V(A¢— ;2¢(¢2—1>+é(r>), (15a)
d
y L ddx = 0, (15b)

where u is the velocity of the fluids, y is a time relaxation parameter, é (1) is the
Lagrange multiplier introduced so that the volume fraction, defined as SQ Pdx, is
conserved by the constraint (15b). We solve (15) foru = 0, 7 = 0.0078, y =
6.10351 x 107 and initial phase function

go(x.y) = —tanh (v +32 = r)/7) .y €L x[=11] (16)
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Fig. 4 Example 2. Solution surfaces, meshes, and cutaway of the meshes at r = .75 of Burgers’
equation (14) computed with PMA-Sqrt (left) and PMA-Log (right)
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Fig. 5 Example 2. The L? 107 . — e
error of the PMA methods for g I
solving (14)

Lz-error

107

10*

10 10° 10°

# grid points

Table 2 Example 2. Results of the errors and cpu time for solving (14)

Method [leee — tte | oo [leee — ucl> Cpu time (in seconds)
PMA-Sqrt 0.0698 55x 1073 40
PMA-Log 0.0296 1.9x 1073 55s
where ry; = 100/128. In this case, the phase model describes an interface of a

shrinking circular domain which moves towards its center under the mean curvature,
and its radius is given by Liu and Shen [12]

R(H)* = R} — 21, (17)

and for Ry = 100, the radius shrinks to zero at time ¢ = 5000. Figure 6 shows the
contour plots of the solution and Fig. 7 shows the adaptive mesh computed at times
t = 1000, 2000, 3000, and 5000. To assess the accuracy of the solutions, in Fig. 8
we plot R(¢)? given by (17) and by the approximate solutions of the PMA methods.
Notice that the results of PMA-Sqrt method are inaccurate specially for large times
t while PMA-Log method maintains the same level of accuracy and has the mesh
clustered in the interface region at all times up to t = 5000.
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Fig. 8 Example 3. Plots of 10000 T : v
2
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5 Conclusion

In this paper we have presented a comparison study of two parabolic Monge-
Ampere equations adaptive grid methods, namely, PMA-Log method [14] and
PMA-Sqrt [4]. The numerical results illustrate that the PMA-Log has faster
convergence rate and is more accurate than the PMA-Sqrt. The PMA-Log method
ensures exact equidistribution of the mesh at each time step which allows taking
larger time step for integrating the physical problem while maintaining the same
level of mesh quality throughout the physical time. This can offset the extra time
associated with integrating (7) for the steady state solution at each time step. The
results of Example 3 show that the mesh obtained by PMA-Sqrt method looses the
equidistribution property when integrating the physical problem over a long period
of time which leads to inaccurate solution of the physical problem.

We would like to point out that the parameter € (for temporal smoothing) of the
PMA-Sqrt method has significant effect on how well the computed adaptive mesh
are concentrated in the regions of large physical solution variations in the physical
domain. Therefore, the choice of € can affect the accuracy of the PMA-Sqrt method.
In this study, we have tested several values of € and then make use of the value that
works best for each problem we have studied.
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Approximate Solutions to Poisson Equation
Using Least Squares Support Vector Machines

Ziku Wu, Zhenbin Liu, Fule Li, and Jiaju Yu

Abstract This article deals with Poisson Equations with Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions. A new approach based on least squares support vector machines (LS-SVM)
is proposed for obtaining their approximate solutions. The approximate solution
is presented in closed form by means of LS-SVM, whose parameters are adjusted
to minimize an appropriate error function. The approximate solutions consist of
two parts. The first part is a known function that satisfies boundary conditions. The
other is two terms product. One term is known function which is zero on boundary,
another term is unknown which is related to kernel functions. This method has been
successfully tested on rectangle and disc domain and has yielded higher accuracy
solutions.

1 Introduction

There are a variety of physical phenomena and engineering problems described by
Poisson Equation [1]. For instance, it is used to describe the potential energy field
caused by a given charge or mass density distribution. However, we can’t obtain its
analytic solutions in most conditions. It needs to resort numerical methods. The most
commonly used classical numerical methods for the solution of Poisson Equations
are the finite difference method, the finite element method and the finite volume
method [2]. Over the past decades, several kinds of fast methods for solving Poisson
Equations have been proposed. Multigrid methods and the fast multipole methods
are the most valid fast methods [3, 4]. While these methods are generally useful in
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many problems, one obvious limitation is that the obtained solutions are discrete or
have limited differentiability.

In order to avoid this defect, some researchers employ artificial neural networks
(ANN) to solve Poisson Equations. Lagaris et al. [5, 6] employed ANN for
solving ODE and PDE. Baymani et al. [7] used ANN method to solve Stokes
equation. Alli et al. [8] solved the vibration control problems using artificial neural
networks. Support vector machines (SVM) was presented by Vapnik et al. [9],
which has been successfully applied in many aspects for its high generalization
ability and global optimization property.The simplicity of LS-SVM promotes the
applications of SVM [10]. Over the last decade, many pattern recognition and
function approximation problems have successfully been tackled with LS-SVM
method. Recently Mehrkanoon et al. [11-14] proposed a new approach based on
LS-SVM to solve ODEs and PDEs.

In this work, we employ a method based on LS-SVM to solve Poisson Equations.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 the LS-SVM regression is given briefly.
In Sect.3, we formulate the LS-SVM method for Poisson Equations. Section 4
describes the numerical experiments, including two examples, which is followed
by the conclusion in Sect. 5.

2 Brief Introduction to the Modified LS-SVM Regression

Let us consider a given training set {X;, Yi}f\;l with input data X; € R* and output
data ¥; € R . Our goal is to estimate a model of the following form using the
regression:

N
Y=3gX) =) oG(V.V)+b (1)

J=1

where G(X, X;)=exp(— 2(172 X — X;||3) is the Gaussian kernel function with kernel
width o, a; and b are the regression parameters which need to be estimated.
The values of the parameters can be obtained by solving the following quadratic
programming problem:
1
14 o

min _o o +
a.b.e

e @

N
st.Y =Y oG(ViV)+b+e,i=1-- N 3)

Jj=1
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where y € R* is regularization parameter and ¢; € R is the bias term. We denote
Y=[Y,Y,---, Yy]T € RN a = [, 02, ,an]" € RV, Iy =[1,1,--- ,1]T e R
and Oy = [0,0,---,0]” € RY. The solutions is given by

IN —Q]{] ON o ON
Quy vy || A= T (4)
Oy 1y O b 0

where 2 = G(X;, X;)n is the kernel matrix and /y is the identity matrix of order N,
and A = (A1, A2, ---Ay)T is the Lagrangian multiplier.

3 Formulation of the Method for Poisson Equation

Consider the following Poisson equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions:

Al =f(x,y) € Q
u X,y) 5
ulaa = g(x,y)

The problem is defined on the domain  C R? . In order to get approximate
function, we consider a mesh of M interior points of the domain. We reshape these
points as a vector V = [V, V,,---, Vi)', Vi = (x;,y;) is i-th points. Assuming the
solution of equation (5) has the following expression:

M
u(V) = A(V) + BV)(Y_ &;G(V. V) + b) 6)
j=1

where V = (x,y),V; = (x;,y;). in this expression, A(V) is a known function that
satisfies the boundary conditions. In the other hand, the function B(V) takes zero
value on the boundary. o and b are the regression parameters which have to be
determined. Inserting (6) into (5), we obtain the following equation:

M
Y o ®(V. V) + D(V) + Q(V)b—f(V) = 0 (7

J=1

where D(V) = Axx(v) +Ayy(v)’ Q(V) = Bxx(v) —f-Bw(V),q)(V, V]) =Gy (Vv V]) +
G:(V, V), Gi(V,V)) = Bu(V)G(V,V)) + 2B.(V)Gi(V,V)) + B(V)Gu(V,V)),
Go(V. V) = By, (V)G(V. V) + 2B,(V)Gy(V.V}) + B(V)Gy,(V. V;), To obtain the
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optimal values of and , we can solve the following optimization problem,

1 og V r
min pelat 5ele ®

M
st Y =@V, V) + Q(V)b + D(Vy) —f(Vi) + esi=1.-- .M (9)
j=1

where y € Rtisa regularization constantand e;, i = 1,2, --- , M are bias terms. The
Lagrangian function of the constrained optimization problem (8) and (9) becomes

1
Lie.e.bon) = (@'a +d'@) + )z/(eTe +&'?) (10)

M M
=Y i) e ®i(Vi. Vi) + Q(V)b + D(V)) — (V) + )

i=1  j=1

Then, the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) optimality conditions as follows:

oL il
g, =~ 2V V) =0
’ =1
oL
=vyiei—n; =0
de; viei—1
M (11)
aL
o = ) ®(Vi. V) + Q(V)b + D(V) —f (V) + €)) = 0
’ =1
oL a
oy =~ 2 1QV) =0
j=1
After elimination of the primal variable e; , the solution is given by
Iy —KM" Z o 0
KM ’y LO||n|=|fa (12)
Zl LOT 0 b 0
where foo = [f(Vi) — D(V1).f(V2) — D(V2),-+-.f(Vu) — D(Vu)], Z =
[0,0,---,0] is an M dimension vector, Iy is a unit matrix of order M, LQ =

[O(V1),Q(V2),---,0(Vy)] and KM = [®(V;, V))] is the kernel matrix of order.
Expression (12) is a linear equation, which can be solved easily. Finally, we can
obtain the approximate solutions of problem (5).



Approximate Solutions to Poisson Equation Using Least Squares Support. . . 201

Remark Of course you can choose different kernel functions, such as Multiquadrics
kernel function. The approximate solution we used is similar to ANN’s, but the
method for solving the parameters is different. There are two distinct differences
between ours and references [11-14]. The first is the form of the approximate
solutions, and the other is our method provide approximate solution directly without
need dual form.

4 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we test the performance of the method on two problems, one
with rectangle domain and the other with disc domain. In order to show the
approximation capability of the method, we compare the computed approximate
solution with the analytic solution and numerical solution.

Problem 1 Consider the following equation

Au==2,(x,y) € (0,1)?
(13)
ulpge =0

And its analytic solution is

8 X sinh[(2n — 1)(1 — y)r] + sinh[(2n — V)yx]_ sin(2n — 1)7x

u. y) = x(1-x) - 3 ’;[ sinh(2n — )7 2n—1)3

For this example, we take A(x, y) = 0, B(x,y) = (x—x?)(y—y?). We partitioned
the domain by equal step. For instance, 4 = 0.05, then M = 361. The approximate
solutions obtained by the method are compared with the numerical solution and
results are depicted in Fig. 1. The obtained absolute errors for interior points are
tabulated in Table 1. It is clear that the approximate solutions are quite acceptable,
despite the fact that fewer training points are employed.

Problem 2 Consider the following equation

Au=x>—y . +y <1
(14)
Mlag =0

Its analytic solution is u(x,y) = 112 (x* 4+ y*)(x> + y*> — 1). For this problem, we
take A(x,y) = 0 and B(x,y) = x> + y?> — 1. In this example, we divide the interval
[—1, 1] on the X axis and the Y axis, respectively. The interior points are employed
as training points. The corresponding training point number is 305. The results of
the approximate solutions compared with the analytical solutions are listed in Fig. 2
and Table 1.
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Numerical solutions LS-SVM solutions

0.2 o 0.2
0.15
0.1

0.05

Fig. 1 Numerical results of Problem 1

Table 1 Numerical results errors

Training points  ||[U? — U |00 Mean error
Problem 1 361 4.0e —4=o0() 18¢—4
Problem 2 305 3.7¢e —4 =o(h?) 1.6e—4

In this table, U stands for numerical solutions or analytic
solutions, UL denotes LS-SVM solutions and % is space step

Analytic solutions LS-SVM solutions
0.03 : 0.03
0.02 0.02
0.01 0.01
0 *"‘ 0
::‘o

~0.01 ’“‘ -0.01
-0.02 -0.02
-0.03 -0.03

-1 -1

Fig. 2 Numerical results of Problem 2



Approximate Solutions to Poisson Equation Using Least Squares Support. . . 203

5 Conclusions

The method based on LS-SVM can solve successfully ODEs and PDEs. Although
the method based on ANN can solve ordinary differential equations and partial
differential equations with higher accuracy, it has some obvious drawbacks. The-
oretically, PDEs can be solved by ANN that must be solved by LS-SVM. Because
of complex boundary conditions and nonlinearity, the method based on LS-SVM
may have some trouble to solve PDEs. That is why we focus on Poisson Equations
in this paper. Taking into account complexity, we assume approximate solutions
directly which does not need dual form. This is different from previous ones.
On the tested problems, the method proposed in this paper is successful with
higher accuracy. Consequently, this method can be used for Poisson Equations with
complex boundary conditions. We believe this method can be extended to solve
other partial differential equations.
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