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Abstract. In the first part of this paper, uniqueness of strong solution is es-
tablished for the Vlasov-unsteady Stokes problem in 3D. The second part deals
with a semi discrete scheme, which is based on the coupling of discontinuous
Galerkin approximations for the Vlasov and the Stokes equations for the 2D
problem. The proposed method is both mass and momentum conservative.
Based on a special projection and also the Stokes projection, optimal error
estimates in the case of smooth compactly supported initial data are derived.
Moreover, the generalization of error estimates to 3D problem is also indi-
cated. Finally, based on time splitting algorithm, some numerical experiments
are conducted whose results confirm our theoretical findings.
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1. Introduction

This paper deals with error estimates for discontinuous Galerkin method for a
coupled system of partial differential equations arising in the study of thin sprays.
From a modeling perspective, it is assumed that the spray particles (droplets) are
a dispersed phase in a gas medium. Studying two-phase models comprising of a
kinetic equation for the dispersed phase and a fluid equation for the gas dates back
to the works of O’Rourke [O’R81] and Williams [Wil85] (also, see [CP83]).

We deal with the unsteady Stokes equation for the fluid part and the Vlasov
equation for the droplet distribution while the coupling is via a drag term:

(1.1)

∂tf + v · ∇xf + ∇v ·
(

(u− v) f
)

= 0 in (0, T ) × Ωx × Rd,

f(0, x, v) = f0(x, v) in Ωx × Rd.

(1.2)


∂tu− ∆xu+ ∇xp =

∫
Rd

(v − u) f dv in (0, T ) × Ωx,

∇x · u = 0 in Ωx,

u(0, x) = u0(x) in Ωx.

Here, Ωx denotes the d-dimensional torus Td for d = 2, 3, u(t, x) is the fluid ve-
locity, the fluid pressure p(t, x) and the droplet distribution function f(t, x, v). We
impose periodic boundary conditions in the x variable. The above model with
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homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition for the fluid velocity and with specular
reflection boundary condition for the droplet distribution was studied by Hamdache
in [Ham98], wherein he proved the existence of global-in-time weak solutions. Var-
ious kinetic-fluid equations have been studied in the literature: Vlasov-Burgers
equations [DR99, Gou01]; Vlasov-Euler equations [BD06]; Vlasov-Navier-Stokes
equations [BDGM09, CKL11, Yu13, HKMMM20] and references therein.

In this paper, we provide certain qualitative and quantitative properties of so-
lutions to our system (1.1)-(1.2). While a proof of the global-in-time existence
of strong solutions to the system (1.1)-(1.2) in 3D is discussed in [CKL11], but
uniqueness is missing therefore, our first attempt is to prove uniqueness in 3D.

The emphasis of this paper is on a numerical method that we are proposing to
approximate solutions to the system (1.1)-(1.2). Our current contribution is a first
step towards developing a robust numerical scheme for approximating solutions
to a more physically relevant model such as the Vlasov-Navier-Stokes equations.
The proposed semi-discrete scheme uses discontinuous Galerkin method for both
kinetic and unsteady Stokes equations. Our present work is inspired by [DDCS09,
HGMM12, DDCS12] for the Vlasov-Poisson system, [HKP43] for the Vlasov-steady
Stokes and [CGLM14, YL17] for the Vlasov-Maxwell system. kinetic equation is
a transport problem which conserves total mass. As discontinuous Galerkin(dG)
methods have the property to preserve the conservation property, dG turns out to
be a method of choice for the kinetic equation. It should be noted that either the
local discontinuous Galerkin or any conforming numerical method can be employed
for the Stokes system. Our major contributions in this paper are as follows:

• Uniqueness of the strong solutions in three dimensions is proved for the
Vlasov-unsteady Stokes system. Earlier in [HKP23b], there is an error in
the proof of uniqueness and a correct proof of uniqueness is given in Section
2 of this paper. This can be achieved after proving some higher moment
estimates for the droplet distribution and regularity results for the fluid
velocity vector.

• DG methods are proposed for numerical approximations and are shown to
conserve mass and the total momentum, which confirm similar conservation
properties for the continuous system.

• Optimal error estimates are derived for the fluid velocity and the fluid
pressure approximations using Stokes projection in 2D setup, while in 3D
case some remarks are given in the subsection 4.5. Moreover, Optimal error
estimate for the approximation of the droplet distribution is obtained using
a special projections. The error analysis uses a variant of the nonlinear
Gronwall’s inequality in a crucial way.

• Since phase space is four or six dimensions depending on d = 2 or d = 3,
a Lie splitting in time marching combined with dimension splitting in the
phase space is proposed for computational experiments, whose numerical
results confirm our theoretically findings.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we deal with certain qualitative
and quantitative aspects of the solutions to the continuum model. We further prove
uniqueness result for strong solutions to (1.1)-(1.2). In Section 3, we introduce a
semi-discrete dG-dG numerical scheme and analyse some of its properties. The
error analysis for the said semi-discrete method is detailed in Section 4. We give
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some concluding remarks in Section 6. Finally, some numerical results confirming
our theoretical results are discussed.

2. Certain aspects of the continuum model

In this paper, letρ and V denote the local density and the local macroscopic
velocity of the droplets, respectively, as

ρ(t, x) =
∫
Rd

f(t, x, v) dv and V (t, x) = 1
ρ

∫
Rd

f(t, x, v)v dv.

Define the lth order velocity moments of distribution function as

mlf(t, x) =
∫
Rd

|v|lf(t, x, v) dv, for l ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Throughout this manuscript, standard notations for Sobolev spaces with their
norms are used, say, the space W k,p denotes the kth order Lp-Sobolev spaces with
norm W k,p =

(
W k,p(Ωx)

)2
, for all k ≥ 0, and for1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. When p = ∞, it is

defined in the usual manner.
For our subsequent use, denote J0 and J1 as a special class of divergence-free

(in the sense of distributions) vector fields defined by
J0 =

{
w ∈ L2 : ∇x ·w = 0,w is periodic

}
,

J1 =
{
w ∈ W 1,2 : ∇x ·w = 0,w is periodic

}
.

Throughout this paper, any function defined on Ωx is assumed to be periodic in
the x-variable.

2.1. Qualitative and quantitative aspects of the model problem. We begin
this subsection by stating a result on L∞ estimate for the local density.

Lemma 2.1. For u ∈ L1(0, T ;L∞), if supCr
t,v
f0 ∈ L∞

loc

(
R+;L1(Rd)

)
, where

Cr
t,v := Ωx ×B(etv, r), ∀ r > 0 and B(etv, r) denotes the ball centered at etv having

radius r, then, the following estimate holds:
(2.1) ∥ρ∥L∞((0,T ]×Ωx) ≤ edT sup

t∈[0,T ]
∥ sup

Cr
t,v

f0∥L1(Rd).

Proof. The characteristic curves (X,Y ) for the equation (1.1) are given by

(2.2)


Ẋ(s; t, x, v) = Y (s; t, x, v); X(t; t, x, v) = x,

Ẏ (s; t, x, v) = u(s,X(s; t, x, v)) − Y (s; t, x, v); Y (t; t, x, v) = v,

ḟ(s; t, x, v) = df(s; t, x, v); f(t; t, x, v) = f0.

It is understood that the spatial characteristic curves are periodic. For 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤
T , note that

|etv − esY (s; t, x, v)| ≤
∫ t

s

eτ |u(τ,X(τ ; t, x, v))| dτ

≤ eT ∥u∥L1(0,T ;L∞).

Therefore, (X(0; t, x, v), Y (0; t, x, v)) ∈ Cr
t,v, with r = eT ∥u∥L1(0,T ;L∞).

From (2.2), we obtain

f(t, x, v) = edtf0(X(0; t, x, v), Y (0; t, x, v)).
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Hence,

ρ(t, x) =
∫
Rd

f(t, x, v) dv = edt

∫
Rd

f0(X(0; t, x, v), Y (0; t, x, v)) dv

implying (2.1). This concludes the proof. □

The proof of the above lemma is inspired by [HKMMM20, Proposition 4.6, p.44].
In the following Lemma, we gather certain conservation properties of solutions (f,u)
to the Vlasov-Stokes system (1.1)-(1.2), the proof of which can be found in [Ham98].
Hence, we skip its proof.

Lemma 2.2. The following properties is satisfied by the solutions (f,u) to the
Vlasov-Stokes system:

(1) (Positivity preserving) For any given non-negative initial data f0, the
solution f remains non-negative.

(2) (Mass conservation) The total mass of the solution f is conserved in
the following sense:∫

Rd

∫
Ωx

f(t, x, v) dxdv =
∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

f0(x, v) dx dv, t ∈ [0, T ].

(3) (Total momentum conservation) The total momentum of the solution
pair (f,u) is preserved in the following sense: for all t ∈ [0, T ],∫

Rd

∫
Ωx

vf(t, x, v) dxdv +
∫

Ωx

u(t, x) dx =
∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

vf0(x, v) dxdv +
∫

Ωx

u0(x) dx.

The following Lemma gives the important energy-dissipation identity satisfied
by the solutions to the Vlasov-Stokes system.

Lemma 2.3. (Energy dissipation) The total energy of the Vlasov-Stokes system
(1.1)-(1.2) dissipates in time, i.e.,

d
dt

(∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

|v|2f(t, x, v) dxdv +
∫

Ωx

u2 dx
)

≤ 0,

provided f is non-negative.

Proof. Multiplying equation (1.1) by |v|2

2 , and equation (1.2) by u ∈ J1 followed
by integration by parts, we obtain∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

∂t

(
|v|2

2 f

)
dxdv + 1

2

∫
Ωx

∂tu
2 dx+

∫
Ωx

|∇xu|2 dx− 2
∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

v · uf dxdv

+
∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

|v|2f dxdv +
∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

|u|2f dxdv = 0.

The above equality is the same as

d
dt

(∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

|v|2 f dxdv +
∫

Ωx

u2dx
)

+2
∫

Ωx

|∇xu|2 dx+2
∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

|u−v|2f dxdv = 0.

As the third term is non-negative and as the last term is non-negative because f
is non-negative, we drop them to obtain the desired result. This completes the
proof. □
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As a consequence of above lemma, we also obtain the following identity:

(2.3)

1
2

(∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

|v|2f(t, x, v) dxdv +
∫

Ωx

u2 dx
)

+
∫ t

0

∫
Ωx

|∇xu|2 dxdt

+
∫ t

0

∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

|u− v|2f dxdv dt = 1
2

∫
Rd

∫
Ωx

|v|2 f0 dxdv + 1
2

∫
Ωx

u2
0 dx.

Hence, we deduce that

(2.4) u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2) and u ∈ L2(0, T ;J1)

provided |v|2f0 ∈ L1(Ωx × Rd) and u0 ∈ L2.
Recall by Sobolev imbedding H1(Ωx) ↪→ Lp(Ωx). Here, when d = 2, p ∈ [2,∞)
and for d = 3, p ∈ [2, 6]:

(2.5) u ∈ L2(0, T ;Lp).

Below, we state a result on the integrability of the local density and local momentum
for which proof can be found in [Ham98, Lemma 2.2, p.56]. These results are
essential to obtain the regularity of the solutions to the Stokes equations.

Lemma 2.4. For p ≥ 1, let u ∈ L2(0, T ;Lp+d), f0 ∈ L∞(Ωx × Rd) ∩ L1(Ωx × Rd)
and ∫

Rd

∫
Ωx

|v|pf0 dxdv < ∞.

Then, the local density ρ and the local momentum ρV satisfy the following:

(2.6) ρ ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;L
p+d

d (Ωx)
)

and ρV ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;L
p+d
d+1 (Ωx)

)
.

Remark 2.5. By choosing p = 5 in Lemma 2.4 for d = 2, we obtain

(2.7) ρ ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;L 7
2 (Ωx)

)
and ρV ∈ L∞

(
0, T ;L 7

3 (Ωx)
)
.

Remark 2.6. For d = 3, p = 3 in Lemma 2.4 yields

(2.8) ρ ∈ L∞ (0, T ;L2(Ωx)
)

and ρV ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;L 3
2 (Ωx)

)
.

An application of the Stokes regularity results [GS91, SWYZ23] yields

(2.9) u ∈ L2(0, T ;W 2, 3
2 ).

An use of the Sobolev inequality shows

(2.10) u ∈ L2(0, T ;Lp) for 3
2 ≤ p < ∞.

Taking p = 5 in Lemma 2.4, we obtain

(2.11) ρ ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;L 8
3 (Ωx)

)
and ρV ∈ L∞ (0, T ;L2(Ωx)

)
.

A use of the Stokes regularity result yields

(2.12) u ∈ H1(0, T ;L2) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2) ∩ L∞(0, T ;H1).

Setting p = 9 + δ with δ > 0 in Lemma 2.4 shows

(2.13) ρ ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;L
12+δ

3 (Ωx)
)

and ρV ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;L
12+δ

4 (Ωx)
)
.
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These integrability properties of ρ and ρV in the Stokes equation (1.2) guarantees
that u ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,∞) which is important for our proof of existence of a unique
strong solution.

Below, we state and prove a result on the propagation of velocity moments.

Lemma 2.7. Let u ∈ L1(0, T ;W 1,∞) and let f0 ≥ 0 be such that∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp{|f0|p + |∇xf0|p + |∇vf0|p} dv dx ≤ C,

for k ≥ 0 and ⟨v⟩ =
(
1 + |v|2

) 1
2 . Then, for k ≥ 0 the solution f of the kinetic

equation satisfies∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp{|f |p + |∇xf |p + |∇vf |p} dv dx ≤ C ∀ t > 0.

Proof. Consider the equation for ∂f
∂xi

:

∂t
∂f

∂xi
+ v · ∇x

∂f

∂xi
+ ∇v ·

(
∂u

∂xi
f

)
+ ∇v ·

(
(u− v) ∂f

∂xi

)
= 0,

for i = 1, 2, 3. Multiplying the above vector equation by ⟨v⟩kp|∇xf |p−1, an integra-
tion with respect to x, v yields

1
p

d
dt

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp|∇xf |p dv dx = I1 + I2 + I3,

where

I1 = −
∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp|∇xf |p−1∇xu · ∇vf dv dx,

I2 = 3
∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp|∇xf |p dv dx,

I3 = −1
p

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp (u− v) · ∇v (|∇xf |p) dv dx.

After using Young’s inequality in I1, we obtain

I1 ≤ ∥∇xu∥L∞

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp

(
p− 1
p

|∇xf |p + 1
p

|∇vf |p
)

dv dx.

An integration by parts yields

I3 = −3
p

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp|∇xf |p dv dx+ I4

with
I4 = k

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp−2v · (u− v) |∇xf |p dv dx.

A use of the Young’s inequality shows

I4 ≤ k∥u∥L∞

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp−1|∇xf |p dv dx+ k

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp|∇xf |p dv dx

≤ C (1 + ∥u∥L∞)
∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp|∇xf |p dv dx.
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A similar computation involving the equation for ∇vf yields
1
p

d
dt

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp|∇vf |p dv dx ≤ C

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp (|∇xf |p + |∇vf |p) dv dx

+ C (1 + ∥u∥L∞)
∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp|∇vf |p dv dx.

Altogether, we obtain
d
dt

(∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp (|∇xf |p + |∇vf |p) dv dx
)

≤ C (1 + ∥u∥W 1,∞)∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp (|∇xf |p + |∇vf |p) dv dx.

A use of Grönwall’s inequality completes the rest of the proof. □

2.2. Existence and Uniqueness result in 3D. This subsection discusses briefly
the existence and uniqueness result for the strong solution to (1.1)-(1.2) the con-
tinuum model.

Below, we stated the result on the existence of strong solution to the Vlasov-
Stokes equation whose proof can be found in [CKL11, Theorem 5, p. 2435].

Theorem 2.8. (Existence of strong solution) Let the initial data (f0,u0) be
such that

f0 ∈ L1(Ωx × R3) ∩ L∞(Ωx × R3), f0 ≥ 0,∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp {|f0|p + |∇xf0|p + |∇vf0|p} dv dx ≤ C,

for p ∈ (3,∞), k > 4− 3
p and u0 ∈ W 1,p ∩J1. Then, there exists a global-in-time

strong solution (f,u, p) to the Vlasov-Stokes system (1.1)-(1.2). Furthermore,∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩kp {|f |p + |∇xf |p + |∇vf |p} dv dx ≤ C,

and
u ∈ Lr(0, T ;W 2,q) ∩H1(0, T ;Lq)

for q < p and r ∈ (1,∞). Here, ⟨v⟩ =
(
1 + |v|2

) 1
2 .

The following theorem is on uniqueness of the strong solution to (1.1)-(1.2).

Theorem 2.9. (Uniqueness of strong solution) Under the hypothesis of The-
orem 2.8 there is atmost one strong solution (f,u, p) to (1.1)-(1.2).

Proof. Suppose the solution is not unique, that is, (f1,u1, p1) and (f2,u2, p2) are
two distinct strong solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with say u1 ̸= u2, p1 ̸= p2 and f1 ̸= f2 .
Let ū = u1 −u2, p̄ = p1 −p2 and f̄ = f1 −f2, then ū, p̄ and f̄ satisfies the following
equations:

(2.14) f̄t + v · ∇xf̄ + ∇v ·
(
ūf1 + u2f̄ − vf̄

)
= 0,

and

(2.15)

ūt − ∆xū+ ∇xp =
∫
R3

(
vf̄ − u2f̄ − ūf1

)
dv,

∇x · ū = 0
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with initial data

f̄(0, x, v) = 0, ū(0, x) = 0.

By multiplying the equation (2.15) by ū and integrating in x, we obtain
(2.16)
1
2

d
dt∥ū∥2

L2 + ∥∇xū∥L2 =
∫

Ωx

ū

(∫
R3
vf̄ dv

)
dx−

∫
Ωx

|ū|2
(∫

R3
f1 dv

)
dx

−
∫

Ωx

u2ū

(∫
R3
f̄ dv

)
dx

≤
(∫

Ωx

|ū|2
(∫

R3

1
⟨v⟩2k−2 dv

)
dx
) 1

2
(∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2k|f̄ |2 dv dx
) 1

2

+ ∥u2∥L∞

(
|ū|2

(∫
R3

1
⟨v⟩2k

dv
)

dx
) 1

2
(∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2k|f̄ |2 dv dx
) 1

2

≤ C∥ū∥2
L2 + ∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2

L2(Ωx×R3),

here, in the second step use the Hölder inequality and in the last step use the
Young’s inequality with assumption that k > 5

2 .
Now, multiply equation (2.14) by ⟨v⟩2kf̄ and integrate in x, v-variables, to obtain

(2.17)

1
2

d
dt∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2

L2(Ωx×R2) + 1
2

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kv · ∇xf̄
2 dv dx

= −
∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kf̄ ū · ∇vf1 dv dx− 1
2

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kū2 · ∇v f̄
2 dv dx

+ 3
∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kf̄2 dv dx+ 1
2

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kv · ∇v f̄
2 dv dx.

A use of integration by parts yields

(2.18) 1
2

d
dt∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2

L2(Ωx×R3) = T̃1 + T̃2 + T̃3

where

T̃1 = −
∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kf̄ ū · ∇vf1 dv dx

T̃2 = −1
2

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kū2 · ∇v f̄
2 dv dx

T̃3 = 3
∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kf̄2 dv dx+ 1
2

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kv · ∇v f̄
2 dv dx.
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For T̃1 term
(2.19)

T̃1 ≤
(∫

Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kf̄2 dv dx
) 1

2
(∫

Ωx

|ū|5
(∫

R3

1
⟨v⟩5α

dv
)

dx
) 1

5

·(∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩
10(k+α)

3 (∇vf1) 10
3 dv dx

) 3
10

≤ ∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥L2(Ωx×R3)∥ū∥L5∥⟨v⟩k+α∇vf1∥
L

10
3 (Ωx×R3)

≤ ∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥L2(Ωx×R3)

(
∥ū∥

1
10
L2∥∇ū∥

9
10
L2 + ∥ū∥L2

)
∥⟨v⟩k+α∇vf1∥

L
10
3 (Ωx×R3)

≤ 1
2∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2

L2(Ωx×R3)∥⟨v⟩k+α∇vf1∥2
L

10
3 (Ωx×R3)

+ 1
20∥ū∥2

L2 + 9
20∥∇ū∥2

L2

+ 1
2∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2

L2(Ωx×R3)∥⟨v⟩k+α∇vf1∥2
L

10
3 (Ωx×R3)

+ 1
2∥ū∥2

L2

≤ ∥⟨v⟩k+α∇vf1∥2
L

10
3 (Ωx×R3)

∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2
L2(Ωx×R3) + 2∥ū∥2

L2 + 9
20∥∇ū∥2

L2 .

Here, in the second step we have used the Hölder inequality with the assumption
that α > 3

5 , in the fourth step the Gagliardo - Nirenberg inequality [HKMM20,
Theorem 9.9, p. 1317] and in the fifth step, we have applied the Young’s inequality.
A use of integration by parts with the Hölder inequality yields

(2.20)
T̃2 = k

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2k−2v · u2f̄
2 dv dx

≤ k∥u2∥L∞∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2
L2(Ωx×R3).

Apply the integration by parts, then the T̃3 term can be estimated as
(2.21)

T̃3 = 3∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2
L2(Ωx×R3) − k

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kf̄2 dv dx− 3
2

∫
Ωx

∫
R3

⟨v⟩2kf̄2 dv dx

= −
(
k − 3

2

)
∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2

L2(Ωx×R3).

Putting the estimates (2.19)-(2.21) into (2.18) shows

(2.22) 1
2

d
dt∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2

L2(Ωx×R3) ≤ C∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2
L2(Ωx×R3) + 2∥ū∥2

L2 + 9
20∥∇ū∥2

L2 .

Adding equations (2.16) and (2.22), we obtain
(2.23)
1
2

d
dt

(
∥ū∥2

L2 + ∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2
L2(Ωx×R3)

)
+ 11

20∥∇ū∥2
L2 ≤ C

(
∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2

L2(Ωx×R3) + ∥ū∥2
L2

)
.

A use of the Grönwall’s inequality yields
(2.24) ∥ū∥2

L2 + ∥⟨v⟩kf̄∥2
L2(Ωx×R3) ≤ 0.

This leads to a contradiction and u1 = u2, f1 = f2. It completes the rest of the
proof. □

3. Discontinuous Galerkin approximations

This section deals with the discontinuous Galerkin method and certain prop-
erties of the discrete system for two dimensional problem (1.1)-(1.2). However, a
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remark on the three dimensional problem is given in subsection 4.5. It is clear
that a compactly supported (in the velocity variable v) initial datum f0 will yield
a compactly supported solution f(t, x, v) in the velocity variable v. Restrict-
ing ourselves to compactly supported initial data, we can assume without loss
of generality that there is some L > 0 such that for v ∈ [−L,L]2 = Ωv and
t ∈ (0, T ]; suppf(t, x, v) ⊂ Ω = Ωx × Ωv.

Let T x
h and T v

h be the Cartesian partitions of Ωx and Ωv, respectively which are
shape regular and quasi-uniform. Let Th be defined as cartesian product of these
two partitions, i.e.,

Th = {R = T x × T v : T x ∈ T x
h , T

v ∈ T v
h } .

The mesh sizes h, hx and hv relative to these partitions are defined as follows:

hx := max
T x∈T x

h

diam(T x); hv := max
T v∈T v

h

diam(T v); h := max (hx, hv) .

We use Γx and Γv to denote the set of all edges of the partitions T x
h and T v

h ,
respectively and Γ = Γx×Γv. Further, let Γ0

x (respectively, Γ0
v) and Γ∂

x (respectively,
Γ∂

v ) denote the sets of interior and boundary edges of partition T x
h (respectively,

T v
h ), so that Γx = Γ0

x ∪ Γ∂
x (respectively, Γv = Γ0

v ∪ Γ∂
v ).

We define the broken polynomial spaces as

Hh :=
{
ϕ ∈ L2(Ωx) : ϕ|T x ∈

(
Pk(T x)

)2
, ∀T x ∈ T x

h

}
,

Lh :=
{
ϕ ∈ L2

0(Ωx) : ϕ|T x ∈ Pk(T x), ∀T x ∈ T x
h

}
,

Xh := {ϕ ∈ L2(Ωx) : ϕ|T x ∈ Pk(T x), ∀T x ∈ T x
h },

Vh := {ϕ ∈ L2(Ωv) : ϕ|T v ∈ Pk(T v), ∀T v ∈ T v
h },

Zh :=
{
ψ ∈ L2(Ωx × Ωv) : ψ|R ∈ Pk(T x) × Pk(T v), ∀R = T x × T v ∈ Th

}
,

where Pk(T ) is the space of scalar polynomials of degree at most k in each variable.
Below, we define the jump and average value on the mesh. Let the inward and

outward unit normal vectors on the element T r, r = x or v denoted by n− and n+,
respectively. Following [ABCM02, Vem07], we define the average and jump of a
scalar function ϕ and a vector-valued function ϕ at the edges as follows:

{ϕ} = 1
2(ϕ− + ϕ+), [[ϕ]] = ϕ−n− + ϕ+n+ on Γ0

r, r = x or v

{ϕ} = 1
2(ϕ− + ϕ+), [[ϕ]] = ϕ− · n− + ϕ+ · n+ on Γ0

r, r = x or v,

where,
ϕ±

T x(x, .) = lim
ϵ→0

ϕT x(x± ϵn−, .) ∀ x ∈ ∂T x.

For a vector valued function ϕ the weighted average is defined by

{ϕ}δ := δϕ+ + (1 − δ)ϕ− for 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1.

Note that for a fixed edge n− = −n+. For the boundary edges, the jump and the
average are taken to be [[ϕ]] = ϕn and {ϕ} = ϕ.

The discrete spaces W k,p(Th) are defined as

W k,p(Th) = {ϕ ∈ Lp(Ω) : ϕ |R∈ W k,p(R), ∀ R ∈ Th} k ≥ 0, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.
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We further use Hk(Th) to denote W k,2(Th) for k ≥ 1. The discrete norms are
defined by

∥z∥m,Th
=
(∑

R∈Th

∥z∥m,R

) 1
2

, ∀ z ∈ Hm(Th), m ≥ 0,

∥z∥p
Lp(Th) =

∑
R∈Th

∥z∥Lp(R), ∀ z ∈ Lp(Th),

for all 1 ≤ p < ∞ and ∥z∥L∞(Th) = esssupz∈Th
|z|. For F ∈ Γx, zh ∈ Xh

∥zh∥2
0,F =

∫
F

[[zh]]F · [[zh]]F ds(x).

For all (wh, qh) ∈ Hh × Lh,

|||wh|||2 = ∥∇wh∥2
L2 +

∑
F ∈Γx

h−1
x ∥[wh]∥2

L2(F ),

|||(wh, qh)|||2 = |||wh|||2 + ∥qh∥2
L2(T x

h
) +

∑
F ∈Γx

hx∥[qh]∥2
L2(F ).

For our subsequent use, we recall some standard estimates.
• Trace inequality: (see [DPE12, Lemma 1.46, p. 27]) Let ϕh ∈ Xh, then

for all F ∈ Γx and T x ∈ T x
h we have

(3.1) ∥ϕh∥0,F ≤ Ch
− 1

2
x ∥ϕh∥0,T x .

• Norm comparison: (see [DPE12, Lemma 1.50, p. 29]) For 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞
and ϕh ∈ Xh. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

(3.2) ∥ϕh∥Lp(T x) ≤ Ch
2
p − 2

q
x ∥ϕh∥Lq(T x) ∀ T x ∈ T x

h .

• Inverse inequality: (see [DPE12, Lemma 1.44, p. 26]) If ϕh ∈ Xh. Then

(3.3) ∥∇xϕh∥0,T x ≤ Ch−1
x ∥ϕh∥0,T x ∀ T x ∈ T x

h .

• A Poincaré-Friedrichs type inequality is proved in [Arn82, Lemma 2.1,
p. 744] which says that

∥wh∥0,Ωx ≤ C|||wh|||, ∀ wh ∈ H1(Ωx).

• Projection operators : Let k ≥ 0. Let Px : L2(Ωx) → Xh,Pv :
L2(Ωv) → Vh, Px : L2 → Hh, and Ph : L2(Ω) → Zh be the standard
L2-projections onto the spaces Xh, Vh,Hh and Zh, respectively. Note that
Ph = Px ⊗ Pv, (see [Cia02, Agm10]).
By definition, Ph is stable in L2-norm and it can be further shown to be
stable in all Lp- norms (see [CT87] for details). Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then for
any w ∈ Lp(Ω)

(3.4) ∥Ph(w)∥Lp(Th) ≤ C∥w∥Lp(Ω).
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3.1. Semi-discrete dG formulation. Find (fh,uh, ph)(t) ∈ Zh ×Hh × Lh, for
t ∈ [0, T ] such that

(3.5)
(
∂fh

∂t
, ϕh

)
+ Bh(uh; fh, ϕh) = 0 ∀ ϕh ∈ Zh

coupled with semi-discrete dG scheme for the Stokes system as follows:
(3.6)(
∂uh

∂t
,ψh

)
+ ah(uh,ψh) + bh(ψh, ph) + (ρhuh,ψh) = (ρhVh,ψh) ∀ ψh ∈ Hh,

(3.7) −bh(uh, wh) + sh(ph, wh) = 0 ∀ wh ∈ Lh,

with fh(0) = f0h ∈ Zh and uh(0) = u0h ∈ Hh to be defined later, where

(3.8) Bh(uh; fh, ϕh) :=
∑

R∈Th

Bh,R(uh; fh, ϕh),

with
(3.9)
Bh,R(uh; fh, ϕh) := −

∫
R

fhv.∇xϕh dv dx+
∫

T v

∫
∂T x

v̂ · nfhϕh ds(x) dv

−
∫

R

fh(uh − v).∇vϕh dv dx+
∫

T x

∫
∂T v

(uh − v) · nfh

∧

ϕh ds(v) dx,

wherein the numerical fluxes are taken to be
(3.10)

v̂ · nfh = {vfh}β · n :=
(

{vfh} + |v · n|
2 [[fh]]

)
· n on Γ0

x × T v,

(uh − v) · nfh

∧

= {(uh − v)fh}α · n :=(
{(uh − v)fh} + |(uh − v) · n|

2 [[fh]]
)

· n on T x × Γ0
v,

with n = n−, β = 1
2 (1 ± sign(v · n±)) and α = 1

2 (1 ± sign((uh − v) · n±)). For
the more details about weighted average refer [BMS04]. On the boundary edges
e ∈ Γ∂

r , r = x, v, we impose periodicity for v · nfh

∧

and the compactness of support
for (uh − v) · nfh

∧

.
In (3.6), the bilinear form ah(uh,ψh) stands for

(3.11) ah(uh,ψh) =
2∑

i=1
ah,i(uh,i, ψh,i)

where, uh,1, uh,2 and ψh,1, ψh,2 denote the Cartesian components of uh and ψh,
respectively with

ah,i(uh,i, ψh,i) =
∑

T x∈T x
h

∫
T x

∇uh,i · ∇ψh,i dx+
∑

F ∈Γx

∫
F

ϑ

hx
[[uh,i]] · [[ψh,i]] ds(x)

−
∑

F ∈Γx

∫
F

({∇uh,i} · [[ψh,i]] + [[uh,i]] · {∇ψh,i}) ds(x).

Here, ϑ > 0 is a penalty parameter.
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The bh(·, ·) stands for

(3.12) bh(uh, wh) = −
∑

T x∈T x
h

∫
T x

wh∇ · uh dx+
∑

F ∈Γx

∫
F

[[uh]]{wh} ds(x) ,

the stabilization term

(3.13) sh(ph, wh) =
∑

F ∈ Γ0
x

hx

∫
F

[[ph]] · [[wh]] ds(x).

Like in continuous case, set discrete local density ρh and discrete local macroscopic
velocity Vh as

(3.14) ρh =
∑

T v∈T v
h

∫
T v

fh dv and Vh = 1
ρh

 ∑
T v∈T v

h

∫
T v

vfh dv

 .

Note that equations (3.6) and (3.7) are equivalent to
(3.15)(
∂uh

∂t
,ψh

)
+Ã((uh, ph), (ψh, wh)) + (ρhuh,ψh) = (ρhVh,ψh) ∀ (ψh, wh) ∈ Hh×Lh,

where

(3.16) Ã((uh, ph), (ψh, wh)) = ah(uh,ψh) + bh(ψh, ph) − bh(uh, wh) + sh(ph, wh).

Note that equation (3.12) is equivalent to

bh(uh, wh) =
∑

T x∈T x
h

∫
T x

uh · ∇wh dx−
∑

F ∈Γ0
x

∫
F

[[wh]]{uh} · nF ds(x).

The linear form ah(uh,ψh) is coercive with respect to |||·|||-norm (for proof, see
[DPE12, Lemma 4.12, p. 129]), i.e. there exist β > 0 independent of h such that

(3.17) β|||uh|||2 ≤ ah(uh,uh).

The bilinear form Ã((uh, ph), (ψh, wh)) satisfies the discrete inf-sup stability con-
dition and is bounded in the |||(·, ·)|||-norm, i.e., there exist α > 0 and C > 0
independent of h such that

(3.18) α|||(uh, ph)||| ≤ sup
(ψh,wh)∈Hh×Lh\{(0,0)}

Ã((uh, ph), (ψh, wh))
|||(ψh, wh)|||

(for proof, refer [DPE12, Lemma 6.13, p. 253]) and

(3.19) |Ã((uh, ph)(ψh, wh))| ≤ C|||(uh, ph)||||||(ψh, wh)|||.

Since Hh ×Lh ×Zh is finite dimensional, the discrete problem (3.5) and (3.15) leads
to a system of non-linear ODEs. Then, an appeal to the Picard’s theorem ensures
an existence of a local-in-time unique solution (uh, ph, fh). In order to continue the
discrete solution for all t ∈ [0, T ], we need the boundedness of the discrete solution
which we shall comment it as a Remark 4.15 later on in this paper.
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3.2. Some properties of the discrete solution. Below we stated some proper-
ties satisfied by the discrete system. The proofs of which are similar to the proof
of [HKP23a, Lemma 3.3 - 3.6]. So we are skipping the details.

Lemma 3.1. Let (fh,uh, ph) ∈ C1([0, T ]; Zh × Hh × Lh) be the dG-dG approxi-
mation obtained as a solution to (3.5) and (3.15) with initial datum fh(0) = Ph(0)
and uh(0) = Pxu0. Then, for all t ≥ 0,

• Mass conservation∫
Ω
fh(t, x, v) dv dx =

∫
Ω
f0(x, v) dv dx ∀ k ≥ 0.

• Momentum conservation∫
Ω
vfh(t, x, v) dv dx+

∫
Ωx

uh dx =
∫

Ω
vf0(x, v) dv dx+

∫
Ωx

u0 dx for k ≥ 1.

• For k ≥ 0
(3.20) max

t∈[0,T ]
∥fh∥0,Th

≤ eT ∥f0∥0,Th
.

As a consequence of the above lemma, for a given non-negative initial data, we
have ∫

Ω
fh(t, x, v)dx dv ≥ 0 and

∫
Ωx

ρh(t, x)dx ≥ 0.

Note that we do not have the discrete version of the energy dissipation given in
Lemma 2.3 as it is difficult to prove non-negative property of fh.

For our subsequent use, we shall need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let ρ and ρh be the continuum and the discrete local density associated
to the f and i fh, respectively. Then,

∥ρ− ρh∥0,T x
h

≤ 2L∥f − fh∥0,Th
and ∥ρ− ρh∥∞,T x

h
≤ 4L2∥f − fh∥∞,Th

.

Moreover,
∥ρV − ρhVh∥0,T x

h
≤ 4L2∥f − fh∥0,Th

.

For details of the proof of the above lemma, refer [HKP43, Lemma 6]. From
equation (3.20), it follows
(3.21) ∥ρh∥0,T x

h
≤ C(T )L∥f0∥0,Th

.

4. A priori Error Estimates

This section discusses some a priori error estimates for the discrete solution.

4.1. Error estimates for Stokes system. This subsection deals with error esti-
mates for the Stokes system.

Stokes projection: Define the Stokes projection (Πuu(t),Πpp(t)) of (u(t), p(t))
for all t ∈ [0, T ] satisfying
(4.1) ah(u− Πuu,ψh) + bh(ψh, p− Πpp) = 0 ∀ ψh ∈ Hh,

(4.2) −bh(u− Πuu, wh) + sh(p− Πpp, wh) = 0 ∀ wh ∈ Lh.

Systems (4.1) and (4.2) can be written as
(4.3) Ã ((Πuu− u,Πpp− p) , (ψh, wh)) = 0, ∀ (ψh, wh) ∈ Hh × Lh

where, Ã ((·, ·) , (·, ·)) is defined in (3.16).
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From equation (3.18), Ã ((Πuu,Πpp), (ψh, wh)) satisfies the discrete inf-sup con-
dition in the |||(·, ·)|||-norm and by equation (3.19), it is bounded from above in the
|||(·, ·)|||-norm. Therefore, an application of the Lax-Milgram lemma shows existence
of a unique pair (Πuu,Πpp) ∈ Hh × Lh.

The following lemma gives the approximation properties of the Stokes projection,
for proof refer [DPE12, Corollary 6.26, p. 260].

Lemma 4.1. Let (Πuu,Πpp) ∈ Hh × Lh solve (4.3). Assume that (u, p) ∈
L∞(0, T ;Hk+1) × L∞(0, T ;Hk). Then,
(4.4) ∥u−Πuu∥L2 + hx|||u−Πuu||| + hx∥p− Πpp∥0,T x

h
≤ Chk+1

x ,

where, C is a positive constant which is independent of hx.

Next, lemma shows a relation between the L∞ and L2 bounds while approximat-
ing function in the broken polynomial space. For the proof refer [HKP43, Lemma
3, p. 5].

Lemma 4.2. Let uh ∈ Hh, an approximation of u be defined by (3.6)-(3.7). As-
sume that u ∈ W 1,∞ ∩Hk+1. Then,

∥u− uh∥L∞ ≲ hx∥u∥W 1,∞ + hk
x∥u∥k+1,2 + h−1

x ∥u− uh∥L2 .

Error equation for Stokes part: Since the scheme (3.6)-(3.7) is consistent,
(3.6)-(3.7) also hold for the solution (u, p, f) to the continuum model. Hence, by
taking the difference with eu := u − uh, ep := p − ph, we obtain the following
equations:

(4.5)

(
∂eu
∂t

,ψh

)
+ ah (eu,ψh) + bh (ψh, ep) + (ρu− ρhuh,ψh)

= (ρV − ρhVh,ψh) , ∀ ψh ∈ Hh,

(4.6) −bh(eu, wh) + sh(ep, wh) = 0 ∀ wh ∈ Lh.

Using the Stokes projection operator, we rewrite

(4.7)
eu := u− uh := (Πuu− uh) − (Πuu− u) =: θu − ηu,

ep := p− ph := (Πpp− ph) − (Πpp− p) =: θp − ηp.

Using (4.7) and (4.1)-(4.2), the error equation (4.5)-(4.6) becomes

(4.8)

(
∂θu
∂t

,ψh

)
+ ah (θu,ψh) + bh (ψh, θp) + (ρθu,ψh) = (ρV − ρhVh,ψh)

+
(
∂ηu
∂t

,ψh

)
+ (ρηu,ψh) + ((ρ− ρh)θu,ψh)

− ((ρ− ρh)ηu,ψh) − ((ρ− ρh)u,ψh) , ∀ ψh ∈ Hh

(4.9) −bh(θu, wh) + sh(θp, wh) = 0 ∀ wh ∈ Lh.

Lemma 4.3. Let (u, p) be the unique solution of the Stokes equation (1.2). Let
(uh, ph) ∈ Hh ×Lh solve (3.15). Assume (u, p) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hk+1) ×L∞(0, T ;Hk).
Then, there exists a positive constant C independent of h, such that for all t ∈ (0, T ],

(4.10)
1
2

d
dt∥θu∥2

L2 + β|||θu(t)|||2 + sh(θp, θp)

≤ C
(
hk+1 + ∥f − fh∥0,Th

+ h−1∥f − fh∥0,Th
∥θu∥L2

)
∥θu∥L2 .
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Proof. Choose ψh = θu and wh = θp in (4.8) and (4.9), respectively. Then add
the resulting expressions. Using the Hölder inequality and the coercivity (3.17) of
ah(θu, θu), we obtain
1
2

d
dt∥θu∥2

L2 + β|||θu(t)|||2 + sh(θp, θp) + ∥ρ 1
2 θu∥2

L2 ≤
(

∥ρV − ρhVh∥0,T x
h

+ ∥∂tηu∥L2

+∥ρ∥L∞(Ωx)∥ηu∥L2 + ∥ρ− ρh∥0,T x
h

∥u∥L∞

)
∥θu∥L2

+
(

∥ρ− ρh∥0,T x
h

(∥θu∥L2 + ∥ηu∥L2)
)

∥θu∥L∞ .

Since the last term on the left hand side is non-negative, it can be dropped. A use
of the projection estimate along with the Lemma 3.2 and the estimate ∥ · ∥L∞ ≤
h−1∥ · ∥L2 yields (4.10). □

4.2. Error estimates for the kinetic equation. Since the scheme (3.5) is con-
sistent, the solution (u, f) to the continuum problem should satisfy

(4.11)
(
∂f

∂t
, ϕh

)
+ B(u; f, ϕh) = 0 ∀ϕh ∈ Zh,

where
B(u; f, ϕh) :=

∑
R∈Th

BR(u; f, ϕh),

with

BR(u; f, ϕh) = −
∫

R

fv · ∇xϕh dxdv −
∫

R

f(u− v) · ∇vϕh dxdv

+
∫

T v

∫
∂T x

v · nfϕh ds(x) dv +
∫

∂T v

∫
T x

(u− v) · nfϕh dxds(v).

Subtracting equation (3.5) from (4.11), we obtain the error equation:(
∂

∂t
(f − fh) , ϕh

)
+ B(u; f, ϕh) − Bh(uh; fh, ϕh) = 0 ∀ϕh ∈ Zh.

Setting ef = f − fh, we rewrite the error equation as

(4.12)
(
∂ef

∂t
, ϕh

)
+ a0

h(ef , ϕh) + N (u; f, ϕh) − N h(uh; fh, ϕh) = 0 ∀ϕh ∈ Zh,

where

a0
h(ef , ϕh) = −

∑
R∈Th

∫
R

efv · ∇xϕh dxdv −
∑

T v∈T v
h

∫
T v

∫
Γx

{vef }β · [[ϕh]] ds(x) dv,

(4.13)
N (u; f, ϕh) = −

∑
R∈Th

∫
R

f(u−v)·∇vϕh dxdv −
∑

T x∈T x
h

∫
Γv

∫
T x

(u−v)f ·[[ϕh]] dxds(v) ,

and

(4.14)

N h(uh; fh, ϕh) = −
∑

R∈Th

∫
R

fh(uh − v) · ∇vϕh dxdv

−
∑

T x∈T x
h

∫
Γv

∫
T x

{(uh − v)fh}α · [[ϕh]] dxds(v) .
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4.3. Special Projection: Recall now the projection operator defined in [HKP43].
We set projection operator Πh : C0(Ω) → Zh as follows: For an arbitrary element
R = T x ×T v of Th and for any w ∈ C0(R). The restriction of Πhw to R is given by

(4.15) Πh(w) =
{

(Π̃x ⊗ Π̃v)w if sign ((u− v) · n) = constant,
(Π̃x ⊗ P̃v)w if sign ((u− v) · n) ̸= constant,

where Π̃x : C0(Ωx) → Xh and Π̃v : C0(Ωv) → Vh are the 2-dimensional projection
operators, see [HKP43, Section 4.3, p. 12] for details.

The projection operator Πh satisfies the following approximation properties,
whose proof is similar to [DDCS12, Lemma 4.1, p. 9].

Lemma 4.4. Let w ∈ Hk+1(R), k ≥ 0 and let Πh be the projection operator defined
through (4.15). Then, for all e ∈ (∂T x × T v) ∪ (T x × ∂T v),

(4.16) ∥w − Πhw∥0,R + h
1
2 ∥w − Πhw∥0,e ≤ Chk+1∥w∥k+1,R.

Summing estimates (4.16), over all elements of the partition Th, we obtain

(4.17)
∥w − Πhw∥0,Th

+ h
1
2 ∥w − Πhw∥0,Γx×T v

h

+ h
1
2 ∥w − Πhw∥0,T x

h
×Γv

≤ Chk+1∥w∥k+1,Ω.

Using the special projection, split f − fh as

(4.18) ef := f − fh := (Πhf − fh) − (Πhf − f) := θf − ηf .

Lemma 4.5. Let f ∈ C0(Ω),u ∈ C0(Ωx) and fh ∈ Zh. Then, the following
identity holds true

N (u; f, θf )−N h(uh; fh, θf ) =
∑

T x∈T x
h

∫
Γv

∫
T x

|(uh − v) · n|
2 |[[θf ]]|2 dx ds(v)

+
∑

R∈Th

∫
R

(
(u− uh) · ∇vf θf − θ2

f

)
dxdv + K2(uh − v, f, θf ),

where

(4.19)

K2(uh − v, f, θf ) =
∑

R∈Th

∫
R

ηf (uh − v) · ∇vθf dxdv

+
∑

T x∈T x
h

∫
Γv

∫
T x

{((uh − v)ηf )}α · [[θf ]] dx ds(v) .

Proof. The proof is similar to the [HKP43, Lemma 11, p.13]. □

For the estimation on ef := θf − ηf , it is enough to estimate θf as the estimate
of ηf is already known from Lemma 4.4. After choosing ϕh = θf in error equation
(4.12) with a use of equation (4.18) and Lemma 4.5, we rewrite equation (4.12) in
θf as
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(4.20)
1
2

d
dt∥θf ∥2

0,Th
+

∑
T v∈T v

h

∫
T v

∫
Γx

|v · n|
2 |[[θf ]]|2 ds(x) dv

+
∑

T x∈T x
h

∫
T x

∫
Γv

|(uh − v) · n|
2 |[[θf ]]|2 ds(v) dx = (∂tηf , θf ) − K1(v, ηf , θf )

−
∑

R∈Th

∫
R

(
(u− uh) · ∇vf θf − θ2

f

)
dv dx− K2(uh − v, f, θf ),

where,
(4.21)

K1(v, ηf , θf ) =
∑

R∈Th

∫
R

ηfv · ∇xθf dxdv +
∑

T v∈T v
h

∫
T v

∫
Γx

{vηf }β · [[θf ]] ds(x) dv .

Next, we will state the results for the estimates of K1 and K2, whose proof is
similar to the proof of [HKP43, Lemma 12-13, p. 14].

Lemma 4.6. Let k ≥ 1 and let
f ∈ C0([0, T ];W 1,∞(Ω) ∩Hk+2(Ω))

be the solution of (1.1). Further, let fh(t) ∈ Zh be its approximation satisfying
(3.5) and let K1(v, ηf , θf ) be defined as in (4.21). Assume that the partition Th is
constructed so that none of the components of v vanish inside any element. Then,
the following estimates holds:

|K1(v, ηf , θf )| ≤ Chk+1 (∥f∥k+1,Ω + L∥f∥k+2,Ω) ∥θf ∥0,Th
,

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Lemma 4.7. Let k ≥ 1 and let (fh,uh) ∈ Zh ×Hh be the solution to (3.5). Let
(u, f) ∈ L∞([0, T ];W 1,∞ ∩Hk+1) × L∞([0, T ];W 1,∞(Ω) ∩Hk+2(Ω))

and let K2 is defined as in (4.19). Then, the following estimate holds
(4.22)
|K2(uh − v, f, θf )| ≤ Chk∥uh − u∥L∞∥f∥k+1,Ω∥θf ∥0,Th

+ Chk+1 (∥u∥W 1,∞∥f∥k+1,Ω + (L+ ∥u∥L∞) ∥f∥k+2,Ω) ∥θf ∥0,Th
.

4.4. Optimal error estimates:

Lemma 4.8. For k ≥ 1, let
f ∈ C1([0, T ];Hk+2(Ω) ∩W 1,∞(Ω))

be the solution of the Vlasov-Stokes problem (1.1)-(1.2) and let
u ∈ C0([0, T ];Hk+1 ∩W 1,∞)

be the associated fluid velocity. Further, let (uh, fh) ∈ Hh × Zh be the dG-dG
approximation solution of (3.5) and (3.15). Then there holds

(4.23) d
dt∥θf ∥0,Th

≤ Cu,fh
k+1 + Cf ∥u− uh∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th

,

where C depends on the final time T , the polynomial degree k, the shape regularity
of the partition and also regularity result of (u, f).
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Proof. From equation (4.20), there follows

(4.24)
1
2

d
dt∥θf ∥2

0,Th
+ 1

2∥|v · n| 1
2 [[θf ]]∥2

Γx×T v
h

+ 1
2∥|(uh − v) · n| 1

2 [[θf ]]∥2
T x

h
×Γv

= I1 − I2 − K1 − K2 + I3 ≤ |I1| + |I2| + |K1| + |K2| + |I3|.

Here, we use the standard triangle inequality and

I1 = (∂tηf , θf ) , I2 =
∑

R∈Th

∫
R

(u− uh) · ∇vf θf dv dx and I3 =
∑

R∈Th

∫
R

θ2
f dv dx.

First estimate I1, a use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with (4.17) yields

(4.25) |I1| ≤ ∥∂tηf ∥0,Th
∥θf ∥0,Th

≤ Chk+1∥ft∥k+1,Th
∥θf ∥0,Th

For I2,
(4.26)

|I2| =
∣∣∣ ∑

R∈Th

∫
R

(u− uh) · ∇vfθf dv dx
∣∣∣ ≤ ∥u− uh∥L2∥∇vf∥L∞(Ω)∥θf ∥0,Th

here, in the second step use the Hölder inequality.
Now, K1 is estimated in Lemma 4.6,

(4.27) |K1| ≤ Chk+1 (∥f∥k+1,Ω + L∥f∥k+2,Ω) ∥θf ∥0,Th
.

To deal with K2, we observe that the bound (4.22) in Lemma 4.7 yields
(4.28)

|K2| ≤ Chk∥u− uh∥L∞∥f∥k+1,Ω∥θf ∥0,Th

+ Chk+1 (∥u∥W 1,∞∥f∥k+1,Ω + (L+ ∥u∥L∞) ∥f∥k+2,Ω) ∥θf ∥0,Th

≤ Chk
(
h∥u∥W 1,∞ + hk∥u∥Hk+1 + h−1∥u− uh∥L2

)
∥f∥k+1,Ω∥θf ∥0,Th

+ Chk+1 (∥u∥W 1,∞∥f∥k+1,Ω + (L+ ∥u∥L∞) ∥f∥k+2,Ω) ∥θf ∥0,Th

≤
(
Cu,fh

k+1 + Cf ∥u− uh∥L2
)

∥θf ∥0,Th
.

Here, in second step we use Lemma 4.2.
Now, substituting the estimates (4.25)-(4.28) into (4.24) and using the fact that
the last two terms on the left hand side of the equation (4.24) is non-negative, we
obtain (4.23) and this completes the proof. □

Theorem 4.9. Let k ≥ 1 and let

(u, p) ∈ C1([0, T ];Hk+1 ∩W 1,∞) × C0([0, T ];Hk(Ωx))

f ∈ C1([0, T ];Hk+2(Ω) ∩W 1,∞(Ω))
be the solution of the Vlasov-Stokes equation (1.1)-(1.2). Let

(uh, ph, fh) ∈ C0([0, T ];Hh × Lh) × C1([0, T ]; Zh)

be the dG-dG approximation solutions of (3.5) and(3.15), then

∥f(t) − fh(t)∥L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω)) + ∥(u− uh)(t)∥L∞(0,T ;L2) ≤ Chk+1 ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

where C depends on the final time T , the polynomial degree k, the shape regularity
of the partition and norm of (u, f).
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Proof. A use of equations (4.7) and (4.18) with triangle inequality implies

∥u− uh∥L2 + ∥f − fh∥0,Th
≤ ∥ηu∥L2 + ∥θu∥L2 + ∥ηf ∥0,Th

+ ∥θf ∥0,Th
.

Now, from equations (4.4) and (4.17), the estimates of ∥ηu∥L2 and ∥ηf ∥0,Th
are

known, therefore, it is enough to estimate ∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th
.

Adding (4.10) and (4.23) shows
(4.29)
d
dt (∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th

) ≲ hk+1 + ∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th
+ h−1∥θf ∥0,Th

∥θu∥L2

≲ hk+1 + ∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th
+ h−1∥θf ∥2

0,Th
+ h−1∥θu∥2

L2 .

Setting

(4.30) |||(θu, θf )||| := ∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th

and a function Ψ as

(4.31) Ψ(t) = hk+1 +
∫ t

0

(
|||(θu, θf )(s)||| + h−1|||(θu, θf )(s)|||2

)
ds.

An integration of equation (4.29) with respect to time from 0 to t with (4.30)-(4.31)
yields

|||(θu, θf )(t)||| ≤ CΨ(t).
Without loss of generality assume that |||(θu, θf )(t)||| > 0, otherwise, we add an
arbitrary small quantity say δ and proceed as in a similar way as describe below and
then pass the limit as δ → 0. Note that 0 < Ψ(0) ≤ Ψ(t) and Ψ(t) is differentiable.
An differentiation of Ψ(t) with respect to t, shows

∂tΨ(t) = |||(θu, θf )||| + h−1|||(θu, θf )|||2

≤ C
(
Ψ(t) + h−1(Ψ(t))2) .

Moreover, ∂tΨ(t) > 0 and hence, Ψ(t) is strictly monotonically increasing function
which is also positive. An integration in time yields∫ t

0

∂sΨ(s)
Ψ(s) (1 + h−1Ψ(s)) ds ≤

∫ t

0
C ds ≤ CT.

After evaluating integration on the left hand side exactly by using Ψ(0) = hk+1

and taking exponential both side, we obtain

Ψ(t)
(
1 − hk

(
eCT − 1

))
≤ eCThk+1.

Now, choose small h > 0 such that
(
1 − hk

(
eCT − 1

))
> 0 and this implies

Ψ(t) ≤ Chk+1.

This completes the proof. □

The idea to define function Ψ and applying non-linear Grönwall’s inequality in
the proof of above Theorem is inspired by Lemma 4.2 in [PKP17].

Lemma 4.10. Let the hypothesis of Theorem 4.9 holds. Then, there exists a posi-
tive constant C independent of h, such that for all t ∈ (0, T ]

∥∂tθu∥2
L2(0,T ;L2) + |||θu(t)|||2 + sh(θp, θp) ≤ Ch2(k+1).



DG METHOD FOR VLASOV-STOKES 21

Proof. A differentiation of equation (4.9) with respect to time with a choice wh = θp

shows

(4.32) −bh(∂tθu, θp) + sh(∂tθp, θp) = 0.

By choosing ψh = ∂tθu in equation (4.8), we obtain

∥∂tθu∥2
L2 + 1

2
∂

∂t
ah(θu, θu) + bh(∂tθu, θp) = (ρV − ρhVh, ∂tθu)

+ ((ρ− ρh)θu, ∂tθu) − ((ρ− ρh)ηu, ∂tθu) − ((ρ− ρh)u, ∂tθu)
− (ρθu, ∂tθu) + (ρηu, ∂tθu) + (∂tηu, ∂tθu) .

A use of equation (4.32) with the Hölder inequality, the Young’s inequality, projec-
tion estimates, Lemma 3.2 and estimate ∥ · ∥L∞ ≤ h−1∥ · ∥L2 shows

∥∂tθu∥2
L2 + 1

2
∂

∂t
(ah(θu,θu) + sh(θp, θp)) ≤ C

(
h2k+2 + ∥f − fh∥2

0,Th

+ h−2∥f − fh∥2
0,Th

∥θu∥2
L2 + ∥θu∥2

L2

)
+ 1

2∥∂tθu∥2
L2 .

A kick-back argument with integration in time with respect to time using coercivity
property (3.17) and estimates from Theorem 4.9 completes the proof. □

Remark 4.11. Lemma 4.10 yields a super-convergence result

|||(Πuu− uh) (t)||| ≤ Chk+1 ∀ t ∈ (0, T ].

Since for 1 ≤ p < ∞

∥ (Πuu− uh) (t)∥Lp ≤ C|||(Πuu− uh) (t)||| ∀ t ∈ (0, T ]

then
∥ (Πuu− uh) (t)∥Lp ≤ Chk+1 ∀ t ∈ (0, T ].

Again as Ωx ⊂ R2, the discrete Sobolev imbedding (refer [Tho07]) implies

∥ (Πuu− uh) (t)∥L∞ ≤ C

(
log

(
1
h

))
|||(Πuu− uh) (t)|||

≤ C

(
log

(
1
h

))
hk+1 ∀ t ∈ (0, T ].

Remark 4.12. If

∥u−Πuu∥L∞(0,T ;Lp) ≤


Chk+1 for 1 ≤ p < ∞,

C

(
log

(
1
h

))
hk+1 for p = ∞,

then

∥u− uh∥L∞(0,T ;Lp) ≤


Chk+1 for 1 ≤ p < ∞,

C

(
log

(
1
h

))
hk+1 for p = ∞.

Lemma 4.13. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 4.9, there exist a positive constant
C independent of h, such that for all t ∈ (0, T ]∫ T

0
|||(θu(s), θp(s))|||2 ds ≤ Ch2(k+1).
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Proof. Note that equation (4.8)-(4.9) is also equivalent to(
∂θu
∂t

,ψh

)
+ Ã ((θu, θp), (ψh, wh)) + (ρθu,ψh) = (ρV − ρhVh,ψh) + (∂tηu,ψh)

+ (ρηu,ψh) + ((ρ− ρh)θu,ψh) − ((ρ− ρh)ηu,ψh) + ((ρ− ρh)u,ψh) ,

where, Ã ((·, ·), (·, ·)) is defined in (3.16). By taking (∂tθu,ψh) on the right hand
side in above equation yields
Ã ((θu, θp) , (ψh, wh)) = (ρV − ρhVh,ψh) − ((ρ− ρh)ηu,ψh) + ((ρ− ρh)θu,ψh)

− ((ρ− ρh)u,ψh) + (ρηu,ψh) − (ρθu,ψh) + (∂tηu,ψh) − (∂tθu,ψh) .

A use of discrete inf-sup stability condition (3.18) with the Hölder inequality, projec-
tion estimate, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 4.10 and Theorem 4.9 completes the proof. □

Theorem 4.14. Let k ≥ 1 and let
(u, p) ∈ C0([0, T ];Hk+1 ∩W 1,∞) × C0([0, T ];Hk(Ωx))

f ∈ C1([0, T ];Hk+2(Ω) ∩W 1,∞(Ω))
be the solution of the Vlasov-Stokes equation (1.1)-(1.2). Let

(uh, ph, fh) ∈ C0([0, T ];Hh × Lh) × C1([0, T ]; Zh)
be the dG-dG approximation solution of (3.5)-(3.15), then

∥p(t) − ph(t)∥L2(0,T ;L2(Ωx)) ≤ Chk ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]
where C depends on the final time T , the polynomial degree k, the shape regularity
of the partition and norm of (u, p, f).

Proof. A use of equation (4.7) with triangle inequality gives
∥p− ph∥0,T x

h
≤ ∥ηp∥0,T x

h
+ ∥θp∥0,T x

h
.

Rest of the proof follows from Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.13. □

Remark 4.15. From equation (3.20) and Theorem 4.9 along with equation (2.4),
we have

fh ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Th)) and uh ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2).
Thanks to these bounds, the earlier local-in-time existence result for the discrete
problem can be improved to a global-in-time existence result by extending the interval
of existence.

4.5. Comment on 3D. In 3D the norm comparison inequality becomes

(4.33) ∥wh∥Lp(T x) ≤ Ch
3
p − 3

q
x ∥wh∥Lq(T x).

A use of the above inequality, yields

(4.34) ∥u− uh∥L∞ ≲ hx∥u∥W 1,∞ + h
k− 1

2
x ∥u∥Hk+1 + h

− 3
2

x ∥u− uh∥L2 .

On using (4.33) the result of Lemma 4.3, will modified as
(4.35)

1
2

d
dt∥θu∥2

L2 + β|||θu(t)|||2 + sh(θp, θp)

≤ C
(
hk+1 + ∥f − fh∥0,Th

+ h− 3
2 ∥f − fh∥0,Th

∥θu∥L2

)
∥θu∥L2 .
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The change in the estimate of K2 term (4.28) is as follows:
(4.36)

|K2| ≤ Chk∥u− uh∥L∞∥f∥k+1,Ω∥θf ∥0,Th

+ Chk+1 (∥u∥W 1,∞∥f∥k+1,Ω + (L+ ∥u∥L∞) ∥f∥k+2,Ω) ∥θf ∥0,Th

≤ Chk
(
h∥u∥W 1,∞ + hk− 1

2 ∥u∥Hk+1 + h− 3
2 ∥u− uh∥L2

)
∥f∥k+1,Ω∥θf ∥0,Th

+ Chk+1 (∥u∥W 1,∞∥f∥k+1,Ω + (L+ ∥u∥L∞) ∥f∥k+2,Ω) ∥θf ∥0,Th

≤
(
Cu,fh

k+1 + Ch2k− 1
2 + Cfh

k− 3
2 ∥θu∥L2

)
∥θf ∥0,Th

.

This will modify (4.23) as:

(4.37) d
dt∥θf ∥0,Th

≤ Cu,fh
k+1 + Ch2k− 1

2 + Chk− 3
2 ∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th

.

By adding (4.35) and (4.37), we obtain

(4.38)
d
dt (∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th

) ≲ hk+1 + h2k− 1
2 + hk− 3

2 ∥θu∥L2

+ ∥θf ∥0,Th
+ h− 3

2 ∥θu∥L2∥θf ∥0,Th
.

Thus, for k ≥ 2, it becomes
(4.39)
d
dt (∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th

) ≲ hk+1 + (∥θu∥L2 + ∥θf ∥0,Th
) + h− 3

2
(
∥θu∥2

L2 + ∥θf ∥2
0,Th

)
≲ hk+1 + |||(θu, θf )||| + h− 3

2 |||(θu, θf )|||2,

with same definition of |||(·, ·)||| as in Theorem 4.8. Set

Ψ(t) = hk+1 +
∫ t

0

(
|||(θu, θf )(s)||| + h− 3

2 |||(θu, θf )(s)|||2
)

ds.

On integration and proceed in a similar manner as in the proof of Theorem 4.8 to
obtain

Ψ(t)
(

1 − hk− 1
2 (eCT − 1)

)
≤ eCThk+1.

For k ≥ 2 and with smallness assumption on h

(1 − hk− 1
2 (ecT − 1)) > 0.

Hence, the result of Theorem 4.9 follows for 3D for k ≥ 2.

5. Numerical Experiments

This section, we report on some numerical simulations based on a splitting al-
gorithm. We have approximated solutions to the following Vlasov-unsteady Stokes
model with source terms:

(5.1)

∂tf + v · ∇xf + ∇v ·
(

(u− v) f
)

= F(t, x, v) in (0, T ) × Ωx × Ωv,

f(0, x, v) = f0(x, v) in Ωx × Ωv.{
∂tu− ∆xu+ ρu+ ∇xp = ρV + G(t, x) in Ωx,

∇x · u = 0 in Ωx.
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For the computational results, we employed splitting algorithm for the linear kinetic
equation (5.1), using the Lie-Trotter splitting method. To achieve this, firstly, split
the equation (5.1) as:
(5.2) (a) ∂tf + ∇v · ((u− v) f) = F(t, x, v). (b) ∂tf + v · ∇xf = 0,

To compute the solution f , we first solve part (a) of (5.2) over the full time step
using f0 as the initial data to obtain an intermediate solution f̃ . Next, part (b) of
(5.2) is solved over the full time step with f̃ as the initial data.

For a temporal discretization, let {tn}N
n=0 be a uniform partition of the time

interval [0, T ], where tn = n∆t with time step ∆t > 0. Let Fn ∈ Zh,U
n ∈

Hh, P
n ∈ Lh, ρ

n
h and ρn

hV
n

h be the approximations of fn = f(tn),un = u(tn), pn =
p(tn), ρn = ρ(tn) and ρnV n = ρ(tn)V (tn), respectively. Our numerical algorithm is
to find

(
Un+1, Pn+1, Fn+1) ∈ Hh × Lh × Zh, for n = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1 such that

(5.3)



(
Un+1 −Un

∆t ,ψh

)
+ ah(Un+1,ψh) + bh(ψh, P

n+1) +
(
ρn

hU
n+1,ψh

)
=
(
ρn

hV
n

h + Gn+1,ψh

)
∀ ψh ∈ Hh,

−bh(Un+1, wh) + sh(Pn+1, wh) = 0 ∀ wh ∈ Lh,(
F̃ − Fn

∆t , ϕh

)
+ Bx

h

(
Un+1;Fn, ϕh

)
= (Fn, ϕh) ∀ ϕh ∈ Zh,(

Fn+1 − F̃

∆t , ψh

)
+ Bv

h(F̃ , ψh) = 0 ∀ ψh ∈ Zh,

where, ah(Un,ψh), bh(ψh, P
n) and sh(Pn, wh) are defined by (3.11)-(3.13) at t =

tn. In (5.3) we have used the following notations:

Bv
h(Fn, ϕh) :=

∑
R∈Th

Bv
h,R(Fn, ϕh)

with

Bv
h,R(Fn, ϕh) := −

∫
T v

∫
T x

Fn v.∇xϕh dxdv +
∫

T v

∫
∂T x

v · nFn
∧

ϕh ds(x) dv

and
Bx

h(Un+1;Fn, ϕh) :=
∑

R∈Th

Bx
h,R(Un+1;Fn, ϕh),

with

Bx
h,R(Un+1;Fn, ϕh) := −

∫
T x

∫
T v

Fn
(
Un+1 − v

)
.∇vϕh dv dx

+
∫

T x

∫
∂T v

(
Un+1 − v

)
· nFn
∧

ϕh ds(v) dx

wherein the numerical fluxes are defined by (3.10) at t = tn.
For our computation, let xl and vm are the nodes in T x

h and T v
h , respectively,

where l = 1, · · · , Nx and m = 1, · · · , Nv. Any function in the Zh space can be
represented as

g =
∑
l,m

g(xl,vm)Ll
x(x)Lm

v (v)

on R, where Ll
x(x) and Lm

v (v) are the l-th and m-th Lagrangian interpolating
polynomials in T x and T v, respectively.
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Figure 1. Convergence rates for the distribution function f , for
the velocity u and for the pressure p in the Example 5.1.

In this setting, we can solve the equations for f in (5.2) in the reduced dimensions.
For example, in equation (5.2)(a), we fix a nodal point in the x-direction, say xl,
and solve

∂tf(xl) + ∇v · ((u(xl) − v) f(xl)) = F(t,xl, v)
in the v-direction and obtain an update of point values of f(xl,vm) for all vm ∈ T v

h .
Similarly, for equation (5.2)(b). We fix a nodal point in the v-direction, say vm,

and solve
∂tf(vm) + vm · ∇xf(vm) = 0

by a dG method in the x-direction and obtain an update of point values of f(xl,vm)
for all xl ∈ T x

h .
For the plots, we denotes the degree of polynomials in x and v-variables by kx

and kv, respectively. The mesh sizes for T x
h and T v

h are represented by hx and hv,
respectively. For the numerical experiments, we take hx = hv = h. We calculate
the errors f − fh,u−uh and p− ph in L2(Ω),L2 and L2(Ωx)-norms, respectively,
at final time T and denoted by errL2f, errL2u and errL2p, respectively.

Example 5.1. The first example for which we test the proposed scheme has the
following as its exact solution:

f(t, x, y, v1, v2) = cos(t) sin(2πx) sin(2πy)e(−v2
1−v2

2)(1 − v2
1)(1 − v2

2)(1 + v1)(1 + v2),
u1(t, x, y) = cos(t) (− cos(2πx) sin(2πy) + sin(2πy)) ,
u2(t, x, y) = cos(t) (sin(2πx) cos(2πy) − sin(2πx)) ,
p(t, x, y) = 2π cos(t) (cos(2πy) − cos(2πx)) .

Note that corresponding is the initial data

f(0, x, y, v1, v2) = sin(2πx) sin(2πy)e(−v2
1−v2

2)(1 − v2
1)(1 − v2

2)(1 + v1)(1 + v2),

u1(0, x, y) = − cos(2πx) sin(2πy)+sin(2πy), u2(0, x, y) = sin(2πx) cos(2πy)−sin(2πx).

We run the simulations for the domains Ωx = [0, 1]2,Ωv = [−1, 1]2, the penalty
parameter as 10 and for kx = 1, 1 and kv = 1, 2 with the final time 0.1 and for
kx = kv = 2 the final time is 0.01.
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Figure 2. Convergence rates for the distribution function f , for
the velocity u and for the pressure p in the Example 5.2.

Example 5.2. The second example takes the following as the exact solutions:

f(t, x, y, v1, v2) = sin(π(x− t)) sin(π(y − t))e(−v2
1−v2

2)(1 − v2
1)(1 − v2

2)(1 + v1)(1 + v2),
u1(t, x, y) = − cos(2πx− t) sin(2πy − t), u2(t, x, y) = sin(2πx− t) cos(2πy − t),
p(t.x, y) = 2π (cos(2πy − t) − cos(2πx− t)) ,

with the corresponding initial data:

f(0, x, y, v1, v2) = sin(πx) sin(πy)e(−v2
1−v2

2)(1 − v2
1)(1 − v2

2)(1 + v1)(1 + v2),

u1(0, x, y) = − cos(2πx) sin(2πy), u2(0, x, y) = sin(2πx) cos(2πy).

We run the simulations for the domains Ωx = [0, 1]2 and Ωv = [−1, 1]2. The
penalty parameter chosen to be 10 and for kx = 1, 1 and kv = 1, 2 with the final
time 0.1 and for kx = kv = 2 the final time is 0.01.
Observations:

• From Figure 1(Left) and Figure 2(Left), it is easily observed that by choos-
ing degrees of polynomials kx = 1, kv = 1 and kx = 1, kv = 2, we achieve
an order of convergence for the distribution function f and the fluid veloc-
ity u equalling min (kx, kv) + 1 which is 2 and for pressure p, the order of
convergence obtained equals min(kx, kv) which is 1.

• By taking degree of polynomials kx = kv = 2, from Figure 1(Right) and
Figure 2(Right), we obtain the order of convergence for the distribution
function f and the fluid velocity u equals min(kx, kv) + 1 which is 3, for
the fluid pressure p the order of convergence equals min(kx, kv) which is 2.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, a semi-discrete numerical method for 2D Vlasov-Stokes equation is
introduced and analysed (see (3.5)-(3.7) for the discrete problem). This is a dG-dG
method for the Vlasov and the Stokes equations in phase space. The scheme is
mass and momentum conserving. In continuum case, a non-negative initial data
(f0(x, v) ≥ 0) yields a non-negative solution for all times. At present, we are un-
able to prove a similar positivity preserving property for our discrete system and
hence, it is difficult to prove a discrete energy dissipation property. Optimal rates
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of convergence, with regards to the degree of polynomials k ≥ 1, for the distri-
bution function f(t, x, v) and the fluid velocity u(t, x) are proved in the Theorem
4.9 in L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)) and L∞(0, T ;L2)-norms, respectively. These optimal rates
help us deduce super-convergence result for (Πuu− uh) in |||·|||-norm (see Lemma
4.10). This enables us to derive optimal rate of convergence for the fluid velocity in
 L∞(0, T ;Lp)-norm 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, subject to the availability of certain projection es-
timates. In Lemma 4.13, super-convergence result for (Πuu− uh) and (Πpp− ph)
in L2(0, T ; |||·|||) and L2((0, T ) × Ωx)-norms, respectively are shown. The optimal
rate of convergence for the fluid pressure in L2((0, T )×Ωx)-norm is derived in The-
orem 4.14. Finally, in subsection 4.5 we comment on the 3D Vlasov-Stokes equation.
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