2103.07628v1 [math.NA] 13 Mar 2021

arXiv

A C'-CONFORMING PETROV-GALERKIN METHOD FOR
CONVECTION-DIFFUSION EQUATIONS AND
SUPERCONVERGENCE ANANLYSIS OVER RECTANGULAR
MESHES

WAIXIANG CAO, LUELING JIA, AND ZHIMIN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, a new C!-conforming Petrov-Galerkin method for
convection-diffusion equations is designed and analyzed. The trail space of the
proposed method is a C''-conforming Qy, (i.e., tensor product of polynomials
of degree at most k) finite element space while the test space is taken as the
L? (discontinuous) piecewise Qj_o polynomial space. Existence and unique-
ness of the numerical solution is proved and optimal error estimates in all
L2, H', H2-norms are established. In addition, superconvergence properties of
the new method are investigated and superconvergence points/lines are identi-
fied at mesh nodes (with order 2k — 2 for both function value and derivatives),
at roots of a special Jacobi polynomial, and at the Lobatto lines and Gauss
lines with rigorous theoretical analysis. In order to reduce the global regular-
ity requirement, interior a priori error estimates in the L?, H', H?-norms are
derived. Numerical experiments are presented to confirm theoretical findings.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Petrov-Galerkin method, using different trail and test spaces, has been
widely used in solving various partial differential equations such as second-order
wave equations [31], electromagnetic problems [3] [5], fluid mechanic equations [8|
[25], and so on. Classified by the continuity of the approximation space, the existing
Petrov-Galerkin method can be roughly divided into three categories, i.e., the family
of CY elements that require the continuity of the numerical solution, the L? elements
(was also called discontinuous Petrov-Galerkin method) whose trail space is not
necessary to be continuous, and the C' elements that require the continuity of the
trail space and its first-order derivatives. Comparing with the C° and L? elements
Petrov-Galerkin method (see e.g., [19, 21, 22]) or the counterpart C finite element
method (see e.g., [28,132] 24]), the C! Petrov-Galerkin method is still far from fully
developed.

The Petrov-Galerkin method we study in this paper is C'-conforming, where
we use Cl-conforming piecewise Qx polynomials (the tensor product space) as
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trial functions and the L? discontinuous piecewise Qx_o polynomials as test func-
tions. Comparing with the continuous Galerkin (i.e., C° element) and discontinuous
Galerkin (i.e., L? element) methods, the most attractive feature of the proposed
C'-conforming method is the continuity of the derivative approximation across the
element interface. Note that the total degrees of freedom of the C'-conforming
method is the same or less than the counterpart C° and/or L? element methods
over rectangular meshes with the same accuracy. In other words, the C'*-conforming
method provides a better approximation for derivatives (including the second-order
derivatives) without increasing the computational cost. Furthermore, the discon-
tinuous test space is used so that the test functions can be locally computed on each
element, which makes the assembly of global matrices simpler than the counterpart
C'-conforming finite element method, where some test functions across several el-
ements.

The objective of the present study is to develop a C'*-L? pair of Petrov-Galerkin
method (i.e., the trial space is C'* while the test space is chosen as L?), using the two-
dimensional convection-diffusion equations as model problems. We provide a unified
mathematical approach to establish convergence theory for the proposed method
including the optimal error estimates in all H!, L2, H2-norms and superconvergence
results at some special points and lines. Note that superconvergence behavior has
been investigated for many years. For an incomplete list of references, we refer to
[4l 9] 17, 23, 26}, 133}, 34}, 40] for C? finite element methods, and [10} 14} [16] 20} 36] for
C° finite volume methods, [1}, 2} 12} 13} 15, I8, 35, B37] for discontinuous Galerkin
methods, and [38] 39] for spectral Galerkin methods. Regardless of rich literatures
on the superconvergence study, the relevant work for C' element methods is far
from satisfied. Only very special and simple cases have been discussed (see. e.g.,
B4, [7, ©]). To the best of our knowledge, no superconvergence analysis of the
C! Petrov-Galerkin method has been published yet until our recent work on C*
Petrov-Galerkin and Gauss collocation methods for 1D two-point boundary value
problems in [IT].

The main superconvergence results established in this paper include: 1) h2k—2
superconvergence rate for approximations of both function value and the first-order
derivatives at mesh nodes; 2) h*+2 superconvergence rate for the function value ap-
proximation at roots of a special Jacobi polynomial; 3) h*! superconvergence rate
for the first-order and h* superconvergence rate for the second-order derivative ap-
proximations at Lobatto lines and Gauss lines, respectively; 4) as a by-product, we
also prove that the Petrov-Galerkin solution is superconvergent towards a partic-
ular Jacobi projection of the exact solution in H?, H', and L?-norms. By doing
so, we present a full picture of superconvergence theory for the C'! Petrov-Galerkin
method, which gives us some insights into the difference among the C° C', L? el-
ement methods. We have found that the superconvergence points of the solution
and its first-order derivative for the C! Petrov-Galerkin method are different from
those for the existing C° Galerkin methods (e.g., FEM, FVM) and L? discontinuous
Galerkin methods. The supreconvergence of the second-order derivative approxi-
mation for the C! Petrov-Galerkin method is also novel. Comparing with the Qy
C° Galerkin method (see, e.g., FEM in [I7], FVM in [I6]) for the Poisson equation
over rectangular meshes, which converges with rate h?* at nodal points, the conver-
gence rate at mesh nodes for the C'!' Petrov-Galerkin method drops to h2*~2, while
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the convergence rate of the first-order derivative at mesh nodes improves from h*
to h?%=2, which almost doubles the optimal convergence rate h*.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present a C'-L?
Petrov-Galerkin method for two-dimensional convection-diffusion equations over
rectangular meshes. In Section 3, we prove the existence and uniqueness of the
numerical scheme. In Section 4, we construct a C'-conforming Jacobi projection of
the exact solution and study the approximation and superconvergence properties
of the special Jacobi projection. Section 5 is the main and most technical part,
where optimal error estimates in L2, H', H2-norms and superconvergence behavior
at the mesh points (for solution and its first-order derivative approximations), at
interior roots of Jacobi polynomials ( solution approximation), at Lobatto lines (the
first-order derivative approximation) and Gauss lines (the second-order derivative
approximation) are investigated. In Section 6, we establish some interior a priori
error estimates in H2, H', L?-norms. Numerical experiments supporting our theory
are presented in Section 7. Some concluding remarks are provided in Section 8.

Throughout this paper, we adopt standard notations for Sobolev spaces such as

W™P(D) on sub-domain D C € equipped with the norm || - ||, p,p and semi-norm
| [m.p,p. When D = Q, we omit the index D; and if p = 2, we set WP (D) =
H™D), | lmp.0 =l lIm,p, and | - |m.p,0 = | - |m,p- Notation A < B implies that

A can be bounded by B multiplied by a constant independent of the mesh size h.
A ~ B stands for A < B and B < A.

2. A C!' PETROV-GALERKIN METHOD

We consider the following convection-diffusion problem
—V-(aVu)+ - -Vu+~yu=f, in Q= (a,b) x (c,d),

(2.1) u =0, on 01,

where a > ag > 0,7 — VT'B >0,7>0,a,B=(B1,P),y € L®(Q), and f is real-
valued function defined on Q. Without loss of generality, we assume that «, 3,7
are all constants. The assumption is not essential since the analysis can be applied
to that for variable coefficients as long as the above conditions are satisfied.

leta=zg <1 < - <axy=bandc=y)<y1 < - <yny = d. For any
positive integer r, we define Z, = {1,2,...,r}, and denote by T} the rectangular
partition of 2. That is,
T =A7i; = [wi—1, 2] X [yj—1,95] : (,5) € Zn X Zn}-

For any 7 € Ty, we denote by h%, h¥ the lengths of z- and y-directional edges of
T, respectively. h is the maximal length of all edges, and hpiy = min, (hZ, hY). We
assume that the mesh 7y, is quasi-uniform in the sense that there exists a constant
c such that h < chmin.

We define the C* finite element space as follows:
Vi = {v e CY(Q) : v|; € Qulz,y) = Pr(x) x Pr(y),7 € Th},
where P;, denotes the space of polynomials of degree not more than k. Let

VY :={veV,: vga =0}
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To design the Petrov-Galerkin method, we define the test space W}, as follows:
(2.2) Wi = {ve L*(Q): v, € Qr_a(z,y) = Pr_o(x) x Pr_a(y),7 € Tn}.
Then the C! Petrov-Galerkin method for solving ([2.J)) is: Find a uy, € V¥ such that
(2.3)  alup,vp) == (=V - (aVuy) + B - Vup, + yup,vp) = (f,vn), Yo, € Wh,.

Here (u,v) =Y . [ (uv)(z,y)dzdy.

We would like to point out that the method we proposed here is only one the
several ways to define a C'' Petrov-Galerkin method. Actually, different choices of
the test space Wj, may lead to different numerical schemes. For example, other
than the L? test space, we can also choose the C° space as our test space, i.e.,
W), C C°(Q) is some subspace of the continuous finite element space. Throughout
this paper, we focus our analysis on the L? test space, i.e., W}, C L?(f2) is defined

by (Z2)).
3. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS

In this section, we discuss the existence and uniqueness of the C'' Petrov-Galerkin
method (Z3]). We begin with some estimates for the bilinear form a(-,-) of the
Petrov-Galerkin method, which plays important role in our later analysis.

Lemma 3.1. Given any v € V}?, suppose that ¢ € H?(Q) is the solution the
following dual problem:

(3.1) V- (aVp)=B-Vo+yp=v in Q, and p =0, on 9N.
Denote by I € Q1 S W), the bi-linear interpolation function of p. Then
(3.2) 10113 S B4 oy l13 + lomy I13) + la(v, Zug)],

(3.3) 1A + [[vaayll§ + [vayy 15 S la(v; vaayy)] + [l0][5-

Proof. First, from the dual problem (BI]) and the integration by parts, we have
[0 = (0,=(V-(aVp) = 8- Vo +79) = (=V - (aVv) + - Vv + 70, 9)
= (=V-(aVv)+ 8- Vv +yv,0 —The + Ipe)
S RE(1Av]lo + [oll)llellz +la(v, Zne)| S B2 (([Av]0 + R Hvllo)v]lo + la(v, Zng)]-
Here in the last step, we have used the H? regularity ||¢|l2 < ||v]|o and the inverse
inequality
[olly £ h™Hvllo, Yo € Vi
Consequently, if & is sufficiently small, then
(3.4) Iol2 S B4 50]3 + a(v, Zng)]

On the other hand, noticing that for any function v € V2, d%v,i > 1 is continuous
about y satisfying div(x,c) = div(z,d) = 0. Similarly, djv,i > 1 is a continuous
function about x satisfying d;v(a,y) = d}v(b,y). Then

Yy T
U (2,Y) = / Vaay (T, Y)dy, vyy(T,y) = / Vyya (2, y)dz.
c a
By Poincaré inequality,

[vzzllo + lvgyllo S llvaeyllo + lvyyelo-
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Therefore,
[Av]lo < [|vaallo + [[vgyllo S llvaayllo + [vyyallo;
which yields (together with (84)) the desired result ([B.2]).

We next consider ([B3]). By integration by parts, the inverse inequality and (B:2)),
there holds for any positive constant e,

1
(Vays Vay) = = (V2 Vagy) < EHU”% + 6””%1}1}”3
< Olollg + ellvayyllg + lvaayll§ + [|A][5)-
Consequently,
Co «
|(ﬂ . VU; Uzzyy)| = |('Uacya ﬂlvzzy + ﬂvayI” < E””zy”% + Z(vaynz + ”vnyHg)
Cp€

<(

« Co€
£ 2) a3 + lusay 13) + Cllwld + 25120113,

where co = max(/3?, 7). Recalling the definition of a(-,-) and using the integration
by parts again, we derive that

a(vvvmyy) = a(””ﬂcwy”% + ||Uﬂcuu||(2J) + ’7””%”(2) + (B VU, Vzayy)

Y% Co€ Cp€

> (Z - 7)(||Umy||(2) + ||”yyz||3) T a ||AU||(2) + ”Y||Ury||(2> - C||v||§
3a

> (5 = CoO) 1wy 1§ + Ivyalld) +vllvey I — Cloll.

By choosing a small €, we obtain (33)) directly. This finishes our proof. O

Now we are ready to prove the existence and uniqueness results for the C*
Petrov-Galerkin method.

Theorem 3.2. The C' Petrov-Galerkin method [23) has one and only one solu-
tion, provided that the mesh size is sufficiently small.

Proof. We shall prove that the homogeneous problem has a unique zero solution.
To this end, we assume that f = 0 and prove the numerical scheme (23] admits a
solution up = 0.

Noticing that 93,,,un € Wi, Znp € W), for any function ¢, we have

a(up, 8§myyuh) =0, a(up,Zny) =0.
Then from B2)-@3]), we have ||up||o = 0 and thus
up = 0.

This finishes the proof. O

4. A SPECIALLY CONSTRUCTED JACOBI PROJECTION

In this section, we define a C'* Jacobi projection of the exact solution and study
its approximation property, which is essential for the establishment of the super-
convergence results for the numerical solution up, especially the discovery of super-
convergence points.
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We begin with some preliminaries. First, we introduce the four Hermite inter-
ponant basis functions on the interval [—1, 1], which are given by

Yoals) = 3+ (1 - 5% () = 72— )1+ 57,
1

T+ D1 =5)% xi(s) =

1
1 —(s = 1)(1 + 5)*.

X_l (S) = 4

Second, we denote by J"!(s), 7,1 > —1, the standard Jacobi polynomials of de-
gree n over (—1, 1), which are orthogonal with respect to the Jacobi weight function
wri(8) == (1 — )" (1 + s)!. That is,

1
/ Jfl’l(s)J;;l(s)wT,l(s)ds = m;’lémn,
-1

where § denotes the Kronecker symbol and 7! = ||J”||WM Note that when r =
I = 0, the Jacobi polynomial J7*! is reduced to the standard Legendre polynomial.
That is J29(s) = L,(s) with L,(s) being the Legendre polynomial of degree n over
[-1,1]. We extend the definition of the classical Jacobi polynomials to the case
where both parameters r,] < —1

(4.1) Jrl(s) = (1= )" (1 +s) "I (s), 1< —1.

By taking r = [ = —2 in (@), we get a sequence of Jacobi polynomials {.J,, =2},
with

(4.2) Jr272(s) = (1= 8)%(1 4 8)2T22,(s), Vn >4
Apparently, there holds

(4.3) J7 272 (£1) =0, 0J, 27 %(£1) = 0.
Denoting

Jo 2 72(s) = va(s), JU2T2(s) =4a(s), J3 2 72(s) = x-1(s), J3 2 72(s) = xa(s),

then {J,, 272122, constitutes the basis function of C! over [—1,1]. We also refer to
[30] for more detailed information and discussions about the Jacobi polynomials.

Third, we denote by ¢,,+1 for n > 1 the Lobatto polynomial of degree n+ 1 over
[—1,1], which is defined by

(4.4) psi(s) = /_ 51 Ln(s)ds = 2n1+1

(Lnti = Loa) = (s> = 1)L} (s).

1
n(n+1)

The above Jacobi and Lobatto polynomials will be frequently used in our later
superconvergence analysis.

Now we are ready to present the truncated Jacobi projection. Given any function
u € CY(Q), suppose u(x,y) has the following Jacobi expansion in each element
Tij (Z,j) € Ly X L

(4.5) u(z,

TIJ—ZZUM'}%# Jf,; Q(y)v

p=0 q=0
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where Ji;f’*z(x) = prz,fz(?w—z;%) = J,;?7%(s), s € [-1,1], is the Jacobi
polynomial of degree p over (x;—1,x;), and u,, are some coefficients to be deter-
mined. Then the truncated Jacobi projection ur € Vi, of u is defined as follows:

(4.6) ur(2,Y)|r; ':ZZUWJ > 2 J 2 2(y)

p=0¢=0

Note that when k = 3, the truncated Jacobi projection u is reduced to the Hermite
interpolation of u.

For all T = 745, a direct calculation yields

(4.7) (u—ug)|- Z Z Upg i @)D (y) = (B"u + EYu — E*EY),
p=k+1 g=k+1

where
(4.8) E*u Mris Z Zupq*]72 72 J;q2 Q(y)v

p=k+1 q=0
(4.9) EYu(z,y |m Z Z uqu 2 2 )Jj,; Q(y)a

p=0 g=k+1
(4.10) E*EYu(z,y)|r, = Z Z upg i (@) 2 ).

p=k+1 q=k+1

Note that E®u is actually the one dimensional residual functions along the z-
direction while the other variable y is fixed. Similar for EYu, E* EYu.

We have the following properties for the residual functions E*u, EYu and E* EYu.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that u € W-°(Q)NCH(Q) with 0 <1 < k+1, and u; is the
truncated Jacobi projection of u defined by ([&8Q). Let wu—u; = E*u+ EYu— E*EYu
with E*u, EYu, E* EYu given by (E8)-@IQ). There holds for m = 00,2 andp = 0,1
the following results:

1. The function E®u(-,y) € C'(-,y) is continuous about y and
OPE“u(zs,y) =0, 02, B ulPy_o(x), 0, E*u(z,y) = E*(9,u),Yn
IE=ullo.m + M| 0s E*ullom + h?| 02, Eullom S h'l|ullim

2. The function EYu(x,-) € C*(z,-) is continuous about x and
OV EYu(z,y;) =0, agyEqu_]P’k,g(y), Oy EYu(z,y) = EY(0)u), Yn
1EYullo.m + 2|0y B ullo.m + h2|05, E¥ullom < B [[ullt.m-

3. The function E*EYu is of high order, i.e., there holds for r,\l <k +1,
VEZEYullo m + AL EEVull 1 + b2 | B EVulla,m S Bl g1

3

Here we omit the proof and refer to [T1] for more detailed discussions about the
one dimensional truncated Jacobi projection.

We next study the approximation and superconvergence propeties of u;. To this
end, we first introduce some special points and lines on the whole domain and then
prove that w; is superconvergent at this special points and lines.
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Let R,,p € Zi—3 be the k — 3 zeros of J,:fifz(s) except the point s = —1,1,
and l,, p € Zy, the k Gauss-Lobatto points, i.e., I,,p € Zj, are zeros of 85J1;2i72(5),
and Gp,p € Zp—1 the Gauss points of degree k — 1 in [—1,1] (i.e., the zeros of
Lj_1), respectively. Then for all 7 = 7;; € T, (i,7) € Zy X Zn, denote hf =
Tj — Tj—1, h;! = yj — yjfl, and

R, ={P:P=(R}",R}Y),p,q € Zi 3}, R= |J R,
TETh

where

T, T 1 T T 1
Rp’ = §($17% +I1+% + hl Rp)7 Rp7y - 5(2&,% —|—yj+% + h;!R;D)

Denote by
& ={(z,y):a=1"y €le,d,p € Zi,T € Th},
g ={(x,y) y=0"Y2€a,b],p€ LT Th}

the set of vertical and horizontal edges of all interior Lobatto points along the
z-direction and the y-direction, respectively. Here

Z;D7 = 5((1717% + $i+% + hnL lp)7 lp7y = g(yJ,% + yj+% + hglp), VT = T’LJ

Similarly, the interior Gauss lines along the z, y-direction are defined as
&l ={(z,y) v =9gy"y € [c,d],p € Li—1,T € Tn},
S ={(z,y):y=9," 2 €a,b],p € Zi—1,7 € Ta},
where (97", 97%), (p,q) € (k —1) x (k — 1) denotes the (k — 1)* Gauss points in 7.
We have the following approximation properties for the Jacobi projection u;.

Proposition 1. Assume that u € W5*°(Q),1 > 2 is the solution of I, and u; is
the truncated Jacobi projection of u defined by (&G]). The following orthogonality
and approximation properties hold true.

1. Optimal error estimates:
lu —wrllom S R |wllrm, m<min(k+1,1), m = 2,00.

2. Exactly the same at the mesh nodes for both the function value and the
first-order derivative:

(u —ur)(@i,y;) =0, V(u—ur)(zi,y;) = 0.

. L —2,-2 —2,-2
3. Superconvergence of function value approximation on roots of J; ;1 (x)J e

[(w—=ur)(P)| S h"|ulpoo, YPER, r<min(k+2,1).

4. Superconvergence of the first-order derivative on Gauss-Lobatto lines, i.e.,
for r < min(k + 2,1),

10x(u —ur)(P1)] + 10y (u — ur)(Q1)] < hr71|u|n<>07

where Py € £L,Q; € Eé denotes the Lobatto lines along the x and y direc-
tions, respectively.

(y):
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5. Superconvergence of the second-order derivative on Gauss lines and Lobatto
points, i.e., there holds for » < min(k 4 2,1),

|07 (u = ur) (Po)| + 103, (u — ur)(Q2)] + 187, (u — ur) (P3)| S h" 2 |uly,co,
where P, € £, Q2 € £ denotes the Gauss lines along the = and y direction,
respectively, and P; € £ with £ the set of Lobatto points on the whole
domain, i.e., L= {(IJ%,17Y) : 7 € Tn, (p,q) € k X k}.

Proof. For any fixed y, there holds for any r» < min(k 4 2,1) (see [11] )
|E*u(REE,y)| + h|0: EYu(lp®, y)| + h2[0s B ulgy®, )| S B |Jully,00-

Following the same arguments, we have

|EYu(z, R + hloy BV u(z, 1Y) + h2[0yy BYu(z, g7 ¥)| < B ||ullrco-

Then the desired results follow from the error equation [@1) and the estimates of
E*y, EYu, E* EYu in Lemma 1l O

As we may observe, if we choose | = k + 1, the point-wise error estimates in the
above Proposition indicate s superconvergent phenomenon of u; at mesh nodes, at
roots of the Jacobi polynomial, and at the Lobatto lines and Gauss lines.

5. ERROR ESTIMATES AND SUPERCONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we present error estimates and study superconvergence properties
of the C' Petrov-Galerkin method for (2.I)). In the rest of this paper, we use the
following notations:

(5.1) e=u—up, E=u;—up, N=u—uj.

5.1. Optimal error estimates.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that u € H' () is the solution of 1)), and uy is the
solution of (23). Then

(5.2) |lu—unllo + Rllu —unlls + A2 lu — unllz S P |Jullrr1, 7 <min(l—1,k+1).

Proof. In light of (B3) and the orthogonality a(e,w) = a(§ + n,w) = 0 for all
w € Wy, we have

QLN + 1oy llg + leayylls S la(€, Eoayy)| + 1IEN3
S la(n, Soayy)| + la(n, Zug)l,
where ¢ is the solution of the problem Bl with v = ¢. By ([@1), we have
a(n,w) = a(E u,w) + a(EYu, w) — a(E*EYu,w), Yw € W,
Recalling the definition of the bilinear form and using and the integration by parts
and the properties of F*u in Lemma [Z1] we derive for all g < min(k + 1,1 — 2)

la(Eu, Eeayy)| = [(—aB%uyy + B10:E%u + B2 B uy + YE" U, Erayy )|
= |(0s(aEuyy — B20y B u — YE 1), Euyy)| + [B1(0x0y E"u, Exay )|
Pl g2 ([|zayllo + [[€zyyllo)-

A

Consequently,

|a(B® EYt, Eaayy)| S W HIEYull pr2(I€aayllotI1€oyyllo) S 7~ lullura(l€ooyllo+[1Eoyyllo)-
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By the same arguments, there holds

|a(Eyu=§myy)| < hM_1||u||u+2(||§my||0 + ||§wyy||0)
Then

(53)  la(m &eayy)|l S P Hullur2(llgayyllo + 8zayllo), 1o < min(k + 1,1 2).

Now we consider the term a(n,Z,p). Noticing that ¢ = 0 on 992, we have from
the integration by parts

la(n, Zne)|l = la(n,Tne — )| + la(n, ¢)|
la(n, Zne — @)| + |(n, —alp — B - Vo + 79)|
< BPnllz + Inllo)liellz S A* llulle o,

where 1/ < min(l,k + 1), and in the last step, we have used the H? regularity
lell2 S 11€llo- Then we choose v = £ in (B2)-B3) to obtain

€15 < P2 lull?Z + 2 (1€eayll5 + 1€2yy13),

IAENE + N€ayyll§ + 1Eeay 15 S B H D lull? o + €115
Consequently, there holds for x4 < min(k + 1,1 —2), ¢/ <min(l — 1,k + 1),
(5.4) 1Al + €ayyllo + [zayllo S P Hlullure, [1€llo S P* lullurs1-

As for the H'-norm error estimate, a direct calculation from the integration by
parts yields

(Exr€a) + (€4, &) = — (€, €ua) — (€, &yy) S IIENOIEL2 S P2 D |2, .

Then the desired result (.2)) follows from the triangle inequality and approximation
properties of u;. The proof is complete. O

5.2. Superconvergence analysis. In this subsection, we study superconvergence
properties of the C! Petrov-Galerkin methods. As the superconvergence analysis
would require more strong regularity assumption on the smoothness of u than one
would need to obtain the counterpart optimal convergence rate, we suppose the
exact solution u is smooth enough in our superconvergence analysis. In our later
section, we discuss the interior estimates, i.e., the error in an interior domain €,
with less requirements on the smoothness of v on the whole domain §2.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that u € H*3(Q) is the solution of 1), and uy is the
solution of 23). The following superconvergence properties hold true.
1. Supercloseness result between wy, and uy in oll H?, H', L?-norms:

(5.5) llun—urli+hlun—urllz S B Hullers, Jun—urlo S R 227D ]|y,

2. Superconvergence of the function value on roots of Ji_lfflz(;v)JJ._]fjr_l2(y) n
average sense for k >4, i.e.,

1 1
(5.6) €, 1= (W Z (u— uh)z(P)) < REF2 |y s
PER
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3. Superconvergence of the first-order derivative on Lobatto lines in average

sense, i.€.,
(5.7)
1 1
evu,l = (E > 0 (w—un) N, Z Oy (u—up) Qi))2 S |l s
Pwegi Qwefl

4. Superconvergence of the second-order derivative on Gauss line in average
sense. That is,
(5.8)

1
erng = (5 O Falu—w) =Y B (@) Wl
Plefg leegg

Here N, Ny, M, M, denote the cardinalities of EL,E,£9,E9, respectively.

z) Cyr Cxr Yy
Proof. First, by choosing =k + 1 in (54)), we get
18&llo + l€eyyllo + 1ezyllo S h* |-
By using ([32]) and the orthogonality a({ +n,v) = 0 for all v € Wy, we have
€15 < W ullZ s + la(n, Zng)| = B4 [ullEys + |a(E*u+ EYu — E* EYu, Tp)|.

Here ¢ is the solution of BI) with v = &, and Z¢ € Qq denotes the bilinear
interpolation function of ¢. Noticing that E%uLlPy(z), 0y E*ulP(x) for k > 4,
then

|a(E"u, Tnp)| = |(—aE uyy + B2E%uy + vE u, Tnp — @) S h*2|luflkssllel,

where ¢ denotes the cell average of p. As for k = 3, we use the integration by parts

to obtain
|a(E*u, I )| [(—aE%uyy + BaE*uy + YE*u, Inp) — (B1Ew, Op Ly )|

R sl ol

A

Consequently,
|a(E%u, Tnp)| S R P25 gl 1.
Similarly, there holds
|a(EYu, Tnp)| + |a(E”EVu, Tng)| S W™ FF22572) a5l ],
and thus
(5.9) la(m, Zne)| S W™ 225D gl
which yields, together with the H? regularity [|¢l2 < [|€]lo,
I€llo < A 2R .

We next estimate ||[VE|lo. Given any ¢ € [C1(Q2)]?, let ¥ be the solution of the

following dual problem
V- (aVyY) =3 -Vp+~yp=-V-( in Q, and ) =0, on 09.

By using the integration by parts,

(V&) ==V = (&—(V-(aVy)—B-Vi+y))

= (=V-(aV&) + B -VE+1E Y — T + Ti)

S RllEllzll¢ll 4 a(€ Zny)| = RllEll2llvll + la(n, Zny)l.

A
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Consequently, by the regularity result ||[¢]1 < [V - {ll=1 < [[¢]lo, &), and the
estimate of [|£]|2, we derive

[(VE O S R ullrslllICo-
Since the set of all such ¢ is dense in L?(2), the above inequality indicates that

(5.10) IVEllo < A5 lullirs.
This finishes the proof of (&.3)).

In light of the superconvergence properties of u; in Proposition [Il we have
1

2

| M N
N Z Z 1€18,00,m, |+ W2 43

i=1 j=1
S llEllo + PP flullegs S AMEFRIRED |y g

~

Then (BI8)) follows. Similarly, there hold
evut S IVENo + B ulliss, eaug S 1AElo + h¥[lulliss.

Then (E7)-(ES) follow from the estimates of || V]| and ||£]|2 directly. This finishes
our proof. O

A

Cu,J

In the following, we study the highest superconvergence result of the C! Petrov-
Galerkin approximation at the mesh nodes. We use the idea of correction function
to achieve our superconvergence goal. The basic idea of the correction function is
the construction of a specially designed function wy, € Vh0 such that @y = uy — wy,
is superconvergent towards the numerical solution u; in some norms, e.g., H? or
L?-norm, with higher order of accuracy.

Denote

{:ﬁj—uh:uj—wh—uh.
In light of B.2)-B3), the errors [{[lo and [|{[2 are dependent on two terms:
a(§, Exmyy) and a(§, Znp). By the orthogonality, we have
(5.11) al(§,0) = —a(n +wn,0), V0 € Wi,

In other words, to achieve our superconvergence goal, the function wj, € V}, should
be specially construct such that

(5.12)  a(n,0) + a(wp,0) = a(E*u + EYu — E*EYu,0) + a(wy,, 8), V0 € W,
is of high order. Note that if we choose wy, = 0, then we get the superconvergence

results presented in Theorem [(B.2] which is one order higher than the counterpart
optimal convergence rate.

The next Proposition shows the existence of the correction function wy, which
satisfies our superconvergence goal.

Proposition 2. Let u € W2kT1.2°(Q). There exists a wy, € V)2 such that

(5.13)
lwllo,o S B FF22E D ullog 1 0, [lwh 1,00 + Bllwnll2,co S PF [lar41,00,

(5.14) wn (@i, y7)| + [Vwn (@, y;)| S 072 ull2kr1,00-
Furthermore, there holds for any 6 € W),
(5.15) |a(u = ur +wp, 0)] S B2 [|ull2k41,0016lo-
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The proof of Proposition 2]is given in the Appendix.

Now we are ready to present the superconvergence of u; at mesh nodes.

Theorem 5.3. Assume that u € WH10(Q) is the solution of @), and uy, is
the solution of 23). Then

(516) Cu,n S h2k72||u||2k+1,ooa €Vu,n S h2k72||’u/||2k+1700,
where
1 M-1N-1 ) 1
2
€y,n = (m Z Z (v —vh) (xi,yj)) , v =u,Vu.
i=1 j=1

Proof. By 32)-33), (611 and (EIH), we have
VAZIR + Wwa I8 + Wen B S lalr+ wn,Evany)| + ol + wn, Top)
N h%_g||u||2k+1,oo||§wyy||0 + h2k_2”u”2k+1’°°HIMDHO’

where ¢ is the solution of (1] with v = ¢, and in the last step, we have used the
inverse inequality [|{zayyllo < R €eyyllo- Using the inequality || Znepllo < [|¢ll2 <
[1€llo < [1AE]o, we immediately get

1AElo + l1€aayllo + l€eyyllo S A~ |lull2k+1,00-
Then we follow the same argument as what we did in Theorem [£.2] to obtain
IVEllo S h** 2 ullarrroos  1€llo S IVEI S B2 ufl2hs1,00-
By the property of u; and (5I4]), we get
[(w—un) (@i y)l = (ur +wn —un)(@i,y;) — wn (@, ;)]
< €llocormis + P2 ull2kr1,00,
and thus,
un S N€llo+ B2 lull2k1,00 S B2 |ull2k 1,00
Following the same argument, we have
(5.17) evun S IVENo + P72 [ullarsr,c0 S P22 Ikt 1,00-
Then (5I0) follows. This finishes our proof. O

With the help of the correction function wy, we can also improve our superocn-
vergence results from the average sense to the point-wise sense for k& > 4.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose all the conditions of Theorem [5.3 hold true. Then
(5.18)

|(u—un) (@i, )] S W22 b3 [ull2ks 100 |(w—un)(P)] S HF2 max(1, A¥ k) |ul|2t41,00,

(5.19) [0 (w = un) (Py)] + |0y (u — un)(Q1)] S h* [[ull2k+1,00,

(5.20) 107, (u — un)(P2)| + 105, (u — un)(Q2)] + |03, (u — un) (Ps)| S h*|lullaks1,00,
where P € R, Py € EL,Q1 € EL, P, € £9,Q2 € £S and Ps € L.
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Proof. We first define the C%-conforming finite element space Sy, as follows:
Sp={ve %) : vlsa =0,v|; € Qu(z,y) = Pr(z) x Pr(y), 7 € T}
We denote by ae(-,-) the bilinear form of the finite element method, that is,
ae(u,v) = (aVu, Vo) + (8Vu, v) + (yu,v).

Note that a.(u,v) is coercive and continuous in the H{ space. By Lax-Milgram
Lemma, there exists a g € Sp, such that

(5.21) ae(vp, gn) = vp(x,y), Vop € Sh.
Especially, we choose v, = g5, to obtain
(5.22) lgnll < lae(gn, gn)l = lgn(z, )| < llgnllo,oc-
Since (cf.,[31], p.84, Theorem 2.8)

[vnllo.co S k|2 |[vnllt, Von € Sh,

we have
1
lgnlly < [Inh[=.
By choosing v, = £ in (521) and use the integration by parts and (5.15),
I€l00e < lae(€,gn)l = |a(€, gn — Rngn) — a(n + wh, Rugn))|
g - _ 1
< hllElzllgnll + B2 llgnllollullzerioo S A2 MA|2 [full2k41,00-

Here Rj, denotes the L? projection of S; onto Wj,. Then the desired results EI8)-
(E20) follow from the approximation properties of u; and the estimates of wy, in
Proposition 2 The proof is complete. O

6. INTERIOR ESTIMATES FOR THE C'' PETROV-GALERKIN METHOD

In this section, we study interior a priori error estimates in H2, H', L?-norms,
which can be estimated with an error in a strong norm on a smaller domain plus
an error in a weaker norm over a slightly larger domain. We begin with some
preliminaries.

Let Qo CcC Qy CC Q9 CC --- CC Q,, CC Q be separated by d > cgh, with
Q;,1 < m the rectangular domain. For any domain D, we define

WP(D) := {v €Wy, : v|op = 0, supp v C D},
V(D) :={v &V :v|ap =0, supp v C D}.
Define
(6.1) I1olllD = 18013 b + 1020550115 b + 1040z vI5 p-
Denote by B(u,v) the bilinear form which is defined as
B(u,v) := a(u, Vgpyy)-

Lemma 6.1. Let Qo CC Q' and p > 0 be a fized but arbitrary integer. Suppose
e € V2(Q) is the solution of the problems

a(e,¢) =0, Y¢ e Wy() or B(€,0.4y,) =0, Y0 € V().
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Then

(6.2) lellna, S PlAelog + el —pars llelloq, S 1Al + (el —por,
_ L1 _

(6.3)  llellza0 S R2|lElllo,o + €]l -p.or-

Proof. We only consider the case that e satisfies a(e,() = 0 since the same
argument can be applied to the case in which B(€, 0,4,,) = 0.

For any s < 1,0 € H*(Q1), denote by p € H*T2(Q);) the solution of ([BI]).
Let w =1 on ©p and w € C§°(Qy) with 3 CC . Then

||wé||8791 5 sup M = sup M
vEHT (1) V][ 5,0, PEHZ* () lell2—s,0,

— ap MEweI I |a(e, wp — T, (wp)) + 1|

WEHZ () ”90”2—5,91 EH25 () ||90||2—s,91 )

where Zp, (wyp) € Q1 denotes the bilinear function of we, and
1] = [(mahwe —2aVwVE, ¢)| = [(2aV - (Vwp) —alw,e)| < [|ells—1,0,[[¢ll2—s.0.-
Consequently,

_ _ RinCZ=92) (|| Aello.0, + [lell1,o —5,0
o = fuela < s (182000, +l1ell0.)lgl-ssr
CEHZ (1) ||(p||2—s791

S RmRETER (Ao, + llelha,) + llells—1,0,-

~

+ [lells—1.0,

Especially, by choosing s = 0 and iterating the above inequality p times, we get
lello, S R*(1Aelo0, + lellie,) + el -1,

R (| Ao, + llell10.) + el -0

h*([|2ellog, + llelle,) + lel-pe,-

Similarly, we choose s = 1 to obtain

AN N R

el S hllAello, + lElla, ) + el —p.op..-

Let Qp11 CC Qpia CC -+ CC Qgp = O and iterate the above inequality p times,
we obtain

(6.4) Iell10, < PllAEl0.00p + WP el 00, + €ll-p.0s,-
Then ([G.2]) follows by using the inverse inequality.

We next estimate ||Ael|o.q,- Recalling the definition of the bilinear form of a(-, -),
we have

[Awe)ga, < lalwe, Awe))| + [[wel o,
= |a(e,wA(we)) + (—aeAw — 2aVwVe, A(we))| + ||lwel|] g,
la(e, wA(we) = 0)] + well} o,
(1200, + lella)wA@we) - Blo.o, + el a,s ¥ € Wa(@),
By the standard approximation theory, there holds
lwA(we) = Ollog, S A Aelk-1 + [ Velle-1 + [lellx-1)
W10y Ozwellon, + 105 Oyyellogn + 1 Aelk-2.9.)
h(lllellle, + llell.e.)-

S
S

S
S
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Here in the last step, we have used the inverse inequality. Consequently,
lel3.0, < lwell3q, S IAwe)lEq, S hlllelld, + el q,-

which yields ( together with ([@2])) the desired result ([G3). The proof is complete.
a

Given any v € C1 (1) N Hg (), let Pv € V(Qy) and P*v € VP(Q4) be defined
as the solutions of the equations
(6.5) B(v— Puv,p) =0, B(p,v— P ) =0, YpeV2().
By the same argument as what we did in Theorem [3.2] we can prove that Pv and

P*v are uniquely defined.

In light of the conclusions in Lemma [B] we easily obtain, by using (G5 and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the integration by parts and the homogenous boundary

condition v|pq, = 0,
g NPV S B(Po.Po) £ a(Po.Tip) = B(o, Po) +a(e. Tg)
' S lelllePollla, + lvll2o: llello.o,

where ¢ is the solution of (B with v replaced by Pv, and in the second step, we
have used the identity

(6.7) a(v,Inp) = B(v, 1) = B(Pv, 1) = a(Pv, Inp)
with 1 € V)P satisfying 0,,0y,01 = Znp. Using the H? regularity assumption
elloor S IPvllo.er S 1APv[lo0,, we get
IPullIE, S Ml +1v13 < Tl -

Similarly, we can prove that the same result holds true for P*v.

Let w =1 on Qy and w € C§° () with 9 CC . Set & = wu and denote
€ = o — Pu. By using (32)-B3), (65) and the integration by parts, we get

|||é|||?2/ S la(é, €ayy) + a(é, Inp)| = |B(E, €)|

|B(é, & — P é)| = [B(u —ur, & — P*é)|
< a—arllellle - Prélle < w7 Hall 20, 1< k.

Consequently,
(6.8) llu = Pallle, < llélle < A"l
We next estimate ||| Pt — up|||qq-

Lemma 6.2. Assume that Qo CC Q' and p > 0 is a fized but arbitrary integer.
Let uy, be the solution of (23)), & = wu with w =1 on Qy and w € CF (), and
Pa be defined by [65). Then for sufficiently small h,

(6.9) 1P —unllla, S 1Pt —un|-por-

Proof. First, we note that
B(u —up,v) =0, Yve V;2(Q),
which yields (together with (63)))
(6.10) B(up, — P, v) = a(up, — P, vygyy) =0, Yo € V;2(Q).
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Let € = up, — Ptu. Then
(6.11) llelllao < [lwelll, < [l[(we) — P(we)llq, + [|[P(we)ll|q, -

As for |||(we) — P(wé)l||q,, we have from B2)-B3), (63 and the integration by
parts that
Il(we) = P(we)ll[, < B((we) — P(we), (we) — P(we))
= B((we) — P(we), (we) — (weé)r)
[[(we) — P(we)|o, [[(we) = (we)rlll,-

Here (wé); denotes the truncated Jacobi projection of wé. From the property of
wr in Lemma 1] we derive

A

llu—urllle, S I = un)szyllo.o, + 1w —un)eyylloo, S B ullkiz.0,-
Consequently,

[1(we) = P(we)lllo, < lll(we) = (we)illla, S 7 welrsz.0,

S ek, S hllelze.-

~

(6.12)

Here in the last step, we have used the inverse inequality ||é]|x.0, < A% *(|€]|2.0,-

Let ¢ be the solution of (Bl with v = P(we). Following the same argument as
what we did in (6], we derive

[1P(we)[[lg, < |B(we, P(we)) + a(we, Znp)|

= |B(e,wP(weé)) + a(é, wlnyp) + I|

= |B(e,wP(we) — (wP(we));) + a(e, wInp — In(wInp)) + 1|

S hlllellloe, (lwP(we)llz,a, + lwInelle,) + 11,
where in the third step and last step, we have used (GI0) and the integration by
parts, respectively, and

I= / (—alwe — 2aVwVe) ((P(we))gayy + Inep)drdy.
Q

Again we use the integration by parts and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

1] < lwellz([[|P(we)lle, + llello,0.),
which yields, together with the H? regularity ||¢||2.0, < ||P(we)lo.q, S ||P(we)lllq;,

(6.13) I1P(we)|llo, < Alllella, + llell2,o-
Substituting ([E12)-(@I3)) into ([EIT]) and using ([E3) with Qg, Q' replaced by Q1, Qa,

we get
_ 1 _ _ _
lellle, < P2 lellla, + llell-p.a. S Rlllelllas + [1ell-p.as-
By integrating the above inequality p + 2 times and using the inverse inequality
again, we obtain
lellleo < A" Il1ello,,s + el -paps < llell-por-
This finishes our proof. O

Now we are ready to present our interior estimates in all 2, H', L?-norms
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Theorem 6.3. Let Qg CC Qy CC Q, u € HY(Qy) and uy, be the solutions of (Z1)
and 23)), respectively. Suppose that p > 0 is a fized but arbitrary interger. Then
for p < min(k,l — 2),

(6.14) u—unlllay S P Hullprz.0, + llu—unll—po;,
(6.15) lu —unll1,00 S P (Jullpr2.0, + lullie) + lu—unl—po;,
(6.16) w—unllo,00 S PP ullpr2.0, + llullie) + [lu — unl|—po, -

Furthermore, if u € H?(2) N H**2(y), there hold the following optimal interior
estimates:

(6.17) [lu—unllo,00 +Allu—unll10 + B2 lu—unlllay S A (Juller.0r + ullse)-

~

Proof. Let Q' CC Qq. As a direct consequence of (6.8)-(G.9),
Nu—unlllae < P Mullurz.o, + [1PE— unll—por
< Pl + PG — ull—por + lu—unll—pa,
S P N ullpreo, + 1Pa — o + [lu— unll—p.o,-
Replacing Qg, Y by ', Q4 in ([63) yields
1Pa—allyo S I[Pa—alllor S W Hull 2.0,
Then the desired result (GI4) follows.

Note that a(e,{) = 0 for all ( € W},. Following the same argument as what we
did in (G4]), we have

lello < PllAello.qr + AP+ lellor + llell—p.ar,
lello.co < P Aellogr + P lellner + llell—por-

Then (GI5) and (GI0) follows from (G.2)).

As for the term ||u — up||—p,0,, we first suppose ¢ is the solution of the problem
BI) and [|¢|lp+2.0 S lvllp,e- Then from the integration by parts,
el laleg)
vece @ IVlpe  pecze@ 1€llpr2.0

lell-p.o: <llell-po =

_ sup la(e, o — Tr—20)| < hmin(kfl,p)H
PECE (D) ||90||p+2,ﬂ

Substituting the estimate of ||e||—p.o, and (5.2)) into (GC.I4)-(6.16]), we obtain (6.17)
directly. The proof is complete. O

€||2,Q-

Remark 6.4. The interior error estimates in (614)-(GI0) indicates that errors in
the H?, H', L?-norms over any compact subdomain Qg of €; may be estimated
with an almost optimal order of accuracy that is possible locally for the subspace
V3, plus an error in a much weak norm H P(Q2). Just as pointed out in [27], the
significance of the negative norm is that, under some very important circumstances,
one can prove high order convergence rate in negative norms with relatively less
requirements on the global smoothness of .

Following the same arguments, we can also obtain interior estimates for the
error uj, —uy in H?, L?, H'-norms. For simplicity, we discuss only the interior error
[[lewr —upll|,- Similar argument can be applied to estimating other norms by some
tedious calculations.
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Note that
(6.18) B(ur — up,v) = a(us — u, Vegyy), Yo € V;2(Q).
As we may observe, the only difference between the above equation and (GI0) lies
in the right hand side. Following the same argument as what we did in Lemma [6.2]
and choosing =k + 1 in (&3], we get
llur —unllley S lur = unll-p,: +h*|lullirs,0,
S llur = ull—poy + B l|ulliss.on + llell-pa.-

Using the error decomposition of u — uy and the properties of uy in Lemma .1l we
have

H|77||— 0= sup |(777'U)| - su |a(777</7)| < hmin(kfl,p)”n”2Q
P ez @ Ivllpe  pecs@ l@llprza ™ ’

Therefore, by choosing p = k — 1 and using the error estimates ||n|l2 + |lellz <
hllulls.,

lur = unlllae S A (lullers.on + lluls0),
which indicates a superconvergence result for the interior error |||ur — up|||q, -

7. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present some numerical examples to verify our theoretical
findings in previous sections.

In our experiments, we adopt the C! Petrov-Galerkin method (23] for the
convection-diffusion equation (1) with k = 3,4,5, respectively. We test various
errors for u — uy, including e, , and ey, , defined in Theorem [5.3] the maximum
error on roots of Jk_fi_z(:t)J,;fi_2(y), the derivative error on the Lobatto lines, and
the second order derivative error on the Gauss lines and Lobatto points, which are
defined as:

e, = max |(u — up)(P)|,
PeR
w = max |0y (u — P)| + max |0, (u — Q1)
ev P1€é| (u —up)(Pr)] ngéﬂ (u —up)(Q1)]

= 02, (u— P 02, (u— 02 (u— Ps)l.
eau = max [0z, (u = un)(P)] + max, |9, (u = un)(Q2)] + max [0z, (u = un) ()]
We obtain our meshes by dividing the domain into M x N rectangles, which is
generated by randomly and independently perturbing each node in the x and y
axes of a uniform mesh as

1 1 s
o — sin(— <<
Z; M—i—sMsm(M)randn(), 0<i< M,
. 1 ,
Yyj = % +EN sin(%)randn(), 0<j<N,

where randn() returns a uniformly distributed random number in (0,1). If not
otherwise stated, we choose M = N and ¢ = 0.001.

Ezample 1: We consider the problem (2.I) and take the constant coefficients as
a=y=1, pB=(1,1).
The right-hand side function f(x,y) is chosen such that the exact solution is

u(z,y) = sin(mwx) sin(7y).
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In Figure [l we show error curves of various approximation errors calculated
from the C' Petrov-Galerkin method for k = 3,4,5, respectively. We observe
that both convergence rates for the function value error (i.e., e, ) and the first-
order derivative error (i.e., ev..,) at mesh nodes can reach as high as h2¥=2. As
for the errors e, (i.e., the function value error at roots of the Jacobi polynomial
J,;fifz(x)(],;fifz (y)), evu (i-e., the first-order derivative error on the Lobatto lines),
eaw (i-e., the second-order derivative error on the Gauss lines and Lobatto points),
convergence rates are h*T2 h*T1 h* respectively. They are all consistent with error
bounds established in Theorems We also test the supercloseness between
the C! Petrov-Galerkin solution u; and the Jacobi projection u;. As expected, the
convergence rates for errors ||uy, — wrl|o, [|un — url|1, [|un — g2 ave hminth+2:2k=2}
Rk RE respectively. These results verify our theoretical findings (5.5) in Theorem
0. 2)

|~—slope=4

10°

10"

10° 10" 0%

FIGURE 1. Error curves for Example 1 with a =1, 8 = (1, 1), and
~v=1. (Left: k=3, Middle: k =4, Right: k =5)

To show the effect of the coefficients on the convergence rate, we further test
different choice of coeflicients. Presented in Figures are error curves of [|uj —
Urlm, 0 < m < 2 in three cases: « = 1,8 = (0,0),y=1,a=1,8=(1,1),y =0,
and « = 1,8 = (0,0),y = 0. We observe that the convergence rate for the case o =
1,8 =(1,1),7 = 0 is the same at that for the counterpart « =1, = (1,1),y =1
in Figure [l However, in the case § = (0,0), it seems that the convergence rate
improves for k = 4,5. To be more precise, we observe a convergence rate h*+2 for
|lup, —url|y and h**+L for ||uj, — us||2 when k = 4,5, one order higher than the case
B = (1,1). In other words, it seems that the convection coefficient has effect on the
superconvergence rate.

——[[un — wiflo ——[un — wiflo ——[[un — wiflo
o[ — w1 [ — gy 4 o[ — g1
< l[un — w2 “ < l[un — w2
|——slope=3 |——slope=5

|——slope=4 |——slope=6 108

[ — w2
|——slope=6
|——slope=7
—slope=8

8 10"

1012
1010
101

o 2 "
o 2 4 8 1 ® o 2 48 1 ® © 2 4 8 1 =
M M M

FIGURE 2. Error curves for Example 1 with « = 1, 8 = (0,0), and
v =1. (Left: k=3, Middle: k =4, Right: £k =5)
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Tl D Tl Tl
s - oy N s - oy o o - oy
N s -l - il
AN ——slope=4 —~—slope=5
N ——slope=5 108 —slope=6
—slpoe=6 —slope=T7

[y — i)z o
—slope=3
|——slope=4

1010

1012

1010
101

8 1012 1016

FIGURE 3. Error curves for Example 1 with a =1, 8 = (1, 1), and
~v=0. (Left: k=3, Middle: k =4, Right: k =5)

We also present in Figure @ the error curves for e, , and ey, for the Poisson
equation, i.e., « = 1,8 = (0,0),7 = 0. We observe a convergence rate of h?*=2 for
both ey pn, evu,n. Note that this superconvergence phenomenon for two-dimensional
case is different from that for the one-dimensional case, where both errors e, ,, €vu,n
equal to zero (see, [11]).

Cun
- evun

Cun Cun
-~ evun

——|un — o
o[ =l
= |un — 2

7 €vun
—— [ — o 10°

s~ wilo s
o flun ~ w s

o=y — willy
- Jun — 2
|—=—slope=5 10°
|——slope=6

= [un — |z
|——slope=3 |——slope=6
|—~—slope=4 10° ——slope=7

—slope=8

1010

1012

8 114 716
0 4 8 16 32 w0 4 8 16 32 w0 4 8 16 32
M M M

FIGURE 4. Error curves for Example 1 with a = 1, 8 = (0,0), and
v =0. (Left: k=3, Middle: k = 4, Right: k =5)

Ezample 2: We consider the problem (2.1]) with the following variable coefficients:
a(z,y) =€, Blz,y) = (z%y,2y°), y(z,y) = 2ay.
The right-hand side function f(x,y) is chosen such that the exact solution is

u(z,y) = xy(l —e* 1)1 —e¥ ).

The corresponding error curves for k = 3,4, 5 are presented in Figure Bl We see
that, both convergence rates for e, , and ey, are h2*=2 and convergence rates
for ey, evu, eay are K2 pF+1 pE respectively. All these results again verify our
theoretical findings in Theorems Just the same as the constant coeflicient
case in Example 1, we observe a convergence rate h™MF+2.25=2} for |1y, — wuy||o,
hEFY for |lup — ugl|1, and hF for |Jup, — us|2. Again, all these results are consistent
with the error bounds established in Theorems [5.21{5.4
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M M M

FIGURE 5. Error curves for Example 2. (Left: & = 3, Middle:
k = 4, Right: k = 5)

8. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have proposed a new C'"'-L? Petrov-Galerkin method for convection-
diffusion equations over rectangular meshes. The numerical scheme is designed to
use the C''-conforming Qy, element as our trial space and L? piecewise Qy_o poly-
nomials as our test space. We prove that the designed numerical method is con-
vergent with optimal rates in the H', L2, H?-norms, respectively. Furthermore, we
have presented a unified approach to study the superconvergence property of the
Petrov-Galerkin method and establish the superconvergence results including: 1)
the function value and the first-order derivative are superconvergent with a rate of
h?k=2 at all mesh nodes; 2) the function value approximation is superconvergent
with rate h**2 at roots of Jk_fi_z(ar) ® Jk_fi_2(y); 3) the first-order and second-
order derivatives are superconvergent with rates of h*+1 and h* along the Lobatto
lines and Gauss lines, respectively; 4) the numerical solution uy, is superconvergent
towards the special Jacobi projection ur of the exact solution in all L2, H', H?-
norms. Numerical experiments demonstrate that all the established error bounds
are optimal.

We would like to point out that in principle it is straightforward to generalize
the methodology we adopt in this paper to convection-diffusion equations with
variable coefficients. However, it requires very tedious and lengthy arguments to
carry on the argument, in a mathematically rigorous way. Our numerical results
demonstrate that the same convergence and superconvergence results still hold true
for convection-diffusion equations with variable coefficients.
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9. APPENDIX

This section is dedicated to the construction of the correction function wjy, satis-
fying the conditions of Proposition 2.

In light of (5I2) and the estimates of E*EY« in Lemma [41] we have
a(u —ur +wp,0) = a(E°u + EYu 4wy, 0) + O(h*72)16]o.
In other words, to achieve our superconvergence goal, we need to construct correc-
tion functions w¥,w} € Vj, to separately correct the two low-order errors a(E®u, 6)
and a(E"y,0) such that
a(E"u +wj, 0) = O )||0llo, a(EYu +w},0) = O )0l

for some positive .

9.1. Correction function for the error a(E*u,f). We begin with the intro-
duction of some operators Q3, Q7. For any function v(x,y), we define a special
operator Q] along the y-direction as follows: Q‘Z’U|T]y € Py (7}) satisfies

(Qhv —v)(-y5) = 0y(Qpv —v)(-y;) =0, j € Ly,
)
/ (Qjv—v)(-,y)0dy =0, VO e ]P)]C_4(ij), k> 4.
Yj—1

Note that the operator Q)7 is actually the one dimensional truncated Jacobi expan-
sion along the y-direction while the other variable is fixed. Consequently,

(91) ”U - }yzU”p,oo,T;r’ = HEyU”p,oo,T;r’ S hk+1_pHU”p,oo,T;r’7 Vp<k+1
Similarly we can define the operator ()} along the z-direction.
In light of ({3]), we have

o0

(9.2) Eulr, = Y cipy) ;) ().
p=k+1
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Define
(9.3) uo(z,y)
By the orthogonality of Jacobi polynomials, i.e., J;f’l_zj_]Pn_4, s J;f’l_2J_]Pn_3 (see

[11]), we have
a(E%u,0) = (—aE"uyy + 510, E%u + B2 E%uy + vE"u, 0)

2,2 2,-2
iy = Gk (Y)Y i (@) + cipr2 (U)o (@),

84) — (BrBrun, 6) + (—ad2, + oy + )1, 0).

Let

(9.5) M) = Qreirs1(y), Xa(y) = Qhcik2(y),

and define

(9.6) wo (@, y)lre = M W) o (@) + ) 557 (@), woi(z,y) =0.

For all | € Zy_o, we define a series of functions w; € V}, as follows:
(9.7) a(Opgwy, 0) = (B10zwi—1 + (820 — a@iy +Y)wi—2,0), VO €Sy,
(9.8) Opwi(zi,y) =0, wi(a,y) =0, w(z,c)=w(z,d) =0, Y(z,y) € N
where
(9.9) Sp={0(z,y) : 0| € (Pr—2(x) \ Po(z)) X Pr_2(y), V7 € Tp}.
Lemma 9.1. Define

WY = {v(y) € C(le,d)) : v|7.]y €Py, v(ic)=v(d) =0, j€Zn}.

Gwen any smooth function g, assume that v(y) € W}/ is the solution of the following
problem:

d d
(9.10) / v(y)0(y)dy = / 9(W)0(y)dy, VO € Pr_o(7)).
Then v(y) is well defined. Moreover, there holds
(9.11) 19y v110,00,c,) S 10 gllo,00,fc,a)s 1 < k.

Proof. To prove the uniqueness of v, we only need to show that the right hand
side function g = 0 can yield a unique zero solution, i.e., v = 0. To this end, we
choose 6 = Oy, v in (@.10) and use the integration by parts to obtain

[ owray=o
which yields, together with the homogenous boundary condition,
Oyv =0, v=0.
Consequently, v(y) is well defined.
To estimate (QII)), we define a special function Ryg € W}/ of g as follows:
Ruglyv = Qpg, j# LN, Rng(Wjm) = 9Wim), j=1N,m € Li_s,

where y; , can be chosen as any interpolation points. By the approximation theory,
we have for all n < k,

||g —Rth . < h’nJrl”an-i-l,p,T]yv j# 17N7
0Py~ hn”an,p,T]yv .]: 1,N
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Then we choose 6 = 0y, (v — Rpg) in (@.10) to derive

19, (v — Rag)|Z = (v — Rug, dyy(v — Rng))| = |9 — Rng, yy(v — Rug))|
N—1
= 3 1(9,(9 — Rug), 8y (v — Rig))| + h" [ glln.cormolv — Ragllz.com,
Jj=2

S 0" 2lgllesllo = Raglla,

where 79 = 7{ U 7%, and in the last step, we have used the inverse inequality
[0]|2.00 < B2 0|1 for any finite element, function v. Again, by the inverse inequal-

~

ity, we have
_ 1
v = Ruglln S h7"lv — Raglls S h%lgllnes, Vn <k,
and thus
v = Rgllnoe S 0720 — Ruglln < 9lnco-

Consequently,

[Vlln,00 S Nlv = Rrglln,co + [ RGlln,00 S 19lln,00-
This finishes the proof of ([@I1]). O
Lemma 9.2. Assume that u has the Jacobi expansion [E3) in each Tij, and A1, Az

are defined in ([@8). Then the correction functions wi,1 <1<k —2 in (@71)-@)
are well defined. Furthermore, there exist functions jup(y) € W}/ such that

k—1

(9.12) awwllff S Z 11, (Y) B3 p(2), ||6;Nl7p||07w S At lnt,00 + [ A2lln+,00-
p=k—1

Consequently, if u € WFTIHA with n being some positive integer, then
(9.13)
||8;fazwl||0,oo S thrl||U||k+l+mL1,oo, ||8;fwl||0,oo S hmm(k““’%ﬁ)||U||k+l+n+1,oo-

Here ¢; . (x) denotes the Lobatto polynomial of degree n on 77, i.e.,

2 — Ti; — Tij—1

¢i,n($) = ¢n( hz

) = ¢n(3)7 s € [_17 1]7 T € (‘Ti—luxi)'

Proof. Note that for any w; € Vj,, we have 02, w;, € Px_2(7¥). Soppose

k—2
8mmwl|7'f = Z Cl,p(y)Liyp(:E)'
p=0

Recalling the definition of w; in (3.71)), we easily obtain that ¢; ,(y) is the solution
of ([@I0) with the right hand side function

2p+1
9) =~

/1(513111%—1 + (B20y — a0y, + Ywi—2)(,y) Lip(x)dw.

In other words, ¢;,,(y) is uniquely determined, and thus 0,,w; is well-defined. Then
the homogenous boundary condition in ([@.8]) indicates a unique function w; from
Ozzw;. Consequently w; is uniquely defined.
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We prove ([@I2) by the method of mathematical induction. We first show ([@12)
is valid for [ = 1. Note that wo(zi,y) = 0,y € [¢,d],i € Zpr and 0,0.» € Py_3(x)
for any 6 € W;,. By (@) and the integration by parts, we have

M d T
a(@yw1,0,6) = ﬁ1<w0,am9):ﬂlz / A (y)dy / T30 (@)0,6(x, y)da

Ti—1

" 2k—1 =2 Z/ y)dy /Iii1 ¢ik—1(x)0:0(z,y)dx

Here in the last step, we have used Jnfo(s) = W(¢n+l — ¢n-1)(s) and
the fact ¢gt1LPr_o. Since A1 (¢) = A1(d) = 0 and the above equation holds for any

0, then

Opwi|rs = _4ﬁ1(k2; 1_)(1k —2) M (Y) i e—1(x),

and thus (@I2) holds true for I = 1 with

prsa(y) = — 2EZ DR ) o

)‘1”0 00 5 H)‘lnn 00+

Now we suppose ([@I2)) is valid for all I and prove it holds true for I + 1 with
l <k—3,k > 4. By the induction assumption and the orthogonality of the Lobatto
polynomials, we get

k—1

Outwi] e = B0 D ()i () LPo(7F), VI<k—3,

p=k—1

and thus
1(x,y) /8wla:ydx*hllz,uzp/ Gip(T
p=k—I1
14 - i Hi

Bl P l p—1 ,p+1

7 ) =h - 7 )
p;l2 (Pip+1 — Pip—1)(x) = p:;_1(2p_3 2p+1)¢ » (@)

where we use the notation yy, =0forallp=k—-1—-1,k—1—2,k+1, and in the
forth step, we have used (£4). Similarly, there holds

Lopttt S (Mot Bty ) 1P(F), WI< k-3,
wi—1(x,y)|- p;l 3 o+ 1 V@i p(x) LPo(17), VI < 3

By defining
0 vl ) = [ vla
and using the fact that w;_1 LPo(77) and @A), we get

'L

k T
P _ pt (Hitpmt _ i / - (2)d
i (2, y) pijl o3 i) ), @i

k
= Z ~1,p9ip(T (),
=k—




28 WAIXIANG CAO, LUELING JIA, AND ZHIMIN ZHANG

where

_ Hi—1p—2  [i—1,p 1 M—1,p  HI—1p+2 1
9.14 = - - -
O14) ey = (G = ) 3~ G, T T s Yt

with -1, =0, Vp <k —1, or p> k + 1. Note that

(915) ’wl(.fi, ) = 8;1101,1(331-, ) = 0, V’L S ZM,Z S k — 3
By (@.8)) and the integration by parts,
a(Opwig1,0,0) = (Brwg + (B20y — ozajy + )0, w1, 0,.0)

k—1
WS NT (Cpdin 0a8),,

Ti,; €Th p=k—1—1
Here (u,v); = [ (uwv)(x,y)dzdy, and
. Hi,p—1 Hi,p+1 _
Cip = b1 (21)’;_3 - T:l) + (B20y — adyy + V) i1—1,p-
Consequently,

k—1
613wl+1|7'ij = hl Z /J,l+17p(y)¢i)p(fli)
p=k—1—1

with fi41,,(y) € W} is the solution of the following equation:

d d
/ fi1,p(y)o(y)dy = / Cipv(y)dy, Vv € Pr_a(y).
In light of the conclusion in Lemma (0.1 we have
10y st pllose S 1051 p—1llo.c0 + 10) t1.p+1 110,00 + 1052 Hi—1,p]l0,00
S IMllngisriee + [ A2llnsi41,00-
In other words, ([@I2)) is also valid for [ + 1 and thus holds true for all | < k — 2.

We next prove ([@13). By ([@I2), we easily get
k

”8;896101”0,00 Sh! Z ||8;L/Ll,p||0,oo < hl(H)‘l”nH,oo + [ A2lln+,00)-
p=k—1—1

Recalling the definition of A\;,7 = 1,2 and using the estimates for E*u, we have
02 M ll0,00 + 105 X2 ll0,00 S 105 T Eull0,00 < 01| ktrignt1,00-
Then
00 0zwillo,00 S P [ ullkti4ns1,00, | € Zp—a.

This finishes the proof of the first inequality of ([@I3]). Similarly, by using (9.14)
and the estimates of A1, Ay, we have for all [ < k — 3,

k

10pwilloce SBE D 03 mplloce S P [ullkpipn 1,00
p=k—1—1

As for [ = k — 2, we have, from the Poincaré inequality,
10 wi—2llo,c0 S 10 Bxwi—2llo,co S h**2||ullor—14n,00-

Then the second inequality of (@I3) follows. This finishes our proof. O
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Now we are ready to construct the correction funciton wy,. Define

k—2
(9.16) wh(z,y) =Y wi(z,y)
=1

with w; defined by (@7)-(@8). We have the following property for the correction
function wy.

Theorem 9.3. Let wi(z,y) € V), be defined by (@IG). Then

(9.17) wi (a,y) = wi(z,¢) = wi (z,d) =0, w;(b,y) =wg_2(b,y).
Furthermore, if u € W2kT1.2°(Q) | then
(9.18) la(E%u 4w, 0)] < h2*72|ullokr1.00|0ll0, VO € Wi

Proof. First, (@I7) follows directly from the conclusions in Lemma [0.2] (©.8])
and (@.IH). Note that any § € W), can be decomposed into

0 =06y+ 04, 91|-,— S (Pk_z(x) \ ]P)Q(./L')) X ]P)k_g(y), 6‘0|7— € ]PQ(CL‘) X Pk_z(y).

Since 01 € SF with SF defined by (@), we have, from (0.0)-(@.7),

k—2
a(wy,0h) = Z(—aﬂwz + B Vw +ywi, bh)

=1

((B20y — @Oyy + 7)(Wi—2 — wo + wi—3),01) + B1(Fpwr—2 — Ozwo, b1)

= Iy, — ((B20y — aOyy + v)wo, 1) — B1(dzwo, 01),
where wy is defined in ([@6]), and
Iy = ((B20y — aOyy + 7)(wk—2 + wi—3),0) + B1(Dpwi—2,0).
As for the term a(wj, 0y), we use the properties of w; in ([@.12) to obtain that
Opawn LPo(2),n € Z—2, Opwp LPo(x),m € Zi—3, wiLPo(x),l € Zp—qy, if k>4,
and thus,
a(wy, 0o) = ((B20y — adyy +7)(Wi—2 + wi—3),60) + B1(Orwr—2,00) = Ig,.
Consequently,
a(wi,0) = a(wi,00 +61) = Ig— ((B20, — adyy + v)wo,b1) — B1(dzwo, 61)
= Iy — a(wo,b1).
On the other hand, we have from (@.4)),
a(E%u,0) = ((B10x + P20y — adyy + ¥)uo, 01 + bp) = aluo, 1) + a(uo, bo),
and thus
(9.19) a(E*u+ wy, 0) = Iy + a(ug, 0o) + a(uo — wo, 01).
By ([@I3) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
2 k-2

(9:20)  |Io] 5 <||8mwk2||o+ > ||3{}wzllo> 1610 < h** 2wl 2r+1.0010]]o-

n=01=k—3
As for the term a(ug, 0p), noticing that 6y € Po(x), we have from (@3]
|a(uo, 00)| = [((B20y — adyy +7)uo, 00)| S ™ [|[ullmr2.00[100]l0, 7 <k +1
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for k = 3. While for k > 4, we have ug LPy_4, which yields
a(ug,0y) = 0.
Consequently,
(9.21) |a(uo, 80)| S W [ullkrs,collllo S A2 ull2k,0016ll0, Y > 3.

To estimate the error ug — wp, we recall the definition of ug, wy in (@3) and ([@.6)
and then use the estimate of E¥u to obtain

103 (uo — wo)llo,corm.; S 110 (QYE"uw — E*w)lo,00 S P2 [[ull 241,00
Similarly, we get
102 (1o — wo)llo.co,m; S P IQEE w — E*ullo.00 S B ||ull2641,00-
Consequently,
[((B20y — adyy + ) (1o — wo), 01) + B1(0a (g — wo), 01) < A 2[|ue]|2k+1,00]161 ]l 0-
Substituting ([@20)-@21)) into @3] yields
la(E*uw+wi,0)] < W72 |ullart1,00 (10010 + 161]10) S B2 ||ull2k+1,00]16]]0-

~

This finishes the proof of (@I]). O

9.2. Correction function for the error a(EYu, ). The construction of the cor-
rection function w} for a(EYu,0) is similar to that of w}. To be more precise, we
suppose in each element 7;;,
o0
—2,-2
Tij Z gJ'#Z(‘T)Jj,q (y)

q=k+1

EYuy

Let
_ " 2,2 " 2,2 _
Wo (2, Y)|ry; = Qpsjet1(®) ;0" W) + Qrsjr2(®); 1o (v), w-1(z,y) =0.

For all | € Zj,_5, we define a series of functions w; € V}, as follows:
a(ayywlu 9) = (B2aywl—1 + (Blam - aam;v + ’7)7‘7!—27 6‘)7 Vo € S;{,
Oywi(z,y;) =0, w(z,c)=0,w(a,y)=w(by) =0, V(z,y) € Q,
where
S = {0(z,y) : 0 € Py(z) x (Pr—2(y) \ Po(y))}.

Following the same argument as that in Lemma [0.2] we get w;(x,y;) = 0 for all
I <k—3and

(9.22)
1050y rllo,co S PF [ wllktitntto0s [105@1l0,00 S ™ N2 4y oo

Define

N

-2

(9.23) wy(z,y) = ) wi(x,y),

~

and follow what we have done in Theorem [0.3] we get
(9.24) wi(z,¢) = wjl(a,y) =wj(by) =0, w(r,d) =02z, d),
and

(9:25) |a(BYu +w, 0)] S P2 |ull2kt1,00]6ll0, V8 € Wi
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9.3. Proof of Proposition [2l Define the correction function by
T —a —c_
wi(2,y) = (] +w})(@,y) = T—wia(b,y) - T— s (x.d),
b—a d—c
where w}, w) are given by (@.I6), (O7)-(@.8) and [@.23). As a direct consequence
of (@I and (@24), we have
wn(a,y) = wn(b,y) = wi(z, c) = wa(z,d) = 0.
In other words, wy, € V0.
Now we are ready to prove the conclusion of Proposition 2l
Proof. By using the properties and estimates of E* E%u in Lemma 1] we have
|a(B”E¥u, 0)] S h** 2 ull26-118]l0, V8 € Wi
Let
- T—a y—c
= — _ b —
w(:c,y) b_awk 2(7y) d—c
By (@13) and ([@22]), we have
2

a(@,0) S D (105 w200 + 05 @r—2ll0.0)10ll0 S h** 2 ullzis1,00]16 0,

n=0

Wy—2(z, d).

which yields, together with (@I8) and (@25),
la(n +wn, O) £ B2 ull2k41,00]10lo-
Then (&.13) follows.
We next prove (B13)-(E14). By @I3) and [@.22]), we have

k—2
lwallo.ce D (Iwillo.co + rllo.cc) S A™™ FF22572) g5 41 oo,

=1
k—2

[wnllm,oo S Y (lwillm,oo + [@llm,o0) S B2 [ull2p 41,00, m = 1,2,

=1

Then (EI3) follows. By ([@I2) and ([@I5) , we have d,w} (x;,y;) = 0 and

|0 wis (i, y5)| = |0y wi—a (i, y7)| < 105 wi—2l0,00 S H**2[|ull2kt1,00, 7 =0, 1.

~

Similarly, there holds
05wy (24, y5)| = 10y Wr—2 (i, y;)| S W7 [lulloki1,00, = 0,1, dywy (i, y;) = 0.
Consequently,
lwn (i, y;)| + [Vwn (@i, y7)] S P72l 2641,00-
This finishes the proof of (5.14]). The proof is complete. O

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCE, BEIJING NORMAL UNIVERSITY, BEIJING LO0875, CHINA.

Email address: caowx@bnu.edu.cn

BEDING COMPUTATIONAL SCIENCE RESEARCH CENTER, BELJING, 100193, CHINA.

Email address: 11jia@csrc.ac.cn

BEIJING COMPUTATIONAL SCIENCE RESEARCH CENTER, BEIJING, 100193, CHINA; AND DEPART-
MENT OF MATHEMATICS, WAYNE STATE UNIVERSITY, DETROIT, MI 48202, USA.

Email address: zmzhang@csrc.ac.cn



	1. Introduction
	2.  A C1 Petrov-Galerkin method
	3. Existence and uniqueness
	4. A specially constructed Jacobi projection
	5. Error estimates and superconvergence analysis
	5.1. Optimal error estimates
	5.2. Superconvergence analysis

	6. Interior estimates for the C1 Petrov-Galerkin method
	7. Numerical experiments
	8. Conclusion
	References
	9. Appendix
	9.1. Correction function for the error a(Exu,) 
	9.2. Correction function for the error a(Eyu,)
	9.3. Proof of Proposition 2


