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Abstract

We prove quasi-optimal L norm error estimates (up to logarithmic factors) for the solution
of Poisson’s problem by the standard Hybridizable Discontinuous Galerkin (HDG) method.
Although such estimates are available for conforming and mixed finite element methods, this is
the first proof for HDG. The method of proof is motivated by known L°° norm estimates for
mixed finite elements. We show two applications: the first is to prove optimal convergence rates
for boundary flux estimates, and the second is to prove that numerically observed convergence
rates for the solution of a Dirichlet boundary control problem are to be expected theoretically.
Numerical examples show that the predicted rates are seen in practice.

1 Introduction

In this paper we derive L*° norm estimates for the standard hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin
(HDG) method applied to a diffusion problem. The problem is posed on a bounded convex polyhe-
dral domain Q C R?. We assume the data is given as follows: the diffusivity ¢ € (W1>°(Q))?*2 is a
uniformly bounded positive definite symmetric matrix-valued function, and the functions f € L?(f2)
and g € HY/2(99). Then we seek to approximate the solution (u, q) of the following elliptic system:

cq+Vu=0 inQ, (1.1a)
V-g=f inQ, (1.1b)
u=g ondf. (1.1c)

In particular, we shall prove quasi-optimal L error estimates (up to logarithmic factors) for the
HDG approximation to v and q. We also verify that, after a standard procedure, the post-processed
solution denoted wj is super-convergent in the L norm.

Quasi-optimal L norm estimates on general quasi-uniform meshes for the conforming finite
element method were first proved by Scott [31] in 1976. The method of proof is based on weighted
L? norms and was extended in [I0-I3}30,33] to mixed methods for elliptic equations and in [14}15]
to the Stokes equations. Another technique was developed in the series of papers by Schatz and
Wahlbin [27H29]. They use dyadic decomposition of the domain and require local energy estimates
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together with sharp pointwise estimates for the corresponding components of the Greens matrix.
For smooth domains such a technique was successfully used in [6] for mixed methods, in [I§] for
discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods and in [5] for local DG methods. This technique was also
applied on a non-smooth domain for the Stokes equations, see Guzmén and Leykekhman [19].

The HDG method for elliptic equations was devised by Cockburn et al. [§] and was analyzed
using a special projection in [9]. Since there is a strong relation between the HDG method and
mixed finite element methods (see [§]), it is reasonable to ask if similar L>°(2) norm estimates on
general quasi-uniform meshes could be obtained for the HDG method. To the best of our knowledge,
there is no such result in the literature. In [Section 3] we give quasi-optimal L norm estimates
for the flux variable q and scalar variable u (see [Theorem 2)). One advantage of the HDG method
is that we can obtain superconvergent rates of convergence for a post processed approximation uj
to w in the L?(Q2) norm [8]. In [Theorem 2, we show that the postprocessed solution also enjoys
superconvergent rates in the L*° norm. We present a numerical test in [Example 1| (see [Table 1I) to
confirm our theoretical results from [Theorem 20 As mentioned in [24], we can use our L norm
estimates to improve L?(I') norm estimates on an interface I', see [Theorem 3l The numerical test
in [Example 1] (see [Table 2) confirms the theoretical result from [Theorem 3l It is worthwhile to
mention that a standard analysis of convergence on an interface (usually via the trace theorem)
only gives a suboptimal convergence rate.

The optimal L?(T') norm estimates on an interface I' or on the boundary of the domain have
many applications. One example [24] is where some complex problems require the use of a variety of
models in different parts of the computational domain, which in turn are coupled through the normal
flux across common interfaces. On the level of numerical methods, this entails a need to understand
and quantify the discretization error in the normal flux at interfaces [24]. Another example appears
in the problem of Dirichlet boundary control (DBC) of PDEs with L?(9Q)-regularization, where
the normal derivative naturally arises in the discrete optimality system. Hence, the estimation of
the error in the normal derivative plays an essential role in the error analysis of the DBC of PDEs,
see [1112012526134] for more details. In recent papers where HDG methods have been sucessful
applied to the DBC of PDEs ( [4J16l17,21,22]), the analysis for the control is optimal in the sense of
regularity and suboptimal for other variables. Furthermore, numerical experiments show that the
discrete control can achieve optimal convergence with respect to the polynomial degree if the control
is smooth enough. However, the analysis in the above mentioned HDG papers is suboptimal in this
situation. In [Section bl we use the improved L? norm estimates on the boundary in [Theorem 3 to
obtain an optimal convergence rate for both the control and the other variables, see [Theorem 4l
The numerical test in confirms our theoretical result.

2 HDG formulation and preliminary material

In this section, we shall give the HDG formulation of and introduce some standard
auxiliary projections. Our main result in this section is to extend the L? norm estimates for the
auxiliary projections used in the error analysis of HDG to L? norms (1 < p < 00), see [Theorem 1]
This is one essential step of the paper. Although our final L® norm estimates require the domain
to be two dimensional and convex, it is worth mentioning that we do not need these restrictions in
Mheorem 11 Hence, in the present section, we assume that Q C R?, (d = 2,3), and do not assume
convexity.

Throughout the paper we adopt the standard notation W"P(D) for Sobolev spaces on a
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bounded domain D C R? (d = 2,3) with norm || - [|ym.s(p) and seminorm | - [ym»(p):
el iy = / \DiufPda,
[i|<m

lymsy = 3 [ ID"uPda
li|l=m

where i is a multi-index and D? is the corresponding partial differential operator of order |i|. We
denote W"2(D) by H™(D) with norm || - || gm(p) and seminorm | - |gm(py. Specifically, Hj(D) =
{ve HY(D):v=0o0ndD}. We denote the L?inner products on L?(D) and L?(S) by

(v,w)p :/ vw Yu,w € L*(D),
D
(v,w) g :/vw Vo, w € L*(S),
S
where S C 0D. Finally, we define the space H(div, () as
H(div,Q) = {v € [L2(Q)]? : V-v e L3(Q)}.

Let 73, be a collection of disjoint simplices that partition € and satisfy the usual finite element
conditions. We denote by 07 the set {0K : K € T,}. For an element K of the mesh 7y,
let FF = 0K N 0N denotes the boundary face of K having non-zero d — 1 dimensional Lebesgue
measure. Let ]:}? be the set of boundary faces and Fj, denote the set of all faces. We define the
following mesh dependent norms and spaces by

(w7v)772 = Z (w7U)K7 <<710>8Th = Z <<710>8K7

KeTy KeTy
(T = ] #Y(K), LX0T) = [ L*0K).
KeTy KeTy

Let P*(D) denote the set of polynomials of degree at most k on a domain D. We introduce the
discontinuous finite element spaces used in the HDG method as follows:
V= {’Uh S [Lz(Q)]d : 'Uh‘K S [’Pk(K)]d,VK S 7;L},
Wy, = {wh S Lz(Q) : wh|K S 'Pk(K),VK S 77L},
Wy := {@y, € LA(Fy) : Wplp € PH(F),VF € Fy;@plp = 0,VF € F2Y.

2.1 HDG formulation

To simplify the presentation, we assume the Dirichlet boundary condition is homogeneous, i.e.,
g = 0. Then the HDG method of Cockburn et al. [§] seeks the flux g, € V},, the scalar variable
up, € Wy, and its numerical trace u;, € W), satisfying

(can,vn) 75, — (Un, V - vp) 75, + (Un, 04 - M)o7;, = 0, (2.1a)
—(gn, Vwr) 7, + (@ -, wr) o7, = (f, wh) T, (2.1b)
(@n -, Wh)o, =0, (2.1c)
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for all (v, wp, W) € Vi x Wy X Wh. The numerical traces on 97, are defined by [9]
qn-m=qp -n+7(up,—1up) ondTp, (2.1d)

where the stabilization parameter 7 € L% (F},) is uniformly positive and bounded. For simplicity,
we consider the stabilization function 7 to be constant on the boundary of each element.

After computing the solution (g, up, up) of (2.1), we can use the following element-by-element
postprocessing to find u} | € P*+1(K) such that for all (z,wy) € [PEFL(K)]E x PO(K)

(Vuh, Vzp)k = —(cqn, Van) i (2.2a)
(upy, wn)k = (un, wn) K, (2.2b)

where [P*H(K)|+ = {2, € PFYK) : (2,1) =0}
To shorten lengthy equations, we define the following HDG bilinear form % : H'(T;,) x H'(Tp,) x
L2(0Ty) x HY(Ty) x HY(T,) x L*(0Tx) — R by

<@((17 u, a7 v, w, {J) = (Cq7 0)771 - (u7 V- 0)771 + <a7 v- n>8Th

— (V- q,w)7, — (T(u — 0),w — D)sr;, + (g 1, D)o, - (2.3)

By the definition of £ in ([2.3)), we can rewrite the HDG formulation of system (2.]), as follows:
find (qp,, up, up) € Vi, x Wy, x Wy, such that
P (Qn, un, Up; O, wh, Wp) = —(f, wp)7, (2.4)

for all (vp,wp,wp) € Vi x Wy, X Wh. Moreover, the exact solution (g,u) also satisfies equation

24), i.e.,
‘%(q7u7u; ’Uh7wh7@h) = _(f7 wh)'Th (25)

for all (vh,wh,@h) eV, x Wy, x Wh.
From [3, Lemma 2] we recall the following stability result.

Lemma 1. For any (qn,up, up) € Vi x W, x Wh, we have
B(qn, un, Un; Qry —Un, —Ux) = (Cqn, qn) 7, + (T(Un — Un), up — Un)oT;,-

The following lemma shows that the bilinear form £ is symmetric and is proved by integration
by parts. We do not provide details.

Lemma 2. For any (q,u,U;v,w, @) € H(Ty) x H'(Ty) x L*>(0T;,) x HY(T,) x H(T,) x L*(0Ty),

we have

PB(q,u, u;v,w, W) = B(v,w,W; q,u,u). (2.6)

2.2 Preliminary material

Recall the HDG projection I, (q, u) := (ITy q, Iy u) (see [9, equation (2.1a)-(2.1¢)]), that satisfies
the following equations:

(IIyq,vn)k = (q,vn)K, Y vy, € [PFHE))Y, (2.7a)
(Owu, wp)k = (u, wp) K, Y we PFHE), (2.7b)
(IMyq - n + tIlyu, W) r = (q - 1+ Tu, Wp) P, Y @y, € PH(F), (2.7¢)
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for all faces F' of the simplex K. If k = 0, then (2.7a)) and (2.7hl) are vacuous and IIj, is defined
solely by (27c). Note that although we denoted the first component of the projection by Ilyq, it
depends not just on g, but on both g and u, as we see from (Z7]). The same is true for ITyyu. Hence
the notation (ITyq, Iy u) for I, (g, u) is somewhat misleading, but its convenience outweighs this
disadvantage.

It is worthwhile mentioning that the domain of the projection I, is a subspace of [L?(Q)]¢ x
L%(Q) on which the right hand sides of ([2.7) are well defined. We do not require that the two
components (q,u) satisfy the equation ([.1al).

The well-posedness of (Ily,IIy ) and its approximation properties are given in the following
Lemma 3l The proof can be found in [9, Appendix].

Lemma 3. Suppose T|gx is a positive constant. Then the system (Z7]) is uniquely solvable for
ITy q and Ilyyu. Furthermore, there is a constant C' independent of K and 7 such that

lg+1
My — ul[r2x) < C’h%+1|u|qu+1(K) +C Tlniax IV - @l grea gy (2.8a)
K
lgt1
Mg — gllz2(c) < CRE |l preasr ey + CRE il gewss i) (2.8b)

for £y, £q € [0, k]. Here 7 := max 7|gx\ pr, where F™* is a face of K at which 7|sx is maximum.

Besides the projections Iy and Ilyy, in the analysis we also need to introduce the standard
local L? projection operators 119 : L2(K) — P*(K) and 11{ : L?(F) — P*(F) satisfying

(Tgw, wp) i = (w, wp) K, Y wy, € PYK), (2.9a)

(ng, wp)p = (W, W) F, Y wy, € 'Pk(F) (2.9b)

We use IIj to denote the local vector L? projection operator, the definition componentwise is the

same as local scalar L? projection operator. The next lemma gives the approximation properties
of II and its proof can be found in [32, Theorem 3.3.3, Theorem 3.3.4].

Lemma 4. Let £ > 0 be an integer and p € [1,+00]. If (¢4 1)p < d, then we require d, p and ¢ to
also satisfy 2 < %. For j € {0,1,...,0+ 1}, if s; satisfies

pﬁsjﬁm (C+1—-j5)p<d,
p <55 <00 L+1—75)p=d, (2.10)
p<sj< oo (+1—4)p>d,

then there exists a constant C' which is independent of K such that

o 0+1—j g—%
IV (Mu — w)ll s (k) < Chy T M ulwerte (i (2.11a)
: +1—j+4t-d
HVJ(HZU — u)Hsz(aK) < ChK J p‘u’W€+1,/)(K). (2.11b)

In the analysis, we also need the following standard inverse inequality [32, Theorem 3.4.1].

Lemma 5 (Inverse inequality). Let & > 0 be an integer, u,p € [1,400] and n > 0, then there
exists C' depend on k, u, p, d and 1 such that

i+

da_ s
|uh|t,u,K < Chf{ . |uh|s,p,K, Yuy, € 'Pk(K), t > s. (2.12)
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In the analysis, not only the L? approximation properties of (ITy, Il ) are important, for us,
but the L> approximation of these projection operators plays an essential role. We provide these
estimates in the next theorem.

Theorem 1. Let kE > 0 be an integer and p € [1,+o0]. If (k+1)p < d, then we need d, p and k to

satisfy 2 < W For j € {0,1,...,k + 1}, if s; satisfies (2.10]), then
C k+1+i—— k+1+si—§
Mwu = ullpo ) < —hye "IV - alyrs ey + Chye |ulwrrio (), (2.13a)
L4 14—
ITIyq — ql 25 (K) = Chy ’ qlwrt, p(K) T Ch ’ |ulyyea, P(K)" (2.13b)

Proof. First, we prove (ZI3al). In the proof of [9, Proposition A.2.] we have

0 hk 0
[Twu — a2k < CT (IV-q—T_1(V-@)llr2(x))

(2.14)
+ C (Jlu — MRull g2 (xy + hic [V (u — TRl L2 (k) -
Then, using the local inverse estimate in [Lemma 5,
Mwu — ullzs k) < Mwu — ul[ s k) + TRw — ul[ 55 (k)
d d
D
< Chy " |Hwu—Iullz2xy + [T — ull 155 (k) by [2.12)

d
3 (h
< ony ( "9 g1 (V - @)l

Hlu = Tu| p2x —l—hK”V(U_HkU)”LQ(K) by @.14)
+ 7w — ull Lo )

C k+1+i—— k14 L4
< 7hK v q’Wkﬂ(K +Chy \U’WHLP(K) by 2.I1a).

Next, we prove (2.13D). Because we do not have an estimate like ([2.I4) for ITy, we introduce
the single face HDG projection By defined on sufficiently smooth vector functions q such that
Byq € [P¥(K)]? satisfies [7, equation (3.10)]:

(Bvq,vh)k = (4 vn)k, Y vy, € [PFHK))Y, (2.15a)
(Bvq - m,pun)r, = (q -, 1n)F; Y pp € PR(Fy),i=1...,d. (2.15b)

By [7, equation (3.13) of Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3] we have

I1Bvallrz(x) < llallz2x +hK g - nllz2K), (2.16a)
|Bvq — QHHS(K) < Chl;(—H SIqIHk+1(K), (2.16b)

for 0 < s < k+ 1. Note that Byq, = gy for any g, € [P*(K)]?. Then, using the local inverse
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estimate in [Lemma 5|
IBva —qllrsi k) < 1Bva — 14l s () + 1179 — all s k)
d d
< Chy "||Bvq—1}ql rax) + T — qll 2o (i) by @12

d_d

s; 2 o 0
=Chg "|Bv(q —II}q)l|lL2 ) + IT2q — all s (k)

d

<chy” (- Walgo + 1l - Ealaor) by GI6
+ ITIRq — all i i

a d
S

+
< Chy "I‘W’ﬂﬂ P (K) by ([2.11al).

where in the last inequality we used (2I1al) and (2.1ID). In the proof of [9, Proposition A.3.] we
find that

BL/2
IBva — Myallpeg) < C (il fu = Wl gy + [Mww = Wl ) - (217)
Then, again using the local inverse estimate in [Lemma 5]

[TIyg — q||LSj(K) <|[Bvq —Ilvq|Ls (x) T |[Bvg — Q||LSJ‘(K)

d __d

< Chy "||Bva — Tvalage) + | Bva — all s by @12)

d d
RNV
< Chg < Pl — MGl 2 or) + Hwu — Tul| g2 gy ) by 2.17)
+|1Bva — 4l s k)

d_d htlpd_d

< Chg 7 Clalwrrioy +Chye 7 ulwrenoi,s
where in the last inequality we split IIyyu — IIu = IIyyu — u + u — 1w and used (ZI1al), (2.11D)
and (2.13D)). O
3 L norm estimates

In the rest of this paper, we restrict the domain €2 to two dimensional space, i.e., d = 2. Furthermore,
we assume:

(A) The domain is convex and the triangular mesh 7} is quasi-uniform.
Now, we state the main result of our paper:
Theorem 2. Let (g, u) and (g, up, up) be the solution of (LI)) and (2.1)), respectively. We assume

that (A) holds. First, if u € L>®(), g € L>=(2) and f € L?(9), then we have the following stability
bounds:

unll oo ) < llull poe ) + CR™ L £ 12 for all k > 0, (3.1a)
lanll L) < ||Q||Loo(Q) + Cll fllz2() for all k > 1. (3.1b)
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Second, if (q,u) € WFTL2(Q) x Wk+1Lo(Q), then we have the following error estimates:
lg — anllp~@) < Ch* (| log h|'/? + D(lglwrtr00) + ulwrtroy),  forallk>1,  (3.1c)
H’LL — uh||Loo(Q) S Chk+l(| log h| + 1)(|q|Wk:+1,oo(Q) + |’LL|Wk+1,oo(Q)) for all k Z 1. (3.1(].)

Furthermore, if (q,u) € WFHL°(Q) x WF+2:(Q), then we have the following error estimate for
the postprocessed solution:

||u - 'LL;;HLOO(Q) < Chk+2(1 + |log h|)(|q|Wk+1oo(Q) + |U|Wk:+2,oo(Q)) for all k£ > 1, (3.16)
where u} was defined in (2.2]).

The remainder of this section will be devoted to proving the above result.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 2

We start the proof of [Theorem 2] by defining suitable regularized Green’s functions. We follow the
notation of Girault, Nochetto and Scott [I5] to define by d, > 0 the usual mollifier in D(R?) such
that supp(d,) C B(0,1) and [, d.(2)da = 1. Then for any point @¢ €  and real number py > 0
such that the ball B(xg, po) is contained in 2, we define the mollifier by

§(z) = piga* (m ;0“30) . (3.2)

Lemma 6 ( [15, Lemma 1.1]). Suppose the triangular mesh 7} is quasi-uniform. Let ¢ be a
polynomial in P* on each K, x); be a point of Q where |¢p, ()| attains its maximum, K be an
element containing ;s and B C K be the disk of radius px inscribed in K. Then there exists a
smooth function d;; supported in B such that

oy de =1, (3.3a)
Q
[onllLe@) = '/B5M<Ph dz|, (3.3b)
and for any number ¢ with 1 < ¢ < oo, there exists a constant C', such that
I8nsll e sy < B2, (3.3¢c)
V6l e (my < BYP72. (3.3d)

Proof. The proof of ([B.3al)-([B3d) can be found in [I5] Lemma 1.1] where it is shown that there
exists polynomial Py; € P*(K) such that

5M:5PM7

Since [|6] 100 (r2) < C/pY and || V6| o r2y < C/pl, by @I2) and the assumption that the triangle
mesh is quasi-uniform, we have

Vs ey = [[Par V6 + 0V Pyl ey
< |IVOll oo Byl Par ey + 161l oo () IV Pas |l e )
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The main idea behind the proof of L> norm estimates is to use the so called smooth §;; function,
which was described in [Lemma 6l Given a scalar function é; and a vector - of the above type, we
define two regularized Green’s functions for problem (L] in mixed form:

c®+VU; =0 in Q,
V . i’l = 51 in Q, (34)
;=0 on 0f),
and
cPy + VUy = 6§y in €,
V- -®,=0 in €, (3.5)
Uy =0 on 0.

We need two auxiliary results before starting the proof of[Theorem 2l The first concerns bounds
on the regularized Green’s function (¥, ¥s):

Lemma 7. Let ¥; and ¥4 be the solution of (3] and (B3]), respectively. If assumption (A) holds,
then we have:

ID*W1]| 2 (@) < Ch™, [loD? Wil 20y < Cllog hl'/?, | D* ]| gy < Clloghl, (3.6a)
D22 ]| 20 <Ch— |oD?Ws|| 120y < ChTY, | D*Wyl| 1) < Ch !log h|'/2. (3.6b)

Proof. The proof of ([3.6al) can be found in [33, equation (3.6)]. By the elliptic regularity of Poisson
problem and (3.3d) we have

ID* W2 12(0) < CIIV - B2l r2() < CRT2.
The remaining estimations in (3.6D) can be found in [10, Lemma 3.2] and [33] equation (3.12d)]. O
Next, we define the weight o by:
o(x) = (|o — x> + 1)/, (3.7)

where @ is a point close to that where the relevant maximum is attained (the center of the inscribed
circle in the triangle containing the maximum). In the second auxiliary lemma we summarize some
properties of the function o, which will be use later.

Lemma 8 ( [33] Equation (2.13)]). For any a € R there is a constant C' independent of « such
that the function o has the following properties:

maxger o(x)®

- < C,VK € Tp, (3.8a)
minge g o(x)®
VH(o(@)™)] < Co(z)ok, (3.8b)
/ o(x)"2 dz < C|log h|. (3.8¢)
Q

We split the proof of [Theorem 2] into four steps. First, we shall obtain the L' norm approxi-
mations error of the solution of (3.4 and (B.5]). Second, we prove the L norm stability of g, and
up. Next, we obtain the L norm error estimates of ¢ — q; and u — uy,. Finally, we obtain the L*°
norm error estimates of the postprocessed solution uj .
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Step 1: L' norm error estimates for the regularized Green’s functions Let (@14, Yin, @17h)
and (®2.p,, Va4, ¥ap) be the HDG solution of ([3.4) and (3.5), respectively, i.e.,

B(®1 1, U1, V3 Op, why Tp) = (81, 00) 75, (3.9a)
B(®oh, Vo h, Vo p; v, wh, Wh) = (02,V4)7;, (3.9b)

for all (vp,wp, W) € Vi, x Wy X /V[7h. The existence and uniqueness of these solutions follow by
standard HDG theory [g].

Our goal in this step is to prove the upcoming [Lemma 111 To start we summarize some relevant
results in the following:

By @, Ty Uy, TV vy, wpy, @) = (y @ — 84, 03)7, — (61, W) T, (3.10a)
BTy @y, My Uy, I9Wo; vy, wy,, ©) = (Tly By — Bo, v) 75, + (F2, V)75 5 (3.10b)
By @, — B, My Uy — Uy 5 TIOW, — Uy s vp, wpy, D) = (My®; — B1,0,)7,, (3.10¢)
By @y — By, My Uy — Wy, TIIWy — Uy 305, wpy, @) = (Tly @y — B, vp) 7, (3.10d)
Ty @1 — &1 4llL2) < C, [T ¥y — Wy g2y < ORI (3.10e)

Ty @2 — @55l 12¢0) < Ch7Y, [T — Vol 120y < CR™RHL (3.10f)

The proof of (3I0al) and (3.10d) can be found in [2, Lemma 3.6] and the proof of (3.I0D]) and
(3.10d)) is similar. The proof of (3.10€) and (3.10f) can be found in [9, Theorem 3.1 and Theorem
4.1] and the regularity of of regularized Greens functions in

We now present a series of lemmas providing convergence estimates for the projections used in
our analysis.

Lemma 9. For any integer k > 0, K € 7;, and a € R, let II7 be the standard L? projection (see
([29a)), then for v € H**!(K) we have

lo® (v = T0) | 2y < CRE 0 VA 0]l b2 - (3.11a)
Furthermore, let w € H**(K), then (02v,0?w) is in the domain of IIj, and we have
00— Thyo) g2y < CRET (07T 0l g2 + oVl o ) (3.11b)
Proof. We only prove (3.11D) because the proof of ([3.I1al) is similar.
0% (0~ ) | ) < max{o®} o — Ty g
< OB max{o™} (19 0l ae) + [V o)) by @EB)
< OB minfo™} (|95 ol + [V Mwlpag ) by @Fa)

< CHF (109 0] 2y + 0775wl g ) -

O

Lemma 10. Let (vj,,wp) € Vi, X Wy, then for any integer k > 0, we have
HU_I (Uz'vh - HZ(U%h)) HLZ(K) <Ch ””h”m(K) ) (3.12a)
HO'_1 (0’2'Uh — HV(0’2’Uh)) HLZ(K) S Ch(”’UhHLQ(K) + ”whHLz(K)) (312b)

10
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Proof. Notice that vy,|x € [P*(K)]?, i.e., VF1lv;, = 0. Then by [Lemma 9 we have

HO'_l (02fvh - HZ(szvh)) < ChFt! HO'_l (Vkﬂ(az'vh))‘

HLQ(K) L2(K)

k+1
_ OpkEt || ot Zvj(O_Z)Vk—l—l—jvh
Jj=1 LQ(K)
< Chllvp|lL2(x)-

where we applied ([B.8b]) and [Lemma 5l to the above inequality. This proves (8.12al) and the proof
of (3.12D) is the same, hence we omit the details here. O

Lemma 11. Let (®4,V¥;) and ((I’lvh,\lfl,h,\/l\ll,h) be the solution of ([B.4) and (B.9al) respectively,
and (P2, ¥y) and (P2 p, Uop, ¥o ) be the solutions of (BH) and (B.9h). If assumption (A) holds
and k > 1, then we have:

lo(c®1 — c®1)l|2() < Ch(|log h['/* + 1), (3.13a)
||O'(C‘1’2 — C‘i’gﬁ)HLQ(Q) < C. (3.13b)

Proof. Let 5}?1 =IIy P, — <I>17h,5;1111 =IIyv, — \I’Lh,é’gl = Hg\lfl — @1,h- On the one hand, by
the definition of & in (2.3]) we obtain:
BEP &N 15262 2N o2
— (&% )7, — (&N V- (PER ) + (&) P ET  mar,
FVENPE )+ (6 6.6 — o or, — (€8 - m. €] o,
= (&, ?EX ), — (E7,0°V - EX)r, — (E1,20V0ET )T, + <5}?1,025§1 M),

F (V&R 028 ) 1 + (T(E) = &), 026 — o2& Vo, — (€7 -1, 02E o,
This gives

BET,ENEX AP ET, 0 —aE)Y)

- (3.14)
= (&, " E )T, + lovT (€ = &V )T207,) — (€' 20V 0 - EXY) .

We use definition (2.7)) with g = 025}? L= —0’28;5} '. On the other hand, by the error equation
(BI0d) are get
BEP £V, &1 0%ER, —o2EN, —o%E)
— BEP Y, EV ;R — Ty (a2EF), —02EN — T (—02E), — (0267 — T (a%E)))
+B(E €€ Ty (P60 ), I (—02Ey), —1IY (7€)
= B(ETE,E) 0 ETT — Ty (07E7Y), —0?E) — Ty (—0?E) 1), —(2E) — T (0%E)Y)))

+ (My ®; — &1,y (0252Y)) 7.

11
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Next, we use the definition of & in (2.3]) again to get:
BEREN EV %R — Ty (o°E2), ~0?E — Ty (~0*E), —(0*€) — T (0°€))
= (&, 0% Ty (677, — (8,7, V - (0°E7 =Ty (0*E7)))7,
HE (PG — T (PER) - mhor, + (V- 6,60 + Ty (—aE),
FEE - 6. (G + Tw(-0%6) — (&) ~ I*E} o,
—(EN 0,020 T(PEN ) o7, + (Ty®) — 1, Ty (”E2))
= (& o%ey — Ty (a”E0 )7, + (VE o°E0 — Ty (a°E7 ")),
— (& = 6L (0PN — Ty (PE7) - mam + (V- 67, 0% + My (—0%E))y,
+(H(E = &) 0% + Ty (—a?E)) o, + (Ty @1 — 1, Ty (0%6)) 7,
where we used integration by parts in the above equation. Notice that (025}? L —025;}' ') is in the

domain of 1T (see (2.7))), then by (27c) and the fact that (5}?1 - 5}?1)|p € P*(F) for all F € Fy,
we have

(€ — & (v (07E8) = 0°EF) - m)or, + (T = &), €} + T (=06 ))or, = 0.

Furthermore, by (2.7a)-(@27h) and the fact that VE |k € [P*~1(K)]? and V- EF'x € PF1(K),
then we have

(V& oy = Ty (0°€))7, =0,
(V-EP 280 + T (&) 7, = 0.
This gives
BED €V, E10%ER, —o2EN, —0%E)
= (E71, %0 — Ty (a2E01)) 75, + (Ty @1 — &9, TIy (0°E71)).
Comparing with (3.14) and (B.15]) we have
(&, 0°E )7+ loVT(E" = &7 0m)
= (&1, 20V0 - EX )7, + (E71, 0260 — Ty (67 )7,
+ Iy ®y — @1, Iy (0267) — 02677, + (Ty @1 — ®1,0°E7) 7,
=L+ 1+ I3+ 1.
For the first term I, we use (3.8b]), Young’s inequality, (B:HED and k > 1 to get

(3.15)

P ® T P
L] < - ( €yt a6, + ClIE T2 () < HUg Hz2() + CH2.
For the second term I, we use Young’s inequality, (3.12Dl) and BI0el) to get

L] = |(c&F, 07 (2 — Ty (262 ) T,

2
(8 &)+ C o7 (o2 — Ty (28T )y

L2(Q)

IN

(
1
4
1
L (CERLPET )T + O (IEF T2y + 161 72(0)
1

< (€ E )T, + O,

12
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to the Dirichlet boundary control problem

For the third term I3, we use Young’s inequality, (3.12D)), (3.10¢), (3.11h) and (B.6al) to get

I5] = |(o(TTy @1 — ®1), 0 (TIy (62E7") — *EY)) T,

1 1y _ 2
< Slo(y @ = )20+ 5 |07 (067 — I ()1,

< Chz”UDz‘I’l”%z(Q) + CR(|E H2L2(Q) + 1€y ”2L2(Q))
< Ch*(1 + |loghl).
For the last term I, we use Young’s inequality, (3.11D]) and (3.6a)) to get

Is] = [(o(TLy @1 — ®1),0E7Y)7,

IN

(c& .o )7, + Cllo(My @1 — 21)||72 (g

IN

(&t a*En )T, + Ch? o D?W|[7 2 g

IN
e S SN

(&P, *EX ). 4+ Ch2(1 + |log hl).

L2(Q)

O

Lemma 12. Let (®1,¥;) and (@1,h,wl,h,\/ﬁ17h) be the solutions of (3.4) and (3.9al) respectively,
(®2,P5) and let (Pop,, ¥op, Pa ) be the solution of (3H) and (3.9D). If assumption (A) holds and

k > 1, then we have:

[®1,n — P1llL1(0) + le®1 — p—1(c®1)|[L1() < Ch(]logh| + 1),

12 — ®allL1() + le®2 — The_1(c®2) | 110y < C(|log A2 + 1).
(@)

Proof. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (3.13al) we have
|1 — @1pllLiq) = / o (o|®1 — @1 4]) dew < Ch(1 + |log hl).
Q

Next, by (2.ITal) we have
le®1 — Tj_1(c®1)| 1) < Ch|V?U| 10y < Chlloghl.

Then, ([B.16al) follows. The proof of (B.16D]) is similar to the proof of (3.1Gal).

Step 2: Proof of (3Ia)-(B.1h) in [Theorem 2|

(3.16a)
(3.16b)

(3.17)

Proof. We only prove (3.1al) since the proof of (3.1D) is similar. We choose 61 so that |lup ||z ) =

(01, up)T;,, then

— (01, up) = B(®1p, U1, U113 Gy i, )
Qs ny T 1, Ury, T p)
@, u,u; By gy, g, Uy p)
@15, U1 p, U1 pi g, u,u)

)

(
(
(
(
(
(D1 — B9, U1y, — Up, Uy — Uy3q,u,u) — (61, u)

13

‘1’1h—‘1>1,‘111h—‘111,‘111h—‘1’1,q7u u) + B(®1,Y1,¥1;q,u,u)

by (3.9a)
by (2.6)
by [Z.5)
by (2.6)

by (B3.9al).
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By the definition of % in (2.3]) we have
BB ), — @1, W — V1, Uy, — Uy q,u,u)
= ((B1p — ®1).9)7;, — (Vi — U1,V - q@)7; + (P15 — U1, q - 0o,

— (V- (P1h— P1),u)7;, + (P1h — 1) -1, u)ar,
—(U =91, V-@)1, = =Y — Y1, /)7,

where we used integration by parts and the fact that (\T/Lh, q-n)p7, =0 and (Uy,q-n)sy;, =0
in the last equality. Combining the above two equations, and using the fact that [|01] 1) = 1
together with the estimates in ([B.I0e) gives

[unll oo @) < Nullzeeo) + (T1n — U1, £ < lullpoe ) + CR™ ) £ 12 ()
This completes the proof of (B.1al). O

Step 3: Proof of (BId)-(B.1d) in [Theorem 2] We choose 0; and 2 such that |IIyu —
up|| ooy = (01, Hwu — up) 7, 1Ty — qulles (@) = (2, Iy q — qn)7;,

Lemma 13. Let (®1 4, V1 p, (I\’l,h) and (®op,, Vo p, (I\'g,h) be the HDG solutions of (3.9al) and (3.9h)),
respectively. Then we have

— (61, Iwu — up) 7, = (c(Prp, — @1),IMyqg — q)7;, + (c®1 — I (c®1), Iy q — q) 7,
(02, I1yq — qp)7;, = (c(®2, — ®2), Il q — q)7;, + (P2 — II;_1(cP2), 11y q — q)7;,

Proof. We take (vp, wp, wp) = (Ilyq — qp, My u — uh,ng — up) in (B0a) to get

— (01, Owu — up)7;, = B(®h, Vs, Ui Iy q — qn, Dwu — up, ng — up)
= B(Iyq — qn, Myu — up, TPu — Tp; 1, Ty g, U1 ) by (2.6)
= B(Myq — q,Myu —u, Mu — u; @1, U1, U1 p) by (2.5)
= B(®15, V1, U133 1vq — g, ypu — w, Tu — ) by (2.6)

= (c®1p,Ivqg — q)7;, — (Y14, V- (Ilvq — q))7,
+ (U1p, (Mvg — q) -n)o7, — (V- @15, Hwu —u)7;,
— (7O — Uy ), wu — wor, + (B -1, 0w — u)ar,

where we used the definition of 2 in the last step. Next, by (2.7a)-(2.7c) we have

— (01, Twu — up) 7, = (c®1p, My q — @) 75, — (Y14, V- (TIyq — q))7;,
+ (T1p, TIyqg — q) - n)oz, — (1(T1p — V1), M u — w)or,
= (@10, Ivg — q)7;, + (V¥ IIvq — q)7;,
(U1 p,— Ui, (Tyg — @) - o7, — (T(T1p — Tip), Mwu — wor,
= (c®1 4, Iy q — q)7;,
= (c(®1p — @), Ilyq — q)7;, + (c®,IIyq — q)7,
= (c(®1n — ®),IIvq — q)7;, + (c® — TI}_1(c®),IIvq — q)7;,

This gives the proof of the first identity, we omit the proof of the second identity since it follows
along the same lines. O
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Lemma 14. Let (q,u) and (gp,up) be the solution of (1) and (2.1]), respectively. If assumption
(A) holds and k > 1, then we have:

1w — gl o) < CHF2(|og Bl + 1)([alyrsneqoy + lulwisn.ey): (3.184)
1Ty q - ullz=(a <chk+1<|1ogh|1/2+1><|q|Wk+m o) + [ty ) (3.18b)

Proof. By [Lemmas 12| and 13 we have

My u — upl poo ) = [(c(B1h — ®1), Ty q — q)7;, + (c®1 — Ti_1(c®1), Iy q — q)7; |
< CMyq — gl g (o) (1P1h — @1l + le®1 — M1 (c®1)] L1 (o)
< Chk+2(‘ log h’ + 1)(’q‘Wk+1,oo(Q) + \ulwml,w(m).

O

As a consequence, a simple application of the triangle inequality and [Lemma 14] and theorem 1]
gives convergence rates for ||q — qp| () and |[u — up|| (). This completes the proof of (3.1al)-
(3.1b)) in [Theorem 2|

Step 4: Proof of (3.1¢) in [Theorem 2|
Proof. First, for all wy € P°(K), we have
(Owu — 7w, wo)k = (Mwu — u, wo)x + (v — I ju, wo)x = 0. (3.19)
Let ep, = uj, — up + Hyu — 117 u, by ([2.2) we obtain

IVenllZa (i) = (V(uj, — un), Ven)x + (V(Iwu — 117y w), Ven)
= (=Vun — qn, Vep)x + (V(Uwu — 1} u), Ver )k
= (V(wu —un)kx — (gn — @) + V(u— T} 1u), Ver) k

Using this implies that
IVenllz2) < C(hi ITwu — wpll 2y + llan — allrzxy + 11V (w — M) 2 x)- (3.20)

By (22B) and @I9) we get (ep,1)x = 0, ie., e, = 0. Then standard estimates for the L2
projection given in (3:20) shows that

lenllz2(xy = llen — IGenl| L2 (k)
< Chkl|Ven|r2(k)
< C(Mwu — upllr2(xy + Prcllan — all2 (k) + hil|V(w = M p1u)| L2 k)

Hence, we have

I 1w — wjll 2oy < Clwu = upl| g2k + Chllgn — Iy qll 22k
+ Ch|Ilyq — ql|r2(x) + Ch[IV(u — k+1u)||L2(K)

15
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We use the above inequality and [Lemma 5l to get:

g — upllLeo (i) < Ch TP, yu — up |l 2 (k)
< Ch™Y[Mwu — upl 2 (k) + Cllan — v a2k
+ C|Tvq — qll 2 (k) + C'||V( - Hk+1u)”L2(K
< C|Mwu — up| o (i) + Chllgn — My qll oo (1)
+ C|[TLyq — QHLZ(K) + CIV(u — ) || 22 (k).

Now let K* denote the element in which [|TI7_ ju — uj| oo (@) = [[TI{u — u};|| Lo (k). Then
[Ty u — Uh||L°<>(Q [T}y u — UZHLOO(K*)
< C (IMwu — up|| oo (rcey + llgn — Ty qllpoo (5+))
+ C (IMyq — qll2(x+) + IV = 7 u) || 12 (500)
< C (IMwu — up| oo () + hllan — v q|| Lo (a))
+C (IMvq — qll 2+ + IV (w = TI7 u) | L2 (500) -

By the estimates in [Lemmas 4] 5] and [I4] and [theorem 1] and the triangle inequality we get our
claimed result. O
4 Quasi-optimal estimates on interfaces

Let T be a finite union of line segments such that 2 is decomposed into finitely many Lipschitz
domains by I'. We stress that, while 2 is assumed to be convex, the subdomains need not be
convex. Define ]:,5 by

]:}1: ={F € Fp, : measure(F'NT) > 0}.

We assume, furthermore, that the triangle mesh 7y, resolves I'. Hence, I can be written as the
union of O(h~!) edges in Fy, i.e., I' = UFefrth F.

Theorem 3. Assume I" has the above properties and let (g, ) and (g, up) be the solution of (L.I])
and (2I)), respectively. If assumption (A) holds and k > 1, then we have:

lg — anllr2ry < ChF1(|log h|Y/? + D)(lglwr+1.00 () + [ulprsr00))s (4.1a)
Hu - uh”Lz(p) < Chk—i_l(‘ log h‘ + 1)(’q‘wk+1,oo(g) + ‘u’WkJrl,oo(Q)). (4.1b)

Furthermore, we have the following error estimate for the postprocessed solution:
lu = il L2y < CHFF2(|log b| + 1)(|glwrsroc () + [ulwiszeo o)), (4.1c)
where u} is defined in (2.2).

Remark 1. The result proves the observation seen in numerical experiments that the flux on
I" converges at an optimal rate. The best theoretical estimates known to us before our paper is
O( hk+1/2).

16
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Proof. We only prove (4.1al) since the proof of (4.1bh]) and ([@Id) are very similar. We define tubular
neighborhoods of I" by

Sp:={K € TH|T NOK # (}.
Then the number of the elements in Sy, is order of O(h™1).

lg — Qh”2L2(F) < |Iyq - QH%Z(F) + [Ty q — Qh”%z(p)
< Y IMvg — qllizor) + 1Tva — anll7z@x

KeSy,

<C Yy <h2k+3|vk+IQ|iw(Q) +h | Tyg — %Hi?(}()) by (2.13h)
KeSy,

<C Y (h%*g\vk“miw(m + b h?| Ty q — thlioo(m) by E12)
KeSy,

<C Y WV )+ CITvg — gl Y B2
Kesy, KeSy,

< ORIV gL () + ClTIv g — ghl| 3o (0

< O ([log BI'? + 1) (|qlwristoo () + [ulppisz.co o))’ by (B.18D).

This completes the proof of ({TIal). O

5 Dirichlet Boundary Control Problem

In this section, we consider an elliptic Dirichlet boundary control problem. Let ug € L%(2) denote
a given desired state for the solution, and let v > 0 be a given regularization parameter. The
problem is to solve the following optimization problem:

: 1 2 Y02
,nim J(9),  J(9) = 5llu—udlliz(q) + Fll9l72(50), (5.1a)

where wu is the solution of the Poisson equation with non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions

—Au=f inQ, (5.1b)
u=g ondf. (5.1c)

The function g is called the control, and computing the optimal g is the desired result of the above
problem.

It is well known that the Dirichlet boundary control problem (G.Ial)-(LIB) is equivalent to
solving the following optimality system for (u, z,g) given by:

—Au=f in €, (5.2a)
u=g on 02, (5.2b)
—Az=u—ug inf, (5.2¢)
z=0 on 012, (5.2d)
9=z onoQ. (5.2e)

17
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Define ¢ = —Vwu and p = —Vz, then the mixed weak form of (5.2al)-(5.2¢€)) is to find (q,u, p, z,g) €
H(div, Q) x L?(Q) x H(div,Q) x L?(Q) x L?(09) such that

(g,v1) — (u,V-7) + (g,v1 -n) =0, (5.3a)
(V-q,w1) = (f,wy), (5.3b)

(p,v2) — (2,V -v9) =0, (5.3¢)

(V-p,wa) — (u,wy) = (ud,wg), (5.3d)
(vg+p-n,§) = (5.3¢)

for all (v1, w1, v2,ws, &) € H(div,Q) x L3(Q) x H(div,Q) x LQ(Q) x L?(0Q).
To give the HDG formulation of the above mixed system (5.3]), we need to introduce the following
finite element space for the boundary control g:

Wi(9) := {@y, € L*(FD) : Wylr € PF(F),VF € F}.
By the definition of # in (23) and setting ¢ = 1. The HDG formulation of the optimality

system (1) is to find (qn, Phs wn, 2 Tns 2y 9n) € Vi X Viy X Wiy X Wy, x Wi, x Wy, x W (8) such
that

B(qn, un, up; v1, w1, W) = —(gn, v1 - N+ TW1) F0 — (f W17, (5.4a)
B(Dh» 2h» Zn; V2, Wa, Wa) = —(Uup — Ug, w2)7;,, (5.4b)
v~ Hpy, - n+ T2, W3) 5o = —(gn, W3) o (5.4¢)

for all (Ul,vg,wl,wg,ﬁl,ﬁ)\g,@g) € Vh X Vh X Wh X Wh X Wh X Wh X Wh(a)
We can now state our main result of this section:

Theorem 4. Let (g, u,p, z,g) and (g, up, P, 21, gn) be the solution of (5.3)) and (5.4)), respectively.
If assumption (A) holds and k > 1, then we have:

lg—gnllr200) + 1 — wnll 2@y + 12 = 2nllr2() + 1P — Prllz) + 2% lg — anll 2
< Chk"'l(‘ log h| + 1)(‘p‘wk+1,oo(ﬂ) + ‘Z’Wkﬂ,oo(g) + ’q‘HkH(Q) + ’U‘Hk+1(9)).

Remark 2. Numerical experiments for the Dirichlet boundary control problem given in
always show optimal order convergence rates if the solution is smooth enough. The first work to
prove this observation can be found in [23] by May, Rannacher and Vexler. The proof is based on

a duality argument and gives estimates for the control in weaker norms than L?(9€). However,
this technique is not straightforward for the HDG method, see [4[16,17.21.22]. Hence, Theorem 4l

is the first proof that the HDG method achieves an optimal order convergence rate for the control,
state and dual state, provided we assume the solution of the Dirichlet boundary control problem is
smooth enough.

5.1 Proof of [Theorem 4

We follow the strategy in [22] and introduce an auxiliary problem: find (g (g), Pr(9), un(9), zr(9), ur(9), Zr(g)) €
Vi, X Vi, x Wy, x Wy, x W, x Wy, such that

B(an(g), un(9), Un(9); v1, w1, W1) = —(g,v1 - N+ Tw1) ro — (f,w1)75, (5.5a)
B(Pn(9), 20(9), 20(9); v2, w2, Wa) = —(u — ug, w2)T;, (5.5b)

for all (vy,v9,wy,ws, Wy, W) € Vi X Vi X Wy x W), X /Wh X /Wh, where g € L?(09) is the exact
optimal control.
The proof now proceeds in three steps as follows.
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Step 1 We first bound the error between the solutions of the auxiliary problem [Equation (5.5)]
and the mixed weak form (5.3al)-(5.3€]) of the optimality system. The proof of [Lemma 15l can be
found in [9, Theorem 4.1 Appendix] and [Theorem 3

Lemma 15. Let (q,u,p, 2,9) and (qn(9), Pr(9), un(9), 2n(9), Un(9), Zn(g)) be the solution of (B.3)
and (5.0, respectively. If assumption (A) holds and k > 1, then we have:

g — an(9)ll 20y < CH* (gl mrsr () + lulgrs o)), (5.6a)

[ — un(9) |l r2(0) < CR* (gl mrees () + lul i (), (5.6b)

lp — Pr(9)ll 2y < CH* T (IplEresr o) + |2l grea (@), (5.6¢)

Iz = 21(9)lz2() < CHFT(|plgrr) + 121 et (), (5.6d)
lpn(g) — P||L2(aQ) < CR*([log A2 + 1) (|plwristoc () + |2lwnsioc (@) (5.6e)
I7(zn(9) = 2) |l r2(00) < CH*T(|log h| + 1)(|plwr+1.00(@) + [2lwisio(0))- (5.61)

Step 2 Next, we bound the error between the solutions of the auxiliary problem and the HDG
problem (2.4)). Note that

B(an(9) — qn un(g) — un, Un(g) — Un; v1, w1, W1) = —(g — gn, V1 - M+ TW1) 52, (5.7a)
B(Pn(9) — Py 20(9) — 20, 20(9) — 2 v2, w2, Wa) = —(u — up, wa)7; (5.7b)

for all (Ul,vg,wl,wg,’&)\l,ﬁ)\g) eV, x Vi, x Wy x Wy, x Wy x W,

Lemma 16. Let (u,g) and (up, gp) be the solution of (53) and (5.4]), respectively. If assumption
(A) holds and k > 1, then we have:

lg = gnll 22 a0y < CH* ' ([log b| + 1) (Pl () + |2lwrrise () + @l preer @) + ulro o)),
llu — uh”L2(Q) < Chk—"l(’ log h| + 1)(‘p‘wk+1,oo(ﬂ) + ’Z‘Wkﬂ,oo(g) + ‘q’HkJrl(Q) + ’U‘Hk+1(ﬂ)).

Proof. First, we take (vi,wi,w1) = (pr(9) — Phs20(9) — 2n, 2n(9) — Zn), (v2,wa, W2) = (qn(9) —
an, un(g) — up, up(g) — dp) in (B.7), and use Cemma 2 to get

(9 = gn, (Pr(9) = Pn) -+ 7(21(9) — 2n)) ro = (u — un, un(g) — un)7, -

1

Since g+~ 'p-n=0on ]:}? and g, + v 'pp, - n+~y 1z, =0on ]:}? we have

(u = un,un(g) = un) 7, = (9 = gnPr(9) - 1+ T21(9) + V9n) Fo

( )

= (9= 9nPn(g) - m—p-n+p n+72(9) +V9h) 5o

= (9 = 9n:Pn(9) - m = p-n+T72(9) +V9n — V9) Fp

= (9= 9n.Pr(9) -1 —p-n+72(9) 20 — Y9 — 90l 72(90)-
Since z =0 on .7:,? , we rearrange the above equality and obtain

vllg — 9h||2L2(aQ) + [Ju— Uh”%?(ﬂ)
= ((pn(9) —=p) -+ 721(9), 9 — gn) 5o — (u = un, un(g) — u),
< (th(g) = pllz290) + I7(zn(9) — Z)”L2(8Q)> g = gnll 1200
+ [lu = unllz2@)llun(g) — ullz2@)-

Our desired result follows by Young’s inequality, the triangle inequality and [Lemma 15| O
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Step 3

Lemma 17. Let (p, z) and (pp, z1,) be the solution of (5.3]) and (5.4)), respectively. If assumption

(A) holds and k > 1, then we have:

Ip — Prllzz) < CHF([log bl + 1)(|plywrsroo() + [2lwestoo() + |ql a1 () + [ul e o)),
1z = 2nll z2() < CHFT(Jlog bl + 1) (Iplywrstoe () + |2l ) + |l resi ) + [ul grei o))

Proof. By [Lemma 1 and letting (v2, wa, 2) = (Pr(9) — Ph>2n(9) — 2, Zn(9) — Zn) in the error

equation (B.7h)), we have

1Pn(9) — Pall7ei) < —(u—un, 20(9) — 21)7,

lu — unll7, |20(9) — 2nll7,

IN

IN

1
;HU — w5 + pllzn(g) — 2nl7, -

(5.8)

Here p is a positive constant which will be assigned later. Next, we introduce the dual problem of

finding (®, ¥) such that

c®+ VU =0 in €,
V-®=2z,(9) — 21 in Q,
v =0 on 0f2.

Since the domain € is convex, we have the following regularity estimate
1@ 1) + 1V a2i0) < Cregl120(9) — 2nll 20 -
On the one hand, we take (vq, ws, @Wa) = (ITy®, Ty ¥, V) in (5.70) to get
B(pn(9) — Prs2n(9) — 2n: Zn(g) — Zn; Ty @, Ty U, TIYW)
= BTy ®, Uy ¥, 17W; pr(9) — Phy 2n(9) — 20, Zn(9) — Z1)
= Ty ® — &, pu(9) — Pn)7;, + [120(9) — 201720y -

On the other hand, by the error equation (5.7D]), we have

B(Dn(9) — Ph> 21(9) — 2, Zn(g) — Zn; Ty @, Ty U, TI{W) = —(u — up, My )7, .

Comparing the above two equalities (5.11]), (5.12]) and (2.8D)) gives
120(9) = 2nll72(q) = — (= up, Tw ¥) 7, — MLy ® — &, py(9) — Pi)7,

1 2
< Cllu— Uh”%?(ﬂ) + 1 [2n(9) — ZhHLZ(Q)
h? 2 2
+ o 120(9) = 2nllz2e) + Cllpn(g) = Pallze(q)

(5.9)

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.12)

1 1
<C (1 " ;) lu— unllga) + 5 I2n(9) = z0l72) + Crllzn(9) = 2nllZ2(0) -

Taking p = , then we have

4C

121(9) = 2nll L2y < Cllu = unllr2(e)-
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Inserting this inequality into (B.8)) gives
IPn(9) — Prllzz) < Cllu — unllr2q)- (5.14)
Then our desired result follows by (5.13)), (5.14) and [Lemma 17 O

Lemma 18. Let (q,u,p, z, g) and (qn, up, Pr, zn, gn) be the solution of (B.3]) and (5.4)), respectively.
If assumption (A) holds and k > 1, then we have:

1
Hq - qh”Lz(Q) < ChF+z2 (‘ log h’ + 1)(’p’Wk+1,oo(Q) + ‘Z’WkJrl,oo(Q) + ’q‘HkJrl(Q) + \u]HkH(Q))
Proof. On the one hand, by the error equation (5.7al), we have
#(an(9) — qn,un(g) — un, un(g) — n; qn(g) — qn, un(g) — un, Un(g) — Un)

= —(9 = 9n: (an(9) — an) - m — 7(un(g) — un))7,
< llg = 9nllr2(50) (lan(g) — anll L2 o) + lun(g) — unllL2(90))

< Ch'? lg — 9h||L2(aQ) (llgn(g) — Qh||L2(Q) + llun(g) — Uh||L2(Q))-
On the other hand, by [Lemma 1l we obtain
#(an(9) — an,un(9) — un, un(9) — Un; qn(9) — qn, un(g) — un, Un(g) — Un)
= llan(9) — anll7 + IV ((un(9) — un) — (@n(g) — 1n))lloT,-

Comparing the above two inequalities, using Young’s inequality and (I@]) gives

lan(9) — anll7 < Ch™|lg = gnl 12(o0 - (5.15)

Then our desired result follows by [Lemma 17l the triangle inequality and (5.Gal). O

6 Numerical Results

In this section, we present two examples to illustrate our theoretical results.

Example 1. We first test the convergence rate of the L® norm estimate on a convex domain and
the L? norm estimate on the boundary. The data is chosen to be

Q=1(0,1) x (0,1), c¢=1, wu(z,y)=sin(10x).

The source term f is chosen to match the exact solution of [Equation (1.1)|and the approximation
errors are listed in [Table 1] for the L°°(£2) norm error and [Table 2| for the L?(9) norm error. The

rates match the theoretical predictions in [Theorems 2] and [3

Our theoretical result needs the domain to be convex, but it is interesting to observe whether
the convergence rate can still hold for a non-convex domain. For example, we choose the same data
as above except the domain is chosen to be an L-shape domain:

Q= (0,1) x (0,1)\[1/2,1) x (0,1/2].

In this case the H? regularity of ¥, and ¥y in does not hold. The approximation errors
are listed in [Table 3 for the L°°(Q2) norm error (the L2(9€) norm error also converges at the quasi-
optimal rate: results are not shown). It is obvious that the quasi-optimal convergence rate is still
seen for the L-shape domain.
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PR [ wlli~ A
Degree V2 Error (R)ate Error (R)ate Error (R)ate
21 [ 1.8881E+01 - 8.1191E+00 - 1.4941E+00 -
272 | 1.0384E+401 | 0.86 | 2.9595E4+00 | 1.46 | 4.0248E-01 | 1.89
k=1 |23 ]2982E+00 | 1.80 | 7.7800E-01 | 1.93 | 5.9420E-02 | 2.76
274 | 7.5737E-01 | 1.98 | 2.0046E-01 | 1.96 | 7.6187E-03 | 2.96
275 | 1.9487E-01 | 1.96 | 4.9683E-02 | 2.01 | 9.7985E-04 | 2.96
21 [ 1.8115E+01 | - | 6.5763E+00 | - 7.2961E-01 -
272 | 3.4370E400 | 2.40 | 1.0994E400 | 2.58 | 6.9452E-02 | 3.39
k=2 | 273 | 4.7355E-01 | 2.86 | 1.4548E-01 | 2.92 | 4.6990E-03 | 3.89
274 | 6.2699E-02 | 2.92 | 1.7948E-02 | 3.02 | 3.1054E-04 | 3.92
27° | 7.8798E-03 | 2.99 | 2.2918E-03 | 2.97 | 1.9522E-05 | 3.99

Table 1: L>(Q) errors for qp,, up and uj, on the convex domain

h g — anllr2(00 lu — unllr2(50 lu — ujll 2200
Degree V2 Error ( R;te Error : Rzite Error (Ra)ute
2-1 1 9.3751E400 - 3.9706E+00 - 5.4467E-01 -
272 | 4.1197E400 | 1.19 | 1.9143E400 | 1.05 | 1.0446E-01 | 2.38
k=1 |23 ] 11791E+00 | 1.80 | 6.1659E-01 | 1.63 | 1.4777E-02 | 2.82
274 | 3.0648E-01 | 1.94 | 1.6398E-01 | 1.91 | 1.9370E-03 | 2.93
27° | 7.7039E-02 | 1.99 | 4.1472E-02 | 1.98 | 2.4450E-04 | 2.99
2= 1 6.4399E400 - 3.4609E+00 - 1.9906E-01 -
272 | 9.3121E-01 | 2.79 | 5.3204E-01 | 2.70 | 1.3075E-02 | 3.93
k=2 | 273 | 1.1602E-01 | 3.00 | 5.7436E-02 | 3.21 | 9.1221E-04 | 3.84
274 | 1.4279E-02 | 3.02 | 6.5665E-03 | 3.13 | 5.8411E-05 | 3.97
27° | 1.7866E-03 | 3.00 | 8.0200E-04 | 3.03 | 3.6752E-06 | 3.99

Table 2: L?(0Q) errors for qp,, up, and u} on the convex domain

(0,1) x (0, 1).

(0,1) x (0,1).

h lg — anllL~ lu — up|[ro @ lu — uj [l Lo
Degree V2 Error (R)ate Error (R)ate Error (R)ate
2-1 [ 1.9604E+01 - 8.1190E+00 - 1.4713E+00 -
272 | 9.9832E4+00 | 0.97 | 2.9608E4+00 | 1.46 | 3.7109E-01 | 1.99
k=1 |23 |29810E4+00 | 1.74 | 7.7748E-01 | 1.93 | 5.9410E-02 | 2.64
274 | 7.5727E-01 | 1.98 | 2.0046E-01 | 1.96 | 7.6187E-03 | 2.96
27° | 1.9487E-01 | 1.96 | 4.9683E-02 | 2.01 | 9.8015E-04 | 2.96
2-1 [ 1.6115E+01 - 6.4608E+00 - 5.6157E-01 -
272 | 3.4372E4+00 | 2.23 | 1.0994E400 | 2.55 | 6.9454E-02 | 3.02
k=2 | 273 | 4.7348E-01 | 2.86 | 1.4548E-01 | 2.92 | 4.7007E-03 | 3.89
274 | 6.2862E-02 | 2.91 | 1.7948E-02 | 3.02 | 3.1283E-04 | 3.91
275 | 7.8980E-03 | 2.99 | 2.2918E-03 | 2.97 | 1.9653E-05 | 3.99

Table 3: L>(Q) errors for gy, up, and uj on the nonconvex L-shaped domain.
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hiV2 1/16 1/32 1/64 1/128 1/256 | EO
la —anllze) 2-1856E-02 6.3633E-03 1.9677E-03 6.3930E-04 2.1568E-04
order - 1.78 1.69 1.62 1.57 1.50
[P — prll2) 6-3866E-03 1.5958E-03 3.9873E-04 9.9650E-05 2.4911E-05
order - 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00
Ju—unllp2) 8-3560E-03 2.1051E-03 5.2796E-04 1.3218E-04 3.3073E-05
order - 1.99 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00
Iz 2nll2) 3.1536E-03 7.9650E-04 2.0006E-04 5.0125E-05 1.2545E-05
order - 1.99 1.99 2.00 2.00 2.00
lg—onll 200 72110803 18119E-03 4.5412E-04 L1367E-04 2.8425E-05
order - 1.99 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00

Table 4: k = 1: Errors, observed convergence orders, and expected order (EO) for the
control g, state u, adjoint state z, and their fluxes q and p.

Example 2. Lastly, we test the convergence rate for a smooth solution to the Dirichlet boundary
control problem. The data and the exact solution is chosen to be
Q=1(0,1) x (0,1), 2(z,y) = sin(mx) sin(my).

v = 1, u(x7 y) = —W(Sin(ﬂ'x) + Sin(ﬂ-y))?

The source term f, the desired state ug and the control g are chosen to match the exact solution

of [Equation (5.2)| and the approximation errors are listed in [Table 4l when k& = 1. Results (not

shown) for & = 2 also confirm the predicted higher order convergence rate in this case. The rates

are matched with [Theorem 4l

7 Conclusion

We have proved quasi-optimal L norm estimates for the Poisson equation in 2D. Using this
result, we obtained quasi-optimal L? estimates on an interface. Moreover, we obtained quasi-
optimal convergence rates for the Dirichlet boundary control of Poisson’s equation, provided the
solution is smooth enough.

Our work suggests several interesting directions for further research. First we would like to
extend the results to cover L norm estimates in 3D. In addition the quasi-uniformity assumption
on our mesh is restrictive for problems that require adaptive mesh refinement, including those on
non-convex domains. Finally it would be desirable to prove the optimal convergence rate for the
Dirichlet boundary control of PDEs without assuming that the solution is smooth.
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