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A STABILIZED FINITE ELEMENT METHOD FOR INVERSE
PROBLEMS SUBJECT TO THE CONVECTION-DIFFUSION
EQUATION. I: DIFFUSION-DOMINATED REGIME

ERIK BURMAN, MIHAI NECHITA, AND LAURI OKSANEN

ABSTRACT. The numerical approximation of an inverse problem subject to the convection—
diffusion equation when diffusion dominates is studied. We derive Carleman estimates that
are on a form suitable for use in numerical analysis and with explicit dependence on the
Péclet number. A stabilized finite element method is then proposed and analysed. An
upper bound on the condition number is first derived. Combining the stability estimates on
the continuous problem with the numerical stability of the method, we then obtain error
estimates in local H'- or L?-norms that are optimal with respect to the approximation
order, the problem’s stability and perturbations in data. The convergence order is the same
for both norms, but the H!-estimate requires an additional divergence assumption for the
convective field. The theory is illustrated in some computational examples.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the convection—diffusion equation
(1) Lu:=—pAu+-Vu=f inf,

where 2 C R"™ is open and bounded, i > 0 is the diffusion coefficient and 8 € [Wh>°(Q)]" is
the convective velocity field. For an open subset w C €, let U, = u|, + d, where we assume
u € H?(Q) is the solution to (Il), and § € L?(w) is some perturbation. The data assimilation
(or unique continuation) problem consists in finding u given f and U,.

The aim is to design a finite element method for data assimilation with weakly consistent
regularization applied to the convection—diffusion equation (). In the present analysis we
consider the regime where diffusion dominates and in the companion paper [7] we treat the
one with dominating convective transport. To make this more precise we introduce the
Péclet number associated to a given length scale [ by
_ 18l

/J/ )
for a suitable norm |- | for 8. If h denotes the characteristic length scale of the computation,
we define the diffusive regime by Pe(h) < 1 and the convective regime by Pe(h) > 1. It
is known that the character of the system changes drastically in the two regimes and we
therefore need to apply different concepts of stability in the two cases. In the present paper
we assume that the Péclet number is small and we use an approach similar to that employed
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for the Laplace equation in [5], for the Helmholtz equation in [8] and for the heat equation in
[9], that is we combine conditional stability estimates for the physical problem with optimal
numerical stability obtained using a bespoke weakly consistent stabilizing term. For high
Péclet numbers on the other hand, we prove in [7] weighted estimates directly on the discrete
solution, that reflect the anisotropic character of the convection—diffusion problem.

In the case of optimal control problems subject to convection-diffusion problems that are
well-posed, there are several works in the literature on stabilized finite element methods. In
[10] the authors considered stabilization using a Galerkin least squares approach in the La-
grangian. Symmetric stabilization in the form of local projection stabilization was proposed
in [I] and using penalty on the gradient jumps in [19, [I5]. The key difference between the
well-posed case and the ill-posed case that we consider herein is that we can not use stability
of neither the forward nor the backward equations. Crucial instead is the convergence of
the weakly consistent stabilizing terms and the matching of the quantities in the discrete
method and the available (best) stability of the continuous problem. Such considerations
lead to results both in the case of high and low Péclet numbers, but the different stability
properties in the two regimes lead to a different analysis for each case that will be considered
in the two parts of this paper.

The main results of this current work are the convergence estimates with explicit de-
pendence on the Péclet number in [Theorem 1l and [I’heorem 2| that rely on the continuous
three-ball inequalities in [Lemma 2 and |Corollary 2|

2. STABILITY ESTIMATES

We prove conditional stability estimates for the unique continuation problem subject to
the convection—diffusion equation (Il) in the form of three-ball inequalities, see e.g. [17] and
the references therein. The novelty here is that we keep track of explicit dependence on the
diffusion coefficient p and the convective vector field 5. The first such inequality is proven

in followed by [Lemma 2] and [Corollary 2, where the norms for measuring the

size of the data are weakened to serve the purpose of devising a finite element method in
Section 3|

First we prove an auxiliary logarithmic convexity inequality, which is a more explicit
version of [16, Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 1. Suppose that a,b,c > 0 and p,q > 0 satisfy ¢ < b and ¢ < eP a + e~ for all
A > X\g > 0. Then there are C > 0 and k € (0,1) (depending only on p and q) such that
¢ < Ce®0grpl=*,
Proof. We may assume that a,b > 0, since ¢ =0 if a = 0 or b = 0. The minimizer A, of the
function f(\) = eP*a + e~9b is given by
1 b
A= ——log 2
p+q pa
and writing r = ¢/p, the minimum value is

p\ P/ Pta) p\ ~Y/Pta)
fOw) =a (q_) +b <q_> — (Tp/(p+q) + T—q/(p+q)> a9/ P+a)pp/(p+a)
pa pa
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This shows that if A\, > )¢ then

c < Cra"btr,
where k = q/(p + q) and C; = r?/®+9) 4 y=¢/(+a)  On the other hand, if A\, < Ay then it
holds that e~ < =9 = q/(P+9)(yp)=9/(P+9) o1 equivalently,

pa/ (P+4a) < o ,a/(p+a).—a/(p+a)

Therefore
e < b= b/ PO/ (e < earoy—a/(0+a) ga/ (p+a)pp/ (0+a)

That is, if A\, < Ao then
c < (Cy eq’\oa“bl_“

where Cy = r~9/®+9)_ Ag 90 > 1 and C; > Cy, the claim follows by taking C' = C}. O

The following Carleman inequality is well-known, see e.g. [16]. For the convenience of the

reader we have included an elementary proof in

Proposition 1. Let p € C3(Q) and K C Q be a compact set that does not contain critical
points of p. Let a,7 >0 and ¢ = e*. Let w € C3(K) and v = ¢"®w. Then there is C > 0
such that

/ e (r*w? 4+ 7|Vw|?) dr < C’/ ™| Awl|? du,
K K
for a large enough and T > 19, where 19 > 1 depends only on a and p.

Using the above Carleman estimate we prove a three-ball inequality that is explicit with
respect to o and 3, i.e. the constants in the inequality are independent of the Péclet number.
The corresponding inequality with constant depending implicitly on the Péclet number is
proven for instance in [17]. We denote by B(x,r) the open ball of radius r centred at z, and
by d(z,082) the distance from z to the boundary of €.

Corollary 1. Let xy € Q and 0 < 1 < 12 < d(z9,09). Define B; = B(xg,rj), j = 1,2.
Then there are C' > 0 and k € (0,1) such that for u > 0, 5 € [L>®(Q)]" and uw € H (Q)
holds that

6'1562 1 "
[l 1 () < Cle lull g1 s,y + . 1£ull 20y ) Mullint, -
where Pe =1+ ||/p and |B] = (18]l 1y,

Proof. Due to the density of C%(Q) in H?(f2), it is enough to consider u € C?*(Q). Let now
0<ryg<ryandry <rg <ry<d(zrg,d?2). We choose non-positive p € C*°(2) such that
p(r) = —d(z,x¢) outside By. Since |Vp| = 1 outside By, p does not have critical points
in By \ By. Let x € C5°(By \ By) satisty x = 1in B; \ By, and set w = xu. We apply
[Proposition 1] with K = By \ By to get

(2) MQ/ (T*|w]? + 7|Vw|?)e*™ da < C’/ |pAw|?e*™ du,
B4\B0 B4\BO
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for ¢ = e**, with large enough o > 0, and 7 > 79 (where 75 > 1 depends only on « and p).
We bound from above the right-hand side by a constant times

/ \pAw — B - Vw|?e*™ dx + |5|2/ |Vw|?e*™ da.
B4\Bo B4\Bo
Taking 7 > 2|3]?/u?, the second term above is absorbed by the left-hand side of (2)) to give
3 2 73w2+sz2627—¢d1’§0 Aw — B - Vw|?e*™ du.
( 2 7
Bi\Bo 2 Bi\Bo
Since ¢ < 1 everywhere, by defining ®(r) = e=*" we now bound from below the left-hand
side in ([B]) by
u2/ (Plwl* + 7|Vw|?)e?™ de > p1*re*™ ) |ulf g,y — 127 ull3 g, -
B2\B1

An upper bound for the right-hand side in (3]) is given by
C | |pAu—B-Vul*e*™ dz +C [(u[A, x] — B+ Vx)u|?e*™ da

By (B4\B3)UB1

< Ce [|ulu — B Vullap,y + O™ (1 + 181%) [ullip g5,y + O (1 + 1B Nulli s, -

Combining the last two inequalities we thus obtain that
o (r 2 r 2 2
pre?er2) ||u||H1(Bg) < Ce? <(N2 + 181 ||UHH1(B1) + |[pAu— 8- Vu||L2(B4))
Td(r 2
+ O’ 3)(,U2 +5) ||u||H1(B4) )

for 7 > 7 +2|8|*/p?. We divide by 4* and conclude by Lemma Tl with p = 1 —®(r;) > 0 and
q = ®(ry) — ®(r3) > 0, followed by absorbing the Pe = 1+ |3|/u factor into the exponential

~ 2
factor e“Pe . O

We now shift down the Sobolev indices in[Corollary 1]by making a similar argument to that
in Section 4 of [II] or Section 2.2 of [§], based on semiclassical pseudodifferential calculus.

Lemma 2. Let g € Q2 and 0 < ry < ry < d(xg,0). Define B; = B(xg,rj), j =1,2. Then
there are C' > 0 and x € (0,1) such that for p > 0, B € [L>(Q)]" and u € H*(Q) it holds
that

~e2 1 " 11—k
HUHL2(32) < Ce” (HUHL2(31) + ; H£u||H1(Q)) ||UHL2(Q) )

where Pe = 1 + |B]/p and |B] = HﬁH[Loo(Q)]n'

Proof. Let h > 0 be the semiclassical parameter that satisfies & = 1/7, where 7 is the
parameter previously introduced in[Proposition Il The scale of semiclassical Bessel potentials
is defined by

JS=(1-RA)P2 seR,

and the semiclassical Sobolev spaces by

[ ul HE (Rm) = [Tl 2 ey -
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We will make strong use of the following commutator and pseudolocal estimates for semi-
classical pseudodifferential operators, see e.g. [20, Theorem 4.12]. Suppose that n,9J €
C°(R™) and that n = 1 near supp(?)), and let A, B be two semiclassical pseudodifferential
operators of orders s, m, respectively. Then for all p,q, N € R, there is C' > 0,

(4) ITA, B]“HHgd(Rn) <Ch HUHHS%’CTSW*(W) ’
(5) 11 =) ADullyp gy < CRY ]l o gy -

Let 0 <7 <rjp1 < d(%’o, 09Q), j=0,...,4and B; = B(x,r;), keeping By, By unchanged.
Let 7; € (rj_1,7r;) and B; = B(:L’O,fj;),j =0,...,3, where r_; = 0. Choose p € C*®(Q)
such that p(r) = —d(x, o) outside By, and define ¢ = e for large enough «. Consider
v € C§°(Bs \ By). As in[Appendix A] by taking ¢ = ¢/h and 0 = Al + 3al¢/h, we obtain

C [ [e"A(e=*M) 2 dx > / (R~ Y Vo|? + A% — | Vo> — b %?) da.
R™ n
Scaling this with u?h*, we insert the convective term and obtain that

C’/ (e®"REA (e~ M) — /"R3B - Y (e7¢/ M) da
can be bounded from below by
/ Ry (B2 Vol? + v?) do — /

Since

B2 (B2 Vol? + v?) do — / (e?/"R2B - V(e ")) du.

n n

" R2B . V(e M) = —h(B - Vo) + K26 - Vo,
introducing the conjugated operator Pv = —h%e®/"L(e~?/"), the previous bound implies
2 2 2 2
NPy > b [0l oy — B2 ol gy — I Tl ey

The last two terms in the right-hand side can be absorbed by the first one when

1 1 p?
6 h<-and h<-——
0 SEAEIE
thus obtaining
(7) Vinlloll gy, gy < C1Pollagan, -

Let now 7,9 € C°(Bs \ By) and suppose that 1 = 1 near By \ By and 1 = 1 near supp(?).
Let also x € C§°(By \ By) satisfy x = 1 in B3 \ B;. Then there is g > 0 such that for
v=xw, w e C>®(Q), and h < hy,

(8) ||U||L2(R") S Hnj_lvHHslcl(Rn) + H(l o n)J_lﬁUHH;d(Rn) <C Hn‘]_lUHH;d(Rn) ’
where we used () to absorb one term by the left-hand side. From () and () we have
(9) Vi ||l pagey < CVR 0T 41 gy < CHP0ITT0)|| gy

and the commutator estimate (4l) gives
12Tl gy < Ol 0]y + CRB el oy -
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Recalling the assumption (), these terms can be absorbed by the left-hand side of (@),
obtaining

(10) \/EM ||U||L2(R") <C Hﬁj_l(Pv)HLz(Rn) <C HPUHHS;}(W)-

We now combine this estimate with the technique used to prove Consider
u € C®(R™) and set w = e?/"u. Take ¢ € C3°(Q) supported in By U (Bs \ Bs) with ¢ = 1
in (B \ By) U (By \ Bs). Recall that x € C$°(By \ By) satisfies x = 1 in Bs \ By. Using ()
to bound the commutator

1P XJwl =1 ey < NP XJbwll g1 gy < O+ [B]) [Ywl] o gy
we obtain from (I0) that
Vi Il gagany < C Py + Chla 4 181) ] o e
This leads to
\/E’:u “X6¢/hu“L2(Rn) S C HXQWE(,UAU - ﬁ ' vu)HHfl(Rn) _l_ Ch(:u _l_ |5|) Hwe(ﬁ/huHLZ(Rn) 9

where we used the norm inequality ||-[| -1 .y < Ch? ||l -1 (gny- Letting ®(r) = e~ and
using a similar argument as in the proof of we find that

) 3
pe® )/ lull z2(p,) < Ce/" <(,U + 18D llull 2,y + B2 |(nAu = 5 Vu)||H*1(Q)>
+ Ce® R (1 + 18]) [[ull 2y -

when h satisfies (@) and is small enough. Absorbing the negative power of % in the expo-
nential, we then use [Lemma 1l and conclude by absorbing the Pe = 1+ |8|/u factor into the

2
exponential factor e¢7° . O

Making the additional coercivity assumption V - < 0, we can weaken the norms just in
the right-hand side of by using the stability estimate for a well-posed convection-
diffusion problem with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Corollary 2. Let xyp € Q and 0 < r; < 1y < d(x0,09). Define B = B(xo,rj), j =
1,2. Then there are C > 0 and € (0,1) such that for p > 0, 8 € [Wh°(Q)]" having
esssupn V- 3 <0, and u € H?(Y) it holds that

C'P~e2 1 ; 1 o
[ull g1 5,y < Ce ullr2(p,) + u [Lull 10 [ull 2y + L 1Ll g-1q) ;

where Pe =1 + |6/ and |B| = ||5||[Loo(9)]n'

Proof. Let the balls By, By C € such that B; C By, for j = 0,2. Consider the well-posed
problem

Lw=Luin B3, w =0 on 0Bs.

Since esssupg V - § < 0, as a consequence of the divergence theorem we have

1
[l s) < C;HEUIIHﬂ(Ba)-
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Taking v = u — w, we have Lv = 0 in Bs. The stability estimate in used for
By, By, B3 reads as
52
1—
9]l g1,y < Ce“7 [[0ll51 (o) 101 iy
and the following estimates hold
[lli1.3y) < N0l sy + 10l 1y

< O (lull g+~ 1€l s Ulell iy + — [ Callyscen)
=be WilH (Bo) u Ulla=1()) 1% H1(By) 0 Ula-1()

1-k

Now we choose a cutoff function x € C§°(B;) such that x =1 in By. Then yu satisfies
L(xu) = xLu+ [L,x]u, xu=0ondBy,

and we obtain

—_

el sy < Il s,y < C (1€l 1)+ XLl 1))

— =

< C= (a4 181) el sy + 10l 1 gy )

=

The same argument for Bs C {2 gives
1
sy < €7 (G 18D Tl + 1 ulgor)

thus leading to the conclusion after absorbing the Pe = 1+ |3|/u factor into the exponential

2
factor e“Pe . O

3. FINITE ELEMENT METHOD

Let V}, denote the space of piecewise affine finite element functions defined on a conforming
computational mesh 7, = {K}. 7T, consists of shape regular triangular elements K with
diameter hg and is quasi-uniform. We define the global mesh size by h = maxge7;, hx. The
interior faces of the triangulation will be denoted by F;, the jump of a quantity across a face
F by [-]#, and the outward unit normal by n.

Let § € [Wh>(Q)]" and adopt the shorthand notation |S] := ||f]|jz=@y». As already
stated in [Section 1l we consider the diffusion-dominated regime given by the low Péclet
number

_lB
W

We will denote by C' a generic positive constant independent of the mesh size and the Péclet
number. Let 7, : L*(Q2) — V}, denote the standard L?-projection on V}, which for k = 1,2
and m = 0,k — 1 satisfies

(11) Pe(h) :

[mhul Q) S C HUHHM(Q) , u€H™Q),

Hm Q) = ChF=m HUHH’c(Q) , ue H" Q).

lu = mnu|
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We introduce the standard inner products with the induced norms

(Uh,wh)Q ZI/thhdSL’,
Q

(Vn, Wh) 50, ::/ vpwp, ds,
o0

and the following bilinear forms

ap(vp, wp) == (B - Vup,wp)a + (uVor, Vwg)g — (£Vop, - n,wp) 5,

sq(vp, wy) == Z W/Fh(u + |8|h)[Vun - n] p[Vwy - n]rds,

FeF;
Sw(vns wp) = (1 + |Blh)vn, wh)w,
s(vp, wy) = sq(vp, wp) + Su(vp, wy),
and
S (vn, wp) = 71 (((uh ™" + | B])on, wh>69 + (N vy, Vg )o + sa(vn, wy)).

The terms s and s, are stabilizing terms, while the term s, is aimed for data assimilation.
After scaling with the coefficients in the above forms, Lemma 2 in [6] writes as

(12) [z h+ 181203 onllsoy < Cy2s(vn, v)?, Von € Vi,
and Lemma 2 in [9] gives the jump inequality
(13) so(myu, mpu) < Oy(p+ [BIRR [ulfeq),  Yu € HA(Q).

The parameters v and 7, in sq and s,, respectively, are fixed at the implementation level
and, to alleviate notation, our analysis covers the choice v =1 = ~,.

We can then use the general framework in [4] to write the finite element method for unique
continuation subject to (Il as follows. Find (up, z) € [V4]? such that

ah(uhu U)h) - 8*(Zh7 wh) = (fv wh)Q 2
) Ll ) = ey - V) € AP
where we recall that U, = ul, + § and v € H?(Q) is the solution to ().

We observe that by the ill-posed character of the problem, only the stabilization operators
sq and s, provide some stability to the discrete system, and the corresponding system matrix
is expected to be ill-conditioned. To quantify this effect we first prove an upper bound on
the condition number.

Proposition 2. The finite element formulation ([I4)) has a unique solution (up, z) € [Vi]?
and the Fuclidean condition number ko of the system matriz satisfies

K9 S Ch_4.

Proof. We write (Id) as the linear system A[(us, 21), (vn, wn)] = (f, wi)a + 50U, vp), for all
(vh,wh) € [Vh]z, where

A[(uh, Zh), (Uh, wh)] = ah(uh, wh) — 8*(2}“ wh) -+ ah(vh, Zh) + S(Uh, Uh).
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Since A[(un, z1), (Un, —2n)] = s(un, up) + S«(2n, z1), using ([I2) the following inf-sup condition
holds
Al(un, zn), (Un, wn)]

Uy, ;= inf sup > Cu(1 + Pe(h))h*.
(un,zp)E[Vh]? (vp,,wp)E[V3]? || (Um Zh) ||L2(Q) || (’Um wh) ||L2(Q)

This provides the existence of a unique solution for the linear system. We use [13, Theorem
3.1] to estimate the condition number by

Ty
15 < (C—
( ) Rg >~ \I]h’
where

A
Ty = sup sup [(un; 21), (Vn; wp)] '
(unzn)€lVi]? (onswn)eVil? (| (Uns 20)[ 2@l (Vn, wa) | 22 ()

We recall the following discrete inverse inequality, see for instance [12, Lemma 1.138],
(16) VRl 20y < B Mol 2y, Vo € Pi(K).

We also recall the following continuous trace inequality, see for instance [18],

(17) lollzzom) < O30l iz + 2 Vol ), Yo € HY (K,

and the discrete one

(18) IVon - 1l 205 < Ch72(|Vop| 2y, Yon € Py(K).

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with (I8]) and (I6) we get

sa(un, vn) = yp(1+ Pe(h)) Y i h[Vuy, - n]p[Vuy - n] ds

< Cu(l + Pe(h))h2

|uhHL2(Q)||UhHL2(Q)7
hence
s(un, vp) < Cp(1+ Pe(h)h™2|lunl| L2 [ on]l 2 (0.

Combining this with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the inequalities (I6) and (I7), we
obtain

—s.(2n, wp) < Cp(1+ Pe(h)h™2||zn| 120 lwnl 20
Again due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and trace and inverse inequalities, we have

ap(up, wy) = (B - Vup, wp)a + p Z / h[Vuy, - n] pwy, ds
F

FeF;
< Cu(1 4 Pe(h)h?|Jupl 2l wall 220,

Collecting the above estimates we have T, < Cu(14Pe(h))h ™2, and we conclude by ([H). O
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3.1. Error estimates for the weakly consistent regularization. The error analysis
proceeds in two main steps:

(i) First we prove that the stabilizing terms and the data fitting term must vanish at an
optimal rate for smooth solutions, with constant independent of the physical stability
(Proposition JJ).

(ii)) Then we show that the residual of the PDE is bounded by the stabilizing terms and
the data fitting term. Using this result together with the first step and the continuous
stability estimates in [Section 2 we prove L?- and H'-convergence results (Theorems [I]

and [2]).

To quantify stabilization and data fitting for (vs, wy,) € [V3]? we introduce the norm

| (v, wi)||? = s(vp, vn) + si(wh, wy).
We also define the “continuity norm” on H %JFE(Q), for any € > 0,
[olly == 1812k~ 2v]lo + |42 Vollo + [#2h2 Vo - ] a0.

Using standard approximation properties and the trace inequality (I8]), we have

lu = mhully < Clu2h+ 81202 ul 2.
Using (I3]) and interpolation

|(w — mhu, 0)||? = s(u — mhu, u — Thu) = sq(Tpu, Th) + Su(t — Thu, u — TH)
< C(uh® + |ﬁ‘h3)|u|§{2(9)7

where we used that sq(u,v,) = 08, since u € H?*(2). Hence it follows that for u € H?*()
(19) I mya, 0)l|s + lu— myully < CQuzh+[B12h2)|ulwz(a).

Observe that, when Pe(h) < 1, the first term dominates and the estimate is O(h), whereas
when Pe(h) > 1 the bound is O(h2). We note in passing that the same estimates hold for
the nodal interpolant.

Lemma 3 (Consistency). Let u € H?*(Q) be the solution to () and (up,zn) € [Vi)* the
solution to (I4), then

ah(whu — Up, wh) + 8*(Zh, wh) = CLh(ﬂ'hu — U, wh),

and

—ap(vn, 2n) + s(mpu — up, v) = so(Tru — u, vy) + so(Tu — Uy, vp),
for all (v, wy) € [Vi]%

Proof. The first claim follows from the definition of ay, since

ap(up, wp) — S«(zn, wr) = (fywn)ao = (B Vu — pAu, wy)q = ap(u, wy),

where in the last equality we integrated by parts. The second claim follows similarly from

an(vn, zn) + s(up, vp) = SW(UM vp),
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leading to
—ap(vp, zn) + s(Tpu — up, vy) = s(mpu, V) — sw(Uw, vp)
= sq(mpu — u,vp) + S, (mTRu — Uy, Up)-
d

Lemma 4 (Continuity). Assume the low Péclet regime (IIl) and that |51 < C|B|. Let
v € H*Q) and wy, € Vj, then
an (v, wp) < Cllolls][(0, wh)]]s.
Proof. Writing out the terms of a; and integrating by parts in the advective term leads to
an(v,wp) = —(v, B-Vwy)o— (0V - B, wp)a~+ (08 - n,wy) 50+ (£VV, Vg )o — (VU - 1, wp) o, -
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the trace inequality (7)) for v, we see that
(8 1, w0, + (Y0, Vo) — (090 1,01} < Clloll (0103 ..

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and a discrete Poincaré inequality for wy, see e.g. [2], we
bound

|ﬁ|l,oo
|5l

—(WV - B, wn)o < ClBhelvllellwnllo < € Pe(h)? [[v]l¢]| (0, wn)]|-

Under the assumption |f]. < C|fB], we get
~(uV - B,wp)a < CPe(h)?[[v]4]|(0, )]s
We bound the remaining term by
~(v, 8- Vun)a < 1202 [vll:| Veonlla < CPe(h):[[o]]1(0, wn)]|.-
Finally, exploiting the low Péclet regime Pe(h) < 1, we obtain the conclusion. O

Proposition 3 (Convergence of regularization). Assume the low Péclet regime (I1l) and that
1Bl1.00 < C|B|. Let u € H*(Q) be the solution to M) and (up, z1,) € [Vi]? the solution to (),
then

(e = wn, 2)ls < Cu2h + B2 1h2)(Jul w2y + b [18]L):

Proof. Denoting e, = m,u — uy, it holds by definition that
I (en, z)|I> = an(en, zn) + s«(2n, 2n) — anlen, zn) + s(en, en).
Using both claims in [Lemma 3 we may write
(e, z)|1? = an(mpu — u, z1,) + sq(Tht — u, en) + s (Thte — Us, €1).
Lemma 4l gives the bound
an(mhu — u, 2n) < Cllmpu — ull¢][(0, 1) s
The other terms are simply bounded using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as follows
sa(mnt — u,en) + su(mru — Uy, en) < (| (mwe =, 0) |« + (= + 51202 [8]10) [ (en, 0)]l

Collecting the above bounds we have

I(en, 20)lI5 < Cllmnu — wlly + [[(mrw — u, 0)|s + (2 + 812 h2) 18]l [ (ens 20) s,
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and the claim follows by applying the approximation (I9]). O

Lemma 5 (Covergence of the convective term). Assume the low Péclet regime ([L1I) and that
1Bl1.00 < C|B|. Let u € H*(Q) be the solution to (), (un, z1) € [Vi]? the solution to (I4) and
w € H} (), then

(8- Vup, w — mpw)o < C(u+ [B]) (hllull z2@) + 16]l)[w] 1 @),

Proof. Denote by 5, € [V,]™" a piecewise linear approximation of § that is L*>-stable and for
which

||ﬁ - 5h||0,oo S Ch|ﬁ‘1,oov

and recall the approximation estimate in [3, Theorem 2.2]

(20)  inf [[A2(By- Vup —ap)]lo < C (Z !Ih[[ﬁh~Vuh]]I|%> < C|B|2 sa(un, up) 2.

€V
FeF,;
We also use and the jump inequality (I3]) to estimate
sa(up, uh)% < sq(up — mhu, up — Whu)% + sq(mpu, Whu)%
1 103 _ 1 11
< C(p2h+ 181202 ([ulp2) + R I6]|w) + C(u? + |812h2)hlul g2,
obtaining
1 1 1.3 _
(21) so(wn, un)? < C(u2h + (81202 (Jul 2y + h710].)-
We now write
(B - Vup,w — maw)q = (B - Vup, w — myw)o + (8 — Br) - Vg, w — mw)q,
and using orthogonality, ([20), (21]), interpolation and (IIl), we bound the first term by
(Bn - Vn, w = mpw)e < CIBI2 A" 7 saun, un) 2 hlw]| oy
101,01 101
< C18]2hz(p2 +(B|2h2)(hlulmz@) + |]lw)l[w]z1@
< O+ [B|h)(hlulu2@) + [|6]]w)[w]] m@)-
We now use the Poincaré-type inequality (I2]) and interpolation to bound the second term
((B = Br) - Vup,w — maw)a < Ch?|B)1.00 | Vun|lallw|| o)
1 1, _ 1
< OBl oo +1812h2) s (un, un)? w1 )
< ChB1 00 (blulm2@) + lullo + [[0llu)[w ] @
< ChlBl1co(llullm2@) + 16]lw) lwl| 1)
since due to and inequality (I3))
s(up, uh)% < s(up — mhu, up — Whu)% + sq(mpu, Whu)% + s, (T, THU)
1 101
< C(p2 + B2 h2) (hlu|m2@) + [[0]lw + llulle)-
Under the assumption |31 « < C|5]|, we collect the above bounds to get
(8 Vi, w0 — myw)a < O+ |8 (Ml + 1611 ey

N
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Theorem 1 (L?-error estimate). Assume the low Péclet regime ([II)) and that | 3|10, < C|B.
Let uw € H*(Q) be the solution to [{l) and (un, z) € [Vi]? the solution to ([4), then there is
k € (0,1) such that

5 2
lu = unllz2my < CRe (Jullm) + b7 6]lw),
where Pe =1+ |6/

Proof. Let us consider the residual defined by (r,w) = ap,(up, w) — (f,w), for w € H ().
Using (I4]) we obtain

(r,w) = ap(un, w — mw) — (f,w — mMpw) + an(up, Tiw) — (f, Thw)
= ap(up, w — Tw) — (f, w — Tw) + 84 (21, THW).

We split the first term in the right-hand side into convective and non-convective terms, and
for the latter we integrate by parts on each element K and use Cauchy-Schwarz followed by
the trace inequality () to get

(uVup, V(w — maw))a — (WVup - n,w — mpw) o = Z w[Vup - np(w — mow) ds
Fer ' F
1 1
< Cplp A+ [BIh) "2 s (un, up)2 (W Hlw — muw| p2(9) + [[w — mwl ).
Using (21) and interpolation we obtain
(¥, ¥ (w = T30) )y — (Vs - 1,0 = 7320) gy < Cpa(l ey + 18] ol
We bound the convective term in ay,(up, w — m,w) by [Lemma 5l hence obtaining
an(un, w0 — 1) < Cla+ 18 Bllull ey + 16]6) ol -
The next term in the residual is bounded by
(fyw=muw) < [|fllz2@)llw — mwl|r29) < CR|| fllr2 o) wl m9)-
The last term left to bound from the residual is
Si(2n, mhw) < [[(0, 20)[s[[ (0, mw) s,

and using (IR) for the jump term, together with the H'-stability of 7, we see that

1 1 1.1 _ 1

10, mpw) s < C(uz [V (mw)lla + (n2 + [B]2h2) [V (myw)llo + (ph™" + |B])2 [ mawllae)
1 1 1
< C(p> +1812h2) lw]lpr (@),
where for the boundary term we used that w|sg = 0 together with interpolation and (IT).
Bounding [/(0, 24)]|s by we get
Si(zn, Thw) < C(p+[B|h) (hlulm2@) + [10]lw) 1wl m @)
Collecting the above estimates we bound the residual norm by
¥l < O+ 18D Bl + 181) + ChlLF s
< Cp A+ 18D (hllull 20y + [16]])-
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We now use the stability estimate in to write

<2
| — upl| 2By < Celle

By [Proposition 3| we have
[ = unllr2w) < [lu = mullre) + lun — mhull L2,
< CR?|ulg2(q) + Chlu| g2y + C||d |-
< C(h|ulg2@) + |6]].)-
Using (I2) and again, we bound

||u — uhHLZ(Q < ||u — 7Thu||L2(Q + ||uh — 7Thu||L2(Q

1 K
<||u_uh||L2(w)+;”THH1(9)) = wnll g2y

< Ch? u| 2 +C(u2h+\ﬁ|2h2) s(up, — mhu, uh—whu)%
< C(lul i) +h7|6]l)-
Hence we conclude by
= wnll gz < CePe (hlullmay + 1811e)" (lulmz@ + hH16]) "
< P W (|Jull gy + 1 16]),
where we have absorbed the Pe = 1 + ||/ factor into the exponential factor e“F ¢ O

Theorem 2 (H'-error estimate). Assume the low Péclet regime ([ and that |81 < C|B]
and esssupg, V-3 < 0. Let u € H*(Q) be the solution to (M), and (un, z) € [Vi]?* the solution
to (I4), then there is k € (0,1) such that
= 2
lu = unllz(my < Ch7e™ ([ullma) + 27 [16]L),
where Pe =1+ |B] /.
Proof. Letting e, = u — uy,, we combine the proof of [Theorem 1] with the stability estimate

in [Corollary 2| to obtain
~62 1 K 1 1—k
lenlly iz < Ce (nehnmw) - ||r||H1<Q>) (nehnm - ||r||H1<Q>)

< Ce“PC (|l g2y + hH|6]]w)-

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

We illustrate the theoretical results with some numerical examples. The implementation
of the stabilized FEM (I4]) has been carried out in FreeFem++ [14] on uniform triangulations
with alternating left and right diagonals. The mesh size is taken as the inverse square root of
the number of nodes. The parameters in sq and s, are set to v = 107° and ~, = 1. We also
rescale the boundary term in s, by the factor 50, drawing on results from different numerical
experiments. In this section we denote e, = mpu — uy.
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We consider €2 to be the unit square and the exact solution with global unit L?-norm
u(z,y) =30x(1 — z)y(1 —y).
We take the diffusion coefficient ;x = 1 and investigate two cases for the convection field: the
coercive case of the constant field
Be = (1,0),
and the case
Pre = 100(z +y,y — ),

plotted in for which V - 8 = 200 and ||3]|o, = 200. This makes the (well-posed)
problem strongly non-coercive with a medium high Péclet number. The latter example
was also considered in [4] for numerical experiments on a non-coercive convection—diffusion

equation with Cauchy data.
We consider the following domains for data assimilation, shown in [Figure 2|

(22) w = (0.2,0.45) x (0.2,0.45), B =(0.2,0.45) x (0.55,0.8),
(23)  w=(0,0.125) x (0.4,0.6) U (0.875,1) x (0.4,0.6), B = (0.25,0.75) x (0.4,0.6),
(24) w =0\ 1[0,0.875] x [0.125,0.875], B =Q\ [0,0.125] x [0.125,0.875].
1.0 4 VA A O S 1011 a
VA AR AR G —_— E{
\
0.8 1 / VAR A SR —_— — — 1010_ _-\\\ “.
VAR IR I gl —_—— ] Eq
0.6 1 P 7 o o o e -,“‘\\ '._“
10° 4 N
L4 L4 > e e S NN E{l
0.4 1 L
v v » - S N NN ‘\
. \ .
ce . 108 4 TN
0.2 1 . N Y ‘
- 1NN NN N\
0.0 NN N 107 ; B
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10 16—3 10'—2 10'—1 160

log of meshsize

FIGURE 1. Left: convection field 3,.. Right: condition number x5 for domains
[22), B8 = B.; the dotted lines are proportional to A= and h~*%.

The condition number upper bound in is illustrated for a particular case

in [Figure I where we plot the condition number k5 versus the mesh size h, together with
For five meshes with 2V elements on

each side, N = 3,...,7, the approximate rates for k9 are -3.03, -3.16, -3.2, -3.34.

reference dotted lines proportional to A~ and h~*.
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0.6 06 0.6
]w [w b N
04 04 04

0 0.2 0.4 06 08 10 0.0 02 0.4 06 08 10

(a) Boundaries for (22I). (b) Boundaries for (23]). (c) Boundaries for (24)).

FiGURE 2. Computational domains.

The results in for the domains (22)) strongly agree with the convergence rates
expected from [Theorem 1] and [Theorem 2] for the relative errors in B computed in the L>-
and H'-norms, and with the rates for ||(ep, 24)]|s given in [Proposition 3|

The numerical approximation improves when considering the setting in (23)), in which
data is given both downstream and upstream, as reported in [Figure 4 The convergence is
almost linear and the size of the errors is considerably reduced in the non-coercive case. The
resolution increases all the more when data is given near a big part of the boundary 0f2,
as for the computational domains (24]). For both convective fields 3. and S, the L-errors
decrease below 10™* with superlinear rates on the same meshes considered in and

We leave out the figure in this case.

- SO [ — -
EPNEETLL S © OO —O-—O-=O-—=O===O-——=O" <
10714 e--&—e—-e--e---e"’e‘ 10-14 S E— a
-a G- -8--8--8--8---&-
——mmT
g---—&7"
g-m--8"F
1072 4 @& 10-2
& ="
< o
————— A 10-3 ______-A
1073 T et D B P = -
s a--TE T
AT v YNy =S
__A___e_—:A _____ 5- ,A-—'A"—A———V‘“—v—
e e B
10744

T
4x1072 6x107* 1072 4x1073 6x1073 10‘*2

log of meshsize log of meshsize

(a) Circles: H'-error, rate ~ 0.45; Squarels: L?- (b) Circles: H'-error, rate =~ 0.29; Squares: L*-
error, rate ~ 0.56; Up triangles: Sl(eha en)?, rate  error, rate ~ 0.42; Up triangles: s(ep,, eh)%, rate
~ 1.1; Down triangles: s«(zp,24)2, rate & 1.33.  x 1.32; Down triangles: s,(z,, Zh)%, rate ~ 1.34.

FIGURE 3. Convergence for domains (22]). Left: § = .. Right: 8 = fpe.

Comparing the geometries in (22]) and (23]) we also expect to see different effects of the
two convective fields 5. and f,.. Notice that for both geometries the horizontal magnitude
of B, is greater than that of 5.. In (22) the solution is continued in the crosswind direc-
tion for both £, and f,., and a stronger convective field is not expected to improve the
reconstruction. On the other side, in (23) information is propagated both downstream and
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upstream, and a stronger convective field can improve the resolution, despite the increase
in the Péclet number. Indeed, we can see in that for the geometry in (22)) the
numerical approximation is better for 3. than for f3,., while shows better results
for 3. than for 8, in the case of (23)), especially for the L?-error.

To exemplify the noisy data U, = u|, + 0, we perturb the restriction of v to w on every
node of the mesh with uniformly distributed values in [—hz, h], respectively [—h, h]. Recall
that by the error estimates in [Section 3/the contribution of the perturbation ¢ is bounded by
h=|6]|.. It can be seen in that the perturbations are strongly visible for an O(h?)
amplitude, but not for an O(h) one.

10-! -O-“"'O' ______ © PRI ©
_-e—-e’"e__-e_ —e—"’e‘——‘
@-o -9 e | —G"e_—‘e——
T 102 4 —e=—0-
—B--E""E___E— o
=T
m-£
102 4
w0 0
o o
. -4
10°3 $:,_:::_-\7
_ et} =222V -
1073 _==dp==--T _ =___,§— —————
_a-===¥7"" Y i __—EP"‘_&
R il i
¢F=g==0==’°"=' D_‘;’_’_a—-&"a‘
10—+

T T
4x107? 6x107° 1072 4x1073 6x107% 1072
log of meshsize log of meshsize

(a) Circles: H'-error, rate =~ 0.8; Squares: L>-  (b) Circles: H'-error, rate ~ 1.02; Squares: L>-
error, rate &~ 0.94; Up triangles: s(ep, eh)%, rate  error, rate &~ 1.07; Up triangles: s(e, eh)%, rate
~ 1.24; Down triangles: s,(zp, zh)%, rate & 1.2. = 1.3; Down triangles: s.(zp, zh)%, rate ~ 1.25.

FIGURE 4. Convergence for domains (23)). Left: 5 = .. Right: 8 = S,

] o o —--® PR ©
. 7N - T PSS
G- \\ // o= a -1 —C . "9___6__—9
10-1 a LS / - 10 =9 < a
’ B-a B e
Ees? \\&5 / | T =] E____E,.__--a—’
. P
et =
® 10724 w107
______ A
4’k
Piag _-A
10794 B e 7 R e A==
PE il NS < > _a--—E A 4
& AR s A== g
V_,V——V\\ ,/ V- A--A"é'—:g::? ————— 7
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4x107% 6x 107 10-2 14x107% 6x 107 10-2
log of meshsize log of meshsize
1 . .
(a) Noise amplitude O(h2). (b) Noise amplitude O(h).

FIGURE 5. Convergence for perturbed U, in domains 22), 3 = f..
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APPENDIX A.

Denote by (-,-), | - |, div, V and D? the inner product, norm, divergence, gradient and
Hessian in the Euclidean setting of @ C R". We recall the following identity [8, Lemma 1].

Lemma 6. Let {,w € C*(Q) and o € C1(Q). We define v = e¢‘w and
a=0c—-A, q=a+ |Vl b=—ov—2(Vu,Vl), B=(Vv]*-q?VL
Then
e (Aw)?/2 = (Av + qu)?/2 + b* /2
+ a|Vv|* + 2D*(Vv, Vv) + (—a|VE|* + 2D*(VL, V1)) v*
+ div(bVv + B) + R,
where R = (Vo,Vo)v + (div(aV{) — ao) v?.

Proof of [Proposition 1} Let £ = 7¢ and let A > 0 such that |D?p(X, X)| < AXJ®. For
a vector field X recall the identity D?*¢(X, X) = (DxV¢, X), where Dx is the covariant

derivative, which gives
D*$(X, X) = ap(a(Vp, X)* + D*p(X, X)),
hence
D*$(X, X) > apD?*p(X, X) > —arg| X .
Combining this with the previous equality, we obtain
D*¢(V$, Vo) > o’¢™(a|Vp|* = A[Vpl?).
Choosing € > 0 such that € < |Vp|?> < e~ ! it holds
D*¢(V$, Vo) > o (ae® — Ae 1),
Since
2D?((Vv, Vv) > —2a 7| V|?,
by choosing 0 = Al + 3aA¢T, i.e. a = 3a T in we obtain the bounds
alVo|? +2D*((Vv, Vv) > a¢T|Vo)?,
(—a| VI +2D*(VE,V0)v? > (2ae® — (34 2\)e D) (apT)*v?.
We now bound
(Vo,Vu)v = (V(AL), Vo)v + 3aA(VE, Vo)v > — (|[V(A@)| + 3aA|V¢|) 7|Vl |v]
and
(div(aVl) — ao)v? = ((Va, V) — a*)v? > (3a\|Ve|? — 9a?\?¢?) %02
Combining these lower bounds with
r[9ollo] < S (Vo + 7o),
and taking « large enough, we obtain from that
(25) Ce?™ (Aw)? > (a1 7 — agm*)v? + (b7 — bo)|Vv|? + div(bVv + B),
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with a;, b; > 0 depending only on «, ¢ and A. Taking 7 large enough and using the elementary
inequality

1
Vo> = ¥?|rwV ¢ + Vw|? > €2T¢§|Vw|2 — 2|V |22,

we conclude by integrating over K and using the divergence theorem. O
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