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Abstract

In this paper, we use Fourier analysis to study the superconvergence of the semi-discrete discontinuous
Galerkin method for scalar linear advection equations in one spatial dimension. The error bounds and
asymptotic errors are derived for initial discretization by L2 projection, Gauss-Radau projection, and
other projections proposed by Cao et. al. [1]. For pedagogical purpose, the errors are computed in two
different ways. In the first approach, we compute the difference between the numerical solution and
a special interpolation of the exact solution, and show that it consists of an asymptotic error of order
2k + 1 and a transient error of lower order. In the second approach, as in Ref. [2], we compute the
error directly by decomposition into physical and nonphysical modes, and obtain agreement with the
first approach. We then extend the analysis to vector conservation laws, solved using the Lax-Friedrichs
flux. We prove that the superconvergence holds with the same order. The error bounds and asymptotic
errors are demonstrated by various numerical experiments for scalar and vector advection equations.

1 Introduction

Discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method is a class of finite element methods that uses discontinuous piece-
wise polynomials of order up to k as test functions. The DG scheme is used widely for solving linear
and nonlinear partial differential equations. Reed and Hill [3] introduced the DG method for solving
a steady-state linear hyperbolic equation in 1973. Cockburn et al. [4–7] applied it to time-dependent
nonlinear conservation laws.

In the past two decades, various superconvergence properties of DG methods have been studied,
which provided a deeper understanding of DG solutions. According to the error in the DG method, the
superconvergence divides into the following three categories. The first category is superconvergence of
the error in cell average and at Radau points, measured in the discrete L2 norm (see, e.g., [8–10]). The
second category is the superconvergence of the DG solution towards a particular projection of the exact
solution, called the supercloseness, typically measured in the standard L2 norm. Some of the results are
available in [11–15]. The last category is the superconvergence of the post-processed solution. Negative-
order norm estimates are a standard tool to derive superconvergent error estimates of the post-processed
solution in the L2 norm. The choice of negative-order norms is to detect the oscillatory behavior of a
function around zero. Post-processing aims to obtain a better approximation by convolving the numerical
solution by a local averaging operator. For more information, we refer the reader to [16–20].

Now we shall review some of the superconvergence results and some of the relevant methods used
in our work. Adjerid et al. [21] was first to show that the DG solution is superconvergent at Radau
points for solving ordinary differential equations and steady-state hyperbolic problems. Later, Yang and
Shu in [13] studied superconvergence properties of the DG method for linear hyperbolic equations and
proved that with suitable initial discretization, the error between the DG solution and the exact solution
is (k + 2)th order superconvergent at the downwind-biased Radau points. Around the same time, Guo,
Zhong, Qiu [22] used the Fourier approach and decomposed the error. They symbolically computed
eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors of the DG method for low order approximations. Shortly
after, Cao, Zhang, and Zou [11] showed that if the initial discretization is close enough to a particular
reconstructed function, then the 2k+1th (or 2k+1/2th) superconvergence rate at the downwind points
as well as the domain average, is achieved. Most studies have concentrated on the order of accuracy and
neglected the role that the error coefficient plays in the estimates. Recently Frean and Ryan [23] used a
similar approach and showed that the semi-discrete error has dissipation errors of order 2k+1 and 2k+2
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order of dispersion. They showed the critical role of the error constant in the dispersion and dissipation
error for approximation polynomial degree k, where k = 0, 1, 2, 3.

Cao showed the (2k + 1) order of convergence in [11] for the first time, using the correction function
technique. The idea of this technique is to construct a suitable correction function to correct the error
between the exact solution and its Radau projection. Many papers have used this technique to show the
semi-discrete DG method’s superconvergence for one-dimensional problems. One of the recent papers
done by Xu, Meng, Shu, Zhang [24] uses a slightly modified correction function and the L2-norm stability
to establish the superconvergence property of the Runge-Kutta discontinuous Galerkin method for solving
a linear constant-coefficient hyperbolic equation. They show that under a r+1 temporal and 2k+2 spatial
smoothness assumption, and by choosing a specific initialization, the cell average and the numerical flux
are min(2k+1, r) superconvergent. They also prove a similar result for the post-processed solution, even
if the initialization is the L2 or Gauss-Radau projection.

Besides the Fourier analysis and the correction function technique, Pade approximation is another
standard method for analyzing the DG method’s superconvergence. Krivodonova and Qiu [25] used Pade
approximation to analyze the spectrum of the DG method when applied to the advection equation. They
showed that for a uniform computational mesh of N elements, the eigenvalues could be classified into N
physical modes and kN non-physical modes. They also show a 2k + 2 order of accuracy for the physical
eigenvalue approximation. Later Chalmers and Krivodonova [2] used Pade approximation to show the
(k + 2)th rate of superconvergence at the downwind points. They also proved that the L2 projection
of the numerical solution onto the nth Legendre polynomial is 2k + 1− n accurate under certain initial
conditions.

Most studies of the superconvergence for linear equations have been on single Fourier mode. The
unphysical modes decay exponentially in time for each Fourier mode. However, the decay is exceedingly
slow for high frequency modes. We analyze all modes as a whole, and prove the superconvergence in
spite of the slow decay for high frequency modes. Fourier analysis and the correction function technique
have been widely used to study the superconvergence of the numerical errors, yet the asymptotic error
has not been given explicitly. The derivation of the asymptotic error can show the connection between
Fourier analysis and the correction function technique, and clarify the effect of the initial discretization.
The research on superconvergence has been focused on scalar equations. We study the superconvergence
of the DG method applied to vector linear advection equations. To avoid diagonalization, the Lax-
Friedrichs flux is used as the numerical flux on cell boundaries. The error analysis is adapted for the
method since it is not equivalent to the upwinding flux for each scalar wave. We obtain similar results
on the superconvergence.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study the superconvergence of
the DG method for scalar linear advection equations. We use Fourier analysis to derive the error bounds.
Then we compute the asymptotic errors for various initial discretization in two different approaches. In
Section 3, we compute the numerical error for the DG method with Lax-Friedrichs flux applied to vector
advection equations. We show the superconvergence similar to that for scalar equations. The results are
illustrated numerically in Section 4. Finally, conclusions and thoughts on future work are discussed in
Section 5.

2 Scalar Equations

In this section we investigate the superconvergence of the Discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method for the
one-dimensional scalar linear advection equation with periodic boundary condition.

2.1 Preliminary

The linear advection equation is

ut + aux = 0, (x, t) ∈ [0, 2π]× [0, T ].

u(x, 0) = g(x), u(0, t) = u(2π, t).
(1)

Without loss of generality, the sound speed a is set to 1. We solve the equation using k’th order DG
method on a uniform grid of N cells with cell size h, and denote the numerical solution by uh, The
solution uh ∈ Vh, where

Vh = {v : v|τj ∈ Pk(τj), 1 ≤ j ≤ N}, (2)
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and satisfies

((uh)t, v) = (uh, vx) +
N
∑

j=1

([v]u−
h )|j+ 1

2
, ∀v ∈ Vh, (3)

where [v] = v+ − v−, and v+
N+ 1

2

≡ v+1
2

. The initial discretization uh(x, 0) is a projection of g(x) onto

Vh. To analyze the error e = u − uh, we follow Cao [1] to define the special interpolations of the exact
solution,

uI = P−
h u−

k
∑

i=1

wi, (4)

where P−
h is the Gauss-Radau projection, and in each cell τj , for 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

(wi, vx) = (∂twi−1, v), ∀v ∈ Pk(τj),

w−
i = 0,

(5)

with w0 = u− P−
h u. Let η = u− uI , and e = ξ + η. The equation for ξ is

((ξ + wk)t, v) = (ξ, vx) +
N
∑

j=1

([v]ξ−)|j+ 1
2
, ∀v ∈ Vh, (6)

We can express e, η, and ξ in terms of orthogonal basis {φj,n}, Legendre polynomials [26] scaled to τj ,
as

e|τj (t) =
∞
∑

n=0

ej,n(t)φj,n, η|τj =
∞
∑

n=0

ηj,nφj,n, ξ|τj (t) =
k
∑

n=0

ξj,n(t)φj,n. (7)

It has been proven by Cao [1] that for t ∈ [0, T ] and 0 ≤ n ≤ k,

‖η·,n(t)‖∞ . h2k+1−n‖g(2k+1−n)‖∞, (8)

provided that g(2k+1)(x) is bounded. Cao [1] also showed that if the initialization is chosen such that

‖uh(·, 0)− uI(·, 0)‖2 . h2k+1‖g(2k+2)‖∞, (9)

then
‖ξ(·, t)‖2 . h2k+1‖g(2k+2)‖∞, (10)

for t ∈ [0, T ], provided that g(2k+2)(x) is bounded. Consequently, for t ∈ [0, T ] and 0 ≤ n ≤ k,

‖e·,n(t)‖2 . h2k+1−n‖g(2k+2)‖∞. (11)

In addition, the downwind error,

e−j (t) = u(x−
j+ 1

2

, t)− uh(x
−
j+ 1

2

, t), (12)

is also of order 2k + 1,
‖e−· (t)‖2 . h2k+1‖g(2k+2)‖∞. (13)

We will apply Fourier analysis to Eq. (1), and prove the we can obtain optimal superconvergence
asymptotically by initializing uh as the L2 projection of g onto Pk(τj) on each cell.

2.2 Error estimation for initialization by L2 projection

For a discrete function fj , we denote the Fourier coefficients by f̂m,

f̂m =
1

N

N
∑

j=1

fje
−imxj . (14)

and define the norm,

‖f‖s =

N−1
∑

m=0

|f̂m|ms. (15)

The next theorem bounds the error in uh(x, t) for uh(x, 0) close to the L2 projection of g(x).
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Theorem 2.1. Suppose g ∈ H2k+3, so that ‖g‖2k+2 < ∞. Let uh be the solution to Eq. (3) with initial

error

êm,n(0) = O((mh)2k+1−nĝm), 0 ≤ n ≤ k. (16)

There exists an α > 0, such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖ξ(·, t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+1‖g‖k+1e
−αt

2h . (17)

‖ξ·,0(t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+2‖g‖k+2e
−αt

2h . (18)

Consequently,

‖e·,0(t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+2‖g‖k+2e
−αt

2h , (19)

‖e−· (t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+1‖g‖k+1e
−αt

2h , (20)

and for 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

‖e·,n(t)‖∞ . h2k+1−n‖g‖2k+1−n + hk+1‖g‖k+1e
−αt

2h . (21)

Proof. For each Fourier mode, Eq. (6) can be written as a matrix equation,

d

dt
ξ̂m =

Am

h
ξ̂m − bm(t), (22)

where ξ̂m = (ξ̂m,0, ξ̂m,1, . . . , ξ̂m,k)
T ,

bm(t) =
d

dt
((ŵk)m,0, (ŵk)m,1, . . . , (ŵk)m,k)

T , (23)

and Am is a (k + 1)× (k + 1) matrix with indices from 0 to k,

(Am)st = −(2s+ 1)(1− (−1)se−imh), 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ k,

(Am)st = −(2s+ 1)(−1)s+t(1− (−1)te−imh), 0 ≤ t < s ≤ k.
(24)

The solution is

ξ̂m(t) = eAmtξ̂m(0)−
∫ t

0

eAm(t−τ)bm(τ )dτ. (25)

Diagonalize Am as Am =
∑k

n=0 λ
(m)
n r

(m)
n l

(m)
n , where λ

(m)
n , r

(m)
n , and l

(m)
n are the eigenvalues and the

associated right and left eigenvectors that satisfy l
(m)
n r

(m)
n = 1. Because

(−1)s(Am)st
2s+ 1

=
(−1)t(Am)ts

2t + 1
, (26)

we can set

(l(m)
n )s =

(−1)s

2s+ 1
(r(m)

n )s, 0 ≤ s ≤ k. (27)

It have been shown in Ref. [2] that λ0 represents the physical mode,

λ
(m)
0 = −imh+O((mh)2k+2), (28)

while other eigenvalues (1 ≤ n ≤ k) represent nonphysical modes,

λ(m)
n = −αn +O(mh), ℜαn > 0. (29)

In fact, ℜλ(m)
n < 0 for 1 ≤ n ≤ k. To prove that, notice that Eq. (3) can be written as

((uh)t + (uh)x, v) = −
N
∑

j=1

([uh]v
+)|j+ 1

2
, ∀v ∈ Vh. (30)

It implies the energy estimate,

d

dt
(uh, ūh) = −

N
∑

j=1

|[uh]j+ 1
2
|2 ≤ 0. (31)
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Consequently, ℜλ(m)
n ≤ 0. If ℜλ(m)

n = 0, [uh] = 0 by Eq. (31). Then we have (uh)t + (uh)x = 0 by Eq.
(30). As an eigenfunction in Pk, uh has to be a constant, and the associated eigenvalue is 0. But that is
the physical eigenfunction for m = 0, so nonphysical eigenvalues have negative real parts. We can write

eAmtξ̂m(0) = eλ
(m)
0 t/hr

(m)
0 l

(m)
0 ξ̂m(0) +

k
∑

n=1

eλ
(m)
n t/hr(m)

n l(m)
n ξ̂m(0). (32)

Express eim(x−xj) in terms of orthogonal basis {φj,n},

eim(x−xj) =

∞
∑

n=0

p(m)
n φj,n(x). (33)

For the physical mode, it has been shown in Ref. [2] that

(r
(m)
0 )n = p(m)

n +O((mh)2k+1−n) = O((mh)n), 0 ≤ n ≤ k, (34)

where we used

p(m)
n =

n!

(2n)!
(imh)n +O((mh)n+1). (35)

Then (l
(m)
0 )n = O((mh)n), and

l
(m)
0 ξ̂m(0) =

k
∑

n=0

(êm,n(0)− η̂m,n(0))O((mh)n). (36)

By Eq. (8), η̂m,n(0) = O((mh)2k+1−nĝm). Combined with Eq. (16), we have

eλ
(m)
0 t/hr

(m)
0 l

(m)
0 ξ̂m(0) = O((mh)2k+1ĝm). (37)

For nonphysical modes, by Eq. (29) there exists ǫ > 0 such that for mh ≤ ǫ,

ℜλn ≤ −α

2
, 1 ≤ n ≤ k, (38)

where
α = min

1≤n≤k
ℜαn. (39)

For mh ≤ ǫ,

eλ
(m)
n t/hr(m)

n l(m)
n ξ̂m(0) = r(m)

n O(e−
αt
2h (mh)k+1ĝm). (40)

whose first entry is
[

eλ
(m)
n t/hr(m)

n l(m)
n ξ̂m(0)

]

0

= O(e−
αt
2h (mh)k+2ĝm). (41)

because (r
(m)
n )0 = O(mh). For mh > ǫ,

eλ
(m)
n t/hr(m)

n l(m)
n ξ̂m(0) = O((mh)k+1ĝm). (42)

For the second term in Eq. (25), by the definition of wk in Eq. (5), we have

bm = O(m2k+2h2k+1ĝm), (43)

and so
∫ t

0

eAm(t−τ)bm(τ )dτ = O(m2k+2h2k+1ĝmt), (44)

Summing over all Fourier modes, we obtain

‖ξ(·, t)‖∞ ≤
k
∑

n=0

‖ξ·,n(t)‖∞ ≤
k
∑

n=0

N−1
∑

m=0

|ξ̂m,n| ≤
k
∑

n=0

N−1
∑

m=0

|[eAmtξ̂m(0)]n|+ |[
∫ t

0

eAm(t−τ)bm(τ )dτ ]n|. (45)
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Since for any 0 ≤ s ≤ k,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

m=0

[eAmtξ̂m(0)]s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

N−1
∑

m=0

(mh)2k+1|ĝm|+
ǫ/h
∑

m=0

|(rn)s|(mh)k+1|ĝm|e−αt
2h +

N−1
∑

m=ǫ/h

(mh)k+1|ĝm|

≤
N−1
∑

m=0

(mh)2k+1|ĝm|+
ǫ/h
∑

m=0

|(rn)s|(mh)k+1|ĝm|e−αt
2h + ǫ−k

N−1
∑

m=ǫ/h

(mh)2k+1|ĝm|

. h2k+1‖g‖2k+1 + hk+1‖g‖k+1e
−αt

2h .

(46)

and
N−1
∑

m=0

|[
∫ t

0

eAm(t−τ)bm(τ )dτ ]n| = O(h2k+1‖g‖2k+2t). (47)

we obtain Eq. (17). For s = 0, by Eq. (41),

N−1
∑

m=0

[eAmtξ̂m(0)]0 = O(h2k+1‖g‖2k+1 + hk+2‖g‖k+2e
−αt

2h ), (48)

hence Eq. (18). Eq. (19) is a consequence of Eqs. (8) and (18). Since η−
j = 0,

e−j (t) = ξ−j (t) =

k
∑

n=0

ξj,n(t), (49)

hence Eq. (20). Eq. (21) is a consequence of Eqs. (8) and (17).

If we replace the norm ‖f‖s by ‖f (s)‖L2 , or equivalently,

‖f‖s,2 ≡

√

√

√

√

N−1
∑

m=0

|f̂mms|2, (50)

the proof of Theorem 2.1 can be carried out similarly, which gives the following error bound in L2 norm.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose g ∈ H2k+2, so that ‖g(2k+2)‖L2 < ∞. Let uh be the solution to Eq. (3) with

initial error

êm,n(0) = O((mh)2k+1−nĝm), 0 ≤ n ≤ k. (51)

There exists an α > 0, such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖ξ(·, t)‖L2 . h2k+1(‖g(2k+1)‖L2 + ‖g(2k+2)‖L2 t) + hk+1‖g(k+1)‖L2e
−αt

2h . (52)

‖ξ·,0(t)‖L2 . h2k+1(‖g(2k+1)‖L2 + ‖g(2k+2)‖L2 t) + hk+2‖g(k+2)‖L2e
−αt

2h . (53)

Consequently,

‖e·,0(t)‖L2 . h2k+1(‖g(2k+1)‖L2 + ‖g(2k+2)‖L2 t) + hk+2‖g(k+2)‖L2e
−αt

2h , (54)

‖e−· (t)‖L2 . h2k+1(‖g(2k+1)‖L2 + ‖g(2k+2)‖L2 t) + hk+1‖g(k+1)‖L2e
−αt

2h , (55)

and for 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

‖e·,n(t)‖L2 . h2k+1−n‖g(2k+1−n)‖L2 + hk+1‖g(k+1)‖L2e
−αt

2h . (56)

2.3 Asymptotic error

We derive the asymptotic error as h → 0 for sufficiently small initial error.

Theorem 2.3. Let uh be the solution to Eq. (3) with initial error

êm,n(0) = O((mh)2k+2−nĝm), 0 ≤ n ≤ k. (57)

For any t > 0,

lim
h→0

ej,0(t)

h2k+1
=

(−1)k(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
[kg(2k+1)(xj − t)− tg(2k+2)(xj − t)]. (58)
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lim
h→0

e−j (t)

h2k+1
=

(−1)k(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
[kg(2k+1)(xj − t)− tg(2k+2)(xj − t)]. (59)

The convergence is uniform if g ∈ H2k+3, or in L2 norm if g ∈ H2k+2. For 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

lim
h→0

ej,n(t)

h2k+1−n
=

(−1)k+1−n(k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
g(2k+1−n)(xj − t). (60)

The convergence is uniform if g ∈ H2k+2.

Proof. First we assume g ∈ H2k+3, so that ‖g‖2k+2 < ∞. By Eq. (25), the error vector in each cell is

ej(t) =

N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj

[

eAmtξ̂m(0)−
∫ t

0

eAm(t−τ)bm(τ )dτ + η̂m(t)

]

. (61)

By the construction of uI in Eq. (4), for smooth g,

ηj,k = (w0)j,k +O(hk+2‖g(k+2)‖∞) = − (k + 1)!

(2k + 2)!
hk+1∂k+1

x u+O(hk+2‖g(k+2)‖∞). (62)

Similarly, for 0 ≤ n ≤ k − 1,

ηj,n = (wk−n)j,n +O(h2k+2−n‖g(2k+2−n)‖∞)

= − (k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
h2k+1−n∂k−n

t ∂k+1
x u+O(h2k+2−n‖g(2k+2−n)‖∞).

(63)

Therefore, for each Fourier mode and 0 ≤ n ≤ k,

η̂m,n(t) = − (k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
h2k+1−n(−im)k−n(im)k+1ĝme−imt +O((mh)2k+2−nĝm). (64)

By Eq. (57),

ξ̂m,n(0) =
(k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
h2k+1−n(−im)k−n(im)k+1ĝm +O((mh)2k+2−nĝm). (65)

By Eq. (32),

eAmtξ̂m(0) = eλ
(m)
0 t/hr

(m)
0 l

(m)
0 ξ̂m(0) +

k
∑

n=1

eλ
(m)
n t/hr(m)

n l(m)
n ξ̂m(0). (66)

By Eqs. (27) and (35),

(l
(m)
0 )n =

(−1)n

2n+ 1
p(m)
n +O((mh)2k+1−n) =

(−1)nn!

(2n+ 1)!
(imh)n +O((mh)n+1). (67)

So

l
(m)
0 ξ̂m(0) = (k + 1)

(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1iĝm +O((mh)2k+2ĝm). (68)

Since (r
(m)
0 )0 = 1 +O(mh), by Eq. (28),

eλ
(m)
0 t/h(r

(m)
0 )0l

(m)
0 ξ̂m(0) = e−imt+O(mh)mt

(

(k + 1)(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1iĝm +O((mh)2k+2ĝm)

)

= e−imt (k + 1)(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1iĝm +O((mh)2k+2ĝm) +O((mh)2k+1ĝm)(eO(mh)mt − 1).

(69)

The last two terms are o(h2k+1) when summed over all Fourier modes, because

∑N−1
m=0 |(mh)2k+2ĝm|

h2k+1
=

1/
√

h
∑

m=0

m2k+1|ĝm|mh+
N−1
∑

m=1/
√

h

m2k+1|ĝm|mh ≤ ‖g‖2k+1

√
h+

∞
∑

m=1/
√

h

m2k+1|ĝm|,

(70)
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which converges to 0 as h → 0 since ‖g‖2k+1 < ∞, and as ℜλ0 ≤ 0,

∑N−1
m=0(mh)2k+1|ĝm(eO(mh)mt − 1)|

h2k+1
.

1/
3√
h

∑

m=0

m2k+1|ĝm|m2ht+

N−1
∑

m=1/
3√
h

m2k+1|ĝm|

≤ ‖g‖2k+1
3
√
ht+

∞
∑

m=1/
3√
h

m2k+1|ĝm|,
(71)

which also converges to 0 as h → 0. For 1 ≤ s ≤ k, since (r
(m)
0 )s = O((mh)s),

N−1
∑

m=0

eλ
(m)
0 t/h(r

(m)
0 )sl

(m)
0 ξ̂m(0) = o(h2k+1). (72)

Similar to Eq. (46), for 1 ≤ n ≤ k and 0 ≤ s ≤ k, we have

1

h2k+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

m=0

eλ
(m)
n t/h(r(m)

n )sl
(m)
n ξ̂m(0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

ǫ/h
∑

m=0

mk+1h−k|ĝm|e−αt
2h +

N−1
∑

m=ǫ/h

mk+1h−k|ĝm|

≤ h−k‖g‖k+1e
−αt

2h + ǫ−k
N−1
∑

m=ǫ/h

m2k+1|ĝm|,
(73)

which converges to 0 as h → 0. Therefore

N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj [eAmtξ̂m(0)]0 =
N−1
∑

m=0

eim(xj−t) (k + 1)(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1iĝm + o(h2k+1), (74)

and
∑N−1

m=0 e
imxj [eAmtξ̂m(0)]s = o(h2k+1) for 1 ≤ s ≤ k. For the integral in Eq. (61), we have Eq. (43).

In particular, since for smooth g,

d

dt
(wk)j,k = − (k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
h2k+1∂k+1

t ∂k+1
x u+O(h2k+2‖g(2k+3)‖∞). (75)

we have

(bm)0(τ ) = − (k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
h2k+1(−im)k+1(im)k+1ĝme−imτ +O(m2k+3h2k+2ĝm). (76)

Then

eλ
(m)
0 (t−τ)/h(r

(m)
0 )0l

(m)
0 bm(τ )

= e−imt+O(mh)m(t−τ)

(

− (k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1mĝm +O((mh)2k+2mĝm)

)

= e−imt−(k + 1)!k!(mh)2k+1

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
mĝm +O((mh)2k+2mĝm) +O((mh)2k+1mĝm)(eO(mh)mt − 1).

(77)

Similarly, the last two terms are o(h2k+1) when summed over all Fourier modes because ‖g‖2k+2 < ∞,
and for 1 ≤ s ≤ k,

N−1
∑

m=0

eλ
(m)
0 (t−τ)/h(r

(m)
0 )sl

(m)
0 bm(τ ) = o(h2k+1). (78)

For 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

1

h2k+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

m=0

eλ
(m)
n (t−τ)/h(r(m)

n )0l
(m)
n bm(τ )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

N−1
∑

m=0

m2k+3h|ĝm|, (79)

which converges to 0 at h → 0. Therefore

−
N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj

∫ t

0

[eAm(t−τ)bm(τ )]0dτ =

N−1
∑

m=0

eim(xj−t) (k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1mtĝm + o(h2k+1). (80)
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For 1 ≤ s ≤ k,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj

∫ t

0

[eAm(t−τ)bm(τ )]sdτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

n=1

N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj

∫ t

0

eλ
(m)
n (t−τ)/h(r(m)

n )sl
(m)
n bm(τ )dτ + o(h2k+1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

k
∑

n=1





ǫ/h
∑

m=0

∫ t

0

e−
α(t−τ)

2h m2k+2h2k+1|ĝm|dτ +

N−1
∑

m=ǫ/h

∫ t

0

m2k+2h2k+1|ĝm|dτ



+ o(h2k+1)

≤
k
∑

n=1

h2k+1





2h

α

N−1
∑

m=0

m2k+2|ĝm|+ t

N−1
∑

m=ǫ/h

m2k+2|ĝm|



+ o(h2k+1)

= o(h2k+1).

(81)

Lastly, by Eq. (64),

η̂m,0(t) = − (k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1iĝme−imt +O((mh)2k+2ĝm). (82)

whose last term is o(h2k+1) when summed over all Fourier modes as ‖g‖2k+1 < ∞. Substituting Eq.
(74), (80) and (82) into Eq. (61), we obtain

lim
h→0

ej,0(t)

h2k+1
= lim

N→∞

N−1
∑

m=0

(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
[km2k+1i+ tm2k+2]ĝmeim(xj−t)

=
(−1)k(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
[kg(2k+1)(xj − t)− tg(2k+2)(xj − t)].

(83)

For g ∈ H2k+3, the Fourier series of g(2k+2) converges absolutely and uniformly. For g ∈ H2k+2, the
Fourier series of g(2k+2) converges in L2 norm, and the proof is still valid so long as we replace all ‖g‖s
by ‖g‖s,2. To prove Eq. (59), we notice that η−

j = 0, so

e−j (t) = ξ−j (t) =
k
∑

n=0

ξj,n(t) = ξj,0(t) + o(h2k+1). (84)

For g ∈ H2k+2, we also have
‖g‖2k+1 . ‖g‖2k+2,2 < ∞. (85)

Substituting Eq. (43) into Eq. (61) we get

ej(t) = O(h2k+1‖g‖2k+1) + o(h2k‖g‖2k+1) +
N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj η̂m(t). (86)

Substituting in Eq. (64) we obtain for 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

lim
h→0

ej,n(t)

h2k+1−n
= lim

N→∞

N−1
∑

m=0

(k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
in−1m2k+1−nĝmeim(xj−t)

=
(−1)k+1−n(k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
g(2k+1−n)(xj − t),

(87)

with uniform convergence.

2.4 Direction computation of error

We can provide an alternative proof of Theorem 2.3 by direct computation of the error. As shown in
Eqs. (28) and (34), the physical mode of Am is super close to the exact solution. Ref. [25] proved that

the Rk,k+1(λ
(m)
0 ) = exp(imh), where Rk,k+1(z) is the [k/k+1] Padé approximation of exp(−z). We will
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prove a lemma on the closeness of the physical mode to the exact solution following Ref. [2]. Denote by

r̃
(m)
0 the eigenvector parallel to r

(m)
0 but normalized at the downwind point,

k
∑

n=0

(r̃
(m)
0 )n = e

imh
2 . (88)

Lemma 2.4. The eigenvalue of the physical mode is superclose to −imh. More precisely,

λ
(m)
0 = −imh− (k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+2 +O((mh)2k+3). (89)

The eigenvector normalized as in Eq. (88) is superclose to the projection of eim(x−xj) onto Pk(τj). More

precisely,

δ(m)
n ≡ p(m)

n − (r̃
(m)
0 )n = (−1)k+1−n (k + 1)!k!(2n+ 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
(imh)2k+1−n +O((mh)2k+2−n) (90)

for 0 ≤ n ≤ k.

Proof. Following Ref. [2], for each Fourier mode, we can write the eigenvalue problem for Eq. (3), scaled
from x ∈ τj to y = 2(x− xj)/h ∈ [−1, 1], as

λu+ 2uy = (−1)k+1[[u]](R−
k+1)

′(y), u ∈ Pk, u(1) = e
imh
2 . (91)

where [[u]] = u(−1) − u(1)e−imh, and R−
k+1(y) = φk+1(y) − φk(y) is the right Rado polynomial [26] of

degree k + 1. The solution u associated with the physical eigenvalue λ
(m)
0 is r̃

(m)
0 . Since u ∈ Pk,

u(y) = [[u]]
(−1)k

2

k+1
∑

l=1

R
−,(l)
k+1 (y)

(−λ
2
)l

. (92)

Substituting in y = 1 and using the formula R
−,(k+1)
k+1 = φ

(k+1)
k+1 = (2k + 1)!!, we get

[[u]] = −λk+1 k!

(2k + 1)!
+O(λk+2). (93)

Multiplying Eq. (91) by eλ(y+1)/2 and integrating by parts repeatedly, we obtain

u(y) = u(1)e−imh−λ
2
(y+1) +

(−1)k+1

2
[[u]]

∞
∑

l=0

(−λ

2
)lR

−,(−l)
k+1 (y), (94)

where R−,0
k+1(y) = R−

k+1(y), and for l ≥ 0,

R
−,(−l−1)
k+1 (y) =

∫ y

−1

R
−,(−l)
k+1 (z)dz. (95)

Using the formula
∫ y

−1

φk(x)dx =
φk+1(y)− φk−1(y)

2k + 1
, k ≥ 1, (96)

we have

R
−,(−l)
k+1 =

k+l+1
∑

i=k−l

cliφi, 0 ≤ l ≤ k, (97)

where cli are constants. In particular,

clk−l = (−1)l+1 (2k − 2l + 1)!!

(2k + 1)!!
. (98)

We also have R
−,(−l)
k+1 (1) = 0 for 0 ≤ l ≤ k, and

R
−,(−k−1)
k+1 (1) = 2ck0 = (−1)k+1 2

(2k + 1)!!
. (99)

10



Substituting in y = 1 and using the formula above, we get

u(1)(1− e−imh−λ) =
(−1)k+1

2
[[u]]

(

(−λ

2
)k+1(−1)k+1 2

(2k + 1)!!
+O(λk+2)

)

. (100)

Substituting in Eq. (93) we get

λ+ imh = − (k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+2 +O((mh)2k+3). (101)

Substituting the equation above, Eq. (93), and u(1) = eimh/2 into Eq. (94), we get

u(y) = u(1)e−imh+ imh
2

(y+1) +
(−1)k+1

2
[[u]]

k
∑

l=0

(−λ

2
)lR

−,(−l)
k+1 (y) +O((mh)2k+2)

= eim(x−xj) +
(−1)k

2
(−imh)k+1 k!

(2k + 1)!

k
∑

l=0

(−λ

2
)lR

−,(−l)
k+1 (y) +O((mh)2k+2)

(102)

By Eq. (98) we see that for 0 ≤ n ≤ k,

un = p(m)
n + (−1)k−n (k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
(imh)2k+1−n +O((mh)2k+2−n). (103)

Next we prove Theorem 2.3 using Lemma 2.4. If the initial error in uh(x, 0) is given by Eq. (57),

ej(t) =

N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj (e−imtp(m) − eAmtp(m))ĝm +O((mh)2k+2−nĝm)

=
N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj

[

(e−imt − eλ
(m)
0 t)r̃

(m)
0 − eAmtδ(m) + e−imtδ(m)

]

ĝm +O((mh)2k+2−nĝm).

(104)

Comparing Eqs. (65) and (90), we see

− δ(m)
n ĝm = ξ̂m,n(0) +O((mh)2k+2−nĝm). (105)

Comparing Eqs. (64) and (90), we see

e−imtδ(m)ĝm = η̂m(t) +O((mh)2k+2−nĝm). (106)

Lastly, by Eq. (89),

N−1
∑

m=0

eimxj (e−imt − eλ
(m)
0 t)r̃

(m)
0 ĝm

=

N−1
∑

m=0

eim(xj−t)r̃
(m)
0

[

(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1mt+O((mh)2k+2mt)

]

ĝm.

(107)

Comparing Eqs. (80) and (107), we conclude that Eq. (104) has the same limits as given in Theorem

2.3. We can see that r̃
(m)
0 acts as the special projection uI for each Fourier mode. In the decomposition,

p(m) = c̃0r̃
(m)
0 +

k
∑

n=1

cnr
(m)
n , (108)

by Eq. (68), we have cn = O((mh)k+1) for 1 ≤ n ≤ k, and

c̃0 = 1− i(k + 1)
(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1 +O((mh)2k+2). (109)

It is interesting that if r̃
(m)
0 is replaced by r

(m)
0 in the decomposition,

p(m) = c0r
(m)
0 +

k
∑

n=1

cnr
(m)
n , (110)

then c0 = 1 +O((mh)2k+2), due to the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.5. The eigenvectors r
(m)
0 and r̃

(m)
0 are related by

r̃
(m)
0 = r

(m)
0

(

1 + i(k + 1)
(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1 +O((mh)2k+2)

)

. (111)

Proof. Let

v = r̃
(m)
0

(

1− i(k + 1)
(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1

)

. (112)

By Eq. (90),

p(m)
n − vn = δ(m)

n = (−1)k+1−n (k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
(imh)2k+1−n +O((mh)2k+2−n) (113)

for 1 ≤ n ≤ k, and

p
(m)
0 − v0 = ik

(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1 +O((mh)2k+2). (114)

Since p
(m)
n is real for even n and imaginary for odd n,

k
∑

n=0

(−1)n(p
(m)
n )2

2n+ 1
=

k
∑

n=0

|p(m)
n |2

2n+ 1
= 1−

∞
∑

n=k+1

|p(m)
n |2

2n+ 1
= 1 +O((mh)2k+2). (115)

Using Eq. (35), we obtain

k
∑

n=0

(−1)nv2n
2n+ 1

= v20 +
k
∑

n=1

(−1)n(p
(m)
n − δ

(m)
n )2

2n+ 1

=
k
∑

n=0

(−1)n(p
(m)
n )2

2n+ 1
− 2

(

p
(m)
0 (p

(m)
0 − v0) +

k
∑

n=1

(−1)np(m)
n δ(m)

n

)

+O((mh)2k+2)

= 1 +O((mh)2k+2).

(116)

By Eq. (27), r
(m)
0 satisfies

k
∑

n=0

(−1)n(r
(m)
0 )2n

2n+ 1
= 1. (117)

Therefore ‖v − r
(m)
0 ‖ = O((mh)2k+2).

2.5 Initialization by special projections

For k = 1, as indicated by in Theorem 2.1, the error in cell average is of order 3 for any t ∈ [0, T ], if uh

is initialized as the L2 projection of u(x, 0) onto Vh. For k ≥ 2, the error in cell average if of order k + 2
for small t. However, for any interval [T0, T ] with T0 > 0, the error in cell average for t ∈ [T0, T ] is of
order 2k + 1 for sufficiently small h.

Corollary 2.6. Suppose k ≥ 2. For an interval [T0, T ] with T0 > 0, if

h ln
1

h
≤ αT0

2(k − 1)
, (118)

then for any t ∈ [T0, T ],

‖e·,0(t)‖L2 . h2k+1(‖g(2k+1)‖L2 + ‖g(2k+2)‖L2 t) (119)

if g ∈ H2k+2, and

‖e·,0(t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) (120)

if g ∈ H2k+3.

Proof. For any t ∈ [T0, T ], Eq. (118) implies that

e−
αt
2h ≤ e−

αT0
2h ≤ hk−1. (121)

Then the conclusion follows from Theorem 2.1 and 2.2.
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Another way to decrease the exponentially decaying term in the error bound, as shown in Ref. [1], is
by initializing uh to be

ul
I = P−

h u−
l
∑

i=1

wi, 0 ≤ l ≤ k. (122)

Theorem 2.7. Suppose g ∈ H2k+3, so that ‖g‖2k+2 < ∞. Let uh be the solution to Eq. (3) with

uh(x, 0) = ul
I(x, 0), (123)

for some 0 ≤ l ≤ k. There exists an α > 0, such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖ξ(·, t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+l+2‖g‖k+l+2e
−αt

2h . (124)

‖ξ·,0(t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+l+3‖g‖k+l+3e
−αt

2h . (125)

Consequently,

‖e·,0(t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+l+3‖g‖k+l+3e
−αt

2h , (126)

‖e−· (t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+l+2‖g‖k+l+2e
−αt

2h , (127)

and for 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

‖e·,n(t)‖∞ . h2k+1−n‖g‖2k+1−n + hk+l+2‖g‖k+l+2e
−αt

2h . (128)

Moreover, for any t > 0,

lim
h→0

ej,0(t)

h2k+1
=

(−1)k(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
[(k − l − 1)g(2k+1)(xj − t)− tg(2k+2)(xj − t)], (129)

with uniform convergence, and Eq. (60) still holds for 1 ≤ n ≤ k.

Proof. Eq. (123) implies that ξ̂m,n(0) is the same as given in Eq. (65) for 0 ≤ n ≤ k − l − 1, while

ξ̂m,n(0) = O((mh)k+l+2ĝm), k − l ≤ n ≤ k. (130)

Therefore

l
(m)
0 ξ̂m(0) = (k − l)

(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+1iĝm +O((mh)2k+2ĝm), (131)

and for 1 ≤ n ≤ k,
l(m)
n ξ̂m(0) = O(mh)k+l+2ĝm). (132)

The rest of the proof is the same as those for Theorem 2.1 and 2.3.

Same result in L2 norm of the errors can be obtained for g ∈ H2k+2. By Theorem 2.7, the optimal
order of 2k+1 for error in cell average and 2k+1−n in ej,n can be achieved with the initial discretization,

uh(x, 0) = P−
h u(x, 0) −

k−2
∑

i=1

wi(x, 0). (133)

In particular, for k = 2, we can set uh(x, 0) = P−
h u(x, 0) to achieve the optimal order of 5 in cell average

for all t. Since the Gauss-Radau projection does not involve time derivative, it is easier to implement
than ul

I with l > 0. For k = 1, to achieve optimal superconvergence of order 3 for all t, we only need to
initialize uh as the L2 projection of u(x, 0), which is even simpler since it is independent of the direction
of the flow.

3 Vector equations

In this section we study the solution to vector linear advection equations,

ut + Aux = 0, (x, t) ∈ [0, 2π]× [0, T ].

u(x, 0) = g(x), u(0, t) = u(2π, t).

In the equation, u is a vector, and A is a diagonalizable matrix. If the equation is solved by DG with
upwinding flux, it is equivalent to diagonalizing the equation and solving the scalar equation for each
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eigenmode. To avoid diagonalization, we use the Lax-Friedrichs flux on the cell boundary for the DG
method,

F ∗(u−, u+) =
f(u−) + f(u+)

2
−M

u+ − u−

2
, (134)

where M > 0. For error analysis, it is equivalent to writing uh as the sum of eigenmodes, each of which
satisfying the following equation,

((uh)t, v) = a(uh, vx) +
N
∑

j=1

([v]F ∗(u−
h , u

+
h )|j+ 1

2
, ∀v ∈ Vh, (135)

where a is the speed of the eigenmode. For M 6= |a|, F ∗ is not the upwinding flux, and the error
analysis in the last section has to be modified. In the following theorem, we show that for nonzero a, the
superconvergence still holds with the same order. Without loss of generality, we set a = 1 in Eq. (135),
and we study the difference between uh and the exact solution of Eq. (1).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose g ∈ H2k+3. Let uh be the solution to Eq. (135) with initial error

êm,n(0) = O((mh)2k+2−nĝm), 0 ≤ n ≤ k. (136)

There exists an αM > 0, such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖e·,0(t)‖∞ . h2k+1(‖g‖2k+1 + ‖g‖2k+2t) + hk+2‖g‖k+2e
−αMt

2h , (137)

and for 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

‖e·,n(t)‖∞ . h2k+1−n‖g‖2k+1−n + hk+1‖g‖k+1e
−αMt

2h . (138)

For any t > 0,

lim
h→0

ej,0(t)

h2k+1
= χM

(−1)k(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
[kg(2k+1)(xj − t)− tg(2k+2)(xj − t)], (139)

and for 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

lim
h→0

ej,n(t)

h2k+1−n
= χM

(−1)k+1−n(k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
g(2k+1−n)(xj − t), (140)

where χM = M for even k, and χM = 1/M for odd k. The convergence is uniform.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 2.4. For each Fourier mode and v ∈ Vh(τj), Eq. (135)
becomes

((uh)t + (uh)x, v) = (uL − uRe
−imh)

(

M − 1

2
vRe

imh − M + 1

2
vL

)

, (141)

where L and R represents the left and right end points of τj . Let (uh)t = (λ/h)uh, we can decompose
uh into k + 1 eigenmodes. Scaled from x ∈ τj to y = 2(x− xj)/h ∈ [−1, 1], the eigenfunction satisfies

λu+ 2uy = (−1)k+1[[u]](RM
k+1)

′(y), u ∈ Pk. (142)

where [[u]] = u(−1)− u(1)e−imh, and

RM
k+1(y) =

{

aMφk+1(y)− bMφk(y), k even
bMφk+1(y)− aMφk(y), k odd

, (143)

in which

aM = e
imh
2

(

cos
mh

2
− iM sin

mh

2

)

, bM = e
imh
2

(

M cos
mh

2
− i sin

mh

2

)

. (144)

Notice that aM + bM = M + 1, and aM − bM = (1 − M)eimh. We seek the physical eigenvalue and
eigenfunction. Since u ∈ Pk,

u(y) = [[u]]
(−1)k

2

k+1
∑

l=1

R
M,(l)
k+1 (y)

(−λ
2
)l

. (145)

Substituting in y = 1 and using the formula φ
(k+1)
k+1 = (2k + 1)!!, we get for even k,

[[u]] = −λk+1 k!

(2k + 1)!

u(1)

aM
+O(λk+2) = −λk+1 k!

(2k + 1)!
+O(λk+2), (146)
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and for odd k,

[[u]] = −λk+1 k!

(2k + 1)!

u(1)

bM
+O(λk+2) = −λk+1 k!

(2k + 1)!

1

M
+O(λk+2). (147)

Multiplying Eq. (142) by eλ(y+1)/2 and integrating by parts repeatedly, we obtain

u(y) =

(

u(1) − M − 1

2
[[u]]eimh

)

e−imh−λ
2
(y+1) +

(−1)k+1

2
[[u]]

∞
∑

l=0

(−λ

2
)lR

M,(−l)
k+1 (y), (148)

where RM,0
k+1(y) = RM

k+1(y), and for l ≥ 0,

R
M,(−l−1)
k+1 (y) =

∫ y

−1

R
M,(−l)
k+1 (z)dz. (149)

Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.4, we have

R
M,(−l)
k+1 =

k+l+1
∑

i=k−l

cliφi, 0 ≤ l ≤ k, (150)

where

clk−l =

{

(−1)l+1 (2k−2l+1)!!
(2k+1)!!

bM , k even

(−1)l+1 (2k−2l+1)!!
(2k+1)!!

aM , k odd
. (151)

At y = 1,

R
M,(−l)
k+1 (1) =







(−1)k(1−M)eimh, l = 0
0, 1 ≤ l ≤ k
2ck0 , l = k + 1

, (152)

so
(

u(1)− M − 1

2
[[u]]eimh

)

(1− e−imh−λ) =
(−1)k+1

2
[[u]]

(

(−λ

2
)k+12ck0 +O(λk+2)

)

. (153)

Substituting in [[u]], we get

λ+ imh = −χM
(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
(mh)2k+2 +O((mh)2k+3), (154)

where χM = M for even k, and χM = 1/M for odd k. Normalizing u by

u(1)− M − 1

2
[[u]]eimh = e

imh
2 , (155)

we get

u(y) = eim(x−xj) +
(−1)k+1

2
[[u]]

k
∑

l=0

(−λ

2
)lR

M,(−l)
k+1 (y) +O((mh)2k+2), (156)

and so

un = p(m)
n + (−1)k−nχM

(k + 1)!k!(2n + 1)!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!n!
(imh)2k+1−n +O((mh)2k+2−n), (157)

where p
(m)
n is the projection of eim(x−xj) onto φn(τj). The rest of the proof is similar to the argument

following the proof of Lemma 2.4. We only need to point out that the nonphysical eigenvalues have
negative real parts, because Eq. (135) can be written as

(ut + ux, v) = −
N
∑

j=1

(

[u](
v+ + v−

2
+

M

2
[v])

)∣

∣

∣

∣

j+ 1
2

, ∀v ∈ Vh. (158)

It gives the energy estimate,

d

dt
(u, ū) = −M

N
∑

j=1

|[u]j+ 1
2
|2 ≤ 0. (159)

Since M > 0, ℜλ(m)
n ≤ 0. The equality holds only if [u] = 0, but then ut + ux = 0 by Eq. (158).

Since the eigenfunction u is a polynomial, it must be a constant, and λ = 0, which is the physical
eigenvalue for m = 0. Therefore nonphysical eigenvalues have negative real parts. We can let αM =
min1≤n≤k ℜ(−λ

(0)
n ).
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If g ∈ H2k+2, the error bounds are given in L2 norm rather than L∞ norm, and the convergence to the
asymptotic error is in L2 norm rather than uniform. Eq. (155) indicates that the downwind error is only of
order k+1. Similar to Lemma 2.5, if the physical eigenvector is normalized by Eq. (27), the corresponding
coefficient in the eigenvector decomposition of p(m), as in Eq. (110), is c0 = 1 +O((mh)2k+2).

For a 6= 0 in Eq. (135), not necessarily 1, the asymptotic error is

lim
h→0

ej,0(t)

h2k+1
= sign(a)χM

(−1)k(k + 1)!k!

(2k + 2)!(2k + 1)!
[kg(2k+1)(xj − at)− atg(2k+2)(xj − at)]. (160)

where χM = M/|a| for even k, and χM = |a|/M for odd k.

4 Numerical simulations

In this section we will perform several numerical experiments to demonstrate the superconvergence
properties stated in the previous section. In all examples, the time integration is done by a 5th order
Runge-Kutta scheme with the CFL number 0.1. In the first example, we validate the asymptotic error
with smooth initial data, as given in Theorem 2.3.

Example 4.1.
ut(x, t) + ux(x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ [0, 2π]× (0, 1],

u(x, 0) = sin2k+2(x), u(0, t) = u(2π, t).
(161)
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Figure 1: Example 1. The figure shows e0/h
2k+1 at t = 1 for k = 1 and k = 2. Solid lines: N = 20; dashed

lines: N = 40; dotted line: asymptotic error.

Fig. 1 plots the numerical error in cell average at t = 1 for Example 4.1 with k = 1 and k = 2,
along with the asymptotic errors given in Theorem 2.3. The initial discretization is the L2 projection of
u(x, 0). The figure shows that the cell average error is of order 2k + 1 as h → 0, and converges to the
asymptotic error given in Eq. (58). Table 1 show the cell average errors in Example 4.1 for k = 1, 2, 3.
Since the initial data is in H2k+3, the cell average error at t = 1 in L1, L2, and L∞ norms are all of order
2k + 1 as h → 0.

The next example shows that for non-smooth initial data, the error may have lower order.

Example 4.2.
ut(x, t) + ux(x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ [0, 2π]× (0, 1],

u(x, 0) = | sin2k+1(x)|, u(0, t) = u(2π, t).
(162)

In this example, u(x, 0) ∈ H2k+1 but not in H2k+2. As shown in Fig. 2, the cell average errors are
of order 2k at points where u2k+1(x, t) is discontinuous, and of order 2k + 1 elsewhere. As a result, the
L∞ norm of the cell average error is of order 2k. Due to the localness of the spikes in Fig. 2, ‖e0‖2 is of
order 2k + 1/2, and ‖e0‖1 is still of order 2k + 1, as demonstrated in Table 2. The error ‖e0‖2 appears

16



Table 1: Cell average errors in Example 1 for k = 1, 2, 3.

k N ‖e0‖1 order ‖e0‖2 order ‖e0‖∞ order
40 1.10E-03 - 1.20E-03 - 2.10E-03 -

1 80 1.41E-04 2.93 1.59E-04 2.93 2.73E-04 2.93
160 1.79E-05 2.98 2.02E-05 2.98 3.47E-05 2.98
320 2.25E-06 2.99 2.54E-06 2.99 4.35E-06 2.99
40 1.28E-04 - 1.52E-04 - 2.87E-04 -

2 80 4.24E-07 4.91 5.02E-07 4.92 9.68E-07 4.89
160 1.35E-08 4.98 1.59E-08 4.98 3.07E-08 4.98
320 4.19E-10 5.01 4.94E-10 5.01 9.55E-10 5.01
40 2.60E-07 - 3.24E-07 - 6.90E-07 -

3 80 1.32E-09 7.62 1.68E-09 7.59 3.68E-09 7.55
160 1.05E-11 6.98 1.29E-11 7.02 2.69E-11 7.09
320 7.65E-14 7.10 9.43E-14 7.10 1.95E-13 7.11

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

x

-0.5

0

0.5

1

e
0/h

3

(a) k = 1

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

x

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

e
0/h

5

(b) k = 2

Figure 2: Example 2. The figure shows e0/h
2k+1 at t = 1 for k = 1 and k = 2. Solid lines: N = 20;

dash-dotted lines: N = 40; dashed line: N = 80.

to have order higher than 2k+1/2 in Table 2 because the error near the spikes dominates over the error
elsewhere only for small h.

We investigate the effect of initial discretization in the following example.

Example 4.3.
ut(x, t) + ux(x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ [0, 2π]× (0, 1],

u(x, 0) =

(

x(2π − x)

2π

)2k+2

, u(0, t) = u(2π, t).
(163)

The initial data is chosen to be in H2k+3 and contains infinitely many Fourier modes. The cell
average error at any t > 0 has order 2k + 1 as h → 0. However, for a fixed h, the error at t = O(h) may
have a lower order, depending on the initial discretization. Fig. 3 shows ‖e0‖∞ as functions of time for
k = 1, 2, 3. For k = 1, the error is of order 3 at any t, disregard of the initial discretization. For k = 2, if
L2 initialization is used, the error is of order 4 at small t; while for Gauss-Radau initialization, the error
if of order 5 at any t. For k = 3, the error is of order 6 at small t for Gauss-Radau initialization, and of
order 7 at any t for uh(x, 0) = u1

I(x, 0) as defined in Eq. (122). In Fig. 3, the transient error for k = 3
lasts for much longer time than that for k = 2, because α = 3 for k = 2, while α = 0.42 for k = 3.

Next example is the linearized Euler equations for isothermal gas. It demonstrates the superconver-
gence of numerical errors for vector equations solved using the Lax-Friedrichs flux.
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Table 2: Cell average errors in Example 2 for k = 1, 2, 3.

k N ‖e0‖1 order ‖e0‖2 order ‖e0‖∞ order
40 8.14E-04 - 9.22E-04 - 1.99E-03 -

1 80 1.12E-04 2.86 1.39E-04 2.73 5.15E-04 1.95
160 1.46E-05 2.94 2.10E-05 2.73 1.14E-04 2.17
320 1.86E-06 2.98 3.21E-06 2.71 2.41E-05 2.25
40 8.66E-06 - 9.75E-06 - 1.62E-04 -

2 80 2.93E-07 4.88 3.42E-07 4.83 9.26E-07 4.13
160 9.58E-09 4.94 1.18E-08 4.86 5.49E-08 4.08
320 3.03E-10 4.98 4.16E-10 4.83 3.02E-09 4.18
40 1.71E-07 - 2.09E-07 - 4.13E-07 -

3 80 9.18E-10 7.54 1.07E-09 7.61 2.12E-09 7.61
160 6.93E-12 7.05 8.12E-12 7.04 2.18E-11 6.61
320 5.04E-14 7.10 6.14E-14 7.05 2.98E-13 6.19
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Figure 3: Example 3. The figure shows ‖e0‖∞/h2k+1 for k = 1, 2, 3. For k = 1, 2, solid lines: N = 40 with
Gauss-Radau initialization; dashed(dotted) lines: N = 40(20) with L2 initialization. For k = 3, solid line:
N = 40 with uh(x, 0) = u1

I
(x, 0); dashed(dotted) line: N = 40(20) with Gauss-Radau initialization.

Example 4.4.

ρt + u0ρx + ρ0ux = 0, ρ0(ut + u0ux) + c2ρx = 0, (x, t) ∈ [0, 2π]× (0, 1];

ρ(x, 0) = sin6(x), u(x, 0) =

(

x(2π − x)

4

)8

; ρ(0, t) = ρ(2π, t), u(0, t) = u(2π, t).
(164)

We set ρ0 = 1, u0 = 1, c = 5, and so there two waves moving at speed 6 and −4 respectively.
The equation is solved using th Lax-Friedrichs flux with M = 6. The initialization is done by the L2

projection. Unlike the Gauss-Radau projection, diagonalization and different treatment for right and left
going waves is not needed. The problem is solved by DG with k = 1, 2, 3. The combined L2 cell average
error of ρ and u at t = 1 is listed in Table 3. It confirms the superconvergence of order 2k + 1. It’s
interesting to notice that the error for N = 640 and k = 1 is close to that for N = 20 and k = 3, while
the former takes 100 times longer computational time than the latter. For k = 3, the cell average errors
of ρ and u at t = 1 are plotted in Fig. 4. It shows the convergence of the errors to the asymptotic cell
average errors, which are computed by applying Eq. (160) to both left and right going waves.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we studied the superconvergence of the semi-discrete discontinuous Galerkin method for
scalar and vector linear advection equations in one spatial dimension. We used Fourier analysis to
prove that the numerical error consists of an asymptotic part and a transient part that decay in time
exponentially. For the cell average, the asymptotic error grows linearly in time and has order 2k + 1;
while the error projected onto the n-th order Legendre polynomial has order 2k + 1 − n. The order of
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Table 3: Cell average errors in Example 4 for k = 1, 2, 3.

k = 1 k = 2 k = 3
N ‖e0‖2 order N ‖e0‖2 order N ‖e0‖2 order
80 7.72E-02 - 40 1.10E-03 - 20 1.96E-04 -
160 9.70E-03 2.99 80 3.92E-05 4.85 40 1.57E-06 6.97
320 1.20E-03 3.00 160 1.29E-06 4.93 80 1.22E-08 7.01
640 1.52E-04 3.00 320 4.15E-08 4.95 160 1.03E-10 6.88
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Figure 4: Example 4. The cell average error of ρ and u at t = 1 for k = 3. Dash-dotted lines: N = 20;
dashed lines: N = 40; solid line: asymptotic error.

the transient part depends on the initial discretization: k + 1 for L2 projection, k + 2 for Gauss-Radau
projection, etc. The transient error of cell average is one order higher, ie., k + 2 for L2 projection, k + 3
for Gauss-Radau projection, etc. We derived the asymptotic error in two ways. In the first approach,
we solved the equation for the deviation of the numerical solution from a special interpolation of the
exact solution. In the second approach, we decomposed the L2 projection of the initial data into physical
and non-physical modes, and computed the asymptotic error by analyzing the physical eigenvalue and
eigenvector. Both approaches gave the same asymptotic error, which depends on the initial discretization.
Then we extended the Fourier analysis to vector advection equations. Lax-Friedrichs flux was used in
order to avoid diagonalization. We showed that the error bounds and asymptotic errors are of the same
order, but modified depending on the parity of k. All the theoretical results presented have been validated
by numerical examples.

Although the current work is on linear advection equations with periodic boundary condition solved
by DG on a uniform mesh, numerical experiment shows that much of the results can be extended to
more general settings. Our future work involves the analysis of superconvergence for nonlinear advection
equations with physical boundary conditions solved on nonuniform grids.
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