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THE GRADIENT DISCRETISATION METHOD FOR SLOW AND
FAST DIFFUSION POROUS MEDIA EQUATIONS

JEROME DRONIOU AND KIM-NGAN LE

ABSTRACT. The gradient discretisation method (GDM) is a generic frame-
work for designing and analysing numerical schemes for diffusion models. In
this paper, we study the GDM for the porous medium equation, including fast
diffusion and slow diffusion models, and a concentration-dependent diffusion
tensor. Using discrete functional analysis techniques, we establish a strong
L2-convergence of the approximate gradients and a uniform-in-time conver-
gence for the approximate solution, without assuming non-physical regularity
assumptions on the data or continuous solution. Being established in the
generic GDM framework, these results apply to a variety of numerical meth-
ods, such as finite volume, (mass-lumped) finite elements, etc. The theoretical
results are illustrated, in both fast and slow diffusion regimes, by numerical
tests based on two methods that fit the GDM framework: mass-lumped con-
forming P finite elements and the Hybrid Mimetic Mixed method.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study nonlinear porous media equations of the form
Ou — div [A(,w)VB(w)] = f inQr:=(0,T) x Q,
u(0,-) =up in £, (1)
Bu) =0 on (0,T) x 09,

where B(u) = |u|™ 1u with m > 0, Q is an open bounded domain of R? (d > 1)
with boundary 09, f € L?(Q7), up € L™*H(Q), and A : @ x R — S(R) is a
symmetric tensor which is measurable with respect to its first variable, continuous
with respect to its second variable, and is uniformly elliptic and bounded:
N A€ (0,0) s.b. AME* < A(w,5)€ - € < AE]° VseR,VEeR?, forae we
(2)
In the case A = Id and m > 1, the equation (1) is the standard model of diffusion of
a gas in porous media, which is also called the slow diffusion model. The case m = 2
describes the flow of an ideal gas in porous media while m > 2 that of a diffusion
of a compressible fluid through porous media. Other choices of exponent appear
in different physical situations, such as thermal propagation in plasma (m = 6) or
plasma radiation (m = 4). The slow diffusion equation is not uniformly elliptic as
it degenerates at unknown points where u = 0. An interesting feature is that, if ug
is compactly supported, then at any ¢ > 0 the support of u(t) has a free boundary
with a finite speed of propagation, see e.g. [9,52]. Equation (1) with A depending
on u appears in Richards’ model, when the relative permeability depends on the
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hydraulic charge, and in diphasic models from petroleum reservoir simulation, when
the capillary pressure follows a power law [4].

In the fast diffusion case 0 < m < 1, the equation (1) is relevant in the description of
plasma physics, the kinetic theory of gas or fluid transportation in porous media [6,
11,53]. Since the modulus of ellipticity |u|™~! blows up whenever u vanishes, the
fast diffusion equation is a singular equation. An essential difference between the
fast and slow diffusion cases is that for fast diffusion the solution decays to zero in
some finite time depending on the initial data while for slow diffusion the solution
decays to zero in infinite time like an inverse power of ¢, see e.g. [7, 14].

There is a vast literature on the numerical approximation of (1) (mostly with
A = 1d or not depending on u), possibly in a recast form. We only mention a few
relevant studies here. In [38], the authors consider the time discretisation of dyu —
AB(u) = f(B(u)), using a maximal-monotone operator approach. Error estimates
are obtained in L*(0,T; H~(Q)) and L?(Q7) norms, with a rate depending on
the smoothness of the initial condition and under the assumption that 3 is globally
Lipschitz-continuous. [3] considers the mixed finite element approximation of a
degenerate parabolic equation with advection, arising in petroleum simulations.
Error estimates, in similar norms as above, are obtained under the assumption that
the non-linearities are Lipschitz-continuous on the entire range of the numerical
solutions. The Lipschitz-continuity assumption only covers (1) in the slow diffusion
case m > 1, provided a uniform bound is known or assumed on the approximate
solution. The case of systems of PDEs modelled on (1) is analysed in [31], in which
the L2-convergence of a semi-discrete scheme (with relaxation of the non-linear
source term) is established in the case m > 1. In a recent work [50], a general
nonlinear diffusion equation on the whole space R? is considered. The authors
propose monotone schemes of finite difference type on Cartesian meshes and obtain
L{ -convergence for these schemes, using an approach in which this convergence
follows from generic estimate results on perturbed version of (1).

If we formally represent this equation as

dru — div(B' (u)Vu) = f, (3)

where 3'(u) = m|u[™~!, then we obtain a classical nonlinear diffusion equation.
The term |u|/™! in (3) induces the degeneracy that raises many challenges in the
analysis of the porous media equations. These problems have been studied exten-
sively both in theory, see e.g. [7,53,54], numerical analysis, see e.g. [1,22-24], as
well as in numerical approximations (without convergence proof) [35]. In particular,
authors in [22] study equation (3) with variable exponent of nonlinearity, i.e. 5’ (u)
is replaced by |u|"(®) where v > 1 (i.e. 7 > 2 in our case). In order to deal with the
degeneracy in the problem, an approximate regularized problem is investigated. A
space-time discretization scheme using the finite element method in space and the
discontinuous Galerkin method in time is proposed for the regularized model (not
the original problem). Furthermore, error estimates are obtained with strong regu-
larity assumptions on the solution of the regularized model, which are not expected
to be satisfied by classical solutions to (1) such as Barenblatt solutions [5,41]. A
space and time dependent exponent v is studied in [1] using the same method as
in [22]. The slow diffusion case (m > 1) is studied in [23] where a fully discrete
scheme is proposed and L? error estimates are proved with strong assumptions on
the solution and the pressure 8'(u).



Another common way to design and analyse numerical methods for (1) is to re-cast
it, using the Kirchhoff transform:

orp(w) — Aw =0, (4)

|m—1 |(1—m)/m

where w := |u wand u = ¢Y(w) = |w s. Finite elements approximations
of (4) have been extensively studied in the literature. In [40], the conforming ap-
proximation is analysed in the case of a convex domain, using a smoothed version of
1 and under assumptions only satisfied for m > 1; error estimates, also accounting
for the smoothing parameter, are obtained in norms similar to [38] and yield an
(’)(h(m“)/ 2m) rate for an optimal choice of the smoothing parameter and time step
~ h{m+1)/m Egtimates in L™ (Qr) norm are also obtained, at least in dimension
one, leading to an A*™/(m+1)Em=1) convergence rate. We note in passing that the
results of [39] allows, under a non-degeneracy property of the continuous solutions,
to transform LP-error estimates on the solutions into error estimates on the loca-
tion of the free boundary. Mixed finite elements for (4) have been considered in the
following works. Under a Lipschitz-continuity assumption on ¢ (which, as noticed
above, is not satisfied by (1)), [48] obtains error estimates for the Raviart—Thomas
mixed finite elements in norms similar to [3, 38]. The convergence of a linearisation
scheme is established in [43] for a globally Lipschitz continuous 1, and extended in
[44] to non-Lipschitz functions. This assumption is relaxed in [46], which consid-
ers the mixed finite element approximation of (4) allowing degeneracy/singularity
of ¥ which covers the whole range of m in (1); error estimates are obtained in
uniform-in-time weak-in-space and averaged time-space norms as in [3], some of
them under regularity assumptions on the flux variable. [28] proposes and analy-
ses a scheme for (4), with an added advection term and v globally Lipschitz; the
diffusion component is handled by a non-conforming or mixed finite element, while
the advection and reaction terms are discretised using centred finite volume. The
Lipschitz-continuity assumption on % can be also be relaxed by recasting (4) in a
form 0;b(v) — Ac(v) = 0 that covers all the range m € (0,00) in (1) with globally
Lipschitz continuous functions b and ¢, but at the expense of a doubly degenerate
equation and the usage of relaxation functions to control each fast and slow dif-
fusion cases; this is the approach chosen in [32,34], in which the convergence of
as semi-discrete scheme is established. More recently, [24] considered the fast and
slow diffusion cases in which a fully discrete Galerkin approximation is considered
for (4). Error estimates in non-standard quasi norms and rates of convergence are
proved with strong regularity assumptions on the solution.

Finally, let us mention that various numerical methods have been studied for other
models of miscible or multi-phasic porous media flow, presented as systems of equa-
tions with one of them a non-linear parabolic equation, see e.g. [10,12,25,27, 29,
47,55]. In most cases, though, the parabolic equation is not really degenerate in
the sense that its linearisation is uniformly parabolic.

In this paper, we use the gradient discretisation method to approximate (1) and
discrete functional analysis techniques to obtain an L (0, T; L™*1(Q))-convergence
result without assuming non-physical regularity assumptions on the data. The gra-
dient discretisation method (GDM) is a generic framework for the design and anal-
ysis of numerical schemes for diffusion models. Using only a few discrete elements
(a space, and a function and gradient reconstruction), it describes a variety of nu-
merical schemes — such as finite volumes, finite elements, discontinuous Galerkin,
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etc. — and identifies three key properties of the discrete elements that ensure the
convergence for linear and nonlinear models. We refer to the monograph [19] for a
detailed presentation of the GDM, and of the methods it contains.

There are several advantages in using the GDM approach to analyse schemes for
(1). First, the convergence analysis readily applies to all schemes covered by the
framework, which include many low- and high-order schemes; as noticed above, pre-
vious numerical analysis results on the porous medium equation seemed to mostly
focus on conforming or mixed finite element discretisations. Second, the GDM pro-
vides general compactness results that can be used to simplify the analysis — no
need to establish ad hoc compactness theorems for each specific method. Third,
our approach seamlessly works for both slow (m > 1) and fast (m < 1) diffusion
models, without having to re-cast the latter using the Kirchhoff transform, which is
not the case of many analyses in the literature. Fourth, the uniform-in-time strong-
in-space L (0,T; L™*1(Q)) convergence result seems to be new even for schemes
previously studied for (1) or (4). A trade-off of using the GDM is that the analysis
must be based on energy estimates, and cannot rely on maximum principles —
which are not satisfied by many schemes of practical interest, e.g. when dealing
with polytopal meshes as encountered in applications.

The techniques we use are inspired by [17], in which a doubly degenerate parabolic
equation is considered. The convergence results in this reference cover (1) in the
case where ( is globally Lipschitz continuous; this condition is critical to many
elements of the analysis in [17]. Our contribution here is to consider the case where
B is not uniformly Lipschitz continuous at infinity, or not Lipschitz-continuous at
certain points; these two cases correspond to m > 1 (porous medium equation)
and m < 1 (fast diffusion equation), respectively. As shown by Theorem 2.8,
considering a non-globally Lipschitz continuous nonlinearity changes the nature of
the observed convergence; in particular, L?(£2) is no longer the natural space for
the uniform-in-time convergence.

Other approaches to convergence analysis of numerical schemes for (1) reside in us-
ing general Crandall-Liggett and Trotter—-Kato approximation theories for mono-
tone operators (see [13], [54, Section 10.2.4], [33,51] and [30, Chapter 4]). The
Crandall-Liggett theorem deals with the time discretisation, while the Trotter—Kato
theorem concerns the approximation of the spatial operator; upon establishing that
one of these results is uniform with respect to the discretisation parameter of the
other, the combination of these two yield a convergence for fully discrete schemes
for the porous medium equation. This has however two limitations. Firstly, the
me-accretivity of the porous medium only seems to be available in L!(Q), not in
LP(Q2) for p > 1 [54, Section 10.3]; as a consequence, the convergence would only be
L' in space. Secondly, the Crandall-Liggett and Trotter-Kato theories could only
be applied for A independent of u, since they require a monotone spatial operator.
Our result, based on compactness and fine energy equality, yields on the contrary a
uniform-in-time and L™*! in space convergence, and is applicable to non-monotone
operators with A depending on w.

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2.1 recalls notations of the GDM and
introduce an implicit-in-time gradient scheme for (1). The definition of weak solu-
tions and the main convergence result are stated in Section 2.2. We provide a priori
estimates for the approximate solution in Section 3. Section 4 contains the initial
weak convergence of the gradient scheme. The main convergence result, including



the uniform-in-time convergence, is proved in Section 5. Numerical results are pro-
vided in Section 6 to illustrate the generic convergence results; to this purpose, we
choose two particular gradient schemes, the mass-lumped conforming P; method
and the Hybrid Mimetic Mixed method, and we evaluate their accuracies when
approximating the Barenblatt solution. These tests are presented for a variety of
exponents m, including both fast diffusion and slow diffusion ranges. A brief con-
clusion is presented in Section 7, and technical results are gathered in an appendix
(Section 8).

2. THE GRADIENT DISCRETISATION METHOD AND MAIN CONVERGENCE RESULT

2.1. Gradient scheme. We recall here the notions of the gradient discretisation
method. The idea of this general analysis framework is to replace, in the weak
formulation of the problem, the continuous space and operators by discrete ones;
the set of discrete space and operators is called a gradient discretisation (GD), and
the scheme obtained after substituting these elements into the weak formulation
is called a gradient scheme (GS). The convergence of the obtained GS can be es-
tablished based on only a few general concepts on the underlying GD. Moreover,
different GDs correspond to different classical schemes (finite elements, finite vol-
umes, etc.). Hence, the analysis carried out in the GDM directly applies to all these
schemes, and does not rely on the specificity of each particular method.

Definition 2.1. D = (XD,O,HD,VD,ID, (t("))nzo N) 18 a space-time gradient
discretisation for homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, with piecewise con-
stant reconstruction, if

(i) the set of discrete unknowns Xpo is a finite dimensional real vector space,

(i) the linear map Ip : Xp o — L*() is a piecewise constant reconstruction
operator in the following sense: there exists a basis (e;)ier of Xpo and a
family (Q;)ier of disjoint subsets of 0 such that, for all u = ), ; u;e; €
Xpo, it holds Ilpu = 3 ._; u;lq,, where 1o, is the characteristic function
of L,

(iii) the linear mapping Vp : Xpo — L*(Q)? gives a reconstructed discrete
gradient. It must be chosen such that |Vp - |r2(q) is a norm on Xp o,

(iv) Ip : L™TY(Q) — Xpo is an interpolation operator,

() tO =0<t® <... <t =17,

We then let 6t"t2) = t(+1) — (V) gnd §tp = max,—q,... y_1 6t"F2),

iel

For any (v(”))n=0 .. v © Xp,0, we define the piecewise-constant-in-time functions
Hpv : [0,7] — L*(Q), Vpv : (0,T] — L?(Q)¢ and dpv : (0,7] — L3(Q2) by: For
n=0,---,N —1, for any t e (t™ t*V] for a.e. z € Q

pv(0, ) := pv@ (), pu(t, x) := Mpv™ V) (x),

n+1 n

Vool @) = Vou (@), dpe(t) = st Dy = 120 ZIo0
5t(ntz)

Note that IIpv is defined everywhere, including at ¢ = 0. This will be required to

state a uniform-in-time convergence result on this reconstructed function.

If v =73, vie € Xpo and g : R — R satisfies g(0) = 0, we define g(v) :=

Zie] g(vi)e; € Xpo. The piecewise constant feature of IIp then shows that

Yve Xpyo, Hpg(v)=g(Ilpv). (5)
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Once a GD has been chosen, an implicit-in-time gradient scheme for (1) is defined
the following way.
Algorithm 2.2 (GS for (1)). Set ul® := Zpugy and let u = (u™)
satisfy:

<6Du7 HD¢>L2(QT) + <A(7 HDU>VD5(U)7 VD¢>LZ(QT) = <f7 HD¢>L2(QT)7 (6)

for all ‘test function’ ¢ = (™)

n=0,---,N < XD70

N c XD,O-

n=0,---

In order to establish the stability and convergence of the GS (6), sequences of
space-time gradient discretisations (D;);>1 are required to satisfy consistency, limit-
conformity and compactness properties [19]. The consistency is slightly adapted
here to account for the nonlinearity we consider. In the following, we let m =
max(1,1/m).

Definition 2.3 (Consistency). A sequence (D;);=1 of space-time gradient discreti-

sations in the sense of Definition 2.1 is said to be consistent if
o for all p € L' () n H(Q), letting

So.(6) i= min (Ipyw = 6l ooy + V0w = Vol o).
l

we have Sp,(¢) — 0 as | — o0,
e for all € L™TY(Q), llp,Ip,p — v in L™T1(Q) as | — o
o dtp, > 0 asl — 0.

Definition 2.4 (Limit-conformity). A sequence (D;);>1 of space-time gradient dis-
cretisations in the sense of Definition 2.1 is said to be limit-conformity if, for all
¢ e Hyio () := {p e L2(Q)? : divep € L2(Q)}, letting

' | (Fovta) - ¢(@) + tip(@ptiv(a)) de

Wp,(¢) == max )
2 (9) veXp, \{0} IVp,v] L2

we have Wp,(¢p) — 0 as | — o0.

Definition 2.5 (Compactness). A sequence (D;)i>1 of space-time gradient discreti-
sations in the sense of Definition 2.1 is said to be compact if

lim sup Tp, (€) = 0,
£—0 > '

e Mo, (- + €) ~Tip,o]
D, V(- + — lp, V|| 2(Rd
TDl (5) - 1 1 L (R )
ve X, \{0} VD, 0] L2 (0
and Ilp,v has been extended by 0 outside €2.

, VEeR?

A sequence of GDs that is compact or limit-conforming also satisfies another im-
portant property: the coercivity [19, Lemmas 2.6 and 2.10].

Lemma 2.6 (Coercivity of sequences of GDs). If a sequence (D;);=1 of space-
time gradient discretisations in the sense of Definition 2.1 is compact or limit-
conforming, then it is coercive: there exists a constant Cp, such that

Mp, v 20

Cp, := max ———F———=<C,, Vix=1
D veXp, \{0} “szUHLZ(Q) '
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Finally, for a given gradient discretisation D, the following dual norm on IIp (Xp ) <
L?(Q) will be used to obtain estimates on the discrete time derivative, key to es-
tablishing the strong compactness of the approximate solutions:

Yo e HD (XD,0)7
(7)

|v

oD = sup { Lv<m>np¢<m>dw + $€ Xpo, [Vodliam) = 1}'

2.2. The main convergence result. To state the main result of this paper, we
introduce a space of continuous functions for the weak topology of L™*1(Q), and
we define a weak solution to (1).

C([0,T]; L™"(Q)y) := space of functions v : [0, T] — L™ ()

that are continuous for the weak topology of L™"(Q).
For a given s € [0,T], we set 5 = (0, s) x Q. We also set

? 1
¢(z) = L B(s)ds = m|z\m+1 for all z e R. (8)
Definition 2.7 (Weak solution to (1)). Assume that m > 0, ug € L™T1(Q) and
feL?(Qr). A weak solution to (1) is a function u such that
(i) we C([0,T]; L™*1(Q)y,) and @(0,-) = ug in L™ 1(Q),
(ii) B(w) e L*(0,T; H(Q)), ¢(u) € L*(0,T; L*(Q)),
(iii) opu e L*(0,T; H-Y(R)), and for any ¢ € L*(0,T; HL())

T
f m-10xu(t), ¢(t)) g dt + AL w)VB(@), Voyraar) = {fsdr2aqr)-  (9)
0

The existence of a weak solution to (1) will be obtained as a by-product of our
convergence analysis.

Theorem 2.8 (Convergence of the gradient scheme). Let (D;);=1 be a sequence
of gradient discretisations that is consistent, limit-conforming and compact. Then,
for each | = 1 there exists u; solution to the gradient scheme (6) with D = D;.
Moreover, there exists a weak solution u to (1) in the sense of Definition 2.7 such
that, up to a subsequence asl — o0,

o Ilp,u; — @ strongly in L*(0,T; L™ 1(R)),
e Vp,B(u) — VB(u) strongly in L*(Qr).

Remark 2.9 (Other nonlinearities). The analysis that leads to this convergence
result can be adapted to other forms of nonlinearities than B(u) = |u|™ lu. We
recall that the case of mon-decreasing —possibly with plateauz— nonlinearities that
are globally Lipschitz-continuous is treated in [17]; for non-decreasing functions 3
that are locally Lipschitz-continuous except at a finite number of points and/or at
to0, the technique we develop below, based on the cutoff functions (16) and (17),
can easily be adapted to obtain the required compactness results. In this case, the
convergence Ilp,u; — @ strongly in L*(0,T; L™ 1(2)) has to be replaced with the
convergence §¢, ((Ip,u (-, x))de — §;, ((u(-, x))dx uniformly on [0,T] (where we
recall that {(z) = S; B(s)ds). In case of non-linearities B with plateauz, though, the
dependency of A has to be through B(u); [17] for details.
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3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

We first provide a priori estimates for the solution u to (6), and then deduce its
existence in Corollary 3.2. For legibility, we drop the index [ in sequences of gradient
discretisations, and we simply write D instead of D;.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ be defined by (8), and u be a solution of (6). Then, for any
integer number k € [1, N|, we have

f C(Tpu®™)(@)dw+(A(- Tipu) VoB(u), VoBu)yy

Q ! (10)

< [ cttpu®)@)de + (M8 o,
Q t

Consequently, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on A, f, Cp, = Cp and
Cini = ”HDI7_)U0| Lm+1(Q) such that

ITpuf oo 0,75 1m+1 () + ITIDC (W) Lo 0,751 (02)) + [VDB(W) | L2000y < C. (11)

Proof. We choose the test function ¢ = (ﬂ(u(o)), —, Bu®), 0, ,0) < Xpyo
in (6) to write

(b, H’D/B(u)>L2(Qt(k)) + (A TIpu)VpB(u), VDﬁ(u»Qt(m
={f, HDﬂ(u»L?(Qt(k))'

For any n =0,--- N —1and t € (t("),t(”ﬂ)], we estimate the first term in the
left hand side of (12), starting from

(12)

(5Du(t) Hpﬁ(u("H)) = (HDU(7L+1) — Hpu("))ﬁ(ﬂpu("ﬂ)). (13)

1
5t(n+3)
Since f is increasing, ¢ is convex and thus above its tangent line, which implies
¢(b) —¢(a) < (b—a)B(b) for all a,be R. Applying this inequality with a = pu(™
and b = Ipu™*Y it follows from (13) that

gy (™) — ([ou™)) < Spu() MA@ ). (14)

Plugging that in (12) and using a telescopic sum yields (10). The a priori estimates
(11) follow from this relation and (2), by writing

o) @)dz + AV B 20

< || ctmpu®)(@)dz -+ (A Tpw)Vpi(). Vo), ,

< L ((Mpu ) (z)dx + {, HDB(U)>L2(QM))
(0) Co 12 A 2
< . C(HDU )(w)dw + EHfHLz(Qt(k)) + @“HDﬁ(U)HL?(Qt(k))

Noting that ((a) = % > 0 for all a € R and recalling that
ITpB(w)L2(2,u)) < CoIVDB(U)|L2(,0)) < Coll VDB(U)L2(0, 1) (15)
we obtain the estimates in (11). ]

The following corollary guarantees the existence of a solution to (6).
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Corollary 3.2. If D is a gradient discretisation in the sense of Definition 2.1 then
there exists at least one solution to the gradient scheme (6).

m

Proof.  The result is obtained using (11), the properties |5(u)| = |u|™ and

uB(u) = |u|™*!, and the same arguments as in [17, Corrollary 4.2] L]
In the following lemma, we estimate the dual norm (7) of the discrete time derivative
(5D’LL.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a constant C depending on X\, A, f, C, = Cp and
Cini = ”HDIDU()HLm+1(Q) such that

T
J [6pu(t)|3 pdt < C.
0

Proof. We first fix k € {0,--- , N — 1} and then, for any £ € Xp, take ¢ =
(qb(”))n:O’.,‘,N c Xpp in (6) such that ¢+t — ¢ and ¢* = 0 for all i + k + 1.
Using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the definition of Cp we deduce
1 (k+3)
6t u €)1, ) = —(AC Ipu)VoB(u), Vo) 1o gy + {f ID6) 1,
< Mt DB D) | L2y [ Vo] 12 (o)
+ 0t D] D 1200y Cp | VD€ 20y

(k+1)
k41 _ t
where f( )(m) = S e

satisfying |[Vp&|r2(q) = 1, we deduce

f(t,x)dt. Taking the supremum over all £ € Xp g

Stk D5E D)y 1 < 2otk D |V Bt D) oy + SEEHD | FEHD | 1o O,

Divide by (6t+2))}/2 square, and sum over k (and use Jensen or Cauchy-Schwarz
to estimate the term involving f*+1) to get

T
—2
JO 6pu(t) 2 it < 2 [VB(u)|2s 0y + 2031 22 0.

This together with (11) complete the proof of the lemma. m

To deal with the lack of global Lipschitz estimates on §, we introduce cutoff func-
tions. The definition of these functions is different in the case 0 < m < 1 (fast
diffusion) and m > 1 (slow diffusion), because each of these cases correspond to
a certain breakdown in the Lipschitz properties of 8: for fast diffusion, 8 is not
Lipschitz-continuous at 0, whereas for slow diffusion, the Lipschitz constant of
explodes at +00. We therefore define 33, and ﬁ}; for any k£ > 0 as

o —1/k<r<
for0<m<1, gi(r):= k " for —1/k <7< 1/k (16)
’ B(r) for r < =1/k or r > 1/k,
and
k™ forr >k
form>1, pBi(r) =< B(r) for —k<r<k (17)
—k™m for r < —k.

We notice that, in the case m > 1, such a regularisation of § has already been
considered in the literature, see e.g. [40,42,49]. The cutoff functions £; and 512 are
globally Lipschitz continuous with respective Lipschitz constants LfC = k'™ and
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L5, = mk™ 1. Our goal here is to estimate the time-translates of 3(u). To achieve
this, we will be using the cutoff functions, as well as the following relation.
Lemma 3.4. Recalling that m = max(1,1/m), for any a,b € R we have

(BL(0) = Bi(@)” < MLy (b — a)(B®) ~ Bla)), fori=s,f.
Proof. By noting that 3/ (r) = m|r|™~! for r € R\{0} and

N L for —1/k<r<1/k
(Bk) (r):= {6/(r> fOl“’I“<—1/k orr > 1/]‘6‘,
AN 0 forr < —korr >k,
(%) () = {ﬂ’(r) for —k<r <k,

we obtain
0<(8)(r) < %B’(T) Vr e R\{~1/k,0,1/k}

0<(8) (r)<B(r)  VreR\{—k,O0,k}.
The above inequalities imply that for any a,b € R,

Jb (Bk f ﬁ ds

|8k (b) = Bi(a)] < @|B(b) — Bla)|, fori=s,f. (18)

Together with the global Lipschitz property of ﬁ}c and the monotonicity of 3, this
yields

, fori=sf,

or, equivalently,

(BL(0) — Bi(@)” < Lilb — al|8y(6) - Bi(a)|
1|0 — alim| 8(b) — B(a)] = ML, (b —a) (B(b) — B(a)),
which completes the proof. [

We can now estimate the time translates of S(u).

Lemma 3.5. Let D be a gradient discretisation in the sense of Definition 2.1 and
u be a solution to scheme (6). Then, there exists a constant C depending only on
m, X\, A, f, Cp = Cp and Cini = |UpZpuo| pm+1(q) such that:

e forme (0,1),

[Up () (- +7,) = MpB(W)|}2q, < C(0tp + 7)), (19)
o form>1,
[Tp () (- +7,) = TpB(W)| ] g,y < C(Stp + 7). (20)
Proof. In this proof, C' denotes a generic constant that has the same dependencies
as in the lemma. For i =s,f and any k € N we have
UpB(u)(- +7,-) = UpBu) =Ty, + Ty + T (21)

with
Uy = Tp (B (u) = B(u)), Thy :=Tp(B(u) = B (w) (- +7,-),
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and
Uy g o= Up By (u)(- + 7, ) = p B (u).
To estimate I‘Lk, define
f = {(t,x) e Qr_, : |llpu(t,x)| < 1/k},
Q= {(t,x) € Qpr_, : [Ipu(t,x)| > k}.

The commutativity property (5) shows that [IIp (Ju|™ " u)| = plul*™ = [[pul*™
and thus, when i = f,

I gy = [ togltio (™ g 0) it @t

T—7

=J T (Ju™  u — kl_mu)|2(t,$)dwdt
Of

k

<2 J Tpul™ (1, @) + k>~ [Tpul?(t, )dadt
o

< 4k72MQL] < 4]Qp |k (22)
By the Holder and Chebyshev inequalities, (5) and (11), we estimate I'] ;:

LY(Qr_.) L Lo
T—7

175, o (Jul™u — B (w)|(t, @) dwdt
< J Los Ip (Jul™ + k™) (t, x)dadt
Qr_ -

< 2J :[].97c |HDU|m(t, a:)da:dt
Qr_,

m 1/(m+1)
< QHHD“HLMH(QT,,)‘QZ‘
< 267 Mpul 7t o, ) S CETL (23)
Similarly, we also have estimates for I‘i27 K
f 2 —2m s -1
IToklz2p ) < ORIkl g, < CRT (24)

We estimate I' ,, using the same arguments in [17, Lemma 4.4]. Thanks to Lemma 3.4
we have

2

Ts k20

<ML, J T A, (25)
0
with
Aty 1) := fQ (Hpu(t + 7, x) — pu(t, a:)) (Hpﬁ(u)(t +7,2) — HpBu)(t, w))d:c

For any t € (0,T) there exists ny € {0,--- , N — 1} such that t() <t < ¢t(™+1)_ We
rewrite A by expressing IIpu(t + 7, x) — Ipu(t, ) as the sum of its jumps in time,
and use the definition of dual semi-norm | - |4 p to infer

Nt4r

Atr) =Y St(j‘*%)JQ5g+%)u(m)ﬂp(ﬂ(u("”*+l))—5(u("‘+1)))(w)dw

j=n¢+1
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N7
<HVD(B(u(ntJrTJrl))_B(U(nﬂrl)))m Z 5t” |5(J+) .
Jj=n¢+1
Nt4r
= [VpB)(t+7) ~ Vo) (B 2@ Y. 50155 ul, p.
J ng+1

Together with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality (on the sums and the integrals)
and (11), this implies

T—1 T—1 1/2
[ A(t,T)dté[ [ IVpﬁ(U)(HT)—VDB(U)(t)%2(Q)dt]

0 0
T—1  Mt+r 1/2
U > S Reg ) d’f}
0 j=nt+1
T—7  Nitr Niqr 1/2
<C“ (> sty (D atlits oyt ip)dt] . (26)
0 j=n¢+1 J=n¢+1

For any t € (0,7 — 7), we note that

Nt4r

Z 5t(J+%) _ t(?’lt+7+1) o t(nt+1)
j=n¢+1
= [t tD — (¢ 4 1)+ (E =t TY) + 7 < 20tp + 7
Hence, (26) and Lemma 3.3 yield

+(neyr)

T—1 T—1 1/2
f A(t,7)dt < C(25tp +7) 1/2[ J J 0pu(s)[2 pds dt]
0 t(nt+1)

s 1/2
\0(25tp+7)1/2[J |0pu(s )|*DJ dtds]
0 ’ s—T7—0tp
< C(étp + T).
Together with (25), this implies

1T )32,y < CLy(Otp +7), fori=s.f. (27)
From (21)—(24) and (27), we deduce that
for m < 1: |HpB(u)(- +7,-) — IpB(u |\L2 )< Ck™™ + Ck* ™ (6tp + 7),
for m > 1. [dpB(u)(- + 7,-) — IpB(u Hp )< Ck™2 + Cmk™ Y (6tp + 7).

The results (19) and (20) follow from the above 1nequalities by choosing k = (dtp +
7_)71/(m+1)_ | ]

4. INITIAL CONVERGENCE OF GRADIENT SCHEMES
Let us start with a strong convergence result on Ilp, 5(u;).

Lemma 4.1. Letr =2 ifme (0,1) andr = 1 if m > 1. There exists a subsequence
of (leﬁ(ul))l>1 (still denoted by (leﬂ(ul))l>1) and B € L"(Qr) such that, as
l — oo,

p,B(u) — B strongly in L"(Qr).
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Proof. The result is obtained using (11) and the compactness of (D;);>1 (to esti-
mate the space translates of IIp, 8(u;)), Lemma 3.5 (to estimate the time translates
of Ip, B(w)), Kolmogorov’s theorem and the same arguments as in [17, p.748]

"

Lemma 4.2. Let T > 0 and take a sequence (D;);=1 of space-time gradient dis-
cretisations, in the sense of Definition 2.1, that is consistent. Let u; be a solution
to (6) with D = D;. Then, the sequence (Ilp,u;);>1 is relatively compact uniformly-
in-time and weakly in L"™+1(Q), i.e. there exists a subsequence of (Ilp,u;)i=>1 (still
denoted by (Ilp,u;);=1) and a function @ : [0,T] — L™T(Q) such that, for all
¢ e L'1/™(Q), the sequence of functions

te[0,T] — pm+1{Ilpui(t), pyrisim

converges uniformly on [0,T] to the function

te [O, T] — pm+1{u(t), ) rit1/m.
Moreover, 4 is continuous [0,T] — L™Y(Q) for the weak topology of L™+ (Q).

Proof. The result is a consequence of the discontinuous Ascoli-Arzela the-
orem [17, Theorem 6.2] (see also [19, Theorem C.11, p455]). Let us check the
assumptions of this theorem.

Let (¢)ien © CP(Q) be a dense sequence in L**/™(Q) and equip the ball B of
radius C' (from (11)) in L™*1(Q) with the following metric

in(1 m — i )L 1+1/m
dB(v,w)zme( olmer v = W, dipprenim|) for v,w € B.

ieN 2
The metric dp defines the weak topology of L™1(Q) on B, and the set B is metric
compact and therefore complete for this weak topology. It follows from (11) that
Ip,w(t,-) € B for t € [0,T]. It remains to estimate dp (Ilp,u(s), Hp,u(s’)) for
0 < s < s <T. In the following, C' denotes a generic constant that may change
from one line to the next but does not depend on [ or i.
We first define the interpolator Pp, : H}(Q) — Xp, o by

Pp,¢ := argmingex,, , (ITp,w — @] Li+m(q) + [ Vo,w — V| £2(0)).- (28)

)

. 1
We rewrite IIp,u;(s’) — p,ui(s) as the sum of its jumps Jt(ﬁ%)dg;rz u; at points

(t(”))n:nhm n, Petween s and 5. Using the definition of ||4 p,, the Cauchy-

)

Schwarz inequality and Lemma 3.3 we obtain

f (leul(s', x) — Ip,u (s, m)) p, Pp,¢i(x)dx
Q

¢(n2+1)
J J dp,u(t, x)lp, Pp, ¢;(x)dxdt
t(n1) Q

t(n2+1)

|, Bt

(n1)

N

.0, | VD, Pp, ¢il L2 () dt
< CI/Q(t(n2+1) _ t(nl))l/szDLPDlﬁbiHLZ(Q)- (29)

By noting that ¢t("2+1) — (") < |’ — 5| + 6tp,, we deduce from (11) and (29) that

L <HDZ"”(5'7 z) ~ I, ul(57$)>¢i(w)da}
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<

JQ (leul(s’, x) — lp,u (s, a:))HDI Pp,¢i(z)dx

+

L (HDZ w (s, x) — Ip,u s, cc)) (HDLPDZ bi(x) — ¢¢(a3))da:

1/2

< O(|s" = s| + otp,) |V, Pp,¢ill L2y + C|lp, Pp,¢i — bill prv1/m(q)- (30)

It follows from (28) and the consistency of (D;)i>1 that | TIp, Pp,¢; — @il p1+1/m (o) <
CSp(¢i) and [V, Pp,dilr2) < Spi(¢) + [VilL2() Since Sp(¢:) — 0 as
I — oo, there exists a constant Cy, depending only on ¢, such that Sp,(¢;) +
IV @il r2(q) < Cp,. Hence, we estimate the right hand side of (30) to obtain

’J (leul(s', x) — Ip,u(s, :c)) oi(x)dx| < C(|s' — s+ 5t1)l)1/20¢i + C’S‘Dl(cz)i).
Q

Together with the definition of metric dg, this implies

min(1, C|s’ — s|'/2Cy,)

dp (Tp,w(s), Mp,u(s")) < Z o

ieN
min(1, Cthme +CSp, (1))

+) o .

€N

Using the dominated convergence theorem for series and the fact that, for any i € N,
Sp,(¢i) — 0 and dtp, — 0 as | — o0, we see that

min(1, C|s’ fs\1/2C¢i)

l =0
|s’71?\14>0 N 20
. 1/2 &
— min(1, Cotp'Cy, + CSp, (1)) _ .
>oleN 2 '

Hence the assumptions of the discontinuous Ascoli-Arzela theorem are satisfied and
the proof is complete. [

We recall the following lemma (see e.g. [19, Lemma 4.8]).

Lemma 4.3 (Regularity of the limit). Let (D;)i>1 be a sequence of space-time
gradient discretisations, in the sense of Definition 2.1, that is limit-conforming.
Let v; := (Ul(n))n:O,»--7Nl c Xp, for any l € N, be such that (VDZ’I)[)
m L2(QT)d.

Then, there exists v e L*(0,T; Hi () such that, along a subsequence as | — o0,

ey 18 bounded

[p,v; — v weakly in L*(Q) and Vp,v; — v weakly in L*(Q7)%.

We can now prove a preliminary and weaker version of Theorem 2.8, in which the
convergences are weak.

Theorem 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.8, there exists a weak solution
@ to (1) in the sense of Definition 2.7 such that, up to a subsequence as l — o0,

o Ilp,B(u;) — B(u) weakly in L*(Qr),

o Vp,B(uy) — VB(u) weakly in L?(Qr)?.
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Proof.

Step 1: Convergence of discrete solutions.

Using the Minty trick [17, Lemma 3.5] recalled in Lemma 8.2, we deduce from Lem-
mas 4.2 and 4.1 that 3 = 3(u) a.e. on Qr, that a € C([0,7]; L™*1(Q)y), and that
p,u; — @ uniformly-in-time and weakly in L™*1(Q2). Moreover, by consistency
of the gradient discretisations, p,u;(0) = Ilp,Zp,ug — ug in L™T1(Q). Hence,
the uniform-in-time weak-in-space convergence shows that @(0) = ug. Owing to
Lemma 4.1, the estimate (11) and Lemma 4.3 we have 3(u) € L?(0,T; H}(Q2)) and

o, Blur) — B(E) weakly in L*(©r), (31)
Vo, Bu) — VB(@) weakly in L*(Q7)%. (32)

Lemma 4.1 also gives, up to a subsequence, the a.e. convergence of Ilp,B(u;) to
B(@). As j is strictly increasing, this yields

Ip,u; — @ a.e. on Qr. (33)

Since ¢ is a convex continuous function, we also deduce from Lemma 4.2 and
Lemma 8.1 that for any t € [0, 7]

J C(a)(t, =) hmmf C(p,w) (¢, x)dx.
Q

Together with (11) this implies ¢(#) € L*(0,T; L*(£2)), which shows that @ satisfies
(i) and (ii) in Definition 2.7.

Step 2: Passing to the limit in scheme (6).

Let p € CY(—o0,T) and ¢ € HY(Q) n L'*/™(Q). Recalling the definition (28) of
Pp,, we take ¢ := (p(t™V)Pp,4p),—o.. .~ as test function in (6) (with ¢t(-1) =
t©0 — 0). This gives T1( )+ Tz(l) = ?E ) where, dropping the indices [ for legibility,

TV = N o(M)sn+2) J 50 By (@) Tl Ppyy () dac
n=0 Q
N-1
7 = ¢( )5t 3 >f Az, Tpu™ D) (2))Vp Bu ) () - Vo Poip(z) da
N— t(n+1)
T = Z (™) J() f F(t, 2)Ip Ppi(x) dadt.
n=0 e
Using the following equality (discrete integrate-by-parts, see [19, Eq. (D.15)])
2 (™) sn+s )5(n+ ) 2 )(Tp w D _ HDu(n))
n=0 =0
N— 1

oty — (¢ (")))Hpu(”“) — 0(0)Ipu'?,

n=0

we transform Tl(l) into

T
T = — j ¢’<t>f Mpu(t, 2)lp Ppi(x) dwdt—sow)j Ipu® ()1p Ppi(@) da
0 Q Q
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By setting @p(t) := @(t™) for t € (t™),t(*+1), we have

T
n' = f en(t) JQ A=, Tlpu(t, @) VoB(u)(t, @) - Vo Poy () dwds,

T
1) = | eolt) | ft.@oPou() dudt.

0 Q
Since ¢p — ¢ uniformly on [0, T], Ilp Ppy) — ¢ in L*(Q) n LHl/m(Q), VpoPpyp —
V) in L2(Q)d7 A(-, TIpu) — A(-,@) a.e. on Qr (by continuity of A with respect to
its second argument and (33)) and A is bounded, letting | — o0 in Tl(l) + Tz(l) = T?El)
we see that u satisfies

- J ' o' () L a(t, ®)y(x) dedt — o(0) L uo(x)y(x) dz

0

T T
+ J o(t) L Az, a(t, x))VB(a)(t, ) - Vip(x) dedt = JO o(t) L f(t, x)(x) dedt.

0
The above equality also holds with ¢(t)y(x) replaced by a tensorial function in
CZ(Q7). Hence, from the density of tensorial functions in L2(0,7T; H}(Q)) [15,
Corollary 1.3.1] and noting that 3(u) € L2(0,T; H*(Q2)) and f € L?(27), we deduce
that ¢, belongs to L?(0,T; H=1(f)) and that u satisfies (9). L]

5. THE UNIFORM-IN-TIME CONVERGENCE RESULT
Lemma 5.1. Let 4 be a weak solution of (1). Then
(i) for any Ty € [0,T]
To
| cOxmaz -+ | A ) TBE) ) TBEE ) g
0

To
- | ctm@z+ | 0@ Ot
(ii) the function
te0,T] — L ¢(a)(t,z)dx € [0,0)

18 continuous and bounded,
(iii) u is continuous [0,T] — L™+Y(Q) for the strong topology of L™ ().

Remark 5.2 (About the initial condition). This lemma is crucial to obtain the
uniform-in-time convergence in L™ 1(Q) of the approzimations in Theorem 2.8. If
ug does not belong to L™+1(Q), then (i) does not hold any longer (as ((ug) is not
integrable) and the uniform-in-time convergence result cannot be established.

Proof.
Proof of (i): Take ¢ = 1(o1,)8(a) € L*(0,T; Hj(2)) in (9), where 14 denotes the
characteristic function of A. This gives

[} ot s

To
n f f A, a(t, 2))VA(@)(t, ) - VB(@)(E, @) didz = (f, B(@)raan) (34)
0 Q
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It remains to prove that

To
j s (ui(t), B(a) () gt = L«m(%,w)dw—Lauo)(x)dw. (35)

0

Let @ be an extension of @ outside [0, Tp] obtained setting

ﬁ(t) _ ?(To) for ¢t > T()
a(t) for t € [0, Tp].
Considering the pointwise values of 4 makes sense owing to the weak continuity of
w:[0,T] — L™(Q). We recast the left hand side of (35) using the discrete time
derivative of u, defined by: for h > 0 and ¢ > 0,
a(t + h) — a(t)
S —

By weak continuity of @ it is easily checked that 0y = 1o 1) 04t € L*(0,00; H~1(€2)).
Hence dj, @ — 0,4 weakly in this space as h — 0 and thus

dpu(t) :=

[ @, s@@)mt = [ r<@ri), 10 POyt

0

_hmJ S dni(), 1o, 1) B(E) () it

h—0 h

~ im & J " f At + hy) — At ) A(@) (¢, @)dedt.  (36)

Since [ is increasing, ¢ is convex and above its tangent line, which means that
¢(b) = ¢(a) = (b—a)B(a) for all a,b € R. Apply this inequality for the right hand
side of (36) to get

To
j - Ou(t), () (£) g dt

0

To
< lim — J f (@)t + h,z) — () (t, z)dxdt

h—»O h
To+h
_flbli%h[f J( )(t, x)dxdt — JJC twdwdt}
< [ comme it [ [ oz (37)

Since @ € C([0, T]; L™ 1(£2),,), we have
7 f dt — @(0) weakly in L™ (Q)as h — 0.

This together with the convexity of ¢ and Jensen’s inequality gives

_ - I
L C(@)(0,x)dx < hzn_}(l)lf L ¢ (h L u(t,m)dt) dx

N N
éhzn_}(r)lfjﬂﬁfo C(a)(t, z)dtde. (38)
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It follows from (37) and (38) that

To
f a—1{avu(t), B(@)(t)) g dt <J C(a)(To, @)de *‘[ ¢(@)(0, z)d. (39)
0 Q Q

The reverse inequality of (39) is obtained by reversing the time. Indeed, apply-
ing (39) with @ replaced by v(t) := a(Ty — t) for t € [0,7p] and noting that
ow(t) = —ou(Ty —t), we deduce

To
| ws@a. s@@mde = | co@eia- | @0 @)
0 Q Q

Hence, equality (35) follows immediately from (39) and (40), which completes the
proof of (i).

Proof of (ii) and (iii): The continuity and boundedness of

e [0,7] — L C(a)(t, x)dz € [0, 0)
)

is straightforward consequence of (i).

Let s € [0,T] and (s,,)n>1 be a sequence in [0,T] converging to s. Since ((z) =
g |21 it follows from (i) and the continuity of @ : [0,T] — L™*!(Q) for the
weak topology of L™1(Q) stated in Lemma 4.2 that

i J(sa)ls1 @) = 1) iy and
@(sp,) — u(s) weakly in L™TH(Q) as n — oo.

This implies the strong convergence (s,) — u(s) in L™ 1(Q). Hence, @ is contin-
uous [0,T] — L™ 1(Q), which complete the proof of the lemma. ]

We can now prove our main convergence result.

Proof of Theorem 2.8.
We consider the subsequence provided by Theorem 4.4.

Proof of the uniform-in-time convergence.

Let Ty € [0,T] and (77);>1 be a sequence in [0,T] converging to Ty. We note that
for any I > 1 there exists an integer number k € [1, N] such that T; € (¢t ()],
It follows from (10) that

Ty

jﬂ<<leuz><:n,w>d:c+<A<-,npluwolﬁ T B,

J C HDz d.’I} =+ <fa H’Dz up >L2(Q (k)) (41)

Moving the term involving Vp,5(u;) to the right-hand side, we take the supremum
limit as [ tends to infinity of the above inequality. Reasoning as in [21, Proof of
Eq. (48)], the weak convergence of Vp,8(u;) to V3(u), the strong convergence in
L?(0,T) of 1(o,1,) to 1(o,1,), and the a.e. convergence of A(-,IIp,u) to A(-, @) (see
the proof of Theorem 4.4) yield

7<A(7ﬂ)Vﬂ(ﬂ),Vﬂ(ﬂ)>Q = — hminf<A('7HDlul)leﬂ(ul)vV'Dlﬂ(ul)>QTl
= lim sup(—{A(-, Hp,w) Vp, B(w), Vo, Bw >Q

>0
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‘We thus deduce

lim sup J C(p,w)(Ty, x)dx
Q

-0
—(A(-,u)VB(a), Vﬁ(ﬂ)>QT + lim supJ- C(HDLug(]))(w)dw
0 l—w Q
+ lign sup <f, leﬁ(ul)>L2(Qt(k) )

As | — oo we have t(*) — Ty since |T} — t*)| < 6tp,. Together with (31) and the
convergence Ilp, Zp,ug — ug in L™+1(Q) (consistency of (D;);=1), this implies

fimsup [ ((lpun)(T},@)da
Q

l—00
< | Ctun)@de -+ (180 g, — A DVA@, T30,

Using the energy equality in Lemma 5.1 we infer
fimsup [ ((Hlp,u) (T @)t < [ c(@)(Th.e
l—o0

or equivalently, since ((z) = L= |z|"",

lirln sup |[Ip,w (11) | pm+1(q) < [@(T0)]| Lm+1 (o)
—00

By Lemma 4.2 and the uniformly convexity of the space L™*1(Q), this implies the
strong convergence Ip,u;(T;) — (7o) in L™T(2). The convergence of (Ip,u;);>1
in L*(0,T; L™*1(Q)) then follows by [19, Lemma C.13].

Proof of the strong convergence of gradients.
By taking the supremum limit as | — o of (41) with 7; = T and noting from the
L*®(0,T; L™(Q)) convergence of (IIp,u;);>1 that

fim | C(Tpu)(Ta)de = | c@)(T.2)de

l—0 Q
we obtain
hrlnsup<A p,u)Vp, Bug), VDzﬁ(“l)>Q
—00

< | ctw)@ytz + (.50 200, ~ | C@T2)e
Together with the energy equality in Lemma 5.1 for Ty = T, this implies
lign sup <A(, HDZUZ)VDLB(UZ)> leﬂ(ul)>QT < <A(, w)VB(a), Vﬁ(ﬂ)>QT
—0

The strong convergence of Vp,(u;) follows from the above inequality, the weak
convergence (32), and the a.e. convergence A(-, IIp,u;) — A(-, @), by writing

AV, B(u) = VB(@)] 72y
< (A, Tp,w) (Vo B(w) — VB(@)), Vo, B(w) — VB(@) ),
by developing the right-hand side, and by taking the superior limit. ]
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6. NUMERICAL RESULTS

6.1. Setting. In this section, we present numerical results based on two differ-
ent schemes: the mass-lumped P! finite elements (MLP' for short) and the Hy-
brid Mimetic Mixed method (HMM for short). This latter method is a poly-
topal method, which means that it can be applied to meshes made of general
polygons/polyhedras; it is actually a generalisation of the Hybrid Finite Volume
(SUSHI) method, the Mimetic Finite Difference method and the Mixed Finite Vol-
ume scheme [16, 20,26, 36]. As shown in [19, Section 8.4 and Chapter 13], each of
MLP!' and HMM is a GDM for a certain choice of gradient discretisations, and our
previous analysis therefore applies to them. MATLAB codes for these schemes are
available at https://github.com/jdroniou/matlab-PME.

The accuracy of the schemes will be measured against the analytical solution to (1),
with A = Id and f = 0, called the Barenblatt solution [5,41], which has the following
explicit form

up(t,x) = ¢7°[Cp —ylet~2] "0, (42)
where [s]+ = max{s,0}, a = W‘ll)”, p=9,7= % and Cp is an arbitrary

strictly positive constant.

We consider the domain © = (—0.5;0.5) x (—0.5;0.5) and the final time 7' = 1.
The Barenblatt solution is singular at ¢ = 0 so we run the simulations with the
initial condition ug(tg,-) for some tg > 0. For m > 1, we take ¢, = 0.1, and
Cp = 0.005 is small enough so that up vanishes on 02 over the considered time
interval. For m < 1, the Barenblatt solution is much steeper for times around 0.1,
and the meshes we consider are not small enough to capture the extreme spike of
the solution at x = 0; we therefore take tg = 0.5, and C'z = 0.1. The boundary
conditions are adjusted in the scheme to match the exact values of the ug on 02
at the considered times.

Solving the non-linear system resulting from a scheme for the porous medium equa-
tion can be difficult, as Newton iterations do not necessarily behave very well
[37,45]. Some remedy, consisting in re-parametrising the system, can be put in
place [8]. At the mesh sizes and time steps we consider in our tests, however,
we found that a simple Newton algorithm works very well in both regimes. In
case of fast diffusion, to avoid the singularity coming from |u|™ 'u when m < 1,
the algebraic system is written on the unknown v = |u|™ tu; this creates a non-
linear reaction term |v|ﬁflv, which poses no issues to the Newton algorithm since
1/m > 1. In all our tests, we found that 1 to 3 Newton iterations only were nec-
essary to reach a residual in the non-linear system of 10~% or less (in supremum
norm).

6.2. Rates of convergence with respect to the mesh size. The tests presented
in this section have been run using families of triangular meshes (for MLP') or
hexagonal meshes (for HMM); the first two elements of each family are presented
in Figure 1. We chose a uniform time step 6t +2) = h2 to ensure that the leading
truncation error was due to the spatial discretisation.
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FIGURE 1. First two elements in each mesh family used for MLP!
(top) and HMM (bottom).

The accuracy of the schemes is assessed by considering the following relative errors
on u and B(u):

to+T) — ™| L mia
Eu Lm+1l 1= HUB( 0 + ) u ”L h and
’ |up(to +T)|Lm+s

I8(us)(to + T) — B(u®)] 2
18(up)(to + T)| L2

Tables 1-4 show the results obtained for various values of m > 1 in the slow
diffusion case. The rate of convergence in L2-norm for the error in the (regular)
variable 3(u) is uniformly close to two, for both schemes and irrespective of the
value of m (the magnitudes of the errors also do not seem to depend strongly on m).
On the contrary, for the less regular variable u, the rate of convergence in L™*!-
norm seem to decrease as m increases. To our knowledge, no results in the literature
provides rates of convergence for the errors assessed at the final time, as in (43). The
only available rates of convergence seem to be for time-space averaged quantities,
the closest result being the ones in [40] for the conforming P! approximation, and
with a regularisation parameter (due to approximating the Kirchhoff-tranformed
equation, instead of directly considering the porous medium equation), which is not
needed in our scheme. With an optimal choice of the regularisation parameter and
time steps the error estimates are O(h?™/(3™=1) in L2(Q x (0,T))-norm on S(u),
and O(pAm/lm+DEm=DI) i [m+1(Q) x (0,T))-norm on u. For m € {1.5,2,2.5,3},
these rates are respectively in the range 0.75-0.85 and 0.38-0.68 (going up as m
decreases towards 1). These are rather pessimistic predictions compared to the
results presented here. The main reason that could explain this is that they come

(43)

EB(u),L2 .
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from an analysis that mixes several norms, including an energy H'-norm on time-
integrated errors, which might not lead to optimal rates for errors in Lebesgue
norms. The only clear common behaviour between our numerically estimated rates
and these theoretical rates is that, when considering errors on wu, all decrease as
m increases. Note however that the L™*!-norm becomes more stringent as m
increases, which contributes to explaining the reduced rates in this case. We also
mention the recent work [18], which provides (possibly) high-order estimates for the
stationary Stefan/porous medium equations; the tests provided in this reference
also show, in the time-independent setting, that higher-than-expected rates can
be obtained in Lebesgue norms. An extension of these results to time-dependent

JEROME DRONIOU AND KIM-NGAN LE

models is the subject of future work.

m = 1.5 m = 2.0 m = 2.5 m = 3.0
h | B, pm+1 rate | By pmi1 rate | By pmi1 rate | By pmi1  Tate
0.25 | 1.80e-00 6.82e-01 3.80e-01 5.21e-01
0.13 | 1.71e-01 3.40 | 8.38e-02 3.03 | 1.50e-01 1.35 | 8.49e-02 2.62
0.06 | 2.49e-02 2.78 | 2.97e-02 1.50 | 5.68e-02 1.40 | 7.09e-02 0.26
0.03 | 6.10e-03 2.03 | 1.30e-02 1.19 | 2.84e-02 1.00 | 3.95e-02 0.85

TABLE 1. MLP!: Errors E, =+ and convergence rates w.r.t. to

the mesh size h, for uniform time steps Stntz) = p2.

m =15 m = 2.0 m = 2.5 m = 3.0
h Eﬁ(u),Lz rate Eg(u)’Lz rate EB(u),L2 rate Eﬁ(u),L2 rate
0.25 | 3.72e-00 1.90e-00 9.97e-01 6.35e-01
0.13 | 2.43e-01 3.93 | 1.46e-01 3.70 | 1.09¢-01 3.19 | 1.49e-01 2.09
0.06 | 2.68e-02 3.18 | 3.83e-02 1.93 | 2.65e-02 2.04 | 3.29e-02 2.18
0.03 | 6.84e-03 1.97 | 6.58e-03 2.54 | 7.79e-03 1.77 | 8.49¢-03 1.95

TABLE 2. MLP': Errors Eg,) 2 and convergence rates w.r.t. to

the mesh size h, for uniform time steps Stntz) = p2.

m=1.5 m = 2.0 m = 2.5 m = 3.0
h | E,pm+1 1ate | By pme1 rate | By, pms1 rate | B, pm+1  Tate
0.24 | 1.00e-01 8.77e-02 9.23e-02 1.58e-01
0.13 | 3.27e-02 1.81 | 3.65e-02 1.41 | 4.96e-02 1.00 | 8.25e-02 1.05
0.07 | 1.02e-02 1.72 | 1.59e-02 1.22 | 2.59¢-02 0.95 | 3.14e-02 1.42
0.03 | 2.93e¢-03 1.80 | 5.18¢-03 1.63 | 1.17e-02 1.16 | 2.26e-02 0.47

TABLE 3. HMM: Errors E, ;m+1 and convergence rates w.r.t. to

the mesh size h, for uniform time steps St(ntz) = p2,

The results in the fast diffusion case m < 1 are presented in Tables 5-8. For MLP!
we observe a rate of convergence of at least 1 in both v and 8(u). HMM behaves
better, with a rate of at least 1.6, and getting close to 2 as m increases towards one.
A possible explanation for this difference of behaviour is that, for the considered

meshes and a given size h, HMM has more degrees of freedom that MLP!.
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m = 1.5
Eﬁ(u),L2 rate

m = 2.0
Eﬁ(u),L2 rate

m = 2.5
Epu),L2

rate

m = 3.0
Esw).r2

rate

0.24
0.13
0.07
0.03

1.23e-01

3.97e-02 1.83
1.09e-02  1.90
2.78e-03 1.98

1.23e-01

3.78e-02  1.90
9.81e-03 1.99
2.53e-03 1.96

1.00e-01
2.90e-02
9.94e-03
2.68e-03

1.99
1.58
1.90

8.35e-02
5.00e-02
1.13e-02
2.92e-03

0.83
2.19
1.96

TABLE 4. HMM: Errors Eg(,) 1> and convergence rates w.r.t. to

the mesh size h, for uniform time steps §t("+2) = 2.

m = 0.3
h EuﬁLerl

rate

m = 0.5
Eu,Lerl

rate

m = 0.7
Eu’L7n+1

rate

0.25 | 3.85e-00
0.13 | 3.52e-01
0.06 | 5.88e-02
0.03 | 2.58e-02

2.93e-01
3.45 | 7.65e-02
2.58 | 3.36e-02
1.19 | 1.56e-02

1.94
1.19
1.10

1.40e-01
5.62¢-02
2.50e-02
1.17e-02

1.32
1.17
1.09

TABLE 5. MLP!: Errors E, rm+1 and convergence rates w.r.t. to

the mesh size h, for uniform time steps §tnt3) = p2.

m = 0.3
h Eﬁ(u)7L2

rate

m = 0.5
EIB(U)7L2

rate

m = 0.7
Egw),12

rate

0.24 | 4.52e-01
0.13 | 8.81e-02
0.07 | 1.68e-03
0.03 | 7.60e-03

2.36
2.39
1.15

1.34e-01
3.71e-02
1.66e-02
7.82e-03

1.85
1.16
1.09

9.56e-02
3.89e-02
1.74e-02
8.21e-03

1.30
1.16
1.09

TABLE 6. MLP!: Errors Eg(u),r2 and convergence rates w.r.t. to

the mesh size h, for uniform time steps §t("+2) = 2.

m = 0.3
h E;U(’L’!ﬂ‘*’l

rate

m = 0.5
Eu,Lerl

m = 0.7

rate Eu’Lerl

rate

0.24 | 1.18e-01
0.13 | 1.48e-02
0.07 | 3.73e-03
0.03 | 1.23e-03

3.34
2.03
1.60

3.03e-02
9.31e-03
2.46e-03
6.97e-04

1.90
1.96

2.58e-02
7.82e-03
2.05e-03

1.83 | 5.21e-04
TaBLE 7. HMM: Errors E,, ;m+1 and convergence rates w.r.t. to

the mesh size h, for uniform time steps 5tnt3) = p2.

1.92
1.97
1.99

23

6.3. Rates with respect to the time step, and errors for front distances.
The tests presented here were obtained by implementing MLP! in Python 2.7.12
using FEniCS 1.5 [2], and the embedded mesh generator. We first present, in
Table 9, the error I, ;m+1 for several values of uniform time steps 5t +2) and a

fixed space step h = 277.

For moderate m, the rates in this table are close to

1, which is expected given that we use an implicit first-order time stepping. The
decay of convergence rate for higher m is due to a saturation of the spatial errors.
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m=0.3 m = 0.5 m = 0.7
h E[i(u),L2 rate Eﬁ(u),LQ rate Eﬁ(u),Lz rate
0.24 | 3.29e-02 1.52e-02 1.81e-02

0.13 | 4.41e-03 3.24 | 4.67e-03 1.90 | 5.50e-03 1.92

0.07 | 1.11e-03 2.02 | 1.24e-03 1.95 | 1.45e-03 1.97

0.03 | 3.66e-04 1.61 | 3.50e-04 1.83 | 3.67e-04 1.99
TABLE 8. HMM: Errors Eg,) 12> and convergence rate w.r.t. to

the mesh size h, for uniform time steps §t("+2) = 2.

m =15 m = 2.0 m = 2.5 m =3
k | Eypme1 rate | B, pm+1 rate | B, pm+1 rate | By pmi1  Tate
1/4 | 9.73e-02 8.15e-02 7.18e-02 6.72e-02

1/8 | 4.9e-02 0.99 | 4.19e-02 0.96 | 3.77e-02 0.93 | 3.68e-02 0.87

1/16 | 2.45e-02 1.00 | 2.12e-02 0.98 | 1.95e-02 0.95 | 1.99¢-02 0.89

1/32 | 1.21e-02 1.02 | 1.06e-02 1.0 | 1.01e-02 0.95 | 1.32e-02 0.59

1/64 | 5.82e-03 1.06 | 5.28¢-03 1.01 | 6.56e-03 0.62 | 1.29¢-02 0.03
TABLE 9. MLP!: Errors E, m+1 and convergence rates w.r.t. the
time discretisation.

Finally, in Table 10, we compute the front distances at the final time T of the exact
and approximate solutions, with fixed space and time steps h = §tnt3) = 2-7 Ip
this table, we set

d, := max {|z| : v(z) # 0}.
el

The relative errors for these front distances are also provided. The front is relatively
well approximated, despite the usage of a low-order mass-lumped method. The error
increases with m, which is consistent with the results in Section 6.2, and indicates
that the Barenblatt solution is more challenging to approximate for larger values
of m — probably due to its reduced regularity as m increases.

The surface plots of the numerical solution for m = 2.5, using 6t(32) = 1073 and
h =277, are presented in Figure 2. We notice the preservation of symmetry of the
solution, and the expected expansion combined with diminution of the maximal
value of the solution.

|dy—d

m | de  du, upl

2.0 | 0.401 0.404 0.81‘370

2.2 1 0.408 0.406 0.6%

2.510.422 0412 | 2.25%

2.7 10431 0418 3.0%

3.0 0.446 0.428 | 4.11%
TABLE 10. MLP!: Front distance of the approximate solution and
the Barenblatt solution.
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150 150
11.2 11.2
750 750
375I - 3.75
0.00 0.00
(a) t=0.1 (B) t = 0.19
150 150
11.2 11.2
750 750
375I . 3.75
0.00 0.00
() t = 0.37 (D) t=0.73

FIGURE 2. Surface plot of the solution at several values of time ¢
with m = 2.5 and Cg = 0.005.

7. CONCLUSION

We presented and analysed the gradient discretisation method for the porous me-
dium equation, in both slow and fast diffusion regimes. Using discrete functional
analysis techniques, provided by the GDM framework and involving in particular a
discrete Ascoli-Arzela theorem, we obtained a strong L? convergence result for the
approximate gradients, and a uniform-in-time strong L™%1(£2) convergence result
for the approximate solutions. These results apply to all methods that fall into
the GDM framework. We illustrated the theoretical convergence using the mass-
lumped conforming P; and the Hybrid Mimetic Mixed methods to approximate the
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Barenblatt solution. The overall numerical approximations, including the location
of the front, remain reasonably good in both slow and fast diffusion regimes.

8. APPENDIX

The proofs of following lemmas can be found in [17] (see Lemma 3.4 and 3.5 in this
reference).

Lemma 8.1. Let I < R be a closed interval and F : I — (—o0,+©] be a con-
vexr continuous function. Let v € L?(Q;1) and (vy)nen = L*(Q; 1) be such that
(Un)nen — v weakly in L*(QY). Then

fﬂ F(v)(x)dz < liminf | F(v,)(x)dz.

n—o0 Q

Lemma 8.2 (Minty’s trick). Let F € C%(R) be a non-decreasing function. Let
(X, 1) be a measurable set with finite measure and let (uy)neny < LP(X), with p > 1
satisfy

(1) there exists u € LP(X) such that (up)nen — u weakly in LP(X),
(2) (F(un))neny © LY(X) and there exists v e L' (X) such that (F(un))neny — u
strongly in L*(X).
Then v = F(u) a.e. on X.
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