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Abstract We give an a priori analysis of a semi-discrete discontinuous Galerkin scheme approx-
imating solutions to a model of multiphase elastodynamics which involves an energy density de-
pending not only on the strain but also the strain gradient. A key component in the analysis is the
reduced relative entropy stability framework developed in [Giesselmann 2014]. We prove optimal
bounds for the strain and the velocity in an appropriate norm.
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1 Introduction

Our goal in this work is to introduce the reduced relative entropy technique as a methodology
for deriving a priori error estimates to finite element approximations of a problem arising in
elastodynamics. In particular, this work is concerned with providing a rigorous a priori error
estimate for a semi (spatially) discrete discontinuous Galerkin scheme approximating the solution
of a multiphase problem in nonlinear elasticity. We consider a model for shearing motions in an
elastic bar undergoing phase transitions between phases corresponding to different (intervals of
shear) strains. The model is based on the equations of nonlinear elastodynamics with a non-convex
energy density regularized by an additional (quadratic) dependence of the energy density on the
strain gradient. Such models are frequently called ”second (deformation) gradient“ models [20].
It should be noted that (due to the non-convexity of the energy) it is not immediately obvious
what an appropriate stability theory is. A possible answer to this question was given in [16]
where a modification of the relative entropy approach was presented, which uses the higher order
regularizing terms in order to compensate for the non-convexity of the energy.

The relative entropy framework for hyperbolic conservation laws endowed with a convex en-
tropy was introduced in [8,12]. For systems of conservation laws describing (thermo)-mechanical
processes the notion of (mathematical) entropy follows from the physical one [9]. The general-
ization of the relative entropy techniques to entropies which are quasi or polyconvex is by now
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standard and is discussed in detail in [9]. It should be noted, however, that the model considered
in this study does not fall into this framework which requires us to build our analysis around the
stability framework from [16].

Our analysis is based on deriving a space discrete version of the modified relative entropy
framework from [16]. This enables us to derive an estimate for the difference of solutions to
our semi-discrete scheme and a perturbed version thereof. We combine this stability framework
with appropriate projection operators which enable us to show that the exact solution satisfies a
perturbed version of the numerical scheme.

In order to be more precise let us introduce the equations under consideration: In one space
dimension the equations of nonlinear elasticity read

Oyu — 0yv =0
o (L1)
0w — 0, W' (u) =0,
where u is the strain, v is the velocity and W = W (u) is the energy density given by a constitutive
relation. They can also be cast as a nonlinear wave equation for the deformation field y satisfying
Oy =u:

8tty - 8I(W'(8z )) =0.

A priori estimates for continuous finite element and dG schemes approximating the wave equation
can be found in [24,21,25]. For (1.1) to describe multiphase behaviour the energy density W
needs to be non-convex which makes (1.1) a problem of mixed hyperbolic-elliptic type. This leads
to many problems concerning e.g. uniqueness of solutions to (1.1). To overcome the difficulties
caused by the hyperbolic-elliptic structure either a kinetic relation [1,22] needs to be introduced,
or regularizations of (1.1) need to be considered. We will study the numerical approximation of
systems arising from the second approach. In particular, we will study the following regularized
problem which was considered by many authors [13,23,2,19,28,27, e.g.]:

Ou— O0zv =0
, (1.2)
0w — 0 W (u) = Mammv - Vammmua
where > 0, v > 0 are parameters which scale the strength of viscous and capillary effects. It
should be noted that (1.2) is a physically meaningful model in itself, which also can be written in
wave equation form

atty - am(W/(amy)) = Mammty - 76mmmmy' (13)

The numerical simulation of the model at hand and similar models, like the Navier-Stokes-
Korteweg system, has received some attention in recent years [5,4,11,20,17,29, e.g.]. Indeed it
turned out that stability of numerical solutions is not easy to obtain. In [29] an a priori analysis
is carried out under the assuption that W is linear. We are interested in the case that ~ is small.
In this case it is expected that solutions of (1.2) display thin layers at phase boundaries. Thus,
we advocate the use of discontinuous Galerkin (dG) finite element methods.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: After giving some basic definitions we
study well-posedness of (1.2) and its associated energy in §2. In §3 we define the semi-discrete
dG scheme and describe some immediate properties of the involved (discrete) operators. In §4 we
derive a discrete version of the reduced relative entropy framework and derive a stability estimate
for solutions of a perturbed version of the numerical scheme. §5 is devoted to the construction of
projection operators. The aim is to show that the projection of the exact solution of (1.2) is a
solution to a perturbed version of our dG scheme. In order to derive the projection operators we
need to study the gradient operators used in the dG scheme in more detail. We combine the results
of the preceding sections in §6 in order to derive an error estimate for our dG scheme. Finally in
§7 we conduct some numerical benchmarking experiments.
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2 Preliminaries, well-posedness and relative entropy

Given the standard Lebesgue space notation [7,14] we begin by introducing the Sobolev spaces.
Let 2 C R then

WE(2) == {¢ € Lp(2) : D¢ € L,(2), for |af <k}, (2.1)

which are equipped with norms and seminorms

o /p .
A (Drarze D™l ) i p € [1,00)
HUHWI;(Q) = o v . (2.2)
E\a\ngD ’U’HLOO(Q) if p=o00
[l i= ||DFu (2.3)
» () Ly (£2)

respectively, where derivatives D® are understood in a weak sense.
We also make use of the following notation for time dependent Sobolev (Bochner) spaces:

Ci(0,T; H*(SY)) == {u . [0, 7] — H*(S') : w and i temporal derivatives are continuous} , (2.4)
Lo (0, T; WE(£2)) := {u: [0,T) = WE(£2) : esssup,cpo 1y () e < oo} . (2.5)

We define H*(2) := W5(£2). For any function space the subspace of functions with vanishing
mean is denoted by subscript m.

We complement (1.2) with periodic boundary conditions. To make this obvious in the notation
we consider (1.2) on [0, 7)) x S* for some T > 0 where S* denotes the flat circle, i.e., the interval [0, 1]
with the endpoints being identified with each other. We also need an initial condition (0, ) = ug
for some ug : ST — R whose regularity we will specify later.

We assume W € C*(R, [0, 00)) but make no assumption on the convexity of W. The standard
application we have in mind is that W has a multi-well shape.

The well-posedness of (1.2) can be ensured using semi-group theory:

Proposition 1 (Well-posedness) Let k € N, k > 3 and initial data ug € H*(S1), vy € H*1(S1)

with fsl updr = fsl vodx = 0 and p,v > 0 be given. Let W € Ck(IR). Then, there exists some
T > 0 such that the problem (1.2) has a unique strong solution (u,v) satisfying

u e C°([0,T),H*(S1)) n C'((0,T), HF2(S1))
ve CO(o, 7], H* 1 (SY)) nCt((0,T), H*3(S1))

with [ u(t,-)dz = [g v(t,-)dz =0 for all 0 <t <T.
In case k = 3 the solution exists for arbitrary times T > 0. This, indeed, relies on the compati-

bility of the model with the second law of thermodynamics, i.e., the following energy dissipation
equality which is well-known.

Lemma 1 (Energy balance for (1.2)) Let T, v > 0 and p > 0 be given and let
(u,v) €(C°([0, 7], H*(S")) N C'((0,7), H'(S"))) x (C°([0,T],H*(S")) N C*((0,T),L2(S))) (2.6)

be a strong solution of (1.2). Then, the following energy balance law holds in (0,T) x S* :

0= 8t(W(u) + %(8xu)2 + %1)2) — D vW' (1) — Y00pptt + YO v0pu + pvdev) + p(dv)2.  (2.7)
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Proof of Proposition 1. The result for & = 3 can be found in [16]. We will show the result for
k = 4, the generalization to k > 5 is straightforward. Note that by forming the z-derivative of
(1.3) we obtain the following equation for u = 9,y

Ot — O (W' (02y)0put) = Oyttt — YOrpzath (2.8)

where 9,y is considered to be already given (from the result for k = 3). With z = (u, dyu)" this
can be cast in abstract form as

0 I B 0

~Vuzza uam) fz) = ((%(W”(@Iy)@mzl)) - (29)

Oz = Az + f(z) with A = (

Let us define the spaces
X :=H?(SY), Y :=X xL*Sh). (2.10)

For every w € X it holds that d,w € H}n(S 1Y such that, by Poincaré’s inequality,

(). @), = [ outerpuan sz [(2)] = ((2).(2), e

define a scalar product and a norm on Y. The operator A is densely defined on Y with

D(A) = (H*(S") nX) x H*(S). (2.12)

The operator A induces a C° semi-group on Y which can be seen analogously to the arguments
in [2] using {sin (2n7),cos (2n7) : n € N} as a basis of X. Note that for all ¢ > 0 it holds that
/ u(t,-)dz =0, Ozu(t,-)dz =0, Opu(t, ) dx =0,

S1 S1 S1

due to our assumptions on the initial data and the fact that the wave equation (2.8) can be recast
as conservation laws for d,u,dyu. The semi-group induced by A is, in fact, contractive as any

solution (z1, 2z2) of
Z1\ Z1
Oy <22) =A (22) (2.13)

2
= 2/ YOz 210zzt21 + 220¢ 22 dx
Y St

satisfies

= 2/ Vammzlawwtzl - ’Yammmmzlatzl + MZ28;E;EZ2 dx (214)
g1

= —2/ 1(0z20)* da < 0.
St

Moreover, the map f : Y — Y is locally Lipschitz continuous, as estimates for Hy||Hg(Sl) are

already known from the result for & = 3. Invoking [26, Thm. 5.8] we infer that it exists a maximal
time of existence T, € (0, 00] and a unique strong solution (z1, z2) of (2.8) with

Z1 € CO([OaTm)van(Sl)) n Cl((O,Tm),H?n(Sl)),

2 € CO((0, T, H2,(S1)) N CY((0, Tn), La(SV)). (2.15)

Now that we have obtained z; we may define some ¢ as the primitive of z; with mean value zero. It
is straightforward to check, by integrating (2.8), that § indeed solves (1.3). As the solution of (1.3)
is unique we have y = § which implies z; = J,y. This induces the desired additional regularity of
Y.

The equations for higher spatial derivatives of y can be obtained analogously to (2.8) and the
arguments can be modified in a straightforward fashion.
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3 Semi-discrete dG scheme

We consider the approximation of (1.2) by a semi-discrete discontinuous Galerkin scheme. To
define the scheme let us first introduce some standard notation: Let I := [0, 1] be the unit interval
and choose 0 = g < 21 < -+ < xny = 1. We denote I,, = [, Zn+1] to be the n—th subinterval
and let h, = x,41 — x, be its size. By h we denote the mesh-size function St — [0,0)., i.e.,
b|z, = hn and h := max h,,. For the purposes of this work, we will assume that AN < C for some
C > 0. For ¢ > 1 let P(I) be the space of polynomials of degree less than or equal to g on I, then
we denote

Vo:={9:I—-R: g|1, € P!,) for n=0,...,N -1}, (3.1)

to be the usual space of piecewise ¢—th order polynomials for functions over I. By

Vit i= {ge\/q: / gd:sz}, (3.2)
g1

we denote the subspace of functions with vanishing mean. In addition we define jump and average
operators by
= o) - =1 n—s)— li n ,
lo1,, = g(xy) = g(a) = Ty g(an — 5) — lim g, + )
1, a1 (1. ; ) (3:3)
Lokn =5 (0) +9(am)) = 5 lmgen —s) + lim g(an +5) ).
We will also denote the Ly projection operator from L?(S') to V, by P,.
We will examine semi-discrete numerical schemes which are based on the following reformulation
of (1.2) using an auxiliary variable 7:

Ou— O0zv =0
00 — Op T — pOzzv = 0 (3.4)
7 — W' (u) +70pzu = 0.

In the semi-discrete numerical scheme the quantities uy, vs, € C*([0,T),V,) and 7, € C°([0,T),V,)
are determined such that

/ Oup® — G [op|Pdr =0 VeV,
S1

Oyop¥ — G )W + uG~ [wp)G~[W]de =0 V¥ eV, (3.5)
Sl

/ThZ—W/(uh)Zd:r—”yag(uh,Z):O V Z eV,
S1

given the initial conditions u(0,-) = Pyluo],vn(0,-) = Py[ve], where P, is the Lo projection
Ly(St) — V,. In (3.5) GF : V, — V, denote discrete gradient operators and af : V, x V4 — R is
a symmetric, bilinear form which is a consistent discretisation of the weak form of the Laplacian.
We will describe our assumptions on af below. For any w € V, the discrete gradients G*[w] are

defined by
N—-1 g
GF w)¥ dz = Z /
st i=0 “Ti

where the periodic boundary conditions are accounted for by [w], := w(zy) — w(w

In the sequel we will use the convention that C' > 0 denotes a generic constant which may
depend on ¢, the ratio of concurrent cell sizes, v, W, but is independent of h and the exact
solution (u,v). We impose that the bilinear form a{ is coercive and stable with respect to the
dG-norm, i.e., there exists a C' > 0 such that for all w, % €V,

O, w¥ dx — Z [w], ¥(z) Y¥eV, (3.6)
i=0
o)

ajt(w,w) < Cl|wl|ac|@lac, (3.7)
w]iq < Caji(w,w), '
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where
N-—-1 2
2([ul,)
2 2 n
ol = 3 (1000 + k) .
et = s + ol

A classical choice for af satisfying (3.7) is the interior penalty method

N-1

a(w,d) = 3 (/m+ Dpwdyiv dz — [w], § e }i — [@], { Furw }s +% [w], [[w]]i), (3.9)

i= i

for some o > 1, and { d,w }o:= 1(Grw(zy) + yw(zy)). In addition, we need af to satisfy the
following approximation property. For some w € H?(S') let B[w] be the Riesz projection of w
with respect to az, i.e., the unique function in V, satisfying

al (Plw], ¥) = /51 Opzw¥dz V¥ eV, and . Plw] — wdx = 0. (3.10)

We impose on af that for every w € HI"?(S') we have

lw = Plw]lag < Ch? [wllygarr (g1
[w = PlwlllLo(sty < CRIH [[w]|ors gn) (3.11)

1B [wlllw (1) < Clwllw sy -

These conditions are also satisfied by the interior penalty method (3.9), see [10, Cor. 4.18, Thm.
4.25] and [6, Thms. 5.1, 5.3].

Let us note some properties of the discrete gradient operators, which follow from [18, Prop. 4.4]
and by standard inverse and trace inequalities

Lemma 2 (Properties of discrete gradients) The discrete gradients G have the following
duality property:

GO dz = —/ PG [W]dz VBV, (3.12)

St St

The discrete gradients G* have the following stability property: For all ¢ € N there exists C' > 0
independent of h such that

[[ets <Oy,

ey <
|G=[@ , < C1Plyq

) veev, (3.13)

M

Proof The proof of (3.12) follows immediately from the definition of G*[], indeed

N=1 gy N-1
[ etwme=Y [ oved- Y @ e
st i=0 Y@ i=0
N=1 g0, N-1
=-> / Vo, bdr+ Y W(x;)[P]; = —/ TGT[@]. (3.14)
i=0 Y @i i=0 St

The proof of (3.13) uses standard inverse inequalities.
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Remark 1 (Discrete entropy inequality) Using the test functions @ = 73,, ¥ = vy, and Z = dyuy, in
(3.5) and employing the duality (3.12) it is straightforward to see that our semi-discrete scheme
satisfies the following entropy dissipation equality for 0 < ¢ < T

d

1 ol _
i UL W)+ 5o de - Sa () ) = =6l s

2

The reader may note that this is similar to the entropy dissipation equality obtained in the fully
discrete case in [17]. However there are also differences: In [17] the authors required the dissipative
term to be coercive (with respect to the dG-norm) and “central” discrete gradients were used
instead of the one sided versions G* here.

Remark 2 (Lo bound for uy.) As the numerical scheme dissipates discrete energy, af is coercive,
see (3.7), (Vg, || [lac) is embedded in (Loo(S1), || - lL..) and the mean of uy, is constant in time we
observe that |luplly, o 7.1, (s1)) is bounded in terms of the initial (discrete) energy.

Remark 3 (Choice of discrete operators) While the precise choices of “surface energy” and dissi-
pation terms (on the discrete level) were somewhat arbitrary in [17] this is not the case here. Our
analysis heavily relies on the fact that aﬁ is coercive on V¢ in order to infer an error estimate
from the relative entropy estimate Corollary 1. We choose the same kind of gradient operators
for discretising the viscous term in (3.5) as for the gradient in the continuity equation in order to
simplify the estimates for the residual R, in Proposition 3. Let us finally note that the roles of
G* and G~ in (3.5) could be interchanged.

Lemma 3 (Stability of the L; projection) The P, projection is stable with respect to the
dG-seminorm.

Proof Arguing similarly to the proof of [15, Lem 4.6] we have for any w € H*(.7)

2wuw—wﬁ+2wﬁ)
hp—1+ hn

(3.15)

I, (I’Ln71 + hn) h/nfl + hn

< Z<3/1 (8 (w))? dx+2%> <3|wlag

concluding the proof.

2 2
[ b - R a2 dewﬂ)
I

We are now in position to prove the existence of solutions to (3.5) for arbitrary long times:

Lemma 4 (Existence and uniqueness to the discrete scheme (3.5)) For given initial data
ud v €V, the ODE system (3.5) has a unique solution (up,vp, ) € (Cl((O, 00), \/q))3

Proof To some wy, € V4 let Apwy, denote the unique element of V, satisfying

al (wp,, ®) = — /S1 DAL wy, dz.

Using this notation we may remove 7, from (3.5) and rewrite it is

Oup® — G vp|@de =0 YV PeV,,
s (3.16)

Oyop¥ — GT [Pq [W’(uh)] — "yAh’U,h] U+ uG™ [U}JGi [W] de =0 VVU¢ Wq.
S1
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This can be written in more abstract form as

2 (t) = f(z(t)), (3.17)

with

2= () 10 = (o mmria) S + 4646 (3.18)

Note that f : (V,)? — (V4)? is continuous, due to inverse estimates and stability of projection
operators. As V, is finite dimensional we do not need to choose a norm on V,. From Remark 1,
the coercivity of af (3.7) and the fact that the mean value of uj, does not change over time we
infer that 2(¢) remains in some bounded set K C (V,)? (depending on the initial data) as long as
a classical solution exists. Note that this conclusion does not require any growth assumptions on
W. Note also that K can be chosen such that for any initial data 20 € K solutions remain in K.
For any z € (V4)? we have that

Df(2): (Vq)2 - (Vq)27
with

o G~ %] )
D10 = (1, i)+ 16 2a)
Thus, the regularity of W implies that D f(z) is a uniformly bounded operator for all z € K. Thus,
Picard-Lindel6f’s theorem implies that for any initial data 2% € K there is a local solution to (3.5)
with a minimal time of existence bounded uniformly from below.

Let us now assume that initial data 20 € (V,)? are given and there is a maximal finite interval
of existence [0, T},) with T}, < oo of the associated solution. Let K be the set of elements in (V)2
with energy smaller or equal to the energy of the initial data. Then the solution can be evaluated
on an increasing sequence of times (¢;);cn with

ti <tiy1 <Tm, 2(t;) € K Vi, lim t; =Tp,.
1—> 00

Then, there is some ¢ such that the difference between T,, and t; is smaller that the minimal
time of existence of solutions for (3.5) with initial data in K. Thus, we can extend the solution on
[0, T},) by the solution with “initial” data (¢;, z(¢;)) which is a contradiction to the maximality of
T

4 The discrete relative entropy framework

The stability analysis of (nonlinear systems of) hyperbolic conservation laws is based on the
relative entropy framework, which transfers the knowledge about the energy dissipation inequality
into estimates for differences of solutions. This framework cannot be used here directly as W,
and therefore the whole energy, is not convex. It was shown in [16], however, that the higher
order regularization terms in (1.2) make it possible to consider only part of the relative entropy
and thereby obtain stability results. In this section we will employ the fact that our semi-discrete
scheme (3.5) satisfies a discrete energy inequality, see Remark 1, in order to obtain a discrete
version of the results in [16].

Definition 1 (Discrete reduced relative entropy) For tuples (up, vy, 7,) and (G, Op, 7) €
C%([0,T7],V,)? we define the reduced relative entropy between them as

nR(t) = % th(tv ) — n(t, ')Hi2(51) + %alfiz(uh(tv ) - ﬂh(tv ')7 uh(t7 ) — an(t,))

+ /0(G_[Uh(s,-)—ﬁh(s,-)])2ds. (4.1)

~ =
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Lemma 5 (Discrete reduced relative entropy rate) Let (up,vn,7s) be a solution of (3.5)
and let

(i, O, ) € CH([0,T),V,) x CH[0,T),V,) x C°([0,T),V,)

be a solution of the following perturbed problem

Oyiin® — G~ [Op]® dx = / R,®dz VdeV,

St St
Oy — GH[F)W + pG™ [04])G [W] da = / RWdx YWeV, (4.2)
St S1

/%hZ—W'(ah)de—m;f(ah,Z):/ R, Zdx Y ZeV,,
St St

S for some Ry, Ry, R, € C°([0,T),V,). Then the rate (of change) of the discrete reduced relative
entropy satisfies

d 3 _ L ~
E"R = _ZM o G~ [vp — 0|G™ [vp, — Op] dz

_ /S1 Rv(vh — f)h) + Ru(Th — 7~'h) —+ (W’(uh) — Wl(ﬂh))G_[’Uh — ’ljh] dz (4.3)
+ / (W’(uh) — W/(ﬁh))Ru + R-,—G_[Uh — ’l~)h] — R R, dx.
Sl

Remark 4 (Impact of different residuals) If we consider applying Gronwall’s Lemma to (4.3) we
observe that the residual R, is more problematic than R,, R, as it is multiplied by 75 — 7, which
is not controlled by the reduced relative entropy. While it is possible to replace this term using
(3.5)3 and (4.2)3 this would in turn introduce a term a¢ (up, — iip, Ry), which includes derivatives
of R,. Therefore, our projections in Section 6 will be constructed such that R, = 0. The discrete
relative entropy rate in this case is considered in more detail in the subsequent corollary.

Corollary 1 (Estimate of reduced relative entropy) Let the conditions of Lemma 5 be sat-
isfied with R, = 0. Let @y, be bounded in Loo(0,T; WL_(SV)) and satisfy

,/51 uh(O, ) — ﬁh(o, ) dz = 0. (4.4)

Then, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on v, T, ug, vo, |\&h|\Lm(07T;W1 (s1)) such that
for0<t<T
1

d
—nr(t) <Cne(t) + C | Ry(t-) + 5 Rt ) da.
d¢ g1 b
Therefore, Gronwall’s Lemma implies (for 0 <t <T)
nr(t) < (773(0) + Ol RullE, (0,0x51) + C||bflRTHi2([o,t]xsl)) exp(Ct). (4.5)

Proof Upon using R,, = 0, (3.12) and Young’s inequality on the assertion of Lemma 5 we obtain
d . .
S S [ R 2o = 0GPV ) = W @)+ (GIRP e (40)
Sl

Because of Lemma 2, (4.6) implies

d . C -2
G S [ R+ 2= 00+ R e [PV () = WG] (4.7)
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Using the stability of the Lo projection with respect to the dG-norm we get

d C
TR R2 4 2(vy — o) + S R2da + C W' (up) — W' (@) 3

g1 b2
’ (4.8)
< / RE + 2(vh — ﬁh)Q + ?RZ dz +C Huh - ahHZG :
Sl

For the second inequality in (4.8) we have used the fact that

W an) = W) g < 32 (09" ) = W) e o,

W (@) (Doin, — Doun)lly 1, +

2[W"(un) — W’(ﬁh)]]i)
hn—l + hn

~ 12 ~ 2
< 3 (e, 197 Cun) = W @l

NW@@—W@MQ

i ) 2
+ [IW”" (an)(Bwtir, — Opun) Iy, 1,y + hn—1+h

2 [un — ﬂhﬂi)
hn—l + hn ’
(4.9)

~ 12 ~ 112 ~ 2
<Ccy < lanlw lun = anllc,or,y + 102tn — Bzunlly, () +
n

because |[Wlyys (_ a2 is bounded for

M = max{[|anlly, o7 s1)) el 0w s}
The assertion of the Lemma follows from (4.8) as
lun —anl3e < C lun —inlge < Caf(un — an, un — )
due to (4.4).

Remark 5 (Parameter dependence) Note that the constant M in the proof of Corollary 1 depends
on ~ which induces a subtle dependence of C' in (4.5) on 7 which is intertwined with the growth
behaviour of W and its derivatives. There is an additional v dependence of C' which enters when

-2 ~ 2

un = Gnllr, 51y + llvn = Oull, o)
is estimated by Cng. This leads to a subtle dependence of all the constants C' in the subsequent
results on v and C behaves like 1/ at best.

In case the reader takes special interest in the sharp interface case v — 0 we like to state the
following result which shows that the previous estimate can also be obtained in a uniform-in--y
version. However, in that case, the stability constant sensitively depends on pu.

Corollary 2 (Estimate of modified relative entropy) Let the assumptions of Lemma 5 be
satisfied with R, = 0. Let |W"| be uniformly bounded. Then, there exists a constant C > 0
depending only on u, T, ug, vo, ||W”HLOO([R) such that for 0 <t <T

1 _
ma(t) 1= 5 un(t,) = it )2, o0, + m®)
satisfies
d
E"M(t) <Cny(t)+C | RA(t,-) + R2(t,-)du. (4.10)
Sl

Therefore, Gronwall’s Lemma implies (for 0 <t <T)

nu (1) < C(ﬁM(O) + I RolI?, 0.4 x51) + HRTH%Z([o,t]xSl)) exp(Ct). (4.11)
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Proof Starting from (4.3) with R, = 0 and |W”| uniformly bounded we find

d 3 _ - - c -
S S [ = SulGlon = ]+ R+ (o= ) — ) o
t g1 4 12
By~ T A ~ 712
+/ =G op — 0p]|" + —R: + Z|G [up — 07 da. (4.12)
314 1% 4

In addition, because of (3.5); and (4.2);, it holds

d/1 - . -
T (5 llun — uhHiz(y)) = | (up — n)0(up — ap) do

1

(uh — ’ﬁh)G_ [Uh - ’l~)h] dzx (4.13)

1

IN

|
T~ o

==

(uh — ﬁh)2 + %|G_ ['Uh — f)h]|2 dx.

Adding (4.12) and (4.13) we obtain

d

1 C
_ < R2 502 _R2 ~ o~ 2d
dtnM_/Sl o+ (on —n) +/L T+/L(Uh ap)° dz

1 (4.14)
< Cnm +/ R} + —R2dx,
st H

which proves (4.10) and (4.11) follows by Gronwall’s inequality.

Remark 6 (Parameter dependence of the constant in (4.11)) Note that the constant C in (4.11)
scales like 1/ for p — 0.

Proof of Lemma 5. A direct computation shows

d

dtnR = / (vh - ’[)h)(atvh - 81517}1) + %(G7 [Uh - ﬁh])2 dz + "yafll(uh - ﬂh, 8tuh - 8tﬂh). (415)
S1
Using Z = 0(up, — ap) and ¥ = v, — 7y, in (3.5) and (4.2) we infer from (4.15) that

d = ~ ~
Tl / (vn — 0n)GF [T — Tn] — Ry(vn — Op) da
t 51

+ ‘/Sl (Th - f'h)(atuh - atﬂh) - (W/(uh) - W/(ﬂh))(atuh - atﬂh) dx (4.16)
+ /51 R, (8tuh — 6tah) — ZMG_ [Uh — ﬁh]G_ [’Uh — f)h] dx.

Using @ = (7, — 7) as a test function in (3.5) and (4.2) and employing (3.12) we obtain

(?tnR = /51 —RU(’Uh — f)h) — Ru(Th — 7~_h) — (W’(uh) — Wl(ﬂh))(atuh — at'ﬁh) d.’L'

3 (4.17)
+/ R-,—(atuh - atﬁh) - ZMG_[U}L - ﬁh]G_ [Uh — ’l~)h] dx.
51

As (Opup, — Oriy) € Yy for each 0 <t < T we may replace (W’ ( n) — W'(ay, )) by its Lq prOJeCtIOH
P, [W'(up) — W'(up)] in (4.15). Upon using & = P,[W'(up) — W' (ap)] — R- in (3.5) and (4.2) w
obtain the assertion of the Lemma from (4.17).
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5 Projections and perturbed equations

Let (u,v) be a strong solution of (1.2), see Proposition 1. We aim at determining projections of
(u,v) and 7 := W'(u) — 79zzu so that these projections form a perturbed solution of (3.5) such
that there is no residual in the first equation and the residuals in the other equations are of optimal
order.

It is important to appropriately account for the highest order derivative, as such, we project u
by the Riesz projection, defined in (3.10). Let us note that due to the linearity of the definition of
the Riesz projection we have

DB lu] = Fldru] = Poav]. (5.1)

Since our aim is ensuring that the projections satisfy (3.5); exactly, this already determines
the discrete gradient of the projection of v. Before we can focus on the projection of v we need to
investigate the kernel and range of the gradient operators G*. To this end we need to introduce
some notation: By I, € P¥(—1,1) we denote the k-th Legendre polynomial on (—1,1) and by 2
its transformation to the interval I,,, i.e.,

1(z) = zk(2($ ;f") - 1) . (5.2)

Let us gather the key properties of the Legendre polynomials which we will employ in the sequel:

Proposition 2 (Properties of the Legendre polynomials [3]) The transformed Legendre
polynomials I} have the following properties

(1T () = ) = 1 (5.3

n n hn
0< [ s = i < (5.4
Il o,y = 1 (5.5)

Let us point out the following convention in our notation for the subsequent calculations:
Superscripts will usually refer to the element/interval /vertex under consideration while subscripts
refer to the polynomial degree. The only exception is h,, denoting the length of the n-th interval.

Lemma 6 (The kernel of G*) The kernel of each of the operators G* : VY, =V, defined in
(3.6) is one dimensional and consists of the functions which are constant everywhere. The range
of G* is V'

Proof We will give the proof for the kernel of G, the modifications for G~ are straightforward.
Consider @ € V, with G*[®] = 0. Let us fix some n and define ¥ € V, by

lj(x):zel,

!p(x)::{ 0 :xé¢l,
we find, as 0, (®|;, ) € P171(1,,),

0= /S Grewde =Y (/ 8,00 dz — W (z) [[diﬂn) = (-1)7+ 9], .

n In

As n was arbitrary we obtain that & is continuous. The continuity of @ implies

0= /S GT (@Gt [@]dx = zﬂ: /1 (0,P)% dz.

Therefore, ¢ is continuous and constant in each interval. Thus, @ is globally constant and the
assertion for the kernel is proven. We infer from the result for the kernel that the range of G* has
codimension 1. The proof is concluded by the observation

Gi[q’)]dx_Z(/

n

0, ®dx — [[@]}n) =0 VeV,
Sl

n

which implies that the range of GF is a subset of V'
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Remark 7 (Properties of one sided gradients) The properties of G* asserted in Lemma 6 dis-
tinguish them from the “central” discrete gradients used in [17] which may have 2-dimensional
kernels.

Our next aim is to show the following discrete Poincaré inequality:

Lemma 7 (Discrete Poincaré inequality) There exists a constant C > 0 independent of h
such that

[@llLy(s1) < CNGT[@llLy(sry VP € Vg
Proof For each interval I, let D,, denote the map
span{ly, ..., Iy} — span{ly, ..., Iy 1}, b+ 0,9.

Since ker D,, is trivial, as it consists of functions which are constant and orthogonal to constant
functions, we have that D,, is invertible. Comparing D,, to the analogous map on (—1,1), instead
of I, we obtain that ||[D;'||s = O(h,), where |||, denotes the Euclidean matrix norm. Let
us now write the functions under consideration as linear combinations of transformed Legendre
polynomials in each interval

Zg"l" . B (x Za”l" , 0.(D|1,) Zb”l" (5.6)

with real numbers (g7)"'=0 N1 ()= Nﬁl, (b

function of I,,. Then we have by definition of G~

. Let x™ denote the characteristic

/ G‘[@](lf—lg)x"d:vz/ 0P\ dx Vr=0,...,q—1, (5.7)
51 st

as 0,9 is orthogonal to I and (I} —1})(z, ;) = 0, and

. G [P)lyx" dr = — 2], (5.8)
because Iy (z,,, ;) = 1. This implies
n n q q
g:‘l gq b? gqh’n r n+l n

— = Vr=0,...,q—1 d —— = -1 — . 5.9

2w +1 2941 2r41 0 A S Y | ;( Japtt =Y ar. (5.9)
From (5.9); we infer

b7 < lg7'| + lgg]|. (5.10)

For a™ = (af, ..., q) ;9" = (90, - ,g;‘)T, and b" = (b, ... ,bgﬁl)T we have ||b"|| < C||g"|| and
b" = D,a" such that

la™(| < Chxllg" I, (5.11)

as || D2 = O(hn).
From (5.9)2 we infer

q

q
ap —altt = —m—zaf+z Dt = cn (5.12)
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with ¢® = O(h,(|lg" || + ||g"*"|))) for each n due to (5.11). As & € V™ we have S0 (' alf = 0.

Therefore, a = (a, . .. ,aévfl)T and ¢ = (,...,cN 1) satisfy
N-1 N-1 | N 2
Jalg = 3 (@2 = 3 ( -5 )

N-1/ 4 N1 \? N-1N-1 1 L

- <N Z ap — a%) <> N(a(; —a)) (5.13)
n=0 7=0 n=0 j=0
N-IN-1 , /N-1 2 N-1N-1N-1

< 5 (Z Ic’“|> < 2 = N2,
n=0 j=0 k=0 n=0 j=0 k=0

where we used Jensen’s inequality, the definition of ¢ and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Combining
the preceding estimates we conclude

N-1
1T,y < Y > halarf?
n=0 r=0
N-1 N-1 ¢
<h Y agP+ > 0> hala?
n=0 n=0 r=1
N-1 N-1
n ni2
< h(Z lag >+ lla™| )
=0 =0 (5.14)
N-1 N-1
SCRN? Y [P +C Y hPgt|P
n=0 n=0
N-1 N-1
< ChN? > R*|g" )P +C ) KPg|)?
n=0 n=0
N-1 ¢q )
<ChY Y lgrP <clGT@llL, o -
n=0 r=0
where we have used that hN is bounded.
Definition 2 (Projection Q) For ¢ € N we define S’;t 1 CO>(SY) =V, by
S;t[w](x,il) = w(xy,), /SI(S;‘E[w] —w)Pdr =0 VPeV, .
We also define @ : C*(S') — V, by
G~ [Q[w]] =P[O, w] and Qlw] —wdz = 0. (5.15)
Sl

Note that Q[w] is well-defined by (5.15) due to Lemma 6 and the fact that [g, B[0,w]dx =
f51 O,wdx = 0 as w is periodic.

Lemma 8 (Properties of the projection operator Q) The projection operators from Defini-
tion 2 satisfy the following estimates: There exists a C > 0, independent of h, such that for every
w € HIT3(S1)

157 [w] = wllLy(s1y = Ch [[wllgarr gn)
167 [QLw] = S Wil (1) = CP* llwllgars sy (5.16)

1Qw] = SF [wlllL,(s1y = CAT wllyars g1y -
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Proof The first assertion follows from the fact that S;t is exact for functions in V,. We obtain the
second assertion as follows: Let U := {¥ € Vy : V||, 51 = 1}, then

167 @tw) = 5 01,0, = s0p | (67 [Qlu) =571y # o

vel

= sup( PO, w]¥ + S;f [w]GF W] dx)
weu \Jst

= sup( . PO, w0 + S [w]0,¥ dx — Z S w(a)) [[!I/ﬂn)

vel

veu

(5.17)
= sup ( y PO + wd, ¥ da — > " w(a,) mn)

n

=sup [ PO, w|¥ — O, w¥ dx
veuJgt

< [B0xw] = PolOzw]l1, (1)

S thJrl H’LU||Hq+3(Sl)

because of the properties of 9, see (3.11), Q, (3.12) and P, as Ct2(S') ¢ H?"3(S'). The third
assertion is a consequence of the second and Lemma 7.

Definition 3 (Projection R) Let 7 € C°([0,T], H*(S")) and u € C°([0,T], H*(S")) be related
by 7 = W'(u) — ¥0zzu. Then, the projection R[r] € C°([0,T],V,) is defined by

R[r|¥ dx = W' (u)¥ dx — yaf (Rlu], ¥) V¥V,
St St

Lemma 9 (Perturbed equations) Let (u,v) be a strong solution of (1.2) and 7 := W'(u) —
YOzzu. Then, the projections (Blu], Q[v], R[7]) satisfy

OBu|® — G Q]| Pde=0 VPV,
S1

QY — GT[R[T)|¥ + pG~[Q)]G™[¥]de = | RW¥dr VW¥eVY, (5.18)
st st

/ R[T]Z — W'(P[u]) Z dx — val (Bu], Z) = / R, Zdx VY Z eV,
St S1

with
Ry := Py[W'(u) — W' (B[u])],

Ry = —Py[0,(v — Q)] + Py[027] — GF[R[7]] + 1Py [00av] — nG TG~ [Q[v]]]. (5.19)

Proof The first equation in (5.18) is a direct consequence of the definition of Q[v] in Definition 2.
The second equation in (5.18) follows from

O — 0y TV — 0y v¥dz =0 V¥ eV, (5.20)
Sl

and the duality (3.12). The third equation follows from the definition of R[7] in Definition 3.

Lemma 10 (Coercivity of G~) There exists a constant C' > 0 only depending on q such that
for every w €'V,

[wlgg <C HG_[w”|L2(s1) :
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Proof Let us use

Hwﬂn-i-l — n
¥y, = Opw|r, — (1) <m + Oow(z, 1) | g
in (3.6). Upon noting d,wls, L Ij and ¥(z,, ) = hEuﬂ;zl:il we obtain
/ G [wlW dz = w|5 - (5.21)
Sl

It remains to determine a bound for |||y . Let {yx}i_, denote Gauss-Radau points on [—1,1]
and {y}}{_, their image under the map

Tn + Tn+1 Tn+1 — Tn
+ kK

2 2

such that yg = x,4+1. By wr we denote the weights of Gauss-Radau quadrature. Due to the
exactness of Gauss-Radau quadrature for polynomials of degree 2¢q and the properties of Legendre
polynomials, see Proposition 2, we find

K =

2
Cum [wl],,
117,y < 2 [0zl — (=1 0sw(a )i [l ) + 2h"(hn n f:H

d [w],s1 \?
<2 Z hnwk(azw(yg) + 8zw(y(7)l))2 +2h, (hvri‘iht;l)

h=1 , , (5.22)
D ke W n\\2 [w], i
< qek=l 0y Oy 2hy | ———
< ASELEER, 50l + 2 7
2
b (N

1 Wk P 2—
o || :l)w|InHL2(In)++ hn‘i‘hn-i-l'

Summing over n implies that

1, < C9) lwla - (5.23)

Combining (5.21) and (5.23) gives the desired result, as

. G w¥de < HG_[U’]HLQ %1, -

6 Main result

This section is devoted to the proof of the main result of this work, which reads as follows:

Theorem 1 (Reduced relative entropy error estimate) Let the exact solution (u,v) of (1.2)
satisfy

u € CH(0,T7), H2(S)) N CO([0,T),CIT3(S))

v e CH(0,T),CIT2(SM)) N ([0, T], CTT3(S1)) (6.1)

and let W € CT3(R,[0,00)). Then there exists C > 0 independent of h, but depending on
q, Tv”)/a ||u||Loo(0,T;W(1>O(S1)) SUCh that

T 1/2
sup (||uh<t,~>—u<t,~>||dg+|vh<t,~>—v<t,->|L2<Sl>)+(u | o) = vt ds)

0<t<T

= cm( lulle 0. 1icats(sy) + 1VL o micers sty + 10llL 0oz s )
(6.2)
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Theorem 1 is a direct consequence of the subsequent proposition, the estimates (3.11); and
(5.16) and Lemma 10.

Proposition 3 (Discrete stability estimate) Under the assumptions of Theorem 1 there exists
C > 0 independent of h, but depending on q,T,~, HuHLx(O Wi (s1)) such that

T 1/2
sup, (o) = B0t M+t = QLo Moy ) + (o o) = @t N )
0<t<T 0
= Chq( [ulle o 0,micora(sny) + 1Vl o, 50002 (1)) + 1060l 0,m00v2(s1)) )
(6.3)

Proof As the subsequent estimates are uniform in time (on [0,7]) we omit the time depen-
dency. In order to see that Corollary 1 can be applied to (5.18) we need P[u] to be bounded
in Lo (0, T; W2 (S1)). This follows from (3.11) and our assumptions on u. In particular, we may
use the fact that ||W{|ys is bounded on [—~M, M] with M := max{||B[u]|l;__, [lunll;__}-

As we can apply Corooflary 1 and Lemma 10 it remains to estimate 7r(0), [|Ro[1,,((0,77xs1) and
HRTHL2([O,T]xsl)- It holds

18 (0) < [lun(0,-) = Bw(0, )llag + [0 (0,-) = QLv(0, )]lL, (s1)

(6.4)
< R (ol gasz sty + 1vollgor sy )
by the properties of P, B, Q and C7T2(S') ¢ HIT?(S1) ¢ CIT(SY).
As |W"] is bounded on the interval of interest
1Ry sty < Cllu = Blulll,(s1) < CRT |ullgars (s (6.5)

To estimate R, we decompose it as R, = —R. + R? + R3 with

R} = P[0, (v — Q[v])],
R? .= P,[0,7] — GT[R[7]], (6.6)
R} = Py [0rav] — pGH G [Q[V]]].

The estimate }|RH|L2(51) < Chatl [01v]| ga+2 g1y follows from 0,Q[v] = Q[Osv], (5.16)s, the stability

of P,, and our assumptions on v. Before we consider R? let us recall U := {¥ €V, : %1l sy =1}
and note that

|1Py[7] = R[7]|l,, = sup | W'(u)¥ —ypou¥l — W' (u)¥ dz — al (Plu],¥) =0
velJgt

by definition of Plu]. As
| R[] — THLz(sl) = || Py[r] - T||L2(sl) < Cpitt ||7—ch+1(51) < Chtt Hu||c¢1+3(51)

we find, due to (3.12), and inverse and trace inequalities, see [10, Lemmas 1.44, 1.46],

|| Pyl027] — G+[R[T]]HL2 = sup 0. 7Y + R[7|G™[¥] dx
velJgi

c
< 5l = Rl sy 121y sty < Ch llullgers 1) -

/ (R[r] — 7)0,¥ dz + (1(2,) — R[7](z,)) [[;[/]}n) (6.7)

In
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Finally we compute, using (3.12), and inverse and trace inequalities again:

1P [0ese] — GHIGT QI = sup /S Do+ GIQUIG (] da

vel
) N—-1
- sw ; (/, BIOL0]G~[F] — D00 dz + Dyv(a) [[%)
N-—1

+(0zv(zn) — B0z0)(27,)) [¥],, )
N-1
=sup » ( /I (B0zv] — S, [0:0])) 0¥ da

+ (S5 [0:0](y,) — PlO2v] (27,)) [[sP]]n>

C, _
< ;lé% 3 HSq [02v] — ‘B[axv]HL2<51) ||W||L2(sl)

< Ch [[ollgors sy -
(6.8)

In the last step we used (5.16); and (3.11). Combining Corollary 1 with (6.4) - (6.8) we obtain
the assertion of this Lemma.

Remark 8 (Viscosity) Note that we need > 0 only in order to guarantee existence of sufficiently
regular solutions for small times. If for 4 = 0 the exact solution is sufficiently regular, all our
estimates also hold true in this case.

Using the stability induced by Corollary 2 and the estimates for the residuals derived in the
proof of Theorem 1 we have the following estimate with constants independent of . This result
should not be understood as an estimate in the case v = 0 but as a uniform estimate in the sharp
interface limit case v — 0.

Theorem 2 (Modified entropy error estimate) Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied
and let |W"| be uniformly bounded. Then, there exists C > 0 independent of h, but depending on
q, T, i such that

b < Jun(t, ) —ult, )L, sr) + V7 lun(ts ) —ult, )l + [loalt, ) — v(t, ')HLQ(Sl))

T 1/2
+(u / [on(s, ) = v(s, )| 3q ds) (6.9)

< Chq( HU’HLOO(O,T;C‘H3(S1)) + HUHLOO(O,T;H‘1+3(SI)) + Hat”HLoo(O,T;Cq“(SI)) )

Remark 9 (Multiple space dimensions) The only difficulty in extending the analysis presented
here to the multi-dimensional version of the problem investigated in [16] is to construct multi-
dimensional discrete gradients with one dimensional kernel. We need this to be able to find a
projection of v which is of optimal order. It should be noted though, that the aforementioned model
is physically inadmissible, and probably the multi-dimensional model which should be studied in
the future is the Navier-Stokes-Korteweg model.
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7 Numerical experiments

In this section we conduct some numerical benchmarking.

Definition 4 (Estimated order of convergence) Given two sequences a(i) and h(i) N\, 0, we
define estimated order of convergence (EOC) to be the local slope of the loga(i) vs. log h(i) curve,
ie.,

1 i+ 1 ;
BOC(a, i) = LB+ DJali)
log(h(i +1)/h(1))
In this test we benchmark the numerical algorithm presented in §3 against a steady state

solution of the regularised elastodynamics system (1.2) on the domain 2 = [-1,1].
We take the double well

(7.1)

W) = (u?—1)°, (7.2)
then a steady state solution to the regularised elastodynamics system is given by
2
u(t,z) = tanh(x —) , v(t,z) =0 Vit (7.3)
Y

For the implementation we are using natural boundary conditions, that is
Ozup, =vp, =0on [0,T) X 0£2, (7.4)

rather than periodic. Tables 1-3 detail three experiments aimed at testing the convergence prop-
erties for the scheme using piecewise discontinuous elements of various orders (p = 1 in Table 1,
p =2 in Table 2 and p = 3 in Table 3).

Table 1 In this test we benchmark a stationary solution of the regularised elastodynamics system using the
discretisation (3.5) with piecewise linear elements (p = 1), choosing k = h2. The temporal discretisation is a 2nd
order Crank—Nicolson method. We look at the Loo(0,7;L2(£2)) errors of the discrete variables uj and vy, the
Lo (0,T;dG) error of up and the Lo(0,T;dG) error of vy. We use ey := u — up, and ey := v — vp. In this test
we choose v = pu = 1073. We show the rates of convergence for each of the components of the reduced relative
and modified entropy error. Notice the leading order terms in the reduced relative entropy error and the modified
entropy error converge with the rates in Theorems 1 and 2 respectively.

N | leully oy | BOC | lleullyagy | EOC | lleolly iy | EOC | llevlliywe | EOC
16 | 3.033825e-01 | 0.000 | 4.413617e+00 | 0.000 | 2.103556e-01 | 0.000 | 1.928219¢+00 | 0.000
32 | 2.024675e-01 | 0.583 | 5.051696e+00 | -0.195 | 1.287003e-01 | 0.709 | 1.679159e+00 | 0.200
64 | 9.293951¢-03 | 4.445 | 3.379746¢-01 | 3.902 | 1.392056e-02 | 3.209 | 8.192812¢-01 | 1.035

128 | 3.226365¢-03 | 1.526 | 1.517014e-01 | 1.156 | 4.672567e-03 | 1.575 | 4.290682¢-01 | 0.933

256 | 1.022094-03 | 1.658 | 4.636069¢-02 | 1.710 | 1.358856c-03 | 1.782 | 2.026073¢-01 | 1.083

512 2.124393e-04 | 2.266 9.988999¢-03 2.215 3.129043e-04 2.119 9.814742¢-02 1.046

1024 | 5.332873¢-05 | 1.994 | 2.462207¢-03 | 2.020 | 7.765626e-05 | 2.011 | 4.832915¢-02 | 1.022

Table 2 The test is the same as in Table 1 with the exception that we take p = 2. Notice the leading order terms
in the reduced relative entropy error and the modified entropy error converge with the rates in Theorems 1 and 2
respectively.

N ||eu||L,,o(L2) EOC ”eU”Lm(dG) EOC ||6v||L,,o(L2) EOC ||6U||L2(dG) EOC
16 1.582736e-01 | 0.000 | 4.357875e+00 | 0.000 | 8.843701e-02 | 0.000 | 5.622669e-01 | 0.000
32 1.452531e-02 | 3.446 | 5.367621e-01 | 3.021 | 2.016238e-02 | 2.133 | 1.686844e-01 | 1.737
64 1.447604e-03 | 3.327 | 1.551374e-01 | 1.791 | 2.482052e-03 | 3.022 | 4.731776e-02 | 1.834
128 | 9.269265e-05 | 3.965 | 1.873093e-02 | 3.050 | 4.237385e-04 | 2.550 | 1.427457e-02 | 1.729
256 | 7.884262e-06 | 3.555 | 3.723996e-03 | 2.331 | 1.174188e-04 | 1.852 | 3.251624e-03 | 2.001
512 | 7.830533e-07 | 3.332 | 8.264272¢-04 | 2.172 | 3.262314e-05 | 1.848 | 8.153683e-04 | 1.996
1024 | 9.110337¢-08 | 3.104 | 2.069450e-04 | 1.998 | 8.486964e-06 | 1.943 | 1.977015e-04 | 2.044
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Table 3 The test is the same as in Table 1 with the exception that we take p = 3. Notice the leading order terms
in the reduced relative entropy error and the modified entropy error converge with the rates in Theorems 1 and 2
respectively.

N ”eU”Lm(L2) EOC ”eu”Lm(dG) EOC ”eU”LOO(L2) EOC ||€v||L2(dG) EOC

16 8.127264e-03 | 0.000 | 4.424734e-01 | 0.000 | 1.121668e-02 | 0.000 | 1.469452e-01 | 0.000
32 4.382422e-03 | 0.891 | 4.035348e-01 | 0.133 | 6.529868e-03 | 0.781 | 1.680196e-01 | -0.193
64 7.923654e-04 | 2.468 | 7.208921e-02 | 2.485 | 1.112353e-03 | 2.553 | 2.923226e-02 | 2.523
128 5.081122e-05 | 3.963 | 1.017129e-02 | 2.825 | 1.447472e-04 | 2.942 | 4.334565e-03 | 2.754
256 2.407321e-06 | 4.400 | 1.270398e-03 | 3.001 | 1.819700e-05 | 2.992 | 5.623497e-04 | 2.946
512 1.452940e-07 | 4.050 | 1.577331e-04 | 3.010 | 2.338797e-06 | 2.960 | 7.027682e-05 | 3.000
1024 | 9.0432415-09 | 4.006 | 1.951425e-05 | 3.015 | 2.936765e-07 | 2.994 | 8.835729e-06 | 2.992
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