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SUMMARY

We consider the construction of locally conservative fluxgsneans of a simple post-processing technique
obtained from the finite element solutions of advectionuditbn equations. It is known that a naive
calculation of fluxes from these solutions yields non-covestdre fluxes. We consider two finite element
methods: the usual continuous Galerkin finite element (Q@&Ftor solving non dominating advection
diffusion equations and the streamline upwind/Petrove@ah (SUPG) for solving advection dominated
problems. We then describe the post-processing technimueohstructing conservative fluxes from the
numerical solutions of the general variational formulati®he post-processing technigue requires solving
an auxiliary Neumann boundary value problem on each eleindependently and it produces a locally
conservative flux on a vertex centered dual mesh relativehéofinite element mesh. We provide a
convergence analysis for the post-processing techniceréormance of the technique and the convergence
behavior are demonstrated through numerical examplesdimg a set of test problems for advection
diffusion equations, advection dominated equations, aifiddiffusion equations. Copyrigh 2014 John
Wiley & Sons, Ltd.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The continuous Galerkin finite element method (CGFEM) isypps the most the popular method
for solving partial differential equations and it has madyantages for the numerical simulations
[3]. A significant disadvantage of this method, however, is ldek of local conservation of
quantities, such as pressure, mass, momentum, and enengerial schemes for a wide range
of applications are required to satisfy a local conservagimperty. For example, in a multiphase
flow problem in porous media, local conservation of flux agged with the pressure is required
to simulate the transport quantity. Negative concentngtiand other non-physical results can be
generated if the standard CGFEM is applied to solve the gavgrequations because the direct
construction of Darcy velocity from the standard CGFEM $olu produces normal fluxes which
are not continuous across the boundary of each elementthieevelocity approximation is not
locally conservative over mesh elements and divergendeeo¥e¢locity field over an element does
not balance the discrete mass accumulatitgh [Another example is the drift-diffusion equations,
which model the motion of electrons and holes in semicoratuniterials 27, 26]. It is desirable
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that the numerical schemes for the drift-diffusion yieldusions that satisfy local conservation of
electron and hole current densities, and in addition, thraarical schemes also need to maintain
certain stability criteria when the drift velocities dorate their diffusivities 2].

Due to its local conservation property, the finite volumemoet(F\VVM) is widely used for solving
the governing equations coming from a conservation law id liynamics 23] and electrodynamics
[33]. For advection dominated equations or problems wheranateor boundary layers may be
produced, FVMs are developedd 2]. A naive calculation of the FVM solutions gives locally
conservative fluxes since the FVM solutions are governeddey af local equations representing the
local conservation. The theories and properties for lowdeoFVMs are well established4, 23]
but the design and analysis on high order FVMs are still umuleastigation §, 8, 9]. Both low
order and high order CGFEMs are well established and uratetgB]. They are much desired
due to their flexibility on handling complicated geometréasl the corresponding positive definite
linear algebraic system associated with the methods, whitthn can be solved by typical iterative
techniques in a straight forward manner. Thus, if one is gpkihese advantages and at the same
time requiring numerical quantities that are locally camagve, then it is necessary to devise a
method to obtain local conservative fluxes from the stantiaité element methods.

The work in [L1] develops a hybrid CGFEM method for pure diffusion problestsch includes
a two-step post-processing to obtain the locally conseevdtux. The first step is the direct
computation of a numerical flux trace defined on edges or faddte the second step is a
local element-by-element post-processing proceduredbasehe Raviart-Thomas projection. An
enrichment-type method within the framework of CGFEM fottbpure diffusion and advection
diffusion problems is presented iifg] to obtain the the locally conservative flux by adding
elementwise constant functions to the finite element spéke.work in B2] is also based on
enriching the finite element space. A characteristics-thik@te element method which is locally
conservative for advection dominated transport problemprésented inJ]. The method uses a
characteristic approximation for the advection in time bamd with a low-order mixed finite
element spatial approximation.

A locally conservative Galerkin method is proposed for atiea diffusion equations in2g]. A
post-processing, which is a simple averaging proceduusgdd to develop the method to recover the
conservative fluxes on individual elements independeAttpntinuing work of R8] is presented in
[36, 37]. For instance, in36], the proposed locally conservative Galerkin method nexgusolving
a system of simultaneous equations with weakly imposed Mennboundary conditions on each
element and hence the global matrix inversion is avoidesipitoved to be equivalent to the standard
global CGFEM and yields locally conservative fluxes whileémtaining the advantages of CGFEM.
This method is applied to solve the two-phase flow problenpoious media in39).

A global post-processing technique is introduced 38] [to obtain the conservative stresses
in the context of stress recovery in two dimensional elagtiproblems. A more general form
of the technique is investigated i@4], in which global and element-by-element post-processing
techniques for finite element method are proposed withirfrimaework of displacement methods
and based on least-square residuals of the equilibriumtiequand irrotationality condition.
Another global post-processing technique is presentesilin [

A local post-processing technique based on dual meshesraadsfunctions is presented itd].

In two dimensional setting, each element is divided inta feubtriangles to create the dual mesh
and local conservative flux is obtained on dual mesh by inicody new and improved velocities on
the subtriangles where the new subtriangle velocitiesareduced to satisfy the local conservation
property.

Another post-processing technique for CGFEM is investidah [22] recently. The technique
obtains an elementwise conservative approximations oé§lisy modifying the CGFEM solutions
which is based on the idea of enriching the solution spacedalng additional discontinuous
degrees of freedom using piecewise constant jump correctibhis technique is applied to gain
locally conservative velocity approximations for statéldl finite element methods for solving
advection dominated diffusion problems arising from Malgasaturated groundwater flolJ] and
saltwater intrusionZ9].
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A POST-PROCESSING TECHNIQUE 3

In this paper, a post-processing technique is proposedefmvering the locally conservative
fluxes from two finite element methods: CGFEM for solving rmmwinating advection diffusion
problems and SUPG for solving advection dominated problé&hd”G method is first promoted
by Hugheset alin 1982 H]; it introduces a certain amount of artificial diffusion inet streamline
direction to give a proper stabilization when strong adeecis present. A common drawback of
SUPG is that the amount of the artificial diffusion should leefully selected by user and the
amount is controlled by the stabilization parameétddiscussion on how to choose the parameter is
found in [4, 35, 34].

A recently proposed post-processing technique for CGFEMtwe diffusion elliptic problems
is presented ing], in which auxiliary elemental Neumann problems with theibdary conditions
coming from the CGFEM solutions is proposed to recover lgaanservative fluxes. These local
problems yield low dimensional linear algebra systems tiaie independent of each other. The
local conservation property is satisfied on the control s, which are built from a vertex
centered dual mesh. In particular for two dimensional gridar element setting, it is constructed
by connecting the barycenter of the triangle and its middim{s of the three edges. The post-
processing technique proposed B] [s simple and the required extra computation is relatively
inexpensive. In this paper, we aim at applying this techaigadvection diffusion problems as well
as advection dominated problems. Due to the existence afthrection term, the technique can not
be applied directly. Firstly, the post-processing techaigtrongly depends on the SUPG/CGFEM
formulation and the properties of the linear basis to entheeompatibility condition for the local
Neumann problem. One of the properties is that the sum of &séstunctions on an element
equals one and the other is that the gradient of the sum egesads To ensure the compatibility
condition, the technique requires the SUPG/CGFEM fornmutato have gradient operator on
the test functions. Consequently, the technique requntegiiation by parts on both the diffusion
term and the advection term. For the advection dominatedteqy besides this requirement, the
technique also requires the stabilization term to contaéngradient operator on the test functions.
Secondly, for the construction of the local Neumann probldgra lower order term which is the
advection term in the advection diffusion equation is cdeseéd as a data represented by the
SUPG/CGFEM solution, which is then subtracted from theifgy¢erm.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sedioantains a concise description of a general
formulation of SUPG/CGFEM where CGFEM is for the steady atioa diffusion equation and
SUPG is for the steady advection dominated diffusion equas well as an obvious but important
fact of the formulation. Sectiofi presents the detailed post-processing technique for thergke
formulation. Section4 shows an analysis of the technique to establish the conveegef the
post-processed quantity to the true one. Finally, numkeeixamples are given to demonstrate the
performance of the technique, to confirm the convergenes i@ well as to illustrate the validity
of the local conservation in Sectién

2. STREAMLINE UPWIND/PETROV-GALERKIN METHOD

We consider the advection diffusion equation
V.- (=kV = in Q,
{ ( u—+ou)=f 2.1)

u=g¢g on 09,

where() is a bounded open domain&? with Lipschitz boundary), k is the elliptic coefficient,

v is the advective velocityy is the function to be foundy is a forcing function. Assuming
kmax > k > kmin > 0forallz € QandV - v > 0, Lax-Milgram theorem guarantees a unique weak
solution to @.1); see [L7]. For the polygonal domaif, we consider a partitioff;, consisting of
triangular elements such that2 = | J_ c7, T- We seth = max.c7, h, Whereh, is defined as the
diameter ofr. The linear finite element space is defined as

Vi = {wy, € C(Q) : wy|, is linear for allr € T, andwy,|ag = 0} € HE(Q).
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4 Q. DENG AND V. GINTING

The SUPG formulation for4.1) is to findu, with (u, — gn) € V}, such that
a(uh,w;l) = ﬁ(wh) A4 wy € Vh, (22)

where
a(up,wp) = /(kVuh —upv) - Vwy, de +/ §(V - (=kVup, 4+ vup)) (v - Vwy) da,
Q Q

and
lwy) = / f(wn + 6v - Vuwy,) da.
Q

Hereg;, can be thought of as the interpolantgfising the finite element basis.

Notice that wherd = 0, (2.2) is reduced to the usual continuous Galerkin finite elemezthod
(CGFEM). Whenk is much smaller compared to the advective veloeity(2.1) is an advection
dominated diffusion equation, in which case the CGFEM $ohst develop spurious oscillations
[19]. SUPG is a popular and efficient remedy which adds artifidissipation in the direction of
velocity v. The coefficienty is the SUPG stabilization parameter which controls the arhot
artificial dissipation; discussion on how to choose the ipater can be found i 35, 34).

We will use @.2) as a general formulation for both SUPG and CGFEM to desctibepost-
processing technique in Secti@nIn preparation for describing the post-processing tegumiin
Section3, we present an important but obvious fact of the formulatiat Z be all vertices in the
partition7, with Z = Ziy U Z4, whereZj, is the set of interior vertices ari; is the set of vertices
on 9N2. Denoting the basis df}, as{¢.}.cz,, according to Z2.2) u,, satisfies

a(uha ¢)2> - €(¢z> Vze Zin~ (23)
Foraz € Zi, letQ* be the support of the basis functign. Then in the partitiory;,, Q* = UY, 77,

wherer? is an element that hasas one of its vertices, andl is the total number of such elements.
We then write

a(up, ¢.) = /Z ((kVuh —vup) - Vo, + (5(V - (—kVup + ’vuh))('v . V@)) dz
N

/Z ((k;Vuh —vup) - Vo +6(V - (—kVuy +vup)) (v V¢z)> dx
' (2.4)

N

N
o) :/zf(¢z+5v~V¢)z) dm:Z/ f(¢-+06v-V¢.) do ::ZFZ.
i=177T i=1

Thus @.3) becomes
N N
doQi=) F (25)
i=1 i=1
Equation 2.5) is important and we will use this fact to derive the corresfing post-processing
technique in SectioB.
3. APOST-PROCESSING TECHNIQUE

In this section, we propose a post-processing techniqueW&G formulationZ.2) which naturally
includes the CGFEM.
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A POST-PROCESSING TECHNIQUE 5

3.1. Auxiliary Elemental Neumann Problem

We want to construct a locally conservative flux over a cdmimume from SUPG (and also
CGFEM) solutions. We create a dual mesh relative to the feliéenent mesh to generate a set
of control volumes, each of which is associated with vertefsee the middle plot of Figure
1) and on which we would like the flux conservation to hold. Wetice that without post-
processingy, = —kVuy + vuy, is discontinuous at the boundary of each element which tésla
the conservation for the flux. With post-processing, we hopgetr,, - n that is continuous at the
boundary of each control volumes and satisfies a local ceatsen in the sense

/ vp-nd = f dx. (3.2)
aC= c=
TS e
5 z
7‘5 N ,-'~? 77 y
. T z e 4
¢ 4 76 ]
P ]
z z
; T3 2 73 z
s ) T
z I Pt e
L R
Ti €

Figure 1.Q%: support ofg. (left), control volumeC* (middle), a finite element (right)

We set and solve a Neumann problem omsing finite volume type method to obtain the
conservative fluxes on each control volume. As presenteldmight plot of Figurel, we define
the set of vertices(7) = {z,y, z} in the triangular element. We discretize each elemeirtto
three non-overlapping quadrilaterals ¢,, andt.. Let £ € v(7), in each quadrilateral, and we
decompos@te asdte = (97 N dte) U (OC N dt¢). The auxiliary problem for the post-processing
isto findu,, € V(r) = spad ¢., z € v(r)} satisfying

—/ kEVu,, -nd = / f dx —/ upv -ndl VE € v(r), (3.2)
dte te Ote
whereuy, is the solution of 2.2). The boundary condition satisfies
/ (—kVUurp +upv) -nd = / g-dl=F¢— Q% VeEcu(n), (3.3)
OTNOte OTNOte

whereF¢ =/, (¢¢) defined ag/() restricted tor andQ* = a, (us, ¢¢) defined asu(-, -) restricted
to 7. The existence and uniqueness of the solution to this Neumiariiem are established by the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.1
The fully Neumann problen8(2)-(3.3) has a unique solution up to a constant and the post-pratesse
flux equals the true flux over the element.e.,

/ (—kVUurp +upv) -nd = / (=kVu +uv) -ndl. (3.4
or or
Proof

The existence and the uniqueness of the solution are esdtadliby verifying the compatibility
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6 Q. DENG AND V. GINTING

condition [L3]. To verify the compatibility condition, we calculate

/ glez/ (=kVir, +upv) -nd = Z F& — Z Q°.
or or

Eev(r) Eev(r)

By using .2), Y- ¢, () ¢¢ = 1, @ndV ( Y., d¢) = 0, we obtain

S FS =" [ f¢e +0v- Vo) da

gev(r) ccu(r) VT
—[H( X serd0 (Y o) e
T geu(r) gev(r)

- / f dz.
and

Z Qg = Z / ((kJVU}L - ’U/}L’U) . V(z)g + 6(V . (_kvuh + ’U'U/h))(v ! V¢§)> dx
cev(r) cco(r)V T

:/<(kVuhfuh'v)~V( > 6) +0(V - (—kVun +vw)) (v-V( Y 6c)) )de
T gev(r) gev(r)
0.

Thus the compatibility conditiorf,, g, di = [_f dx is confirmed. As a byproduct, using.() and
divergence theorem, we have the identity

/ (kaﬂT,thuhv%ndl:/ Jr dl:/fdm:/v-(kaquvu) dx
or or T

T

= / (=kVu+uv) -ndl.
or
This completes the proof. O

3.2. Local Linear Algebra System

Next we describe the resulting linear system that is conmiogn f(3.2):
f/ kEVu,p-nd =Q" — F* + fdmf/ upv - n dl,
o0C*N0ot, te 0C*TN0t,
f/ kVﬂT,;fndl:nyFer/ fdmf/ upv - dl, (3.5)
dCYNdt, ty dCYNdt,

f/ kVﬂT,;fndl:szFer/fdmf/ upv - n dl.
dC=Ndt. t. dC=Ndt.

Sinceu, p, is represented as
Urp = Qpdg + aydy + 02, (3.6)

we use it in 8.5) to get a three dimensional linear system
Aa = b,
wherea = (v, ay, )", b= (by, by, b,) " with
be =Q° — F° + fdm—/ upv-ndl VE € (),
te 805ﬂ8t§
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A POST-PROCESSING TECHNIQUE 7

and
Agn:—/ kEV¢, -ndl YV neuv(r).
0CENALe

As discussed Sectidhl, the solution of 8.2) is unique up to a constant, thus this system is singular
and there are infinitely many solutions. However, since @ardd final outcome is flux, which is a
derivative information, it will be unique.

3.3. Local Conservation

In Sections3.1and3.2, the local auxiliary Neumann problem and its correspontiimear system are
proposed with the hope of obtaining the required consermain control volumes. The following
lemma verifies the conservation properdylj on control volumes whose edge does not overlap the
global boundary.

Lemma 3.2
The desired local conservation properdylj on the control volume&'* wherez € Zi, is satisfied.

Proof
Let Q* = UY , 77 be the subdomain associated with vertelsing for instance the last equation in
(3.5, we move the last term on the right hand side into the lefidhgide to yield

/ (—k;VET?;L-n—i-uhv-n) dZ:QZ—FZ—i-/fd:B. 3.7)
8C=ndt. t

Consider theNV elements that have as a vertex and thes€ elements lead tav equations like
(3.7). By summing up thes&’ equations left-hand side by left-hand side and right-hade by
right-hand side and usin@ ©), we then have

N N
/ (—kVﬂﬂh-n—l—uhv-n)dl:ZQf—Zsz—i—/ fdx = f dx.
aC= = = c= c=

This confirms 8.1), i.e, the local conservation is satisfied on the controlrmC=. O

4. AN ERROR ANALYSIS FOR THE POST-PROCESSING

In this section, we focus on establishing a convergencegptppf the post-processing solutian ;,
in H' semi-norm by following the analysis framework &].[We start with some general properties
in the linear finite element spadé(r) and then establish a lemma by using those properties. In
[5], the H' semi-norm error of the post-processed solution is boungenhainly dealing with
the diffusion term while here to establish the bound of theremwe need to deal with both the
diffusion and advection terms. Lemmi& established the boundedness of the error, followed by the
main theorem for the post-processed solution. We estathisiconvergence property on the post-
processing for SUPG, which naturally implies the conveoggproperty of the post-processing for
CGFEM.

Let V(7) = spa{¢., z € v(7)} be the linear finite element space over the elemeamdV°(7)
be the space of piecewise constant functions on elemsuch thal/’° (1) = spar{t¢ }¢c,(-) With

1 if zet
ve@={ g it mor

Define a mag,, : V(r) — V°(r). This map has a property(, 7] that

HU}*I’erLQ(T) < ChTvaHLQ(T)) for we V(T) (41)
Givenw € V(7), we multiply 3.2) by we (the nodal value ofv at¢) and sum ovet € v(r) to yield
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8 Q. DENG AND V. GINTING

— Z / EVur ), -nlwd = / fLw de — Z upv - nl-w dl (4.2)
geu(r) /Ot T ceu(r) Ot

and from @.3) we get

/ (=kVur - -n+upv-n)Lwd = / g-Lw dl, (4.3)
or or
where

§ev(r)

andP; are polynomials of degree two insatisfying

/ Pg”(/)n dl = 5577 and / P§¢77 dl = 557],
or or

with ¢, the usual Kronecker delta. An example of such a polynomighien in [5]. With these
properties, it is easy to verify thgt satisfies the boundary conditiod. §).

Lemma4.1
Assumew € V(7) andg, is defined in 4.4). Then

/ (kVu-n—uv-n+ g wd =a(u—up,w) (4.5)
or

and
/ gr(w — Lyw) dl =0, (4.6)
or

whereu is the true solution andy, is the solution of 2.2).

Proof
Letw € V(r) so thatw = Z wydy. With g, as defined in4.4), we calculate
nev(r)
/ Gow di :/ 57( 3 wnz,zbn) =3 wn/ Gy dl
or or nev(r) nev(r)
= > (F-QY) > w,,/ P, di
geu(r) nev(r)
Z wy F — Z wyQ"
T]Gv 'r T]Gv 'r
= wn/f ¢y + v -V, dz
’r]€v 7'
- Z wn/ kVuh —upv) - Vo, + 6(V - (=kVup + vup)) (v - Vgi)n)) dx
nev(r)
:/f(w+5v-Vw) dx
— / ((kVuh —upv) - Vw + 5(V (—kVup + vuh))('v . Vw)> dx
=Ll (w) — ar(up,w).
Copyright© 2014 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Numer. Linear Algebra App(2014)
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A POST-PROCESSING TECHNIQUE 9

Now multiplying the PDE in 2.1) by a test functionv € V(7) and using integration by parts, we
obtain

/(kVu —uv) - Vw de = / fw de + / (kVu — uv) - nw dl. 4.7)
T T or

By using @.7) and @.1), we then have

/(kVu~nfuv~n+§T)wdl:/ (kVu —uv) - nw dl + £ (w) — ar(up, w)
or or

= a‘r(u - uhvw)v

which completes4.5). Moreover sincd,w = > wy,, we have

nev(r)
[arwa=[ 53 wpd= Y w [ Gud
orT orT nev(r) new(r) or
:zyﬁfﬁ)zu%/&%m
geu(r) nev(r)  7O7
= Z w, F" — Z wyQ"
nev(r) nev(r)
= > w,,,/f(¢,,,+5v-v¢,,,) dz
nev(r) T
4—}:uw/(@V%—uw)V@ﬁﬁﬁ?G%Vw+vwn@-V%Ddm
nev(r) T

:/f(w+5v~Vw) dx

— / ((k;Vuh —upv) - Vw + §(V - (=kVup, + vup)) (v - Vw)) dz
— 0, (w) — ay ().
Therefore
/87 Gow— Lw) dl =0,
which completes the proof. O

Now we are ready to present and prove the lemma and theordaheferror of the post-processes
solution inH' semi-norm. The tools for the proof mainly consist of triamgilequality, integration
by parts, divergence theorem, and subtracting-addingra ter

Lemma 4.2
Let u be the solution ofZ.1) andu ; be the post-proccessed solutiéhg) on the element. For
sufficiently smoothk in 7 and sufficiently smalk, the error(u — w ;) satisfies

IV(u—trn)|r2¢r) < CriRi7 + CoRar + C3R3 1,

where
Rir = |V(u—w)|L2(r),

Ry s = he ([[fll2r) + Vw2 + 1llL2) + 1V - (ua) || 22(n),
RS,T = ||V(’U, - U}L)HLQ(T)v
andw € V(r), andC1, Cs, C5 are constants independent/of.

Copyright© 2014 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Numer. Linear Algebra App(2014)
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10 Q. DENG AND V. GINTING

Proof
By lettinge, , = w — u,, andw € V(7), triangle inequality gives

IV(u —tr )2y < IV(w =)z + V(0 = urn)llLz2(r)y = Rir + |Vernllr2i)-  (4.8)
Using @.7), e-p, = (w — u) + (v — ur ) ander , = e, — Irer, + Ier p, We then get
krnin,THveT,hH%2(7—) < /kveT,h . VeT,h dx = Jl + J2 + J37 (49)
where

Jp = /sz(w —u)- Ve, de,
JQ = /f(e'r,h - I‘re‘r,h) dﬂ},

T T

J3 = /fITeT,;l dx + / (kVu — uv) - ne, j, dl + / uv - Ve, de — / kEVu, - Ve, de,
T or

and ki, - is the minimum value of: over 7. The boundedness df and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality give

Ji1 < kmax,T”V(w - u)||L2(T)||VeT,}l||L2(T) = kmax,TRl,TnveT,h||L2(‘r)a (410)
wherek,ax, - is the maximum of: overr. Also by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality angl ) we get
J2 < ||f||L2('r)||eT,h - ITeT,hHL2(T) < Ch/THfHL2(T)Hve7'7hHL2(T)' (411)

To estimate/s, we first use4.2) and Green'’s formula to write the first term.ig as
/f]TeT,h dx = Z
T geo(r)

= > [ V- (~kVirp+upv)lre,, da (4.12)
cev(r)’te

= /V (=kVurp +upv)lre,p dx.

T

/ (—=kVurp +upv) -nlerp dl
6t5

Next, from @.5), (4.6), and @.3) the second term ifls is expressed as

/ (kvu - ’U/U) *MNerh di = aT(U’ — Uh, eT,h) - / gT]TeT,}L di
or or (4.13)

=a,(u—up,erp) — / (=kVUurp-n+upv-n)lerp, d.
oT

Furthermore, we apply integration by parts to the last teroyito get

- / k’VﬂT,h . VET,}l da: = /V . (k'vaﬂh)eﬂh da: - / kva7—7h s Nerp dl (4.14)
T T oT
Putting ¢.12), (4.13, and @.14) back into.J3, gives
J3 = J31 + Js2,

where

I = [V W) ern o)

J32 = ar(u —up,erp) + / uv - Ve, p, Oz + / V- (vup)lrerp Oz — / kN, - nerp di

T T or

- / (—=kVUrp - n+upv-n)le.p d.
or

Copyright© 2014 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Numer. Linear Algebra App(2014)
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By assuming sufficient smoothnesskofind using triangle inequality yields

J31 S |VE[| Lo (r) [VUrnll L2 lern = Irernll Lz
< Chr |IVE| Lo ()| VUr nl L2 () | Ver nllLa(r)

< Chr||VE| Lo () [[Vwl L2 [[Ver,n|
+ Che | VE| Lo I VernllZz (-

(4.15)

L2(7)

Expanding the first and second termJjiz and applying integration by parts and usi2glj gives

ar(u—up,erp)+ / uv - Verp de = / EV(u — up) - Ver p da — / V- (upv)er dz

T T T

—l—/ upv - ne, p, i (4.16)
or
+ / §(v-Vern)(f = V- (—kVup + vuy)) de.

Putting @.16) back to.J3, and appropriately rearranging the terms give the follovdlagomposition
J3o = Ja1 + Juo + Jaz + Jug,
where
Ju = / EV(u — up) - Verp dz,
Jig = / (=kVurp +upv) -nlern, — Irerp) dl,
or

Juz = /V . (’Uuh)(L—eT,h - er,h) dil:,

Jyy = /5(1; Vern)(f = V- (—kVup 4 vuy)) d.
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (;ives
Ja1 < kmax 7 |V — un)l| 220 [IVer nllL2(r) = Emax,r B3.-Ver n| L2 ()- (4.17)
Using Lemma 6.1 inq] yields

Jaz < Chyr (IVE|| Lo (1) [ Varnll L2y + IV - (@n®) || L2m) [ Vernll L2
< Chel|VE| oo () [Vl 2 [Verpll L2 (ry + Che [ VE| Lo () I Vernll 72y (4.18)
+ Chz ||V - (unv) || 2(r) [ Vernll L2 (r)-

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and 1), we get
Juzg < Che ||V - (unv)| L2 [ Vernll L2 (4.19)
By appropriately choosing (see B5, 34] for justification), we bound/,, by
Jaa < Chr |l Lo I VernllLz(r)- (4.20)
Based on the above derivatiod,9) can be rewritten as
kmil’l,THveT7h||%2(7—) < Ji + o+ J31 4+ Ja1 + Jag + Jag + Jua.

We collect the like-terms of all the estimatesi(0 for Ji, (4.11) for Js, (4.15 for Jsq, (4.17) for
Ja1, (4.18 for Jys, (4.19 for Ju3, and ¢@.20 to give

kmin,THveT,hH%2(7—) < (CIRI,T + CQRQ,T + CSRB,T) HveT,hHLQ(T) + Chr||ve'r,h||2L2(7—)~

Copyright© 2014 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Numer. Linear Algebra App(2014)
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Choosing sufficiently smalk.., we can combine the last term on the right hand side of the last
inequality to the left hand side to get

IVernllrary < (CIRI,T +CoRo 7 + C3R3,r),
which is then combined with4(8) to give the desired result. O

Theorem 4.1
Assumeu is the solution of 2.1) anduy, is the post-proccessed solutidhf) satisfying @.2)-(3.3),
then we have

IV (u—up)| 2 < Ch,

where(C is a constant independent f

Proof
Let wy, be the nodal interpolation ef such thatv, | = w € V(7) as in Lemmat.2 Then

[V (u—up ||L2(Q) ZHV ||L2(T)
< O(ZRLT +Y RS+ ZR%T)
= C(”V(U —wp) 720 + P2 (1 720) + [0l172(0) + IV - (wnv]720)
IV (= w3y )

Moreover, the SUPG/CGFEM solutian, satisfies|u — up || g1 (o) < Chll|| a2 [3, 20, 30]. Also,
interpolationw;, has a standard property that it converges to the first ordir mgpect toh to u
(see B]). All these combined give the desired result. O

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

To examine various aspects of the performance of the posepsing technique we consider mainly
two different simulation scenarios. One of them is for sindythe performance of the post-
processing technique for continuous CGFEM for advectidiusibn equation while the other is
for studying the performance of the post-processing teglerfor SUPG for advection dominated
diffusion equation. For these two different scenarios, emdnstrate that (1) we obtain conservative
fluxes after applying the post-processing technique; (2govdirm the convergence rates discussed
in Section4 through examples in Sectidhl Moreover, we numerically show the convergence
behavior of the post-processed solution in terms of thréerdnt edge metrics. The second part
of the experiment focuses on the performance of the postegeing technique applied to the
numerical solutions for drift-diffusion equations in Seat5.2

5.1. Conservation Study

We consider three test problems in this section. In thesethroblems, we consider the domain
Q= (0,1)? and impose Dirichlet boundary conditions. In the impleraéoh, the domain is
discretized by using triangular elements.

Example 1. Advection diffusion equatior®( ) with k = 1,v = (1,1) T, g = 0,u = (z — 2?)(y —
y?), andf is the function derived from2(1).

Example 2. Advection dominated diffusion equatio®.{) with & = 0.01,v = (1,1)T, g = 0,

=
uw=x— —
ek —1 Y er —1/7

Copyright© 2014 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Numer. Linear Algebra App(2014)
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andf is the function derived from(1). The solution develops two boundary layers, one at thé righ
and the other at the top side of the domain.
Example 3. We consider the time-dependent advection dominated dffusquation

ou+ V- (=kVu+ovu)=f in Qx(0,T)
u=0 on 902 x(0,T) (5.1)
u(x,0) = up(x), x €,

with & = 10, v = (y — 0.5,0.5—z) ', f = 0, ¢ = 0, and initial solution

{o, if (z —0.25)2 + (y — 0.5)2 > 12,

Uo(fﬂ) = . 9 9 9

L, if (x—025)"+ (y—0.5)% <r°.

The solution is the rotation and diffusion of an initial eydier of height 1, radius = 0.2 and center
(0.25, 0.5). Since the diffusion coefficiehis very small compared to the advection coefficierft

the equation is advection dominated), we mainly see théootaf the cylinder. The time required
for one complete revolution for the simulationifis= 27; see PJ.

To solve this problem numerically, we utilize SUPG formidat(2.2) for the spatial discretization
and apply backward Euler scheme for the temporal disctegizaf (5.1). A description of SUPG
for time-dependent advection diffusion reaction equatiaith small diffusion and proposals for
the parametef are discussed inlp]. We use a uniform partition for the time varialde= t° <
th<t? <. <tV =T.with At =" — "1 = L andu(t") = u(0) = uo is the initial data. Given
u)~!, the backward Euler SUPG (BE-SUPG) is to fimigl € V;, satisfying

(up,wp) + At a(uyy,wp) = (u;f_l,wh) + At l(wp), Ywp € V. (5.2)

where(+, -) is the usual?(£2) inner product. We discretize the domalin= (0, 1)? into 128 squares
in each direction and each square is further divided intottimagles. The time step for the example
is At = 27/2000 and the numerical solution completes one revolution in 26@@s P]. Figure2
present snapshots of the BE-SUPG solutions of the examie @t = 0,¢t = 7/2, 7, 37/2, and
2m. They show how the initial cylinder of height 1, radius 0.2daenter (0.25, 0.5) is rotated under
the given velocity field» = (y — 0.5,0.5 — ) and the small diffusiot = 1.0 x 10~5. The artificial
diffusion in SUPG contributes to the diffusion that we se€igure?2.

The post-processing technique for BE-SUPG solution5 19 {s constructed in such a way that

/ ah.ndzz/ (f + Byup) da (5.3)
Clel =

is satisfied. The detailed procedure is a simple and natytahsion of the procedures described in
Section3.

For the conservation study, we first consider the local amasien for the finite element solution
and the post-processed solution. In this scenario, for Bk, the local fluxes are collected at
time ¢t = . Figure3 shows that without the post-processing technique, thd faceaes calculated
directly from CGFEM, SUPG, and BE-SUPG solutions for Exaenp] 2, and 3, respectively are
not conservative since the errors are relatively large revtiee error is defined as

Error = / (=kVup -n+upv-n)d — f dx, (5.4
ac= c-

for Example 1 and Example 2 and

Error = / (=kVup, -n+upv - n) d — / (f + Orup) dex, (5.5)
ac=

z

for Example 3.

Copyright© 2014 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Numer. Linear Algebra App(2014)
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T=00 T=n/2 T=m

0 0 0.0 0.0
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10
x x x

T =3r/2

0.0 0.0 0.0
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 L0 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10
x x

Figure 2. Contours of the BE-SUPG solutions of Example 3

After applying the post-processing technique, we havedballconservation. The conservation
errors are of the scale dfo—!8. Theoretically, the conservation errors after applying fost-
processing technique should be zero according to the cmtisin. These discrepancies are due
to the accuracy of the linear algebra solver and the machibhere sufficient to verify the local
conservation of the fluxes on each control volume.

Now for Example 1 and Example 2, we study the convergence.riftle first study thed!
semi-norm of the CGFEM/SUPG solutions and the post-precks®lutions. The results for
Example 1 are shown in Figur while the results for Example 2 are shown in FigareWe
solve Example 1 o0 x 10,20 x 20,40 x 40,80 x 80,160 x 160, and320 x 320 uniform meshes
while we solve Example 2 o0 x 40,80 x 80,160 x 160, 320 x 320,640 x 640, and1280 x 1280
uniform meshes. In Figuré and Figure5, the plots on the left (red) show thE! semi-norm
convergence order of the CGFEM for Example 1 and SUPG for k@ They are roughly 1’s,
which confirms the theoretical convergence rates of the nicalenethods applied to both examples
in literature B, 20, 30]. The plots on right (blue) in Figuré and Figure5 show theH! semi-norm
errors of the post-processed solutions. Firstly, in botmeples, the convergence ratesih semi-
norm of the post-processed solutions confirm the converanalysis, i.e., Theorelin Section
4. Furthermore, we notice that the convergence ratés'isemi-norm of the post-processed solution
is of the same order with the convergence rat&insemi-norm of the finite element solution.

To further study the post-processed solutions, we coltectdllowing errors which are calculated
by taking the difference between the true fluxes and the pastessed fluxes at the boundary
of each control volumes. Lek.; = —kVu,; + vu;, be the post-processed velocity and =
—kVu + vu be the true velocity on the elementn the domain. LetS be the set of all the edges of
all the control volumes anel€ S be an edge. We define the following edge related metric

HV - Dh”ml = Iéleas}'{ HD’T,h N —Vg;- nHLW(e)v

1 = Dl :maXH/(am-n—uT “n) le :
ecS e

Lo (e)
and o
~ ~ 2
HV_V}LHM?;: (Z (VT,}L'n_VT'n) dl) .
ecSvE
Copyright© 2014 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Numer. Linear Algebra App(2014)
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Figure 3. Conservation errors without the post-processidgnique for Example 1(top), Example 2(middle),
and Example 3(bottom).

We collect the edge errors in these three different metnck@ot them to numerically show
the convergence rates. These three metrics representrtie ef the post-processed normal flux
at the boundaries of the control volumes in three differeaysv The results are shown in Figuie
and Figurer. They show that for both Example 1 and Example 2, the postgased normal fluxes
approaches its true counterpart in reasonable convergateseas the mesh gets finer.

5.2. Application to Drift-Diffusion Equations

Drift-Diffusion Equations is a coupled system of three dapres of which one is an elliptic equation
and the other two are advection dominated diffusion eqoatilh is a coupled system modelling the
motion of electrons and holes in semiconductor materiisg6]. The governing equations are

-V -NVY)=p-—n+C inQ
V- (=npn VY + D, Vn) = R(ip,n,p) inQ (5.6)
V- (pupVip + DpVp) = R(Y,n,p) inQ,
with appropriate boundary conditions, wherés the electric potential andp are carrier densities
of the electrons and the holesis the minimal Debye length of the devic®,, andD,, are carrier’s
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Figure 4.H' semi-norm errors of the CGFEM solution and the post-pramksslution for Example 1
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Figure 5.H' semi-norm errors of the SUPG solution and the post-prodessietion for Example 2
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Figure 6. Edge related metric errors of the post-processietian for Example 1
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Figure 7. Edge related metric errors of the post-processietian for Example 2

diffusivity, ., andp, are the carrier's mobilitiesy is the recombination term, ar@d is a constant.
The existence and unigueness of the coupled system is dexturs P7, 15]. Numerical schemes
for solving this coupled system need (1) stability whentdrélocities dominate their diffusivity
and (2) local conservation of electron and hole currentities42]. We use CGFEM to solve the
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Figure 8. Conservation errors without the post-procestngnique fom(top) andp(bottom).

first equation in%.6) and SUPG to solve the other two equations. To obtain thd tmoeservation
for electron and hole current densities, we apply the postgssing technique to the numerical
solutions.

A simple test example is presented to illustrate and vehfy post-processing technique. We
consider equation$(6) with

e 0 =10,1] x [0,1]

° C:O,)\:1,u7L:1,Mp:1,D7L:0.01, P

e Yp=x+yn=p= (x— ef_l)(y— 657 ),wherek:o.m.
ek

ek —1

The boundary conditions and the functi@mare derived from the true solutions. The problem is
solved on80 x 80,160 x 160,320 x 320, and640 x 640 uniform meshes. Figurg shows that the
local current and hole densities are not conservative witlpplying the post-processing. After
applying the post-processing, these errors are of sicalé® which is sufficient to claim that the
local current and hole densities are conservative. The rivaieesults of theZ! semi-norm errors
of both the SUPG solutions and the post-processed soluéisngell as theit| - ||,,,; metric are
shown in Figure. The convergence rates in these plots confirm the numeigralskion in Section
5.1, which further confirm the analysis in Sectién

6. CONCLUSION

We proposed a post-processing technique for the CGFEM a3k solving advection diffusion

and advection dominated problems. For application problemere the conservation property is
crucial, standard finite element solutions are not adeduatause naive calculation of the fluxes
from those solutions are not locally conservative. Due &pbpularity of standard finite elements,
a post-processing for the finite element method is benefitials situation. By applying the post-

processing technique proposed in this paper, conserfatkeas are obtained on the control volumes
which are built on the dual mesh of the finite element meshh Boalysis and numerical simulations
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Figure 9. Numerical errors fot (top) andp (bottom)

are presented to illustrate the performance of the postgsging technique. The post-processing
technique is quite simple and it is easy to implement it iraj@r computing environment.
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