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A phase-space discontinuous Galerkin
scheme for the radiative transfer equation in
slab geometry

Abstract: We derive and analyze a symmetric interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin scheme for the
approximation of the second-order form of the radiative transfer equation in slab geometry. Using appropriate
trace lemmas, the analysis can be carried out as for more standard elliptic problems. Supporting examples
show the accuracy and stability of the method also numerically, for different polynomial degrees. For
discretization, we employ quad-tree grids, which allow for local refinement in phase-space, and we show
exemplary that adaptive methods can efficiently approximate discontinuous solutions. We investigate the
behavior of hierarchical error estimators and error estimators based on local averaging.
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1 Introduction

We consider the numerical solution of the radiative transfer equation in slab geometry, which has several
applications such as atmospheric science [27], oceanography [5], pharmaceutical powders [9] or solid state
lighting [38]; see also [10] for a recent introduction.

The radiative transfer equation in slab geometry describes the equilibrium distribution of specific
intensity ¢ in a three-dimensional background medium R? x (0, L) with coordinates (z,y,2) and L > 0
denoting the thickness of the slab. The modelled physical principles are propagation, absorption and
scattering by the background medium. The basic assumptions that allow to reduce model complexity are
that the scattering and absorption cross sections o, and o, are functions of z only, see, e.g., [2, p. 9].
Moreover, it is assumed that internal sources f depend only on z and on y = s - n,, with unit vectors
5 € S? and n, = (0,0,1)T. As a consequence, see, e.g,. [2, p. 9], the specific intensity ¢ is a function of
z and p only. Assuming, that the distribution of a new direction after a scattering event is distributed
uniformly and does not depend on the pre-scattered direction, the stationary radiative transfer equation for
the specific intensity with inflow boundary conditions is given by [2, (1.12)]

1

p0-0(z. 1) + ()0l ) = 1) / Slep)dl + F(zup) for0<z<L, —1<p<l, (1)
21

#(0, ) = go(p) for >0, (2)

(L, p) = go(p) for p <O0. (3)

Here, 04 := 0540, is called the total cross section and 1/0; describes the mean free path between interactions
with the background medium. Moreover, §o and §;, model boundary sources. Writing ¢ = ¢7 + ¢~ as a
sum of even and odd functions in p, which are defined by ¢* (2, u) = (¢(z, i) £ ¢(z, —))/2, a projection
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of eq. (1) onto even and odd functions yields the system, see, e.g., [19],

1
106~ (2, 1) + 01()6* (20 1) = 04(2) / oty i + FF (1), (4)
0
102" (2, 1) + 0u(2)$™ (2, 1) = (2, ). (5)

Assuming a strictly positive total cross section oy > 0, which is a common assumption in the mentioned
applications, we can rewrite eq. (5) to

¢ (z.p) = — (7 (2. 1) — p0=06™ (2, 1)) - (6)

L
Ot
Using eq. (6) in eq. (4) and in eq. (2)-eq. (3), and writing u(z, u) :== ¢ (2, i) for the even part, we obtain
the following equivalent second-order form of the radiative transfer equation [2, (3.76)], see also [6, 19, 39],

1
2
-0, (Z@“) + ou = o, /“(nu’) d/ +f inQ, (7)
! 0
H _
u+ —0u=g on I'. (8)
ot

Here, Q == (0,L) x (0,1) and ¢(0, 1) = g(n) — oy "(0).f~ (0, ) and g(L, ) = Gr(u) + oy (L)~ (L,p)
for i > 0. Moreover, f(z, 1) == fH(z,p) — o7 *(2)uds f(2, ). Furthermore, 8,u(0, u) == —d,u(0, 1) and
Onu(L, 1) == Oyu(L, ) are the normal derivatives of u on the boundary of the slab, defined as I" :=To U,
where T', := {z} x (0,1). Once u has been determined, the odd part of the specific intensity can be recovered
from eq. (6).

Due to the product structure of €, it seems natural to use separate discretization techniques for the
spatial variable z and the angular variable y. This is for instance done in the spherical harmonics method,
in which a truncated Legendre polynomial expansion is employed to discretize p [18]. The resulting coupled
system of Legendre moments, which still depend on z, is then discretized for instance by finite differences or
finite elements [18]. Another class of approximations consists of discrete ordinates methods which perform a
collocation in p and the integral in eq. (7) is approximated by a quadrature rule [18]. The resulting system
of transport equations is then discretized for instance by finite differences [18] or discontinuous Galerkin
methods [26, 24], and also spatially adaptive schemes have been used [41].

A major drawback of the independent discretization of the two variables z and p is that a local refinement
in phase-space is not possible. Such local refinement is generally necessary to achieve optimal schemes. For
instance, the solution can be non-smooth in the two points (z, x) = (0,0) and (z, ) = (L,0), which are
exactly the two points separating the inflow from the outflow boundary. Although certain tensor-product
grids can resolve this geometric singularity for the slab geometry, such as double Legendre expansions [18],
they fail to do so for generic multi-dimensional situations. Moreover, local singularities of the solution due
to singularities of the optical parameters or the source terms can in general not be resolved with optimal
complexity.

Phase-space discretizations have been used successfully for radiative transfer in several applications,
see, e.g., [15, 35, 36, 37] for slab geometry, [32] for geometries with spherical symmetries, or [21, 33] for
more general geometries. Let us also refer to [31] for a phase-space discontinuous Galerkin method for
the nonlinear Boltzmann equation. A non-tensor product discretization that combines ideas of discrete
ordinates to discretize the angular variable with a discontinuous Petrov-Galerkin method to discretize the
spatial variable has been developed in [13].

In this work, we aim to develop a numerical method for (7)—(8) that allows for local mesh refinement in
phase-space and that allows for a relatively simple analysis and implementation. To accomplish this, we
base our discretization on a partition of 2 such that each element in that partition is the Cartesian product
of two intervals. Local approximations are then constructed from products of polynomials defined on the
respective intervals. In order to easily handle hanging nodes, which such partitions generally contain, we use
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globally discontinuous approximations. In case the resulting linear systems are very large, iterative solution
techniques with small additional memory requirements may be employed for their numerical solution, such
as the conjugate gradient method, which, however, requires the linear system to be symmetric positive
definite. Therefore, we employ a symmetric interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin formulation. Besides the
proper treatment of traces, which requires the inclusion of a weight function in our case, the analysis of the
overall scheme is along the standard steps for the analysis of discontinuous Galerkin methods [16]. As a
result, we obtain a scheme that enjoys an abstract quasi-best approximation property in a mesh-dependent
energy norm. Our choice of meshes also allows to explicitly estimate the constants in auxiliary tools, such
as inverse estimates and discrete trace inequalities. As a result, we can give an explicit lower bound on the
penalty parameter required for discrete stability. This lower bound for the penalty parameter depends only
on the polynomial degree for the approximation in the z-variable and is relatively simple to compute; see
[20] for the estimation of the penalty parameter in the context of standard elliptic problems. Our theoretical
results about accuracy and stability of the method are confirmed by numerical examples, which show optimal
convergence rates for different polynomial degrees assuming sufficient regularity of the solution. Moreover, we
show that adaptively refined grids are able to efficiently construct approximations to non-smooth solutions.
For the local adaptation of the grid we investigate several error estimators. First, we consider two
hierarchical error estimators, which either use polynomials of higher degree or the discrete solution on a
uniformly refined mesh, respectively. Such estimators have been investigated in the elliptic context, e.g.,
n [7, 30]. Our numerical results show that these error indicators can be used to refine the mesh towards
the singularity of the solution. A drawback of these estimators is that an additional global problem has to
be solved in every step. Since the solutions to (7)—(8) can be discontinuous in pu, the proofs developed for
elliptic equations to show that the global estimator is equivalent to a locally computable quantity, see, e.g.,
[30], do not apply. To overcome the computational complexity of building estimators that require to solve a
global problem, we propose an a posteriori estimator based on a local averaging procedure. This cheap
estimator shows a similar performance compared to the more expensive hierarchical ones mentioned before.
The outline of the rest of the manuscript is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce notation and collect
technical tools, such as trace theorems. In Section 3 we derive and analyze the discontinuous Galerkin
scheme. Section 4 presents numerical examples confirming the theoretical results of Section 3. Section 5
shows that our scheme works well with adaptively refined grids. We introduce here two hierarchical error
estimators and one based on local post-processing. The paper closes with some conclusions in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

We denote by L?(Q) the usual Hilbert space of square integrable functions and denote the corresponding
inner product by

(u,v) = [ u(z, p)v(z, p) dz dp.
/

Furthermore, we introduce the Hilbert space
Vi={veL*Q): pd.ve L)},

which consists of square integrable functions for which the weighted derivative is also square integrable; see
[2, Section 2.2]. We endow the space V' with the graph norm

loll = )2y + I00u02e iy, veE Ve

To treat the boundary condition eq. (8), let us introduce the following inner product

1
<ww:/mww:/) (L) + (0, )0 0, 2) e,
0
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and the corresponding space L?(T'; 1) of all measurable functions v such that
2 )
101122 0y = (0,0) < 00

According to [2, Theorem 2.8] and its proof, functions in V have a trace on I' and

2
|2y < —7—/——1v||v, 9
Il < sl )
and the trace operator mapping V to L?(T; i) is surjective [2, Theorem 2.9]. For the analysis of the numerical
scheme, we provide a slightly different trace lemma.

Lemma 1. Let K = (2!, 2") x (u, ut) C Qfor0 < 2! < 2" < Land 0 < pb < pt < 1.Let F = {zp}x (u, u)
with 2z € {z!,2"} be a vertical face of K. Then, for every v € V' it holds that

rle

t
[Pt < (ol + 200l ) el
F

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that z! = zp = 0 and 2" = h,. From the fundamental theorem
of calculus, we obtain that

z

w(0, p) = w(z, 1) — [ O-w(y, p) dy.
/

Multiplication by p, integration over K and an application of the triangle inequality yields that

4
hz/\wluduS/lwludzdu+//ulazw(y,u)\dydzdu.
F K K 0

Setting w = v? in the previous inequality, observing that |ud,w| < 2|(ud.v)v| and applying the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality shows that

J1ePudus [ 1082 ddu+ 21000200 ol o
F K

which concludes the proof. O

2.1 Weak formulation and solvability

Performing the usual integration-by-parts, see, e.g., [6, 39], the weak formulation of (7)—(8) is as follows:
find u € V such that

a®(u,v) = (f,v) +{g,v) Vv eV, (10)

with bilinear form a® : V x V — R,
e 1
a®(u,v) = <,u(92u,,u82v> + (otu,v) — (o5 Pu,v) + (u,v). (11)
Ot

Here, for ease of notation, we use the scattering operator P : L2(Q) — L?(f2),

1
(Pu)(z,p) = [ u(zp)dp'.
/
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Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we deduce that || Pul|2(q) < [[ullp2(q) for u € L?(2). Assuming
0<o0s,00 € L°(0,L), or—0s>¢c>0, (12)

for some ¢ > 0, we therefore obtain that the bilinear form a® is V-elliptic, and, in view of the trace theorem,
cf. eq. (9), bounded. Similarly, for f € L?(Q) and g € L?(T; i), the right-hand side in eq. (10) defines
a bounded linear functional on V. Hence, there exists a unique weak solution v € V of eq. (10) by the
Lax-Milgram lemma, see also [6], [39, Theorem 3.3] or [19, Section 5.3] for similar well-posedness statements.

If f € L?(Q), testing eq. (10) with functions in C§°(£2) shows that a%azu has a weak p0,-derivative in
L?(Q) and eq. (7) holds a.e. in Q. In particular, %@u €V and U%azu has a trace. For v € V, an integration
by parts in eq. (10) then shows that

(fov) + (g,0) = a®(u,v) = (frv) + (u,0) + <Uﬁtanu,v>.

Since the trace operator is surjective from V to L2(T'; i) [2, Theorem 2.9], it follows that eq. (8) holds in
L?(T'; ). We denote the space of solutions with data f € L(Q2) and g € L?(T; 1) by

V, = {ue V::@ZUEV}. (13)
t

3 Discontinuous Galerkin scheme

In the following we will derive the numerical scheme to approximate solutions to eq. (10). After introducing a
suitable partition of  using quad-tree grids and corresponding broken polynomial spaces, we can essentially
follow the standard procedure for elliptic problems, cf. [16]. One notable difference is that we need to
incorporate the weight function g on the faces.

3.1 Mesh and broken polynomial spaces

In order to simplify the presentation, and subsequently the implementation, we consider quad-tree meshes
[23] as follows. Let T be a partition of Q such that o is constant on each element K € T, and that

K = (25, 25) % (e i) VE €T,

for illustration see Figure 1. We denote the local mesh size by hx = 2} — le

Fig. 1: Left: Uniform mesh with 16 elements. Right: Non-uniform mesh with hanging nodes. Moreover, the two sub-
elements EL and EZ (shaded) for a vertical face F' € F}'? (thick black line).
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Next, let us introduce some standard notation. Denote Py, the space of polynomials of one real variable
of degree k > 0, and let the broken polynomial space V3 be denoted by

Vi ={velL?(Q): vx Py 1®P;, VK €T}, (14)

with kz, k,, > 0. Here, Py, 11 ®Py, denotes the tensor product of P11 and Py, . Moreover, let V(h) = V4V
y Fp' we denote the set of interior vertical faces, that is for any F' € F}* there exist two disjoint elements

K1 = (2, 21) x (ph, pf) and Ko = (b, 25) x (b, ph)
such that zp = 2} = 2} and F = {zp} x ((ulpu{) N (,ul2,,u§)). For F € F,’ii we define the jump and the
average of v € Vj, by
] = vk, (2, 1) — Vi, (2p 1), {v} =3 (Uua(zFa 1) + v, (21, 1)) -

In order to take into account local variations in the mesh size and diffusion coefficient 1/0, we furthermore
define the dimensionless quantity

1 1 -1
Dp, = + s 15
F’ <0’t|K1 (zp)hK, Jth(ZF)hm) (15)

where hg,, i € {1,2}, denotes the local mesh size of the element K; in z-direction. For an interior face
F e F' with F = {zp} x (u%,u%), which is shared by two elements K% € T, i = 1,2, as above, let us
introduce the sub-elements

E;’ = ( fv 1) (:uFHuF) c KF (16)

We note that the inclusion in eq. (16) can be strict in the case of hanging nodes, see for instance Figure 1.
Combining Lemma 1 with common inverse inequalities, cf. [8, Sect. 4.5], i.e., for any k > 0 there exists
a constant C;.(k) such that

1/2 - 1/2

/|v’\2dz < 7?2_6;) /\v|2dz Yo € Py, (17)
1 2

we obtain the following discrete trace lemma.

Lemma 2 (Discrete trace inequality). Let K = (2k, %) x (e, %) € T and let F = {zp} x (ub, pt) € FP
be such that F C K. Then, for any k& > 0 there holds

Car (k)
2 dt
Wolz2 s < =5 I 0 L2t py sty V0 € Po
where Cyi (k) =14 24/Cie(k), and Cje(k) is the constant in eq. (17).
Proof. Using Lemma 1 we have that
/ i < (ol + 20l ) Pl

Using eq. (17), we estimate the weighted derivative term as follows

e(k
001 / / ol ey < 7 )/ / of? dzdp.

Using that hg = 2% — 2zt and p < 1, we thus obtain that

142 Cze(k?)
[ 1oPudn < D o

which concludes the proof. O
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Remark 1. The value of Cje(k) of the inverse inequality in eq. (17) can be computed by solving a small
eigenvalue problem of dimension k + 1, which is obtained by transforming eq. (17) to the unit interval. In
fact, Cje (k) is the maximal eigenvalue of

Dv = AMv,

where D; j = fol wi(2)p ( )dZ and M; ; = fO ©i(2)p;(2) dz for a basis {p;}F_, of the space of polynomials
of degree at most k on the unit interval. Explicit bounds for Cjc(k), which are optimal for k = 1,2, are
given in [12].

3.2 Derivation of the DG scheme

In order to extend the bilinear form defined in eq. (11) to the broken space Vj, we denote with 97 the
broken derivative operator such that

2
(“82%8211,1) = /—8 up0, vy dz dp
ot KeT

for up, vy, € Vi,. In view of eq. (10), let us then introduce the bilinear form
2
af, (u,v) = (Utagu,agv> + (otu,v) — (65 Pu,v) + {u,v),

which is defined on V'(h). Note that a® and aj coincide on V. In order to obtain a consistent bilinear
form, af needs to be modified. We follow [16, Chapter 4] to determine the required modification. Choosing
w € Vip =V, 4+ V,, and vy, € V},, integration by parts in z shows that

2
Z / Eohwolvy, dz dp + <3h <532w)> vp dz dp
t

KeT i

-y / (Pt utiomer) - —obulom i ) nds

KeT Ut(ZK)

Z —Opwop, pdp + Z lwuy || pdp

FeF“’F/ Fe}‘“‘/ [[ ]]
u Ko on
Bampins 5 [ ({Zotelp o [222a] 103

FEZ}'”’F/ o FEZ]:"M / |[Ut ]]

where we used the identity H%@?wvh]] = {{Uﬁ@fu}}} [vn] + [[Uﬁ@gw]] {vr} in the last step, see [16, p. 123].
t t
Hence, for any solution u € Vi to (7)—(8) and v € V}, we have that

o) =)+ o+ 3 [ (Lot e [Lon] wr)uan

FeFip
Since [[a%a’;u]] =0 forall F € }'}l’i by z-continuity of the flux of u € Vi, we arrive at the identity

afy(w,0) = (£.0) Z/{{ u}}ﬂvﬂudu-

FEF’U 7
Hence, a consistent bilinear form is given by

af,(u,) 1= 0 (u,0) Z/{{ }}[[v]]udu,

FeFyip
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which, for Vip = Vi 4+ V4, is well-defined on V,p x V},. Using that [u] =0 on F € }'}L’i for any u € V', we
arrive at the following symmetric and consistent bilinear form

sen=son- 5 [ ({2 Epon)

which is again well-defined on V,j x V},. We note that the summation over the vertical faces on the boundary
I' is included in the term (u, v) in af,. The stabilized bilinear form is then defined on V,j x Vj, by

ap(u,v) = af’(u,v) Z

Fe]-"”

/ [u] [o] s, (18)

with D, defined in eq. (15) and with positive penalty parameter ar > 0, which will be specified below.
Since [u] =0 on any F' € F* and v € V, it follows that ay, is consistent, i.e., for u € Vi it holds that

ap(u,vp) = a®(u, vp) Yv € V. (19)
The discrete variational problem is formulated as follows: Find uj € V}, such that

an(un,vn) = (f,vn) + (g,vn) Von € Vi (20)

3.3 Analysis

For the analysis of (20), let us introduce mesh-dependent norms

[0l = aiw.0) + > Dpolllel ey, v e VIR, (21a)
FeFpi
2 DFG‘
olZ = ol + D2 & , vE Vi (21D)
Fe]—"“ L2(Fip)

In order to show discrete stability and boundedness of ap, we will use the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 3 (Auxiliary lemma). Let F € ]-'ﬁi be shared by the elements KL ,K% € T. Then, for w € V}, and
v € V(h) it holds that

L VCai (k=)
[ gote fromnan < L2 | oot
F

with Cgs(k-) from Lemma 2 and sub-elements E%., i = 1,2, defined in eq. (16).

1000 2 (i)
L?(ELUE%)

Proof. By definition of the average, we have that

1 1
/{{Mé‘?w}} [[vﬂudu:*/ﬁlai‘wl [[v]]udwr*/%@?wz [v] e dp,
oy 2 o} 2 o3
F F F

where w1, ws and atl, O’? denote the restrictions of w and o to K }, and K2, respectively. To estimate the
first integral on the right-hand side, we employ the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

Ml g < Yitlb2)
L2(F;p) \/O 1hK1

where we used Lemma 2 applied to 8 w1, which is a piecewise polynomial of degree k, in z. A similar

Mah

H[[U]]HLz(F;,u) ’
L2(E})

K an
Taz w1
O

/%3?“11 [vl pdp <
t
F

estimate holds for the second mtegral Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we then obtain that

C’ k)
/ {{O*jazw}} [l o < YD \/ SO [
J t L2(ELUE2) of hics

which, in view of eq. (15), concludes the proof. O




e Bardin, Bertrand, Palii and Schlottbom, Phase-space DG for RTE == 9

The auxiliary lemma allows to bound the consistency terms in aj, which gives discrete stability of ay,.

Lemma 4 (Discrete stability). For any v € V}, it holds that

1
ap(v,v) > s ||v]1F,
provided that ap > 1/2 + Cys(k,) with constant Cy:(k,) given in Lemma 2.

Proof. Let vy, € V},, and consider

an(vn, o) = af,(vn,vn) =2y /{{ zvh}} [onl pdp + Z

FEFY R Fe]-"“

/ [vn]? 1 dpe.

Using Lemma 3, and the fact that each sub-element E}, touches at most two interior vertical faces, an
application of the Cauchy-Schwarz yields for any € > 0,

2 ¥ [{ Lo fiotnanse

FEF)

2

L@fvh

Cdt
Nea + Z /[[v wdp.

Hence, by choosing € = 1/2,

1, ap — Cyg
onlonon) = ga(onon) + Y0 U [ o,

F.o

FeFyi 7
from which we obtain the assertion. O
Discrete stability implies that the scheme (20) is well-posed, cf. [16, Lemma 1.30].

Theorem 1 (Discrete well-posedness). Let ap > 1/2 + Cyi(k,) with constant Cy.(k,) given in Lemma 2.
Then for any f € L?*(Q) and g € L?(I'; 1) there exists a unique solution uj, € V}, of the discrete variational
problem (20).

Proof. The space V}, is finite-dimensional. Hence, Lemma 4 implies the assertion. O
To proceed with an abstract error estimate, we need the following boundedness result.
Lemma 5 (Boundedness). For any u € V., and v € V}, it holds that
an(u,v) < (Car + ap)lull|vllv,,
where o is as in Lemma 4.
Proof. We have that

an(u,v) = af (w0) = Y /{{ ol }}[[v]]udu 3 /{{ hv}}[['u}]udu

FEF R FEFyip

Py /uquﬂudu

Fe]—'“

The first two terms can be estimated using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as follows

af (u,v) < aj(u, u)l/zafb(v, 1})1/2,

1
> / fLod i 5 {2l e,
vi vi t L2(F;p)
FEF} FeFy
For the third term, we use Lemma 3 to obtain
Z / [u] pdp < Z ah Tl 2y -
FEFY {{ }} FeP“ DF o llvee ™ L*(ERUER)
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To separate the terms that include u and v, respectively, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality once
more and use again that each sub-element E} touches at most two interior faces, to arrive at

1/2
2
Dp, w Cat +ap 2
ah(u,v) < ai(u,u) + Z TJ {{Uafu}} + ;)7 H[[u]]”LZ(F;u)
Fervi t L2(F3p) Fe
1/2
2
|| o Cat +ar 2
e
ah(%“)‘f‘QHUazU + Z .TUH[[UMH(F;M )
A L) Ferpi ’
which concludes the proof as Cygs + ap > 3/2. O

Before continuing, an inspection of the previous proof shows that we have the following corollary stating
boundedness of ap on Vj,.

Corollary 1 (Discrete boundedness). For any u,v € V}, it holds that

ap(u,v) < (Car + ap)|ullv, [vv,

where o is as in Lemma 4.

Combining consistency, stability and boundedness ensures that the discrete solution wup, to (20) yields a
quasi-best approximation to w, cf. [16, Theorem 1.35].

Theorem 2 (Error estimate). Let f € L?(Q2) and g € L?(T'; 1), and denote u € Vi the solution to (7)-(8)
and up, € Vj, the solution to (20). Then the following error estimate holds true

u—=unllv, <1 +2(Car(kz) +ar)) nf flu—wvpl,
VR EVh

provided that ap > 1/2 4+ Cg(k.).

Remark 2. Note that Cg (k) is monotonically increasing in k. Thus, replacing Cy(k,) by Cg(0) = 1
in eq. (21b) yields a norm that is independent of k, and that is an upper bound for || - ||.. Hence, the
error estimate in Theorem 2 deteriorates for increasing k. only through the constant pre-multiplying the
best-approximation error.

Remark 3. Assuming that the exact solution is sufficiently regular, say v € H¥t1(Q), denoting h the
maximal mesh-size, and setting k = k, = k,, standard interpolation error estimates yield a convergence
rate of O(h**+1) for |lu — up ||y, , see [16, Lemmata 1.58, 1.59, p. 31-32] and [16, Corollary 4.22, p. 132].

Remark 4. In view of Remark 1, the value of Cy;(k,) can be computed explicitly once Cje is known. Hence,
we can give an explicit value for the penalization parameter ar such that the discontinuous Galerkin scheme
eq. (20) is well-posed and the error enjoys the bound given in Theorem 2. We note that we choose here ap
to be the same for all interior faces. Moreover, the choice of ap is independent of the partition 7 and the
mean-free path 1/0v; while the dependence on the mean-free path is explicit through D, which might be
exploited if the behavior of the scheme is investigated in the diffusion limit where the mean-free path tends
to zero. Let us refer to [24] for a detailed discussion about issues of DG schemes for radiative transfer in the
diffusion limit.

Remark 5. Instead of using the symmetric bilinear form a$® to define aj, in eq. (18), we may use the more

Ry ({ L Lt 7y T

FEF

general bilinear form

with parameter A € [—1,1], cf. [14]. The choice A = 1 leads to af®, while the choices A = 0 or A = —1
yield incomplete interior penalty and the non-symmetric interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin schemes,
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respectively, see also [28, 42] for the case A = —1. We note that for A = —1, the terms involving the face
integral vanish for u = v, and hence coercivity can be proven straight-forward. However, since symmetry
is lost, improved L2-convergence rates for sufficiently smooth solutions do not hold in general, see [4]
and Table 3 below. Moreover, the numerical solution of large non-symmetric linear systems can be more
difficult than in the symmetric case. We mention that the results in this section can be extended with minor
modifications to the general case —1 < A < 1.

4 Numerical examples

In the following we confirm the theoretical statements about stability and convergence of Section 3
numerically. Let o5 = 1/2 and o, = 1 and the width of the slab be L = 1. We then define the source terms
f and g in (7)—(8) such that the exact solution is given by the following function

w(z, 1) = (14 exp(—p)) X{u>1/2} (1) exp(—2z7). (22)

Here, x{,>1/2)(¢) denotes the indicator function of the interval (1/2,1), i.e., u is discontinuous in p = 1/2,
but note that u € Vi.. We compute the DG solution uy of (20) on a sequence of uniformly refined meshes,
initially consisting of 16 elements, see Figure 1. Hence, the discontinuity in u is resolved by the mesh.

For our computations we use the spaces V}, with k. and k, in eq. (14), that is piecewise polynomials
of degree k, in p and piecewise polynomials of degree k., + 1 in z. The value of Cic(k;) of the inverse
inequality in eq. (17) is computed numerically by solving a small eigenvalue problem of dimension k, + 1,
see Remark 1.

For the numerical solution of the resulting linear systems, we a usual fixed-point iteration [1]: Introducing
the auxiliary bilinear form by, (u,v) = an(u,v) — (05 Pu,v), the fixed-point iteration maps u} to uZ'H by
solving

by (uf T v) = (05 Pull,v) + (f,0) + (g,0) Vv € Vj,. (23)

The fixed-point iteration converges linearly with a rate o4/o¢ [1], which is bounded by 1/2 in this example.
The iteration is stopped as soon as HUZ—H —upllr2Q) < 1019, For acceleration of the source iteration by
preconditioning see also [1, 39]. The matrix representation of b;, has a block structure for the uniformly
refined meshes considered in this section, and its inverse can be applied efficiently via LU factorization.
Table 1 shows the V}, norm of the error u — uj; between the exact and the numerical solution for
k =k, = k,. For fixed k, we observe a convergence rate of k + 1 under mesh refinement, which is expected
from the smoothness of u per element and Remark 3. In particular, inspecting Table 1 by rows, we notice

linear convergence for k = 0, quadratic convergence for k£ = 1, and so on.

Tab. 1: Error ||u — up||y, for different local polynomial degrees with k = k. = k., see eq. (14), and uniformly refined
meshes with IV elements and solution u defined in eq. (22).

N 16 64 256 1024 4096 16 384 65536
k=0 7.07e-02 3.53e-02 1.76e-02 8.81e-03 4.40e-03  2.20e-03  1.10e-03
k=1 5.51e-03 1.38e-03 3.44e-04 8.60e-05 2.15e-05 5.37e-06 1.34e-06
k=2 277e-04 3.47e-05 4.33e-06 5.41e-07 6.77e-08 8.46e-09 1.06e-09
k=3 1.38e-05 8.69e-07 5.44e-08 3.40e-09 2.16e-10 4.20e-11  4.16e-11

Since the coefficients are smooth, we may expect higher order convergence in the L2-norm for the
symmetric formulation if k, = k. + 1, see Remark 5. In Table 2 and Table 3 we compare the symmetric
interior penalty method (A = 1) with its non-symmetric counterpart (A = —1), with A introduced in
Remark 5. Table 2 shows that, for fixed k,, the L?-error decays upon mesh refinement at an improved
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rate of O(h*¥»*1) for the symmetric interior penalty method. This improved convergence rate can also
be observed for the non-symmetric interior penalty method if the employed polynomial degrees are odd,
while the suboptimal rate O(h*~) can be observed if the used polynomial degrees are even, cf. [29] for a
similar observation on the convergence rates for the unsymmetric interior penalty method in the context of
non-stationary convection diffusion problems.

Tab. 2: L2-error ||u — up|lL2(q) for different local polynomial degrees with k = k. and ki = k. + 1, see eq. (14), and
uniformly refined meshes with N elements and solution u defined in eq. (22).

N 16 64 256 1024 4096 16 384 65536
k=0 5.75e-03 1.49e-03 3.78e-04 9.46e-05 2.37e-05 5.92e-06 1.48e-06
k= 2.13e-04 2.60e-05 3.22e-06 4.02e-07 5.02e-08 6.27e-09  7.84e-10

=2 9.43e-06 6.03e-07 3.79e-08 2.37e-09 1.53e-10 3.86e-11  3.79e-11
k=3 3.11e-07 9.64e-09 3.03e-10 3.85e-11 3.75e-11 3.75e-11  3.92e-11

Tab. 3: L2-error |Ju — u2‘|L2<Q) for different local polynomial degrees with & = k. and k, = k. + 1, see eq. (14),
and uniformly refined meshes with N elements and solution u defined in eq. (22). Here, the unsymmetric interior penalty

method with A = —1 described in Remark 5 is used to compute the numerical solution uﬁ
N 16 64 256 1024 4096 16 384 65536

k=0 4.46e-03 1.10e-03 2.74e-04 6.84e-05 1.71e-05 4.27e-06 1.07e-06
k=1 5.26e-04 1.17e-04 2.80e-05 6.93e-06 1.73e-06 4.31e-07 1.08e-07

=2 1.08e-05 6.67e-07 4.16e-08 2.59e-09 1.65e-10 3.84e-11  3.82e-11
k=3 6.27e-07 3.31e-08 1.96e-09 1.30e-10 3.89e-11 3.74e-11 3.93e-11

5 Adaptivity

In this section we show, by examples, that hierarchical error estimators, see, e.g., [30] for the elliptic case,
as well as estimators based on averaging the approximate solutions are a possible choice to adaptively
construct optimal partitions 7 of © to approximate non-smooth solutions to eq. (7). In particular, we show
how adaptive mesh refinement is beneficial if the discontinuity of the solution is not resolved by the mesh.
To highlight the dependency on the partition 7 of € and on the polynomial degree, we will write ur j
instead of wy, for the solution of the discontinuous Galerkin scheme (20). Similarly, assuming k == k, = k,
we write Vi for the corresponding approximation space instead of V},, see eq. (14). Let 7' be another
partition of Q such that 7 C 77, and let &' > k. Denoting || - || some norm defined on V + Vr i + Vi ks,
and supposing the saturation assumption, which has been used, e.g., also in [7],

llw = wr | < Yllw = wr il
for some universal constant v < 1, we obtain the equivalence between the approximation error and the
estimator ¢ = w7y pr — Ut , i€,
—1 -1
L+ 7N < [Ju—urs]] < @ =771

For a justification of the saturation assumption in the context of elliptic problems we refer to [11]. In the
following numerical experiments, we use the norm ||-||-, defined as

lol3i= > (1u0kola g + I0l3a0)) Vo0 € Vi, (24)
KeT
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to investigate the behaviour of two hierarchical error indicators for different test cases. The local error
contributions are then given by

i = (102N T2 k) + ||C||%2(K))1/2,

where K € T. The mesh is then refined by a Dorfler marking strategy [17, 43], that is all elements in the
set L C T are refined, where L C T is the set of smallest cardinality such that

S nk 0> 0k, (25)

Kek KeT

where 0 < 6 <1 is the bulk-chasing parameter. Differently from the previous section, we assume o, = 1 and
os = 0. Moreover, we consider two different manufactured solution u; and us given by

u(z,p) = (p? + 2214, (26)
un(z, 1) 1= (1 Xumr vz (1)) exp(—22). (27)

The choice of 1/4/2 in the indicator function ensures that the corresponding line discontinuity of ug is never
resolved by our mesh. Furthermore, ;0,u1 is bounded and vanishes in (0,0). In particular, we note that
uy,u2 € Vi. In the following we report on numerical examples using the Dorfler parameter 0 := 0.75. We
note that we obtained similar results for the choice § = 0.3.

5.1 Hierarchical p-error estimator
Setting 77 := 7 and k' := k + 1, the hierarchical p-error estimator is defined as

Cp = UT s = UT ot 1- (28)

We note that ap == 1/2 4+ Cg(k + 1) is used for the stabilization parameter to obtain both numerical
solutions wy j and w7y g41.

Figure 2 and Figure 3 show the convergence rates for adaptively refined meshes using the ¢, indicator,
for different values of the polynomial degree k. We observe that for the manufactured solution wy, which
has a point singularity in the origin, the indicator follows tightly the curve of the actual error. Moreover,
the error decays at the optimal rate 1/v N¥+1 with N denoting the number of degrees of freedom in Vi g,
also shown for comparison.

For the manufactured solution ug with line discontinuity defined in eq. (27), the convergence behavior
is different. For & = 0, the error and the error estimator stay rather close, and follow the curve for the
optimal rate. For k > 1 the rate is sub-optimal, which is expected from a counting argument. Moreover,
also the error estimator is not as close to the true error anymore, compared to the test case with u;.

5.2 Hierarchical h-error estimator

Using once again the test cases eq. (27) and eq. (26), we now keep k' := k fixed and we construct 7’ by
uniform refinement of 7, i.e., every element in 7 is subdivided in 4 new elements with halved edge length.
The error estimator is now

Ch = ugs k= UT k- (29)

Some comments are due for the computation of wy j, for which we use, as in definition (18) but with 7
replaced by 77, the bilinear form ap : Vi i x Vg i, — R. Since Vi is a subspace of Vi j, we require,
similar to [30], that aj, is the restriction of aps to Vi g, in the sense that

ap(v,w) = ap (v, w) Yu,v € V. (30)
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Comparing the penalty terms in aj and aps shows that the above restriction is fulfilled if ap = QO/F. Since
we need to ensure discrete stability of both bilinear forms, we choose o/ = 1/2 4+ Cy.(k).

Figure 4 and Figure 5 show the optimality of the estimator for the manufactured solution u; with point
singularity defined in eq. (26), and sub-optimality in the case of discontinuous exact solutions eq. (27), except
for k = 0, where a similar comment as for the p-hierarchical estimator applies. We note that in all cases,
the estimator is close to the actual error. Moreover, as shown in Figure 6 we observe that the estimator is
able to detect the line discontinuity present in uo. We note that the condition in eq. (30) is not essential for
the results shown in this section. In fact, similar results can be obtained by using ar = ap = 1/2 + Ca (k).
The condition eq. (30) is required in the next section.

5.3 Error estimator based on the solution of local problems

Since the computation of the global error estimators ¢ presented in Section 5.1 and Section 5.2 is in general
expensive, we investigate also an error estimator based on the solution of local problems, as presented in
[22, 30] for corresponding elliptic problems. In this approach, the computed solution ur j is understood as
the coarse-mesh approximation to some function, here uy 1. Instead of using { = uy  — w7y i as before,
local approximations ng are computed element-wise.
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Fig. 6: Non-smooth test case eq. (27). Left: Locally refined mesh with local mesh sizes varying from 1/2 to 1/27 for
N = 349 elements obtained using the error indicator (}, defined in eq. (29). Right: Broken H!-error for the grid shown left.
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For each K € T, we consider the local space V7 ;(K) obtained by restricting functions in Vi i to K.
By extending functions in Vi ,(K) to zero outside of K, Vv ,(K) becomes a subspace of Vi ;. Indeed,

Vg = @ Vi 1 (K), (31)
KeT

where @ g c7 denotes the direct sum of subspaces. On Vi ,(K) x Vi ,(K) we introduce the (local) bilinear
form afS as the restriction of aps to Vi x(K) x Vg (K). This bilinear form inherits continuity and
coercivity from ay/. Using Lemma 4 there holds

L2
ap(v,0) 2 S IV, ks (32)

where ||- is the restriction of ||- to Vo 1 (K). Here, |- is defined according to eq. (21a) as
Vot o K Vs ; Vi

Hj, 2
2 _ F H oh
oIl , = af (v, 0) + > Gl H{{Jtazv}} . Yo € Vi g, (33)
FeFyi g0
Let wy jr be the discontinuous Galerkin approximation of u on V7 i, i.e.
ap (ur pr,v) = (f,0) +{g,v) Vo€V (34)

At this point we observe that (20), (30) and (34) imply, for all v € V4,

ap (Urr g — U g, ) = apr (U7 g, 0) = g (U g, V)
= ap/(urs g, v) — ap(ur K, v) (35)

(f,?))+<g,’U> - (f,?}) - (g,v) =0.

Eventually we introduce the functions {nx € V5 ,(K)|K € Tp} as solutions to the local problems

al (e, v) = ap (urr j — ur g,0) = (f,0) + (9,0) — ap (ug p,0) Yo € Vi 1 (K). (36)

Each nx can be computed independently of each other. The function n = Y, 71K € V7 then may
serve as an approximation to the estimator ( = w7y — ug . on Vi, as in [30] for elliptic problems.
Following [30, Theorem 4.1], we can prove a lower bound for ¢ in terms of the local error estimator 7, i.e.

Lemma 6. We have that
Inlly,, . <2(Calk) + o) [€lly, , - (37)

Proof. We first rewrite (36) in terms of the estimator:
apy (e, v) = ap (G,v) Yo € Vi i (K). (38)

Plugging v = ng € Vi ,(K) into the previous equation and recalling that n =) ;- nx, we have

S afS o) = anw (€m) < (Car®) + ) [y, Il (39)
KeT
where we used Corollary 1 in the last step. Coercivity of af5, expressed in (32), and eq. (31) entail
K 1 2 L2
> ak(ng, i) > 3 > sy, = 5 Illv,,, , - (40)
KeT KeT
Combining (39) and (40) we have eventually
L2
L, < S el i) < (Canlk) + ) (€, (41)
KeT

which concludes the proof. O
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Due to the lack of appropriate interpolation operators for functions in the space V', one cannot adapt the
proofs given in [30] in a straight-forward fashion to show a bound of ¢ in terms of the local contributions 7.
In fact, some preliminary numerical tests, based on the broken H!'-norm eq. (24), suggest that the desired
equivalence of ¢ and 7 might not be true. In a similar spirit, our preliminary numerical tests indicate that
standard residual error estimators are either not reliable or efficient, which, again, may be explained by the
lack of suitable interpolation error estimates required to obtain the correct scaling in terms of the local
mesh size of the different local contributions, cf., [16, Section 5.6] or [3, 43]. Therefore, we investigate in the
next section another error estimator based on local averages.

5.4 Error estimator based on averaging the approximate solution

In the context of a posteriori error estimation and adaptive mesh refinement, ZZ-error estimators named after
Zienkiewicz and Zhu [44] are widely used in practice. Compared to the previously mentioned hierarchical
error estimators, their major advantage is the fact that no further mesh nor a further solution is required. We
consider the case k., = k, = 0. In order to obtain a reliable error estimator, one simply takes a discontinuous
up, € Vi, and approximates it by some continuous piecewise linear polynomial @y by a post-processing step.
In the presence of a geometrically conforming triangulation, such a continuous piecewise polynomials iy,
can be described as a linear combination of the well-known Lagrange nodal basis functions. However, our
approximation involves hanging nodes and we therefore restrict the construction to the set of regular nodes
Ny, ie.
Ny ={vnodein T;, : v € K implies v vertex of K VK € T} .

If a regular node v € N}, is shared by four quadrilaterals K7, ..., K4 of the same area, the idea is to set
the value of a continuous polynomial to & (uh|K1 (v) + uh|K2(V) + U g, (v) + Un| g, (1/)) at the node v.
Taking into account the possibility of quadrilaterals of different area, for a node v € N},, we define by w,
the union of all elements of K € T sharing the vertex v. The continuous piecewise linear averaging wy, is
the defined such that K|
p(v) = Z muh\K(V) (42)
1%

KeT,KCw,

holds for each regular node v € N},. The averaging error estimator is then defined by

M = Z A x> with na k= llup — tnl L2 k), (43)
KeT
where the local contributions are used to refine the mesh using Dérfler marking as described above. Figure 7
shows the convergence rates for adaptively refined meshes using the averaging indicator for the test eq. (27).
The indicator behaves correctly and replicates the curve of the actual error. These curves have the same
slope as the optimal rate 1/ V'N curve, with N number of elements in the quad-tree mesh, also shown for
comparison.
In comparison to the hierarchical estimators, cf. Figure 3 and Figure 5, the averaging error estimator
follows the actual error curve more closely.

6 Conclusions and discussion

We developed and analyzed a discontinuous Galerkin approximation for the radiative transfer equation in
slab geometry. The use of quad-tree grids allowed for a relatively simple analysis with similar arguments as
for more standard elliptic problems. While such grids allow for local mesh refinement in phase-space, the
implementation of the numerical scheme is straightforward. For sufficiently regular solutions, we showed
optimal rates of convergence.
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We showed by example that non-smooth solutions can be approximated well by adaptively refined grids.
The ability to easily adapt the computational mesh can also be useful when complicated geometries must be
resolved, which may occur in higher-dimensional situations. Also more general elements could be employed
at the expense of a more complicated notation and analysis; we leave this to future research. In order
to automate the mesh adaptation procedure, an error estimator is required. We investigated numerically
hierarchical error estimators and estimators based on local averaging in a post-processing step. All three
estimators closely follow the actual error, and, in the case of point singularities, they can be used to obtain
optimal convergence rates. We note that the hierarchical error estimators require to solve global problems,
and it is left for future research to investigate whether a localization is possible. Upper bounds for the
error can be derived for consistent approximations using duality theory [25]. Rigorous a posteriori error
estimation has also been done using discontinuous Petrov-Galerkin discretizations [13]. We leave it to future
research to analyze the error estimators for the discontinuous Galerkin scheme considered here and to
generalize the present method to a corresponding h — p version, where the polynomial degrees can be varied
independently over the elements.

While the solution of the linear systems for uniformly refined grids can be implemented using the
established preconditioned iterative solvers [1, 39], the structure of the linear systems for adaptively refined
grids is more complex because the equations do not fully decouple in u; compare the situations in Figure 1.
One possible direction is to develop nested solvers, or to adapt the methodology of [40]. We leave this for
future research.

Another direction of future research entails the regularity of the right-hand side f in eq. (7) and ¢ in
eq. (8). If f and g define only an element in the dual space of V', see eq. (10), then the flux o; 'd,u ¢ V in
general, and thus the flux may not have a trace. In this low regularity regime, the analysis of Section 4
cannot be carried out. A possible remedy might be to use a lifting operator to replace the face integral by
integrals over €2, see, e.g., [16, p. 138] or [34].
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