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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 Lo 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 4+ 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. [4H7] 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 Ly norm (see, e.g., [SHI0]). 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 [TTHI5]. 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 [16H20].

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 [I3] 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 [II] showed that if the initial discretization is close enough to a particular
reconstructed function, then the 2k + 1th (or 2k 4+ 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 kK =0, 1,2, 3.

Cao showed the (2k + 1) order of convergence in [I1] 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, ) superconvergent. They also prove a similar result for the post-processed solution, even
if the initialization is the Lo 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 NV
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 Ly 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

ur +auy =0, (x,t) € [0,27] x [0,T].

1
u(@,0) = g(x), u(0,1) = u(2n, ). W
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 wup, The
solution uy, € V3, where

Vi ={v 0|7, € Pi(15),1 <j < N}, (2)



and satisfies N
((un)e,v) = (un,va) + Z([v]ufi)lj%, Vv € Vi, (3)

*—v7, and vt |
N+1
Vi. To analyze the error e = u — up,, we follow Cao [I] to define the special interpolations of the exact

solution,

where [v] = v The initial discretization up(z,0) is a projection of g(z) onto

k
uI:P,;u—Zwi, (4)
i=1
where P, is the Gauss-Radau projection, and in each cell 7, for 1 <14 < k,

(Wi, v2) = (Orwi—1,v), Vv € Pr(Tj),
- _o,

with wo = v — P, u. Let n = u — uz, and e = £ + 7. The equation for ¢ is

N
(€ +wr)e,v) = (& va) + D (W) |1, Vo€ Vi, (6)
j=1

We can express e, 1, and £ in terms of orthogonal basis {¢; .}, Legendre polynomials [26] scaled to 7,
as

el (t) Z ejn(t)Pjm,  nlr; = Z Nim@im, &l () Z &im(t)Pjin- (7)
It has been proven by Cao [1] that for ¢ € [0,T] and 0<n<kEk,
17 (oo S R |97 o, (8)

provided that g®***Y (z) is bounded. Cao [I] also showed that if the initialization is chosen such that

[un (-, 0) = ur(-,0)[|2 S BH*HH g o, (9)
then
lEC Dllz S B HIg o, (10)
for ¢ € [0, T], provided that g(2k+2)(x) is bounded. Consequently, for ¢t € [0,7] and 0 < n < k,
le-n(®)llz S B g2 oo (11)
In addition, the downwind error,
& (1) = ulas, y 1) — e,y 1) (12)
is also of order 2k + 1,
le= @)l < R Hlg** e (13)

We will apply Fourier analysis to Eq. (), and prove the we can obtain optimal superconvergence
asymptotically by initializing uj as the Lo projection of g onto Px(7;) on each cell.

2.2 Error estimation for initialization by L, projection

For a discrete function f;, we denote the Fourier coefficients by fm7

1 & :
=5 > femime (14)
j=1
and define the norm,
N-1
1£lls =D fm|m®. (15)
m=0

The next theorem bounds the error in un(z,t) for up(x,0) close to the Ly projection of g(x).



Theorem 2.1. Suppose g € Hak13, so that ||g||2k+2 < 00. Let up be the solution to Eq. (B) with initial
error

émn(0) = O((mh)** ™ "g,), 0<n<k. (16)
There exists an a > 0, such that for any t € [0,T],
_at
1€C: Olloo S A (lIgllaksr + llgllar+2t) + B lgllkrre™ 20 (17)
_at
€0 loe S P (llgllzrr1 + lgllarrat) + 2" 2||g]lksze” 2. (18)
Consequently,
_at
leo(®lloe S R (llgllansr + llgllzerat) + B 2 gllksoe” 27, (19)
_ _at
e )lloo S B (llgllzrr1 + lgllzer2t) + 27 gllipre™2n, (20)
and for1 <n <k,
n _at
le-n®lloe S A Igllakr1—n + A gllerre” 2. (21)

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

d: Am:
Efm = Tfm —bm (), (22)

where gm = (émy()? émy17 cee 7ém,k)T7
b () = S (@8Im0, (@)t ()m) (23)

and A, is a (k+ 1) x (k + 1) matrix with indices from 0 to k,

(Am)st = —(25+ 1)(1 — (=1)°e™ ™), 0<s<t<k, oy
(An)st = —(2s + 1)(=1)*T" (1 = (=1)'e™"), 0<t<s<k. @)

The solution is

Em(t) = e Em (0) — /O eAm =Ty, (7)dr. (25)

Diagonalize A,, as A, = Zi:o AS”)r,ﬁm)ZSJ”), where )\517”)7 7“5;”)7 and l,(lm) are the eigenvalues and the

associated right and left eigenvectors that satisfy 1™ = 1. Because

(D (Am)st _ (=D (Am)es

= 26
2s+1 2t+1 (26)
we can set (—1)°
1Yy = —_(r{™),, 0<s<k. 27
(1) = 5508, 052 (27)
It have been shown in Ref. [2] that Ao represents the physical mode,
A™ = —imh + O((mh)?+?), (28)
while other eigenvalues (1 < n < k) represent nonphysical modes,
MM = —a, +0(mh), Ra, > 0. (29)
In fact, RA™ <0 for 1 < n < k. To prove that, notice that Eq. (@) can be written as
N
((un)t + (un)e,v Z uh]v J+%7 Yv € V. (30)
j=1
It implies the energy estimate,
d N
dt uhyuh Z uh]j+% |2 <0. (31)

Jj=1



Consequently, RAS™ < 0. If RAT™ =0, [un] = 0 by Eq. @I). Then we have (us): + (un)z = 0 by Eq.
B0). As an eigenfunction in P, up 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

eAmtém(O) — "t /h (m)l(m)f +Ze t/n (M)l(m)§ (0). (32)

im(z—x;)

Express e in terms of orthogonal basis {¢;n},

) = Zp(’”)aﬁ], (33)

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

(r§™ ) = U™ + O((mh)** 1 7") = O((mh)"), 0<n<k, (34)
where we used \
(m) _ T . n n+1
D —(2n)! (imh)"™ + O((mh)"" ). (35)

Then (I™), = O((mh)™), and
k

16Em(0) = D (Em.n(0) = i (0))O((mh)"). (36)

n=0

By Eq. @), fim.n(0) = O((mh)?**1="4,.). Combined with Eq. (I8)), we have
(m) ~
Mo MM EL (0) = O((mh)* T gim). 37
o lo

For nonphysical modes, by Eq. (23] there exists € > 0 such that for mh <,

&e/\ng—% 1<n<k, (38)
where
a= min Ra,. (39)
1<n<k
For mh <,
(m) o at
M MmE L (0) = I O(e” B (mB) T ). (40)
whose first entry is
(m) 2 o
M EL(0)| = O(e” B (mh) g,). (41)
0
because (r%m))o = O(mh). For mh > e,
(m) ~
M € (0) = O((mh)* gm). (42)

For the second term in Eq. (28], by the definition of wx in Eq. (H), we have
bm _ O(m2k+2h2k+1gm)7 (43)

and so .
/ A (T)dr = O(m* PR gt (44)
0
Summing over all Fourier modes, we obtain

N-1

k k
e noo<§jng Do €33 fonal <3
n=0m=0

N—-1
n=0m

[ € (0) |+|[/ A=y, (r)dr]a]. (45)

=0



Since for any 0 < s < k,

N-1 e/h N-1

N-—1
~ N N _ at N
ST m(0)]| S ST (M) gl + 3 (rn)s|(mh) T gomle” 2 + (mh)* g
m=0 m=0 m=0 m=¢/h
N—-1 e/h , N—-1
< mA)* gm0 [(r)s|(mB) | gmle” 2 4" (mh) > | g
m=0 m=0 m=e/h

_at
S h* M gllzess + R gllisre” 2

and

[un

PRl / A D, (1) dr]a| = O(W* | gll2kr2t).

N— t
m=0 0

we obtain Eq. (I7). For s = 0, by Eq. (@I,

N-1

> [ (0)]o = O+ glaksr + K2 lgllisoe™ ),

m=0
hence Eq. (I8). Eq. ([J) is a consequence of Egs. (8) and (I8). Since n; =0,
k
e; (1)=& (1) =3 &nlt),
n=0

hence Eq. (20). Eq. (ZI) is a consequence of Egs. () and (7).

If we replace the norm || f||s by ||f*)||z,, or equivalently,

1flls.2 =

(47)

(50)

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

Theorem 2.2. Suppose g € Hak o, so that ||g** 2|1, < co. Let up, be the solution to Eq. () with

initial error
em.n(0) = O((mh)** ' "5,,), 0<n<k.

There exists an a > 0, such that for any t € [0,T],

_at
IECtLs S R g ey + 1192 nat) + R g™ | nye” 5

_at
€0 Iza S B g ey + g% 2 not) + BE T2 g* 2 [ pye 50

Consequently,

_at
lewo®lles S B lg™ V1o, + lg® P at) + B2 1" | pe 50

~

at
h

le Ollza S P lg®  Pllzs + 119 P llzat) + R g* V| rye” 3,
and for 1 <n <k,

e (®)llza S B gy 4 BE g * Y [y 5

~

2.3 Asymptotic error

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

Theorem 2.3. Let up, be the solution to Eq. [B) with initial error
emn(0) = O((mh)** ™ "4,,), 0<n<k.
For any t > 0,

i €00 _ (=D (k + 1)IE!

(2k+1) (. (2k+2) /.
h=0 h2h+1 T (2k 4 2)1(2k + 1)! (kg (zj —t) —tg (zj —t)].

(51)

(52)

(53)

(57)

(58)



g ) (DM DR ki, k),
M R T @ o)k Y Dt e =) (59)

The convergence is uniform if g € Hagys, or in Lo norm if g € Hopyo. For 1 <n <k,

I ein(t) (=DM R+ DKRIRn + D! opyn)

The convergence is uniform if g € Hapyo.

Proof. First we assume g € Hogts, so that ||g||2k+2 < co. By Eq. (23], the error vector in each cell is

N-1 ) R +
ej(t) = e {6Amt€m(0) —/ e Db (1) dT + i (1) - (61)
m=0 0
By the construction of u; in Eq. (), for smooth g,
kE+1)!
Wik = (o) + O(R 2"+ ) = —ﬁhk“@ﬁ“u +OW g ). (62)

Similarly, for 0 <n <k —1,

Mjn = (Wi—n)jn + O(R* 27| gEF2 )

(k4+1DKIC2n +1)! | opq1-n qk—n akt1 2k42-n (2k+2—n) (63)
=— h h 00)-
2k + 2)1(2k + D! 00 u+ O lg lo<)
Therefore, for each Fourier mode and 0 < n < k,
. _ DRI+ D! okiion, o kemg \Efls  —imt 2%k+2-n 4
i (t) = ~ T (im) " m) e ™ O((mh)* ). (64)
By Eq. (ED),
N B+ DECn+ 1) opi1-m, . \kens. \kila 2k42—m A
£ (0) = (G T ) T ) g O ). (69)
By Eq. (32,
k
> (m) m)(m) £ (m) m)i(m) £
eAmtgm(O) — M0 t/hr(() )l(() )fm(O) + Zexn t/hrgb )lgb )£m(0). (66)
n=1
By Eqs. () and (33),
(m) _ (_1)n (m) 2k+1—my __ (_1)nn| . n n+1
(§)0 = o™ +O((mm)*™ 7 = s i)™+ O((mh) ™) (67)
So (k + 1)Ik!
(m) 2 _ + 1)k! 2k41 ;A k42 A
157 6(0) = (k + 1) Gty (mh) i+ O((mh) 25,0 (68)
Since (r§™)o = 14 O(mh), by Eq. @3),
™/ (m) [ ¢ _ _—imt+O(mh)mt (k+1)(k+ 1)K B2RHL B)2R+2;
A ol (0) = e (S ()™ i + O™ 25, -
 imt (K1) (K 1)K! k1.4 k42 k41 4 O(mhymt _
=e kT Ik 1) (mh) igm + O((mh) Ggm) + O((mh) gm)(e 1).
The last two terms are o(h?*!) when summed over all Fourier modes, because
N-1 2%+2 A 1/Vh N-1 oo
—o l(mh m N . .
Lo 00— 0] S 2 g Y m galmh < gl VA S m g,
m=0 m=1/vh m=1/Vh
(70)



which converges to 0 as h — 0 since ||g||2x+1 < o0, and as RAo < 0,

N-1 241 [ O(mh)ymt 1/ Vn N-1
h —1
Zm:()(m ) hLir:fe )l m2k+1|§m|m2ht—|— Z m2k+1|gm|
m=0 m=1 %
N / (71)
< gllaksr VRt + >~ m* g,
m=1/ Y

which also converges to 0 as h — 0. For 1 < s <k, since (7'(()’”))S = O((mh)?),

N-1
e/\(m)t/h, (m)) l(m)é-m( ) O(h2k+1). (72)

m=0

Similar to Eq. {@g), for 1 <n <k and 0 < s < k, we have

N-1 e/h N-1
1 (m) m)\ (m kya g —at .
sl D R R AR ()] B S T S T e I S T O
m=0 m=0 m=e/h
, Nea (73)
<hTgllkare™ 3 e ST m g,
m=e/h
which converges to 0 as h — 0. Therefore
N-1 N-1
_ k+1)k! b b
ezmac] eAm ezm(ac] t) )( mh 2 +1Z +o h2 +1 , 74
P | P 21<:+2) kg im0 (™)

and SN (1)6”"‘"”1[ Amte (0)]s = o(h?**1) for 1 < s < k. For the integral in Eq. (6I), we have Eq. (@3).
In particular, since for smooth g,

d (kD)W

dt ar (k)i = (2k +2)!(2k + 1)! h2k+18 +18k+1u+O(h2k+2||g(2k+3)” ) (75)
we have
(k+ 1)!&! 2k41, . k4+1l/. ~k+tla —imr 2k+3 2k+2 A
bm =—— " — m h m)-
G)o(1) = ~ Gy g ) ) e+ O(m gn). (76)
Then
(m)
X0 D g™ )ol6™ b (7)
 imt4O(mh)m(t—7) (k+ 1)'K! 2kl - 2%kt2

—im —k+1'k' mh 2k+1 N ~ ~ mh)m
e S O((mh)™ ) + O{(mh) ™+ i) (™ 1),

Similarly, the last two terms are o(h***!) when summed over all Fourier modes because ||g||2x12 < 00,
and for 1 < s <k,

N—1
(m)
S XTI G A b (1) = o(h7F ). (78)
m=0
For 1 <n <k,
R L N—1
A T)/h 7 k o
e | o € T ol b m*h|gl, (79)
m=0 m=0

which converges to 0 at h — 0. Therefore

_ imax A (t—7) _ im(x;—t) (k + 1)|k' 2k+1 ~ 2k+1
Z e / [e b (7)]odT = Z e Oh+ 212k T 1) (mh) MtGm + o(h ). (80)

m=0 m=0



For 1 <s <k,

) o (m)
elmzj/ e (th)/h(rgm))slgbm)bm(T)dT+o(hzkH)
0

0
e/h —
<zk: / t _alton) 242264 5 4 szl ¢ 222415 g | o(hR ) (81)
S ; e m gm|dT m gm|dT o
0

m=e/h 0

k 2%, N-1 N-1
S Z h2k:+1 m2k+2|§m| 4t Z m2k+2|§m| + O(h2k+1)

m=0 m=¢/h

Lastly, by Eq. (64),

. k —+ 1 'k' N —im A
n0(8) = g () e+ O((mh) ™ 5.). (52)

whose last term is o(h?*') when summed over all Fourier modes as ||g||l2k+1 < oo. Substituting Eq.

(@), (R0) and ([B2) into Eq. (GIl), we obtain
ejo(t) = (k + 1)&! 2k+1, 2421, im(zj—t)
fi e = N D g gy e e )
m= 83
(=1)*(k + 1)k!
= m[’w(%H)(%‘ — 1) =t (a5 — 1)),

For g € Hays, the Fourier series of g(2k+2) converges absolutely and uniformly. For g € Hagi2, 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 |glls,2. To prove Eq. (&), we notice that n; = 0, so

e (1)=& ()= &n(t) = &olt) +o(h™F). (84)
n=0

For g € Hap42, we also have
llgllze+1 < llgll2k+2,2 < 0. (85)
Substituting Eq. (@3] into Eq. (6I) we get

N-1
ej(t) = O(h**|lgllars1) + o(h™ lgllzrsr) + Y €™ (1) (86)

m=0
Substituting in Eq. (64) we obtain for 1 <n <k,
ejm(t) = R+ DR+ D! iy o
lim 2% = lim Y i imPR g,
N—o0 (

= ne
h—0 h2k+1-n 2k 4+ 2)1(2k + 1)!In!
! £ 2k 2)1k+ 1) )

(—D)* " (K + 1)K (20 + 1)! (@k+1-m) (0 )
(2k 4 2)!(2k + 1)!n! Tn

im(x;—t)

with uniform convergence. O

2.4 Direction computation of error

We can provide an alternative proof of Theorem 2.3l by direct computation of the error. As shown in
Egs. (28) and (34), the physical mode of A,, is super close to the exact solution. Ref. [25] proved that
the Rkyk+1()\(()m)) = exp(imh), where Ry r+1(z) is the [k/k + 1] Padé approximation of exp(—z). We will



prove a lemma on the closeness of the physical mode to the exact solution following Ref. [2]. Denote by
f(gm) the eigenvector parallel to r(()m) but normalized at the downwind point,

k

Z P, = e B (88)

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

(k + 1)!k!

)\(m)
0 (2k +2)!(2k + 1)!

= —imh — (mh)?* 2 4+ O((mh)***?). (89)

The eigenvector normalized as in FEq. (88]) is superclose to the projection of =) onto P (75). More
precisely,

kr1—n (B+ 1)KI(2n + 1)!

(m) — (m) (m)y _
o =t = (e = (DT e ey Dl

(imh)2k+17'n + O((mh)2k+27'n) (90)

for0<n<k.

Proof. Following Ref. |2], for each Fourier mode, we can write the eigenvalue problem for Eq. (@]), scaled
from z € 7 toy =2(x —z;)/h € [-1,1], as

imh

M+ 2uy = (=) ] (Ri)'(9), w€ P, u(l) =e 2.

(91)

where [[u]] = u(=1) — u(1)e™"™", and Ry 1(y) = ¢r+1(y) — ¢r(y) is the right Rado polynomial [26] of

degree k + 1. The solution u associated with the physical eigenvalue )\(() ™) s rém) Since u € Py,

k41 p—, (1)
(—1D)* & R’ )
u(y) = [[ul) YT (92)
1=1 (—2)
Substituting in y = 1 and using the formula R, ’(kH) = 1(:;1) = (2k + D!, we get
[u]] = —A R o), (93)
(2k + 1)!
Multiplying Eq. (@I) by eAWHD/2 and integrating by parts repeatedly, we obtain
— u(De—imh—d ey CDM S -
u(y) = u(l)e + Z 'R ), (94)
1=
where R;fl (y) = Ryyq(y), and for [ >0,
R0 = [ R (95)
Using the formula
v Pr+1(y) — dr-1(y)
dr = k>1 96
[ ou(@)ie Dbt gz, (96)
we have
k41
RV =" dei, 0<1<k, (97)
i=k—1
where ¢! are constants. In particular,
L 1 (2k =20+ 1!
cp—1 = (—1) W (98)
We also have R, ( l)( 1)=0for 0<!<k,and
— (k-1 k k+1 2
R0 =26 = 0 (99)

10



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

_ k41
a1 =) = C ) () 0 gy +o0r ). 0o)

Substituting in Eq. (@3]) we get
At imh = —— (K E DI (m)P 4 O((mh) ). (101)

2k +2)1(2k+ 1)
Substituting the equation above, Eq. [@3), and u(1) = e™"/? into Eq. (@), we get

k
_ Cimhgimh gy | (DM Al e, (=) 22
u(y) = u(l)e + o l[u]] Z(—g) Repy 7 (y) +O((mh)™77)
= (102)
= e CDL iyt B S A R0 () + 0(mi )
2 (2k + 1)1 &t 27 Tk
By Eq. ([@8) we see that for 0 <n <k,
— pm) o (_qyEn (k+D!2n+1)! . p)2EHi-n p)2kt2—n 1
un = e GO ok £y ) +O((mh) ) (103)
|

Next we prove Theorem 2.3 using Lemma 24 If the initial error in uy(z,0) is given by Eq. (1),

N-1
e (t) _ Z eimxj (efimtp(m) _ eAyntp(m) )gm + O((mh)2k+2fngm)
m=o (104)
N-1
) ) (m) )
_ ezmxj |:(efzmt _ 6>\0 t)f(()m) _ eAmtd(m) + efzmtd(m) gm + O((mh)2k+27ngm).
m=0
Comparing Egs. (63) and (@0), we see
— 0 G = &m,n(0) + O((mh)™ 27" g (105)
Comparing Egs. (64) and (@0), we see
¢S G = i (6) + () ), (106)
Lastly, by Eq. (89),
N—1 -
eimzj (efimt _ e)\o t),;;(()m)gm
m:]%71 (k )'k' (107)
_ im(a;—t) ~(m) + 1)!k! P 220 | 4
2.¢ o [(2k+2)!(2k+1)!(m )7 mt o+ O((mh) T mb) | g

Comparing Eqs. ([80) and ({I07), we conclude that Eq. (I04) has the same limits as given in Theorem
231 We can see that f'(()m) acts as the special projection u; for each Fourier mode. In the decomposition,

k
P =™ + 3 e, (108)

n=1
by Eq. [8)), we have ¢, = O((mh)*™?) for 1 <n <k, and
(kDU

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

is replaced by r(()m) in the decomposition,

Go=1—i(k+1) mh)** T 4 O((mh)?*2). (109)

It is interesting that if Fém)

k
P = cor™ + 3 eur, (110

n=1

then co = 1 + O((mh)?**?), due to the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.5. The eigenvectors r(()m) and f(()m) are related by
~(m m ) (k+1)k!
g =i (1 +i(k + 1)m(mh)%+1 +O((mh)**2) ). (111)
Proof. Let
~(m) . (k+1)!k! 2k41
= 1—ilk+1) o (mh . 112
v=To ( kD G iee o (112)
By Eq. (@0),

(k+D)K2n + 1)

p,(lm) — oy = 5'57,7”) — (_1)k+177l 32k £ i (th)QkJrlfn + O((mh)2k+2—n) (113)

for 1 <n <k, and

(k+ 1)lk!
(2k +2)1(2k + 1)!

(m)

py | —vo =ik (mh)** T+ O((mh)**2). (114)

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

k nyg, (m)y\2 k (m) |2 > (m),2
(=D"(pr") _ lpn| _ lpn| _ 2k+2
2 2+ 1 _Z2n+1_1 2 ont1 L HOUmA)T). (115)
n=0 n=0 n=k+1
Using Eq. (35), we obtain
k _1\,,2 1\ (m)_(m)z
Z(l)vn:”g+z(l) (pn” —on™")
= 2n+1 oyt 2n+1
K n, (m)y2 K 116)
_N D) (m) ((m) n(m) 5(m) ohrzy
’;W =2 ™ (v _”°)+;(_” S | 4 O((mh)* )
=1+ O((mh)***?).
By Eq. @7), r{™ satisfies
k n(,.(m)y2
(=D"(rg )n
—— =1 117
7;) 2n +1 (117)
Therefore |[v —r{™]|| = O((mh)*+?). O

2.5 Initialization by special projections

For k = 1, as indicated by in Theorem 2] the error in cell average is of order 3 for any ¢ € [0, T, if up,
is initialized as the L2 projection of u(x,0) onto V4. For k > 2, the error in cell average if of order k + 2
for small ¢t. However, for any interval [To,T] with To > 0, the error in cell average for t € [Tp,T] is of
order 2k + 1 for sufficiently small h.

Corollary 2.6. Suppose k > 2. For an interval [Ty, T] with To > 0, if
aTo

hln% < STy (118)
then for any t € [Ty, T,
le-o(®)llzz S P (lg® V )lee + 9% 1o1) (119)
if g € Hopyo, and
lle-o(®llse S B (llgllors1 + llgllon+2t) (120)
if g € Hopys.
Proof. For any t € [To,T], Eq. (II8]) implies that
e S < e T < il (121)
Then the conclusion follows from Theorem [Z] and O
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Another way to decrease the exponentially decaying term in the error bound, as shown in Ref. [, is
by initializing wp to be
l
up=Pyu—Y w, 0<I<k. (122)
i=1

Theorem 2.7. Suppose g € Hoiys, so that ||g|lax+2 < 0o. Let up be the solution to Eq. @) with
un(z,0) = uj (,0), (123)

for some 0 <1 < k. There exists an o > 0, such that for any t € [0,T],

_at
1EC Dlloo S P (llgllzrr + llgllanrat) + 2 gl ksirae™ 20 (124)
_at
€0 lloo S A (llgllzirs + llgllzerat) + B2 gllrizse™ 20 (125)
Consequently,
_at
lleo®llee S B (llgllon+r + llgllanszt) + P2 gllksrirse™ 20, (126)
_ _at
le” oo S A (llgllznr1 + llgllzntat) + 22 gllesipae™2n, (127)
and for1 <n <k,
n _at
le-n(@®llce S P lgllanr1—n + A2 gllhrirae” 20 (128)
Moreover, for anyt > 0,
. _1)* k!
tim G200 D B DLy gm0 gy (129)

h—0 h2k+1 (2% 4+ 2)!(2k + 1)
with uniform convergence, and Eq. [@Q) still holds for 1 <n < k.
Proof. Eq. (I23) implies that &, ,(0) is the same as given in Eq. (@3] for 0 < n < k — 1 — 1, while
Emn(0) = O((mh)* " %5,), k—1<n<k (130)
Therefore

(k + 1)!k!

G ok ) il + Omh) ™ ), (131)

1™ €m(0) = (k — 1)

and for 1 <n <k,

1™ E€,,.(0) = O(mh)*++2g,,). (132)
The rest of the proof is the same as those for Theorem 2.1] and [2.3] O

Same result in Lz norm of the errors can be obtained for g € Hak42. By Theorem 7] the optimal
order of 2k+1 for error in cell average and 2k+1—n in e;,,, can be achieved with the initial discretization,

up(x,0) = Py, u(z,0) — iwi(x,O). (133)

In particular, for k = 2, we can set up(z,0) = P;, 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 u} with { > 0. For k = 1, to achieve optimal superconvergence of order 3 for all ¢, we only need to
initialize up, as the Lo projection of u(z,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,

ug + Augy =0, (z,t) € [0,27] x [0,T].
u(z,0) = g(z), u(0,t) =u(2m,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*(ui,uJﬁ) — f(ui) + f(u+) _ MU+ —u ,
2 2
where M > 0. For error analysis, it is equivalent to writing u; as the sum of eigenmodes, each of which
satisfying the following equation,

(134)

N
(un)e,v) = alun,va) + Z([U]F*(u;,u;)|j+%, Vv € Vi, (135)

where a is the speed of the eigenmode. For M # |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. (I33)),
and we study the difference between u; and the exact solution of Eq. ().

Theorem 3.1. Suppose g € Hopys. Let up be the solution to Eq. ([I38) with initial error
mn(0) = O((mA)***~3,), 0<n <k, (136)

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

_apmt
leo(®)llee S A (llgllarrs + lgllaetat) + h* 2 |lgllusae” 20, (137)
and for1 <n <k,
. et
e n(@llos S P Igll2kt1-n + B T lgllksre™ 20 (138)
For any t > 0,
. ejolt —1)*(k + 1)K
tim S8 = v (ék +)2()!(2k l ke ™ (s = 1) = 6% s — 1) (139)

and for1 <n <k,

i G () _ (=D (e + D20 + 1) opp1-n)

no0 p2kFi—n XM TR TNk + 1)l (25 =), (140)

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

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 24l For each Fourier mode and v € Vi (75), Eq. ([I33)
becomes

vre™" — (141)

2 2

where L and R represents the left and right end points of 7;. Let (up): = (A\/h)un, we can decompose
up, into k + 1 eigenmodes. Scaled from z € 7; to y = 2(z — z;)/h € [—1, 1], the eigenfunction satisfies

((uh)t + (Uh)ac71)) = (UL — uReiim}L) <M -1 imh M + 1’[)[,) 7

X+ 2uy = (=) ] (RR41) (), € Pi (142)
where [[u]] = u(—1) — u(1)e™™", and
—buor(y), k even
BM () = { adra(y) —bur ; 143
B = { o) T, oda - (143)
in which
an = %" (COS mTh — @M sin mTh) . bu = (M cos mTh — isin mTh) . (144)

Notice that ay + b = M + 1, and apm — b = (1 — M)ei’”h. We seek the physical eigenvalue and
eigenfunction. Since u € Py,

(—1)k ’i:l RV (y)

u(y) = [[u]] (145)
2 = =)
Substituting in ¥y = 1 and using the formula qﬁgfll) = (2k + !, we get for even k,
k! wu(l) k!
k41 k+2y _ _ yk+1 k+2
] = =X gy F ON) = X s O, (146)
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and for odd k,

[[u]] = —Ak“ﬁf—; O = —Ak“ﬁ% OO, (147)

Multiplying Eq. ([Z2) by e*®*1/2 and integrating by parts repeatedly, we obtain

u(y) = (u(l) M- 1[[u”emh> e imh=3 (y+1) + k! ]i RM(— z)( ) (148)
Y B k+1 Y)
1=0
where Rk+1( )= R} 1 (y), and for [ > 0,
M, (—1- M,(=1
RO = [ R G (149)
-1
Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.4 we have
Btl+1
RV =3 dei 0<1<k, (150)
i=k—1
where Lt (2h—21t1)
1 1"
. (1) 725'“231)'1' ”bAl7 k even (151)
(—1)“1((%%),3%, k odd
Aty =1, _
(=DF1 = M)e™ 1=0
RV = 0, 1<1<k (152)
2ck l=k+1
SO .
(0 - M e ) @ -y = E0 g () 2k 00k sy
Substituting in [[u]], we get
. (k+1)'K! 2k+2 2k+3
A h=—xmM—=—"—72——(mh 0] h 154
tom XM (2k—|—2)!(2k—|—1)!(m ) +0((mh) ) (154)
where xar = M for even k, and xa = 1/M for odd k. Normalizing u by
M - 1 imh
u() = =[] = ", (155)
we get
im(x—x; 1 k+1 - )\ -
uly) = e ¢ U ]330 R 0) + O((mky ), (156)
=
and so
U = p’(nm) + (_1)167’”)(]% (k + 1)']{3'(277, + 1)' (imh)2k+1—n + O((,rnlh)2k+27n)7 (157)

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

where pEZ") is the projection of ¢™®~%3) onto ¢, (7;). The rest of the proof is similar to the argument

following the proof of Lemma [Z4] We only need to point out that the nonphysical eigenvalues have
negative real parts, because Eq. ([I30) can be written as

N + _
+ M
(ue + te,v) = — E [u](u + —[v]) , Vv e V. (158)
- 2 2 1
=1 itsg
It gives the energy estimate,
N
d _
E(u7u):—M§ |[ul4 1 * <0 (159)

j=1

Since M > 0, RAY™ < 0. The equality holds only if [u] = 0, but then uy + u, = 0 by Eq. (I58]).
Since the eigenfunction u is a polynomial, it must be a constant, and A\ = 0, which is the physical
eigenvalue for m = 0. Therefore nonphysical eigenvalues have negative real parts. We can let ay =
minlgngk ?R(—)\»(no)). O
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If g € Hak2, the error bounds are given in Ly norm rather than L., norm, and the convergence to the
asymptotic error is in L norm rather than uniform. Eq. ([I55) indicates that the downwind error is only of
order k+1. Similar to Lemmal[Z3] if the physical eigenvector is normalized by Eq. (1)), the corresponding
coefficient in the eigenvector decomposition of p™, as in Eq. [[I0), is co = 1 + O((mh)>***+2).

For a # 0 in Eq. ([I33), not necessarily 1, the asymptotic error is

. ejo(t)
Hm, 5 2

= sign(a)xm ((_l)k(k + 1)l [kg(2k+1)(:cj —at) — atg(2k+2)(xj — at)]. (160)

2%k + 2)1(2k + 1)!

where xar = M/|al for even k, and xn = |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 [Z3]

Example 4.1.

ug(x,t) + ue(z,t) =0, (z,t) €10,27] x (0, 1],
u(z,0) = sin® 2 (x),  w(0,t) = u(2m,t).

(161)

3
eO/h

Figure 1: Example 1. The figure shows eq/h?**1 at ¢t = 1 for k = 1 and k = 2. Solid lines: N = 20; dashed
lines: N = 40; dotted line: asymptotic error.

Fig. [ plots the numerical error in cell average at t = 1 for Example Il with k = 1 and k& = 2,
along with the asymptotic errors given in Theorem 2.3l The initial discretization is the Ly 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. (G8). Table [[l show the cell average errors in Example [L1] for k£ = 1,2, 3.
Since the initial data is in H2k+37 the cell average error at t = 1 in L1, L2, and Lo norms are all of order
2k+1as h — 0.

The next example shows that for non-smooth initial data, the error may have lower order.
Example 4.2.

ue(z,t) + uz(z,t) =0, (x,t) €[0,27] x (0,1], (162)

u(z,0) = |sin®* ! (2)],  u(0,t) = u(2m, ).

In this example, u(z,0) € H?**! but not in H?**2. As shown in Fig. [ the cell average errors are
of order 2k at points where U%H(:c,t) is discontinuous, and of order 2k + 1 elsewhere. As a result, the
Lo norm of the cell average error is of order 2k. Due to the localness of the spikes in Fig. 2l ||eo]|2 is of
order 2k + 1/2, and ||eo]|1 is still of order 2k + 1, as demonstrated in Table 2l The error ||eo||2 appears
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Table 1: Cell average errors in Example 1 for £k =1, 2, 3.

k| N leallx order lleallz2 | order lleolloe | 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 || 3.07TE-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

027

0.1

-0.2¢1

e

Tl
~

-0.3¢

05 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 0.4

(a) k=1 (b) k=2

Figure 2: Example 2. The figure shows eg/h?**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 2l 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)+uz(x,t) =0, (:Z?,t) € [0727T] X (07 1]7
z(2m — z)\ 2 (163)
w0 = (2B=2) L w00 =t

The initial data is chosen to be in H?**™® 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. [B] shows ||eo||c as functions of time for
k =1,2,3. For k = 1, the error is of order 3 at any ¢, disregard of the initial discretization. For k = 2, if
Lo initialization is used, the error is of order 4 at small ¢; 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 ¢ for Gauss-Radau initialization, and of
order 7 at any t for us(x,0) = uj(x,0) as defined in Eq. (I22). In Fig. B the transient error for k = 3
lasts for much longer time than that for £ = 2, because @ = 3 for k = 2, while o = 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 leallx order lleallz2 | order lleolloe | order
40 || 8.14E-04 - 9.22E-04 - 1.99E-03 -
1| 80 || 1.12E-04 | 2.86 1.39E-04 | 2.73 || 5.156E-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
0.25 - 0.25 0.04 .
0.2 ‘ , 0.2 :I“ 0.03
‘= 015 = 0.151”: =
=S = ' %002
o .. £ o1 g B,
0.05 ,:' 3 . . 5 0.01
00 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 00 ) 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 OO 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
t t t
(a) k=1 (b) k =2 (c) k=3

Figure 3: Example 3. The figure shows ||eg||so/h2¥Tt for k = 1,2,3. For k = 1,2, solid lines: N = 40 with
Gauss-Radau initialization; dashed(dotted) lines: N = 40(20) with Lo initialization. For k& = 3, solid line:
N = 40 with uy(z,0) = ul(z,0); dashed(dotted) line: N = 40(20) with Gauss-Radau initialization.

Example 4.4.

Pt + Uopa + potz =0, po(us + uota) + ¢ pa =0, (z,t) € [0,27] x (0, 1];

_ 8 (164)
p(,0) = sin(z), u(z,0) = (W) Cp(0,8) = p(2m, 1), u(0,1) = u(2m ).
We set po = 1, upo = 1, ¢ = 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 Lo
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 L cell average
error of p and u at t = 1 is listed in Table B 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 p and u at t = 1 are plotted in Fig. @l It shows the convergence of the errors to the asymptotic cell
average errors, which are computed by applying Eq. ([I60) 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 kK =1, 2, 3.

k=1 k=2 k=3
N leoll2 order | N lleoll2 order | N leoll2 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

7
rho, eO/h

(a) eo/hT for p (b) eo/Rh” for u

Figure 4: Example 4. The cell average error of p and w at ¢ = 1 for £ = 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 Lo projection, k 4 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 Lo 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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