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A CONTINUOUS SPACE-TIME FINITE ELEMENT METHOD
FOR THE WAVE EQUATION

DONALD A. FRENCH AND TODD E. PETERSON

ABSTRACT. We consider a finite element method for the nonhomogeneous
second-order wave equation, which is formulated in terms of continuous ap-
proximation functions in both space and time, thereby giving a unified treat-
ment of the spatial and temporal discretizations. Our analysis uses primarily
energy arguments, which are quite common for spatial discretizations but not
for time.

We present a priori nodal (in time) superconvergence error estimates with-
out any special time step restrictions. Our method is based on tensor-product
spaces for the full discretization.

1. INTRODUCTION

The continuous time Galerkin (CTG) method is a finite element technique which
provides time discretizations for evolution problems using approximation spaces of
continuous functions. This approach is particularly appropriate for wave problems
as it retains discrete versions of the important energy conservation properties pro-
vided by the initial/boundary value problem being approximated (see [11]). Com-
putations and analyses have shown this is especially useful in the approximation of
solutions to nonlinear wave problems (see, for instance, [12], [13], or [18]). Recent
work by DeFrutos and Sanz-Serna [7] indicates that the constants in long-time esti-
mates may be smaller for such methods. Another advantage of the CTG approach
is that CTG methods of any desired order of accuracy are easily formulated.

The main purpose of this paper is to demonstrate new variational techniques
to analyze these high-order accurate space-time finite element methods. We will
prove both global convergence and nodal in time superconvergence error estimates.
The global error estimates we present have also been obtained by [4] (see also [5]),
however, by nonvariational arguments, and in earlier work of the authors [10], but
by different techniques, which required a time step restriction. The approximation
of the heat equation by CTG methods was studied by Aziz and Monk [1]. Our
report complements theirs; however, we note that the stability estimates for the
wave equation are more complicated (see §3), and our proof of superconvergence is
shorter and, we feel, more straightforward. The techniques we use would also apply
to the heat equation.
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We remark that these CTG schemes in the homogeneous case (f = 0) are equiv-
alent to Gauss-Legendre implicit Runge-Kutta (IRK) methods (see [11]). In this
connection see also [3]. For three other nonclassical finite element treatments of
the wave equation, see Babuska and Janik [2], Johnson [14], and Richter [17].

It may seem unusual to use an implicit method for approximation of the wave
equation. However, for some wave problems, particularly nonlinear problems where
there may be “blowup” or highly singular behavior, there is growing evidence of the
advantages of implicit schemes. Bona et al. [6] use the Gauss-Legendre IRK meth-
ods to solve the generalized KdV equation efficiently. Strauss and Vazquez [18] note
that certain explicit methods fail while an implicit energy-preserving scheme gives a
sensible approximation to the generalized Klein-Gordon equation. In addition, the
variational formulation of space-time finite element methods seems to facilitate the
derivation of a posteriori error estimates, which may serve as the basis for rational
adaptive grid refinement (see [14] for an example for the wave equation). Based on
these observations, we consider the CTG method a viable approach to many wave
problems, and hope that the analysis presented here for the linear wave equation
will lay the foundation for future work on the sort of nonlinear problems mentioned
above.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In §1 we specify our notations, collect
important approximation results, and describe a useful reformulation of the wave
problem. Our main estimate will involve the decomposition

Y=Y =@y—Pg) +(Pg—9)+@G-Y)=p+0+n,

where y is the partial differential equation solution, Y is the fully discrete approx-
imation, g is a discrete in time and continuous in space approximation, and P, is
projection in the spatial variables. In §3 we present the fundamental arguments in
an abstract setting from which the estimates of n for the wave equation will follow.
We introduce 3 and several necessary regularity results in §4, and in §5 we complete
the estimate of the error y — Y, using the decomposition above and the theorems
for g. Section 6 has the results of several numerical experiments with the scheme,
where we explore the necessity of some of the assumptions on the initial data.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let Q be a bounded region in R (d = 1,2, 3) with a smooth boundary 99, and
let [0, 7] be a finite time interval. We consider the following initial/boundary value
problem: find U = U(z, t) such that

Utt*AU:f iHQX[O,T],
(1) U=0 ondQx][0,T],
U(-,0) = Uy and U:(-,0) = V5 in Q.

Our results easily generalize to the case where —A is replaced by any uniformly ellip-
tic selfadjoint second-order operator which is independent of ¢; the time-dependent
case will be the subject of future work.

For a domain S C R?, we will use the Lebesgue spaces La(S) and Lo (S), and
the Sobolev spaces H*(S) for s a positive integer, all defined in the usual way. We
will also use H}(Q) and its dual H=1(Q2). For H}(Q), we take the norm to be
[vllz20) = [IVVllLy(e)- All of these spaces are Hilbert spaces except for Lo ().
When S = ), we will usually omit {2 from our notation. For functions depending
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on both space and time variables, given a time interval [a, b] and H any of the above
Hilbert spaces, we define the Hilbert space La([a, b], H) by

b 1/2
|U||L2([a,b],H)_</ Iv(ut)llizdt) :

There is an analogous definition for Lo ([a,b], H). When [a,b] = [0,T], these will
be denoted simply by Lo(H) and Loo(H). We use C' to denote a generic positive
constant, not necessarily the same at different occurrences, but always independent
of all discretization parameters, solutions, and of 7.

We reformulate (2) as a first-order system by introducing the function V' = Us.

Letting
U 0 0 -
v=(v). r=(}). ma a=] .

Y,+AY =F inQx[0,7],
(2) Y =0 ondQx][0,T],

Y(-,0) = (‘[ig) in Q,
where the domain of A is D(A) = (H2N Hy) x Hg. Tt will also be convenient to
define a mapping T': H=! — H} by
—A(Tv) =v in,
Tv=0 on 0f.

0 T
p=(5 )

with D(B) = Ly x H~!. Notice that BA and AB are identities on the appropriate
domains.

We next discuss the approximation spaces and their properties. Let Sg be a
finite-dimensional subspace of H}, depending on a discretization parameter h > 0.
Define the Ly projection 7, : Ly — Sg by

we then have

Finally, we define

(ﬂ-wua X)L2 = (u7 X)L2 VX € S;};La
and define the Hj projection P, : Hj — S} by
(VPou, VX)L, = (Vu, V)L, Vx € Sh.
We assume for S[j the following properties:
(3) lu—maullL, < Ch"|ullar,
where u € H" N H and 0 <7 < p+ 1; and
(4) lu = Poullgs < Ch"|lullar,

where u € H' N HE, 0 < s <7 <p-+1ands=0,1. Define the discrete Laplace
operator —Ay, : SI’} — S}}} by

(7Ah>\7X)L2 = (V)\, VX)Lz Vx € Szl)lv
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and define T, : H~! — S} by
(VA VX)L, = (A X)z, VX €S
Note that T}, restricted to S[j is the inverse of —Aj. We also define the following

two operators:
. 0 -1 (0 Ty
Ah_(—Ah O) and Bh_(—] 0)

Notice that on Sg X SI’} these are inverses of each other.
Let [0, 7] be partitioned by 0 =ty < t; < --- <ty =T, and let
I, = [th—1,tn], kn=1tn —tn—1, k=max{k,:1<n<N}
For functions ¢ which depend continuously on time, we will often use the notation
¢n = ¢(tn). The space of polynomials of degree ¢ on an interval [a, b] is denoted by
P,([a,b]). We define S¥ to be those continuous functions on [0,T] whose restriction
to any I,, belongs to P,(I,). Define an operator m : L?(I,) — P,_1(I,) by the
equation
(s X) Lo (1) = (U X)Lo(1,) VX € Py—1(In),
and also define P; : H'([0,T]) — S(’; by P;u(0) = u(0) and
(0u(Pyw), Xe) 1o (j0,7)) = (Ues Xe)La(o,1)) VX € Sk
Note that
Piu(ty) = u(ty), n=0,1,...,N
and that there is no ambiguity if we talk of P : H'(I,)) — P,(I,) (i.e., P, may be

computed locally). Also note that m and P; are projections into different spaces.
We have the following approximation properties:

)

(5) lu = meul[Ly(1,) < ChyllOfullLy,)
where uw € H"(I,) and 0 < r < ¢; and
(6) 107 (w — Pew)| Lo(r,) < Chy* 107 ullLo(1,)

wherew € H"(I,) and 0 < s <r < ¢+1, s = 0,1. Any function ¢ € P,(I,,) satisfies
the following inverse properties:

(7) Il Lo (1) < Okﬁl/2||¢”L2(In)v
(8) 16ell Lo,y < Chip 16l Loz,
9) Dl Lacr,y < C{ky/?|B(tn-1)| + 7ol Loy}

(See Lemma 1, p. 42, in [9] for a proof of (9).)

The space-time domains @ = Q x [0,T] and S,, = Q x I,, will be used in this
paper. Our approximate solutions will be defined in the space S]};{f = Sg ® Sf;.
The operators and estimates we have introduced for Sf; and SI’} can be extended in
obvious ways to the space ng .

We now introduce the approximation scheme. The method is based on the
formulation (2), so U, U; are approximated separately by u,v € SI’};. These approx-
imations are defined successively on each slab of space-time as follows:

(10) (ug =0, X)Lo(s,) =0 Vx € S[f ® Py_1(In),
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(11) (Ve N a8y + (Vu, VA o5, = (s M eaes,) VA€ SZJ ® Py_1(1p).

Also take u(+,0) = ug and v(-, 0) = vg, where ug, vy € Sg are some suitable approx-
imations of Uy, Vo. Note that the test functions x, A are one degree lower (¢ — 1)
in time to account for the fact that u and v are fixed a priori by continuity at
t = t,—1. Letting y = (u,v) and using the discrete Laplacian, we can reformulate
this problem in the same way as was done for the partial differential equation. We
obtain

(12) (yt + Any, ¢)L2(1n,H3xL2) = (F, ¢)L2(1n,H3xL2) Vo € [S;})L ® Pq—l(In)]z-

One of the most appealing properties of this scheme is that it conserves energy
in the same way as the continuous problem. Letting x = v; in (10) and A = u; in
(11), we obtain

En=En1+ (fiur)s,
where
2 2
En = zllonllL, + 51 VunllL,,

and if f = 0, then the energy is observed.

3. CTG APPROXIMATION OF AN ABSTRACT IVP

In this section we consider the discretization in time of an abstract initial value
problem. Let H be a real Hilbert space, and let .4 be an operator defined on a
dense domain D(A) C H, which generates a strongly continuous semigroup, which
we will denote by e**. We assume that (AV,V) > 0 and that || A*V |z < C||AV || &
for all V€ D(A). Then |le"*™AV||g < ||V||x for all V € H. In particular, these
assumptions are satisfied if A is skew-symmetric, which is the case for the wave
equation; however, our analysis is more general, and would apply also for example
to the heat equation if we took Y to be a scalar representing the temperature and
A the negative Laplacian operator. We consider the problem

(13) Y+ AY =F,  Y(0) =Y.

Precise assumptions on Yy and F' will be stated below. In this section we will denote
m; and P; simply by 7 and P, respectively.

The time-discrete CTG approximation to (13) is an element y of D(A) @ S¥
which satisfies y(0) =Y and for 1 <n < N

(14) W, D) ro,.m) + (AY, D)o,y = (F )y, 5y Vo € H® Py1(1yn).
We first derive a basic stability estimate.

Theorem 1. If y satisfies (14), then
(@) Nyell acrry + 1Yl oy < CLTV2 A |l + TIAF || oy + 1 Fll oy )
and for 0 <t <T

() Nye@)lla + 1Ayl < CLUAYD i + T2 VAF | Loy + 1 Fll o }-

Proof. On each subinterval, (14) is equivalent to y; = —mAy + 7F. Therefore, by
(9), we have

1AY | o1, 1) < CLEY | Ayl + 17 AY || Lo, 1) }

(15)
< C{ky 21 Ay =1t 4 19ell oy + I F | Lacr, i) }-
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Taking ¢ = Ay, in (14) gives
Yes AYt) Lo (1, 1) + (AY AY) Lo (1, 1) = (Fy AYe) Lo (1, H)
A3 — 3l Ayn_1ll3 < —(AF, Yt) Lo (I, H)-
Summing over n gives
(16) 31 AYall7r < 51 Avoll7r — (AF 96 Lo (0,1, 1)-

On I, let w(t) = t—t,—1 and write y = yp,—1 +wy withy € HQ P;_1(I,,). Choosing
¢ =7 in (14) gives

Wt V) Lo, i) + (AY D) Lo (1,5 = (B Y) Lo (1,0, H) s

U 0) Lo, 1) + (WYY Lo (1, 1) + (AYn—1,7) Lo(1,,, H)
+ (WAY, ) Lo (1,50 = (B ) Ly (1., H) »

||§H%2([TL,H) + (WG W) Lo (10, 1) < —(AYn—1,) Lo (1, 150) + (FSY) Lo (1,0, H) -

Integration by parts in time establishes that

(WG, D) o) = =300 110y + 51Tl
Thus,

%Hyﬂi([n,m SN AYn-1llra @, [l 2oy + 1 | Lo, |9l a1 1)
= krlL/2HAyn*1”H”yHLﬂln,H) F NN 2o, iy N Lo, 1)
whence
(17) T a1y < 20K 2N AYn1 |l + 1F || Lor,) }-
By the inverse estimate (8) and properties of w, we have
(18)
el Lo (rn, ) = 17 + Wil Lot 1) S Nl Lo,y + WGl Lo (1) < ClYN Lo (1, 1)-
Equations (15)—(18) combine to give
19l Z (10,2 + 1AV o1,y < CLRRllAYn—1 1T + 1F 17,1, )
< Clknl Ayollzr + knll AF (| Lo (0,10, 20 Vel L (0,60, 1) + 1F 1T 51,011 }-

Summing over n yields

(20)

(19)

||yt||2Lz([0,tn],H) + HAyH%2([0,tn]7H)
< C{tnll Aol + tall AF | oo, 19| Loqo,1,20) + 1 F I 510,000,200 -

A simple kickback argument completes the proof of the first result.
To obtain the pointwise in time estimate, by (7) and (19),

1yellZ e iy + 1IAYNT 1 iy < Ok el 2o iy + MY o1 )
< C{lAyollir + IAF | Lyqo,t1, 20 19ell Laco.tn).mr) + Fn IF T 1,1y
< C{l Ayl H + tall AF 7, 0,611y + tn 196l Za 0,020y + Ko IF T o0y}
Now by (20) we have
Hyt”%oo(ln,H) + ”Ay”%oo(In,H)
< C{llAyollH + tall AF 7, 0,601y + IF I o 0,000,20) }-
The desired result follows. O
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If H is finite-dimensional, then existence and uniqueness of the CTG approxima-
tion follow at once from the preceding stability estimate. The next theorem shows
that this holds true in general.

Theorem 2. Given Yy € D(A) and F which satisfies || AF || L, m) | F Loy < o0,
there is a unique y € D(A) ® S which satisfies (14).

Proof. Let {¢,,} be an orthonormal basis for H, with ¢, € D(A), and set H, =
span{¢i,...,on}. Let yf be the orthogonal projection of Yy into H,. It suffices
to consider a generic time interval, such as I = [0,1]. For each n there exists a
unique solution to the (finite-dimensional) problem: find y™ € H,, ® P,(I) such that
y™(0) = y§ and

(i + Ay, X) Lo,m) = (FyX) Lo(r,m) VX € Hy @ Py ().

By the previous theorem and the inequality

9l 2o,y < Mly(0) || + /1 lye (Ol dt <yl + yell Lo, m)

it follows that {||y"(| .7,y + [ AY" || £o(z, ) } is bounded. Because A is necessarily
closed (being the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup), from this we can
deduce that there is a subsequence, still denoted y™, such that y™ converges weakly
in Ly(I, H) to some y € D(A), and further that Ay™ converges weakly in Lo(I, H)
to Ay. Since

(y;l7X)L2(I,H) = _(ynaXt)Lz(I,H) - _(y7Xt)L2(I,H) = (ytuX)L2 1,H),

(
we also have that y}* converges weakly to y;. To show that y satisfies (14), given
X € H® P,_1(I), let x™ be the orthogonal projection of x into H,, ® P,_1(I).
Then for n > m

(i +AY" X" ) Lo,m) = (F,X™) Lo (1, H)-
Fix m, and let n — oo, and then let m — oo. It only remains to show that the
initial condition is satisfied. But this is trivial: by construction y™(0) converges in
H to Yy, and it is also easy to deduce that y™(0) converges weakly in H to y(0);
it follows that y(0) = Yy. This proves existence. Uniqueness follows immediately
from the stability estimate. |

The previous theorem guarantees that y(t) € D(A); standard arguments show
that y(t) will have more regularity (i.e., lies in the domain of higher powers of A)
under the appropriate assumptions on Yy and F', and this fact will be tacitly used
below. The stability estimate also allows us to prove the following error estimate.

Theorem 3. Let Y be the solution of (13), and y the CTG approximation defined
by (14). Then for 0 <t <T

Iy (t) = AY ()| < CRTHTV2 |08 APY ||y 1,y + 107 AY [l -
Proof. Write y =Y = (y — PY) — (Y — PY) = 6 + p. Note that § € H ® Sk

and 6(0) = 0. A short calculation establishes that 6 satisfies, for any n and any
¢ € H® Py_1(1,),

(0r + A0, B) Ly (1,1 = (Ap; ) 1o(1,0, 1) -

The stated estimate follows by applying Theorem 1b to #, and estimating p using
(6). |
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Our next goal is to derive a higher-order estimate for the error at time nodes
t = t,. For this we will need the following stability result.

Lemma 1. The solution y of (14) satisfies
107 AT y || iy < CT2 AP Y| + CT | A F| 1y

q
+C Y0 AT .

Jj=1

Proof. Recall that on each subinterval I,,, y satisfies y; + 7 Ay = 7F". Operating on
this identity with 9/ ' A’ gives

21 Ay = -0 T Ay + 0] (I — m) ATy + 0 ' r AT F.
(21) i Ay = =0, y+0, y+0;
For the second term on the right-hand side, we have by (5) and (8) that
10,7 (1 = M)Ay L rmy < Chy VI = 1) Ayl 1,
< Ck;(iil)kiflHatiilAjJrly”Lz(In,H)a
and thus taking norms in (21) gives
(22) 0L A yl| Ly (1, 01y < C||3571Aj+1y|\L2(1n,H) + ||8271Aj7TFHL2(In,H)-

By summing over n and repeated use of (22) we obtain

qg—1
107 AT Y|l Ly < CUOA Y| Loty + C Y07 AT F | Lo

j=1

The proof is now completed by applying Theorem 1 to A%?y, which is just the CTG
solution to the problem with initial data .A%9Y; and nonhomogeneity A2¢F. O

The following is the final result of this section.

Theorem 4. LetY be the solution of (13), and y the CTG approximation defined
by (14). Then, assuming Yo and F have the indicated regularity, for 1 <n < N

1y(tn) =Y ()| o

q
< CE*S T|| A2y || e + T3/2H-A2q+1F”L2(H) +71/2 Z 1077 AT F| 1y
=0

Proof. Let E =y —Y. Then on I, F satisfies By + AE = (I —7)(Ay — F), so

tn
E, =ée"AE, | + / ettIA(T — 1) (Ay — F) dt.

tn—1
The idea of the proof is to use Taylor’s theorem to write
1 t
(t—tn)A _ Q ) + —/ t— qflAq (S*tn)Ad
e s e s,
( ) (q - 1)‘ tnfl( )

where @ is a polynomial of degree ¢ — 1 in time. In the case that A is unbounded,
some care is required in interpreting this identity. The procedure can be made
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precise by, for example, use of the Yosida approximation to A (see Pazy [16, p. 9]).
For the sake of clarity, we omit these details. We have

E, =ée"AE,

+ /tn /t (t— S)q_IAqe(s_t”)A(] — ) (Ay — F)(t)dsdt,

tn—1 Jtn—1

1
(¢—1)!
since the term involving @ is zero, by the definition of 7 and the fact that @ is
degree ¢ — 1 in time. Since ||e!|| < 1, we obtain

tn tn
[Enlla < HEn—1||H+C/ / ki AYI — m)(Ay — F)(t)|) s ds dt
tn—1 Jtn—1

tn
SHﬂkﬂm+wmg/ |AT(I — ) (Ay — F)(t)|| s dt

tn—1

< | Boillr + CRETVPAUTL = ) (Ay = F)l| (1,0
Now by (5) we obtain
1Bl i < | Bnmallsr + Okt 20 AT Y Ly 1,10y + 10FATF | 11,0, }-
It follows in a straightforward way that
1Enllzr < ORI OFAT Y || Ly0,0,0,10) + 1OFATF || t0,8,, 1)}

The theorem now follows by the previous lemma. O

4. APPLICATIONS

In this section we apply the results of the previous section to some specific
examples. First let H = Hi x Ly, A = A, as defined in §2, and F = (0, f). Then
the CTG approximation of the previous section is the time-discrete approximation
for the wave equation, and will henceforth be denoted by §. An assumption such
as Yy € D(A27+1) implies not only assumptions about the regularity of Uy and Vp,
but also certain boundary conditions, also referred to as compatibility conditions,
for these functions. These are most easily described by introducing the H® spaces,
defined by

H® ={ve H* Nv|gg =0,j € Z,0 < j < s/2}.

These are Hilbert spaces, and on H*, |[v|| ;. = [|A%/?v]|1, and ||v||gs are equivalent

norms. Notice that H* = Ly and H' = H}. Tt is easily checked that
D(AT) = E7H x i

for j > 0. We also have D(A™1) = Ly x H~!. We can now state the results that

will be needed in the next section.

Theorem 5. Let Y be the solution of (2), and § the time-discrete CTG approxi-
mation. Then for j =0,1,...

(a) ”Aj?jt”Loo(H&ng) + HAngHLOO(ngLg)

< C{||UOHHJ'+2 + HV0||HJ'+1 JFTl/2||f||L2(1‘1U+1) + HfHLm(Hj)}
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and for j =—1,0,1, and 0 <n < N,
(b) 147G = Y)(ta)ll 2 <,
< CK*T|Uoll graavass + TIVoll gaosss + M;(f,q.T)},

where
q
(23)  My(fia,T) = T2 gpmasseny + TS N0 e oo
i=0
Proof. The first result is the consequence of Theorem 1(b) applied to A7¢. Part
(b) is obtained by applying Theorem 4 to By, to g, and to Ag. O
Note that part (b) of the above theorem gives Lo and H} estimates for U — @
when j = —1 and j = 0, respectively, and gives such estimates for V'—o when j = 0
and j = 1.

The second specific case we consider is H = Sg X SI’}, with the H} x Lo inner
product, and A = Ap. Then the approximation defined in §3 is the fully discrete
CTG approximation for the wave equation, and will henceforth be denoted by y.
We will need the following results.

Theorem 6. Let y = (u,v) satisfy the fully discrete equation (12). Then
(@) Mullpwza) + 1Thollp. cmy)

< C{lfuollza + | Twvoll g + T2 Tnf Loy + 10 | peeiza b

() Mullpomyy + 1ol ez
< C{lluollmy + lvollzs + T2 FllLacza) + 1T Fllo e b

(©) NAnullror,) + 10l Loy
< C{l|Antollz, + lvollms + T2 Lacery + 1l (22 }-
Proof. Apply Theorem 1(b) in turn to B,%y, to Bry, and to y. O
5. ERROR ESTIMATES FOR FULLY DISCRETE CTG

Theorem 7. Let Y = (U, V) be the solution of (2), and y = (u,v) the CTG
approzimation defined by (12), with (ug,vo) = (PyUo, P:Vy). Let p = max(p,2).
For 0 <t <T there holds

(a) u(t) =U(#)|lL,
< C(T+ DO U Lo ) + Hag-HU”Lw(H&)}
+ C(T + VDIPP{Usll 1 army + U | Lo (e )
() u(t) = U@l a2
<CO(T+ 1)kq+1{|\3f+2U||Lw(Hg) + 107 U N o 112y }
+C(T + V)R Unll Lo vy + 1U | Low (rr+1) 5
(c) @) = V@)L,
<O(T+ 1)kq+l{|‘8g+2U”Lw(H3) 108U b a2y}
+ C(T + 1)RPT {|Ust| oo o1y + Ul £ (o1 )
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(d) o(®) = V(O
< C(T + DE0F2U | oy 2y + 1077 Ul o 1)}
+ C(T + DA{||Unl| Lo (rro+1) + | Uell Lo o1y }-
Proof. We write
y—Y =(y—PPY)+ (P.PY -Y)=0+p.
Then u — U = 61 + p1 and v — V = 05 + pa. Note that 6 € [S"¥]2, 0(0) = 0, and 0
satisfies, for 1 < n < N,
(00 + Anb, @) Ly(1, 11 xLo) = (G )Ly (1, HixLy) VO € [Pym1(ln) @ Sp1?

with G = (P, — I)Uy, (I — Py)Uy — (I — P,)AU). To derive the Lo-estimate for u,
begin by applying Theorem 1(b) with A = A, to B#0 to obtain

161 ()2, < I1BrOE) a2 1,
< C{T 2 BuGll iy x ) + IBRG L (g 1)}
< C(T+ DIBrGI| L oo (13 x L)
< CT+ DG Lo (z2) + TR G2l Lo (a12) }-

For G1, we have by (6),

(25) G l|zs = (I = P)Usllz, < CRITHOF2U |-

(24)

For G5, we have
IThGall gy < IGall—s
(26) <N = Po)Uullg-1 + (I = B)AU|[
< CHP | Ul gy + CRTHOF U |

In the last inequality we have used a negative norm estimate for P, when p > 1.
Combining (24), (25) and (26) gives an estimate for ||01]r,. By writing p; =
(I — P,)U + P,(I — P;)U, and using the approximation properties of P, and P, we
obtain the estimate

lp1llzs < CRPFH|U | grosr + CRTFHIOF U |

The first of the four results now follows.
Next we apply Theorem 1(b) to B to obtain

10 b (2 x 20y < CATY2 NG Laar 1) + IBRGll 1o (12 x10) }
(27) SCT+ DG xLa)
<O+ DGy + 1G2llLaean -
We can estimate these terms by
(28) Gl = II(I = P)Ull g < CRITH0] U | g,
and
1Gallz, < I(I = Po)Ustllz, +1(I = P)AU| 1,
< CHP* || Use rove + ORI OF AU 1,
for s = 0, 1. Inequalities (27), (28), and (29) with s = 0 give an estimate for (|01 |,

which, when combined with the appropriate estimate for |[p1| g1, yields part (b) of
the theorem.

(29)
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To derive the third result, we use (27), (28), and (29) with s = 1 to obtain an
estimate for ||02||L,. And p2 can be bounded as was p1, but with U; in the place of

The final result follows in a similar way from applying Theorem 1(b) to §. O

Theorem 8. Let Y = (U,V) be the solution of (2), and y = (u,v) the CTG
approximation defined by (12), with (ug,vo) = (PrUp, PeVo). Let p = max(p,2),
and let M be as defined in (23). For 1 <n < N there holds
(@) [lu(tn) = U(tn)l L,
< C(T + 1)(hp+1 + k2q){||UOHHmax(E+2,2q+1) + ||VO||Hmax(E+1,2q)}
+C(T + 1)2hp“|\f|\Loo(Hf“> +Ck* "M _1(f,q,T),

() ultn) = U(tn)llm
< C(T + 1)(B + KD {||Uol| prmaxtv2.2012) + [IVoll grmaxo1,2040) }
+ C(T + 1R\ fll o rosry + CE* Mo (f, 4, T),

(c) [lo(tn) = V(tn)llL.
< C(T + 1)(hp+1 + qu){||UO||Hmax<p+3,2q+2) + HVOHHmax(wz,qu)}
+ C(T + 1)?RPH Y| fll o2y + CR* Mo(f, 4, T),

(d) Mv(tn) = V)l
< C(T+ )P + BN {| Ul s zavar + Vol prmacora 2o }
+ C(T + 1)2hp||f||Loo(Hp+2) + Ck2qM1(fa q, T)

Proof. Let § = (@, v) be the time-discrete CTG approximation with gg = (Up, Vo),
and write

20 y=Y =y Ly + Py -9 +@-Y)
(30) =0+p+mn,

where P, = (P, P,0). Note that § € [S2F2, 0(0) = 0, and a short calculation
shows that 6 satisfies, for 1 <n < N,

(0 + An0, ¢)L2(1n,H5 xLy) = (G, ¢)L2(1n,H5 xLy) V€ [Py—1(In) ® Sﬁ]z,
where G = (0, g), with g = (I — P,)?;. We will prove in detail only the Lo estimate
for U —u = 61 + p1 + m1, and begin by looking at the first component 6; of §. By
Theorem 6(a) applied to 6,

16111 w22y < CAT I Tngl Loaray + 1 T0g N o)}
<SCT+Dlgllpwccm-1)
< O(T+ V)R 5el|arm)
< C(T +1)hP™! ||A5ﬂt||Lw(H(}xL2)-

In the second-to-last inequality, we have again used a negative norm estimate for
P, when p > 1. For the first component of p; of p, we have
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P11 Lo (ra) = I = Po)ill L (L)
< ChPH|al| (o)
< CthHApQHLOO(ngLz)-

Together, we have

1011 Lo (L) + 1101 ]| e (22) < CRPFHT + DI APG £ 113 x20) + 1A G Lo (11 x20) }
< CRPHT + D){[[Uo]l e + Vol gzer + (T + DI f Il meny b

where the last inequality is obtained by applying Theorem 5(a). Combining this
estimate with an estimate for 7; = @ — U from Theorem 5(b) gives the desired
result. The proofs of parts (b)—(d) follow the same pattern. O

Remark 1. For other optimal-order choices of the discrete initial data, the above
estimates for u — U remain valid, while the derivation of the estimates for v — V'
require ug = P,Uy. Numerical examples indicate that this restriction is necessary
in practice.

Remark 2. Global (in time) bounds of order k9*! as in Theorem 7 could also be
obtained from the splitting (30), by estimating § and p as in the proof of Theorem
8, and using Theorem 3 with A = A to estimate 7.

Remark 3. In place of the splitting (30) used in the derivation of the order k3¢
estimates, we could use the simpler splitting

Yy =" -y (YY) =0+ p.

Here, for clarity, we have used superscripts to indicate space and time discretiza-
tions. Estimates for p are well known, and 6 can be estimated by applying Theorem
4 with A = Aj. However, this results in the appearance of discrete norms of the
data. For example, in the case f = 0 one would have

102wz, < CTk2q||Aiq+lyOHH3xL2
< CTKY|| AF ol o + (| A voll s }-

Bounding the quantities on the right-hand side in terms of continuous Sobolev
norms of the data Uy, Vy can be done in some cases, but apparently not in all.

6. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we present some numerical results for Q = (0,1) C R, with
SZ’} based on a uniform mesh, and uniform time steps. The estimated rates of
convergence reported in the tables are all with respect to the parameter h.

First, we investigate how the choice of the discrete initial data affects the approx-
imation. In Example 1 the exact solution is smooth, and we take p = 3, ¢ = 2, and
k = O(h), so that Ly errors should be fourth-order with respect to h, and H} errors
should be third-order. The results are consistent with Remark 2: the approxima-
tion of U is insensitive to the choice of uy and vy, whereas for the approximation
of V' to be of optimal order it is necessary that uy be the elliptic projection of Uy
(but wy is still free to be any reasonable choice). However, we have also observed in
practice that when p = ¢ = 1, any optimal-order choice of the discrete initial data
results in all quantities being of optimal order, so that in this case the assumption
ug = P,Up required for our analysis may be unnecessary.
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Example 1. Choice of discrete initial data
Ut — Uz =0
U(z,t) = sin(mzx) cos(nt + 1)
p=3,q¢q=2,T=10, k=h

(1a) up = P,Uy,v0 = Vo

h 1/k U =) (D), rate ||(U—=u)(T)|lgy rate
16 16 0.3845¢ —5 0.3106¢ — 4

32 32 02413¢—6 400  0.3656e—5  3.09
64 64  0.1509e—7 400  0.449e -6  3.02
128 128  0.9412¢—9  4.00  0.5597e—7  3.00

Uh 1/k AV =o)(D)|lz, rate [|(V —o)(T)|ny rate
16 16 0.7883¢—5 0.1561e — 3

32 32 04916e—6  4.00  0.1813¢—4  3.11
64 64  0.305le—7 400  0.2320e—5  2.97
128 128  0.1905¢e—8  4.00  0.289le—6  3.00

(1b) wo = mUo,vo = PrVp

Uh Uk |U=w)(T)|z. rate |[(U—u)(T)|g rate
16 16 0.3859¢ — 5 0.3367e — 4

32 32 0.2415e — 6 4.00 0.3765¢ — 5 3.16
64 64 0.1508e — 7 4.00 0.4764e — 6 2.98
128 128 0.9418¢e — 9 4.00 0.5910e — 7 3.01

Uh 1k [V =o)T)lL, rate [(V =v)(T)|pmy rate
16 16 0.1627¢—4 0.1688¢ — 2

32 32 0226le—-5 285  0.5373¢—-3  1.65
64 64  02515¢—6 316  0.122de—3  2.13
128 128  0.3116e—7  3.01  0.3102¢e—4  1.98

Next, we consider the compatibility conditions. Suppose f is identically zero
and p > 1. Then for ||[(U — u)(tn)||z, to be of optimal order, Theorem 8 requires
that

UO c ‘Hmax(p-i—2,2q—|-1)7 Vb c Hmax(p—i—l,Qq)'

If, for example, 2¢ = p+ 1, a reasonable choice if k = O(h), then these assumptions
are no more than those required for the standard time-continuous space-discrete
finite element approximation to be of optimal order. For another example, suppose
p = q > 1. Then the assumptions are stronger than those required for the space-
discretization alone. In Example 2, p = ¢ = 2 and k = O(h3/4), so that for Lo
errors O(h3) would be optimal. We have set Vo = 0 and chosen Uy to be a smooth
function, so that the only remaining issue is whether Uy satisfies the appropriate
compatibility conditions. For ||[U — u||L, to be O(h?), our analysis requires that

Uy € H® = Uy = Uppw = Upwaww =0 on O

The numerical results indicate that this assumption is necessary.
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Example 2. Compatibility conditions for Uy,
Ut — Uz =0
Uo(x) = [x(1 —2)]*, Vo =0
p=2¢=2 T=09, k=0(h>*), u = P,Up

(2a) a =4,Up = Upzr = 0 on 99

1/h 1/k (U —=a)(T)||L, rate
32 13 0.1937E — 05

64 22 0.3431E—-06  2.50
128 38 0.5486E — 07  2.64
256 64 0.9164E — 08  2.58
512 107 0.1526E —08  2.59

(Qb) a = 57 UO = UOww = Umemm =0 on O

Uh 1k (U =w)(T)|s. rate
32 13 0.7700F — 06

64 22 0.1018E — 06 2.92
128 38 0.1181F — 07 3.11
256 64 0.1487FEF — 08  2.99
512 107 0.1913E—09 2.96
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