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Abstract

In this paper we extend results obtained in [3] and [5]. By considering a semi linear conservation
law with velocity in L°°, we prove by fixed point arguments existence and uniqueness result and
even in a penalized situation.
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1 Introduction

This paper deals about semi linear conservations laws with velocity field in L°°. Our goal is twofold.
On the one hand, the focus is to propose a generalization of space time integrated least square(STILS)
method introduced by O. Besson and J. Pousin in [3] for linear conservation laws to semi linear ones.
The STILS method has been widely studied in numerous linear cases. Our aim is to introduce a
non linearity in the source term and look for theoretical methods to prove existence and uniqueness
results. For this, we shall propose methods combining variational and topological methods.

To reach this aim, we shall use two fixed point theorems. The first one is the Banach’s fixed point
theorem and the second is due to Schauder. In this latter case, we shall need a penalization argu-
ment.

On the other hand, we endeavor to propose numerical methods to analyse semi linear boundary
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value problems. We shall use finite element methods combined with Picard’s iteration and Newton’s
methods.

Finite element method is known to produce spurious oscillations and add diffusions in the orthogo-
nal directions of integral curve when convection-dominated problem is solved see [12] and references
therein. To remedy it, the space time integrated least square method has been introduced in finite
element context by H. Nguyen and J. Reynen in [9] for solving advection-diffusion equation. And
a time marching approach of STILS has been proposed by O. Besson and G. De Montmollin in [2]
for solving numerically linear transport equation using the finite element method with div(u) = 0.
To get discrete maximum principle and remove the oscillations produced by the STILS method, J.
Pousin, K. Benmansour, E. Bretin and L. Piffet in [5], added to the formulation a constraint of
positivity and a penalization of the total variation.

Before presenting the organization of our work, let us point out that interesting works on the SILS
method have been already realized. We quote some among them closely related to our theoretical
works. In fact, it been has been used by P.Azerad and O. Besson in [I] to give a coercive variational
formulation to the transport equation with a free divergence C! regular velocity vector field. Exis-
tence and uniqueness of Space Time Least Square solution of linear conservation law with velocity
field in L is proved in [3] by O. Besson and J. Pousin. And in the same paper, these latter deduce a
maximum principle result from Stampacchias theorem and have established the comparison between
the least squares solution and the renormalized solution of these equations.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we shall do the presentation of the
problem with some useful mathematical tools for our study. The third section is devoted to the
existence and uniqueness results. The main used arguments are fixed point theorems (Banach-
Picard’s theorem, Schauder’s Theorem). And in the last section, we propose two news numerical
methods for computing the solution by using fixed point algorithm.

2 Position of the problem

2.1 Statement of the aim and functional setting

Let Q Cc R? (d € N*) be a domain with a Lipschitz boundary 9 satisfying the cone proprety. Let
us take T > 0, a set Q = 2x]0, T[ and consider an advection velocity u : Q — R? with the following
regularity property

u e L®(Q)? with div(u) € L=(Q).
Let f: R — R be a function such that f € WH°(R). In some situations we can consider f as a

k— Lipschitz, for k small enough.

The first question we will look is to find a space time least square solution for the following
boundary value problem

9¢ 4+ div(uc) = f(c) in Q
c(z,0) = ¢o(x) in Q (1)
c(z,t) = c1(z,t) on T

where

. ={z€dQ: (n(x),u(z,t)) <0; Vt € (0,7)}.
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and (.,.) is the inner product in R?, n(x) is the outer normal to 92 at point z. For the sake of
simplicity one assume that I'_ does not depend on the time t.

Let us consider
u € L°(Q)? such that div(u) € L=(Q),

set = (1,u1,us, ....,uq) and n(x,t) the outer normal to 9Q at (x,t).

We shall use the notation | E | to mean the Lebesgue measure of a set E throughout this paper.
Let us recall that, the space-time incoming flow boundary is given by

~={(a,t) € 0Q, (u(z,t),n(x,t)) < 0} = Q2 x {0} UT_x]0,T[.

The incoming flow boundary condition in space-time is defined as follows

co(x)ift=0

Cb(x7 t) =
c1(z,t) on T’

We introduce the following norm defined by:

L l¢lI* = ||¢||2L2(Q) + H%W@H%%Q) - /aQ ¢*(u,n)ds for all ¢ € D(Q).
Where )

2] 2] 2] 9

' Oxg

3. dlvugb *8t+z 8:13 ;

4. And the Sobolev space H(u,Q) = D(Q) ;

5. Note that if u is regular enough for instance u € L>®(Q)? with div(u) € L>®(Q), then
|

H(u,Q)NL® = {¢ € L*(Q);div(ug) € L*(Q), ¢jaq_ € L*(9Q—;| (@) )} N L> for more
details see [3].

Before proceeding further, let us remind the following theorems that will be useful for our work and
for their proofs, we invite the reader to see [3].

THEOREM 2.1 Let us consider u € L>(Q)¢ with div(u) € L*>(Q).Then the normal trace of u
(u,n) € L>®(0Q).

THEOREM 2.2 Let u € L=(Q)? with div(u) € L=(Q). Then there exists a linear continuous trace
operator

e Hu,Q) — L*9Q;(u,n))
¢ — $)0q

which can be localized as

L*(0Qx+; (u,n))
¢/6Qi'

Vet : H(u,Q)

Ll
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Finally, let us define the spaces
Ho(u,Q,0Q-) = {¢ € H(u,Q),¢=0o0n 0Q-} = H(u,Q) N Kerys_

and
G =vm, (H(u, Q).

Let us give the curved inequality still called curved Poincaré inequality, below that is fundamental
and even is the precursor of existence of STILS solution. It has been introduced and proved in [I]
for free-divergence and extended in [3].

There exists ¢, > 0 such that for any ¢ € H(u, Q) :

161220y < (I (@) 120, — /a | ) ()

From the curved inequality one deduces the following theorem.

THEOREM 2.3 Let u € L>®(Q)? with div(u) € L>=(Q).Then the semi norm on H(u,Q) defined by
|6 [Fu= 1div(@d) 32y~ [ &*(@m)ds
oQ_
is a square of norm, equivalent to the norm defined on H(u, Q).

Thus H(u, Q) can be equipped by the norm | . |1, .

REMARK 2.1 In the free-divergence case, one gets that ¢, < 2T (see for instance [I] for additional
information).

2.2 Space time least square and the linear problem

In this section, we are going to recall the design and some proprieties of STILS method for solving
the following linear conservation laws problem.

% +div(uc) = f in Q
c(x,0) = co(x) in Q (3)
c(x,t) =cy(z,t) on T'_.

The space time least square solution of corresponds to a minimizer in

{¢p € Hu,Q);vi_(¢) = &}

of the following convex, H (u, Q)-coercive functional defined by

Je) = 5 /Q (div(@c) — f)*dadt — / (@, 77)ds) (4)

0Q
The Gteaux-differential of J yields

D[J(c)].¢ = /Q (div(uc) — f)div(ug)dadt — /(9 . co (i, m)ds. (5)



2 Position of the problem 5

Thus, if ¢, € G_, the space time last square formulation of is expressed as follows

/ div(@c)div(ig)dzdt = / fdiv(ug)dadt V ¢ € Ho(u, Q) (6)
Q Q

and
Yr_(€) = ¢p.

For more details see [3], [5].
Thanks to Theorem we can reduce the problem @ in a homogeneous one in 0Q)_. For
¢y € G_, let Cy € H(u, Q) such that v;_(Cy) = ¢, then p = ¢ — C}, is the unique solution of

/ div(@p)div(tg)dzdt = / (f — div(aCy))div(ig)dzdt V ¢ € Ho(u, Q). (7)
Q Q

Finally let us recall the following theorem proved in [3].

THEOREM 2.4 For u € L=(Q)® with div(u) € L®(Q), ¢y € G—, and f € L*(Q), the problem (7)
has a unique solution. Moreover

[ < [[fllz2@ + [div(@Cy) | L2(q)

and the function ¢ = p + CY is the espace-time least squares solution of (@

2.3 Space time least square and semi linear problem

This last subsection is devoted to introduce a variational formulation . Otherwise our aim is to
find ¢ € H(u, Q) such that

/ div(uc)div(ug)dzdt = / fle)div(ug)dzdt ¥ ¢ € Ho(u, Q,0Q_) (8)
Q Q
and

Y (c) = 9)

It is important to stress that the above formulation is nonlinear. And we shall propose fixed point
methods to study it. Let us recall that there are at least three distinct classes of such abstract
theorems that are useful for proving existence results in a wide family of partial differential equations.
These classes are

e fixed point theorems for strict contractions,
e fixed point theorems for compact mappings and
e fixed point theorems for order preserving operators.

We shall use in the following the two first types.
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3 Existence and qualitative results

3.1 Existence and uniqueness

In this section we shall study the problem by establishing and proving existence and uniqueness
theorems for the STILS solution. Theses results are deduced thanks to the fixed point theory namely
the Banach-Picard and Schauder theorems.

At first, in the case where f is k— Lipschitz with k is small enough that will be precised and by
using the Banach-Picard fixed point theorem ([4] ), we have the following existence and uniqueness
theorem of STILS solution.

THEOREM 3.1 Let u € L>®(Q) with div(u) € L*®(Q) , and ¢, € G_ , f be k— Lipschitz in R with
k< é Then the problem -@) has a unique solution.

Proof
Let us consider

H= {¢ € H(qu),Wﬁ, (¢) = Cb}
For all p € H ,f(p) € L*(Q) then, by there exists a unique element ¢ € H satisfying :

/ div(ic)div(ug)dzdt = / f(p)div(ug)dazdt (10)
Q Q
for all ¢ € Hy(u,Q,0Q-)

Let us define,
T:-H—H (11)

such that
T(p) = c (12)

thus a solution of the non linear problem (8{9) is a fixed point of T.
Let p1 , p2 € Hand ¢; = T(p1), co = (Tp2).
Since ¢ —cg =0 on 9Q _

| er—eo = Idiv(@i(er—c2))[I7 ) = / div(@(e1—s))div(ii(er) ) dwdt— / div(ii(c1—c2))div(Ti(co) ) dadt.
Q Q
For ¢; = T(p1) and ¢ = T'(p2) we have

[ dv@e)div(te - ex)dedt = [ flor)div(ater — e2))dods
Q Q

and
[ dv@esdivte - ca)dedt = [ f(pa)div(iler - e2))dact
Q Q

Then a computation yields

e =z 2= /Q F (o) @ (@i(er — e2))dadt — /Q F(o2) @ (@i — e2))dadt,
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v =2 ffu= | (7(00) = Flo)div(itey — coanat
By Young’s inequality, we get:
[er =2 1< 1£(02) = F(p2) | 2@ ldiv(ier — e2))llz2(o)
Since f is k— Lipschitz in R and | ¢; — ¢2 |1.4= H%(’d(el —¢2))|lz2(@) we have:

ler—ca 3 o< Ellor = p2llzo) | &1 — 2w

and hence

| c1—co |%u§ kep | pr—p2 liul cr —c2 iu -

Finally we get
| T(p1) = T(p2) hu< kep [ pr = p2 1 -

Thus T is a strict contraction, provided that kc, < 1. The Banach’s fixed point theorem ensures the
existence and uniqueness of ¢ € H with T(c) = ¢ which solves (8)-(9) ]

REMARK 3.1 In the free-divergence case, the previous assumption gives k < % thus we get a

solution for small times. But it can not be extended because of the lost of continuity.
The constant ¢, is not optimal (see [3] for more details). And so, the condition kc, < 1 could be
improved.

Now, let us state and prove the following technical lemmas that will be key steps in the building of
the next existence theorem.

LEMMA 3.2 There is a positive constant C' > 0 such that for any ¢ € D(Q) verifying ¢ =0 on 0Q_,
we have ||V | p2(gyarr < Clldiv(ue)| r2(q)

Proof Let us suppose that the inequality is false. Then for any integer n € N, there is ¢,, € D(Q)
tuch that :

IV 60l 2 (@yars > nlldiv(@en) | r2(q) (13)

If n is such that ||6¢7L||L2(Q)d+l = 0 then ||6¢nHL2(Q)d+1 = n”(ﬁ;’(ﬂd)n)HL%Q) = 0 which is a con-

tradiction with (L3]).
Now dividing (13) by ||V || 2(gya+1, we have :

i~ (z)n T~ ¢n
|| = HLZ(Q)dJrl > TL||le(u~7)||L2(Q) (14)
[Vonll [Vonll

1 — _ ¢n 3 .

Setting 0, = Toonloraen’ we obtain :
1960 2y = 1 (15)

and p

[div(@8,)|z2 (@) = ldiv(i—="—)lz2(@)- (16)

V6l
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Thanks to and (16)), the inequality can be written as follows
—~ 1
Hdlv(uen)HLz(Q) < o (17)

By curved inequality (also named curved Poincaré inequality) we get existence of a positive constant
A > 0 such that : .
10nll22(@) < VVAlldiv (i) | 2(q),

then Ji
A
16/l < %~ (15)
This implies that :
0, — 0 in L*(Q). (19)

From and (|18)) one deduces that (6,,) is bounded in H'(Q). Then there is a convex combination
of the sequence (6,,) that converges to 0* € H'(Q) weakly, and so in L?(Q) too. Using (19)), this
convex combination converges to 0 in L?(Q). Thanks to the uniqueness of the limit we have §* = 0.
As a sum up, one sees that yields existence of a sequence (6,,), C D(Q) C H*(Q) satisfying:

0, — 0 weakly in H(Q) () (20)
H%GRHLz(Q)d*l =1forany n € N (’LZ)

(i) implies that V6,, — 0 weakly in L%(Q).
Let ¢ € LQ(Q)d+1 such that ||¢||L2(Q)d+1 =1.

We have : (¢, V8,) — 0 in R.
The translation of the definition of the limit allows us to write:
Ing € N such that for any n > ng, we have | (¢, V6,,) |< 1.

Thus we get Sup | (v, V0,) |< 1.

||w”L2(Q)d+1 =1
Hence, one deduces that ||V, 12(gyer1 < 1 for any n > ng : what is in contradiction with (ii). m

LEMMA 3.3 Let f: R — R be a k -Lipschitzian function.
For any p € H(u,Q),we have f(p) € HY(Q). In addition there exists a positive C > 0 such that

H%f(P)HB(Q)dH < Oldiv(up)| z2(@)

Proof Let p € H(u,Q), then there is a sequence (p,) C D(Q) that converges to p in H(u, Q).
Since f is k -Lipschitzian, we get:
| flpn) [S K| pn |+ 1 F(0) [and [ f(p) S K[ p|+]f(0)]

Therefore (f(p,)) C L*(Q) and f(p) € L*(Q). In addition: || f(pn) — f(p)llL2(0) < kllpn — pllL2(0)
and p,, converges to p in L? thus f(p,) converges to f(p) in L?. And in particular any convex com-

bination of f(p,) converges to f(p) in L2.

Now let us take , z,y in @Q .

| f(pn(2) = f(pn(¥) IS K | pu(x) — puly) | (21)
| flpn(@) = f(on(¥) ISk [ Vo ||l 2=y .
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Under Rademacher’s theorem, for any integer n, the function f(p,) is differentiable almost every-
where and there is a positive constant depending on n, C,, such that | % |< Cp; and then

%zp;) € L?(Q) forany i=1,...,d+1.

Using again the inequality , one sees that :
0 0
| J(;(f) 1<k | a? | forany i=1,..,d+1

and then _ B
IVf(on)llz2(@ya+r < K VonllL2(qya+r-

By Lemma we have ”%anLQ(Q)d+1 < C||&R/(ﬂpn)||L2(Q)
This yields N

I £ o) lz2@yen < KOV (Epa) 120 (22)
Since (py) convergs to p in H(u,Q) we get H&Rf(ﬁpn)HLz(Q) converges to H&R/(ﬂp)HLz(Q). And we
can conclude that (f(p,)) is bounded in H'(Q).
And more, we have (f(p,)) is bounded in H'(Q). Then there is § € H*(Q) such that (f(pn))
converges to # weakly. Thanks to Mazur’s lemma, there is a convex combination of the sequence
(f(pn)),denoted 6,, that strongly converges to 6 in H'(Q)and then in L?. And the same convex
combination converges to f(p) in L*(Q) .

Under uniqueness in L2(Q), we have f(p) = 0 but § € H'(Q). This ensures us that f(p) € H(Q).
Passing to the limit the inequality , yields

IV £(p)l L2 (gyars < kCIIdiv(@p)| 2 ()

LEMMA 3.4 Let f : R — R be a k -Lipschitzian function, C be a bounded subset of H(u,Q) and
(pn), (cn) be sequences in C. Denoting by c the weak limit of (c,) in Ho(u, Q). We have :

/Qf(Pn)(iR’(ﬁ(cn —¢))dzdt — 0.

Proof Since C C H(u,Q), (pn), (cn) are sequences of C, there are M > 0 and ¢ € H(u, Q) such
that .
[div(upn)|[z2@) < M (23)

and
¢n, — c faiblement dans H(u, Q) (24)

Using the curved Poincaré inequaity, we have
lpnllz2g) < MVA (25)

| flon) IS KL pn [+ £(0) ] (26)
Thus (2526])yield a constant (g such that :

If ()l 22 (@) < G (27)
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In another way, by Lemma3.3] there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

IV F(pn)ll 2@y < Clldiv(@pn) L2 (q)- (28)

From and we have the following estimation
IV F(pn)llz2(@yesr < CM. (29)

Relations et imply that the sequence (f(p,)) is bounded in H'(Q). Then, by Rellich’s
theorem, even if it means extracting a subsequence, there is F' € L?(Q) such that

f(pn) — F strongly in L*(Q). (30)
From and , we get
(£ (pn), div(@(cn — €))) — (F,0) = 0. (31)

Finally we have
/ Fpn)div(i(c, — ¢))dadt — 0.
Q

]
Having at hands these lemmas and using fixed Schauder’s theorem, we can proceed further to get
existence and uniqueness results.

THEOREM 3.5 Let u € L>(Q) with div(u) € L=(Q), and ¢, € G_, f € WE>(R). Then the problem
@)-@ has a solution in Hy(u,Q,0Q_).

Proof Since ¢, € G_ changing the source term if necessary, we shall assume that ¢, = 0on 0@ _.
Existence.

The proof is relied mainly on the Schauder’s fixed theorem.

Step 1: we first have to choose a bounded subset X of Hy(u, @, Q) and a mapping T : X — X. To
achieve this aim, for all p € V, under the Lemma[3.3] or since f € W (R) we have f(p) € L*(Q).
Then by Theorem there exists a function ¢ € Hy(u, @, 0Q_) such that

/ div(c)div(ug)dzdt = / F(p)div(ug)dadt for all ¢ € Ho(u,Q,0Q_).
Q Q

Moreover | ¢ 1< || f(p)ll22(q)-
Since f € WY°(R), we have | ¢ |y u<| f |=| Q |2 .

Let us define, T': Ho(u,Q,0Q-) — Hy(u,Q,0Q~) such that ¢ = T'(p).
Solving is equivalent to show the existence of fixed point theorem of T.
Let us proceed further and choose a convex set X as follows :

X = {d) € HO(U7Q78Q*)7 | ¢ |1,u§ M}

when M is to be precised later.

1
| Tp hu=|cliu<|f|loe| Q]2 forall peX.
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Thus, choosing M =| f |1~| @ |2, the following inclusion yields
T(HO(U7 Q7 aQ—)) cX

and then
T(X) c X.

So we will consider T : X — X.
Step 2: Thus T is continuous.
Proof of the step 2: Then a computation yields

e =z 2= /Q F (o) v (@ier — e2))dadt — /Q F (o)A (@i — e2))dadt

e —ea o= [ (Flo0) = Foa)dv(ler - ea)dat
Q
By Young’s iniquality, we get:
ler = e2 [1u< 1 (o1) = fp2)ll 2@ ldiv(@(er — e2))llL2(q)-

Since f € W1 (R), we have:

1 (1) = F(p)lle2 @) <I f ze=| llpr = pallZ2(q)

and hence

|c1—co |%u§| ! Lo cp | p1—p2 |1ul €1 —c2 |1us

finally we get /
| Tpy —Tpo |17u§| f |L°° Cp | p1 — P2 |17u .

Thus T is Lipschitz so continuous. [
Steep 3: X is a subset convex, closed in Hg(u, Q,0Q_) and T'(X) compact in L?(Q).

Proof of step 3 : it is clear that X is a convex and closed in Hy(u, @,0Q_).
Let (¢p,) be sequences in T'(X), then there exists (p,) sequence in Hy(u, @, Q_) such that

[ vt dv@o)dod = [ flon)div(@odedt vo € Holv,Q.0Q-). (32)
Q Q

Since (¢,) bounded in Hy(u, @, 0Q_) then there exist ¢ € Hy(u, @, dQ_) such that
cn — ¢ weakly in Ho(u,@,0Q_)

then div(ti(c, — c)) — 0 weakly in L2(Q) , in particular

/Q &y (@i(en — ¢))div(i(c))dadt — 0 (33)

en—c [2 = [V (iH(cn—0)) |2y = /Q 0V (ii(cn—c))div(i(en) ) dadt— /Q dﬂ;(ﬂ(cnc))cﬁ(a(c))?xit.
34
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Using [32] we have

len—c |2 0= /Q Fpn)div(a(c, — c))dzdt — /Q div(T(cn — ¢))div((c))dadt.

And by the Lemma even if it means extracting a subsequence, we have
/ Fpn)div(ti(c, — c))dzdt —s 0 (35)
Q

and imply that

| en —c Eu—> 0.

Since X convex, closed in Hy(u,@,0Q_) and T : X — X continuous which T'(X) is relatively
compact in Hy(u, @, dQ_). By Schauder’s theorem T has a fixed point.

4 Existence and uniqueness result for the penalization ver-
sion
Let us consider the space
(i) V= Ho(u,Q,0Q-) N H'(Q)

where H1(Q) is the usual Sobolev spaces,
with the norm

(i) 0115 = 6ll72(q) + lldiv(@p)[172q) + Vel Z2(q)-
From the curved inequality, one deduces that the following semi norm
— ~ 1
| ¢ lv= (Il div(@g)||72.q) + IV4lliz2(q))

becomes a norm, equivalent to the norm given on V. And the space V will be equipped with the
norm | . |y .
For any , A € R, and f € L?(Q), we are going to study the following optimization problem

px = Argmin J(c) + /\”%CHsz(Q) = Argmin J,(c) (36)
ceV cev
where X
J(e) = 5( / (div(ic) — f)*dadt.)
Q

PROPOSITION 1 For any non negative real number X and f € L*(Q), the problem (@/ has a unique
solution.
Moreover, for any A > 1 there exists a := a(\) such that | ¢ [v< o f]|12()
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Proof Since J) is strictly convex and Gteaux-differentiable, we have to show that there is a
function ¢ € V such that DJy(c).¢ =0 for all ¢ € V
An easy computation gives

DJy(c).¢ = /Q (div(@c) — f)div(ug)dzdt + A /Q VeVgdadt. (37)

And we obtain the following weak formulation:

/ div(@c)div(aVe)dzdt + A / VeVdrdt = / fdiv(ug)dadt (38)
Q Q Q

for all ¢ € V.
Let us now consider the bilinear form a,(.,.) : V x V — R defined for all ¢ ,% € V by :

ax(¢, 1) = /Q div (i) div(i)dzdt + A /Q VoVipdadt

and the linear form L : V — R defined for all ¢ € V by :
L(¢) = / fdiv(ug)dzdt.
Q

Thus the expression can be written as follows : find ¢ € V such that
ax(c,p) = L(¢) for all ¢ €V

Taking m = min(A, 1) > 0, we have

ax(6,6) = /Q div(7g)2dadt + A /Q |96 2 dudt > m | 613

Then af(.,.)y is V elliptic on the one hand.
On the other hand, by using Holder’s inequality we have

| ax(¢,¥) |< [|div(ue) | L2(q) ldiv(@y) || L2@) + AIVEllL2@) VY lL2(q)-
And the following estimate holds

| ax(¢, ) [< max(A, 1)([|div(ug) | 2 (@) [ div (@) 2 (@) + IVl 2@ VYl L2 (@)
By taking C' = max(\, 1) and using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality in R?, we have

lax(¢,¥) [S C | |v| ¢ |v, for all ¢4 €V.

And we conclude that ay(.,.) is continuous .
Let us now prove that L is continuous .

| L(6) 1< 1 Il 2@yl div (@) | L2 q)

S0,

| L(o) 1< I fll2@) | @ Iv -
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Since L is linear with respect to ¢, we get its continuity.
Hence by the Lax-Milgram’s theorem there is a unique solution of which satisfies

min(1, ) | ex [5< ax(en,ex) =] Llea) < 1 fll2@) L ex v -

So for A > 1; we get the desired result | ¢ [v< || f]|z2(q)-

THEOREM 4.1 Let A > 1 and f € WH(R). Then there exists function cy € V such that
/ div(icy )div(ag)dzdt + A / VeaVedardt = / Flex)div(ig)dzdt for all p€ V. (39)
Q Q Q

forall p € V.
The solution is unique if X > 2T% | f' QLOO(R) HHHQLQ(Q) and div(u) = 0.

Proof

A-Existence:

The proof is relied mainly on the Schauder’s fixed theorem.

Step 1: we first have to choose a bounded subset X of V and a mapping T : X — X. To achieve
this aims, for all p € V| since f € Wh*(Q), f(p) € L*(Q), then by Proposition [1| there exists a
function ¢y € V such that

/ div(Tcy )div(ie)dadt + / VeaVedzdt = / F(p)div(tig)dadt for all ¢ € V.
Q Q Q

Moreover | cx [v< || f(p)l|2(0)-
Since f € W1>°(R), we have | ¢y [v<| f |z~| Q|2 .
Let us define, T : V — V such that ¢y = T'(p).
Solving is equivalent to show the existence of fixed point theorem of T.
Let us proceed further and choose a convex set X as follows :

peV,|¢lvs M
when M is to be precised later. And
| Tolv=l ex [v<] f 1] Q|7 for all p € X
Thus, choosing M =| f || Q \%7 the following inclusion yields
T(V) cX

and then
TX) cX.

So we will consider 7" : X — X
Step 2: T is continuous for all A > 1. Proof of the step 2: T can be written as composition of

following application
L*(Q) — L*(Q) — V — L*(Q)
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pr— f(p) = fopr—T(p) = T(p).

By Caratheodory theorem p — f(p) = f o p is continuous from L?(Q) into L?(Q). And Lax-
Milgram’s lemma gives the continuity of fop — T(p) from L?(Q) into V.Using the curved inequal-
ity7 it is easy to see that the injection p € V —— p € L?(Q) is also continuous.

Then T is continuous

Steep 3: X is a subset convex and compact in L?(Q) .
Proof of step 3 :

1013y = 191 720) + IVllT2q) Vo € H(Q)
By the inequality , we have

16l (@) < 1+ ) (Idiv(@) 122y + IVSl72q) = A1 +¢p) [dlv Vo eV,

Then X which is bounded in V is bounded in H!(Q). And by Rellich’s theorem ,we know that
HY(Q) C L?*(Q) with compact injection so X is relatively compact in L?(Q).
Moreover X is closed in L(Q).
In fact let x,, be sequence in X with z,, — 2 € L?(Q) ,then x,, is bounded in V which is a reflexive
Banach space then there is a subsequence x, that converges in the weak topology o(V,V*) to
r* e V.
X is convex closed in the strong topology then X is convex closed in the weak topology (see
[7], Theorem 3.2) , so we have z* € X.

And from Mazur’s theorem ,there are convex combination of x,j ,themselves elements of X which
converge strongly towards z* € X.
But these same convex combinations converge towards x € X in L?(Q) . By uniqueness of the limit
in L3(Q) ,we have x = z* .

Furthermore,

| v |v< liminf | 2, [v< M aez € X;

therefore X is closed in L?(Q).
Since X is relatively compact and closed in L?(Q) then it is compact in L?*(Q). ]

Since X is convex, compact in L?(Q) and T : X — X continuous, from Schauder’s fixed point
theorem T has a fixed point.

B-Uniqueness:
Let py and py be two solutions of [39] ,we have

/ | dv(@(on — ) [? dadt + A / | (pox — 7%) PP dadt = / (F(pr) — F@3)dv(@(px — px))dadt.
Q Q Q
By Young’s inequality, we have

2[|div(@(px — P21 72(g) + 2MIV (ox = P72y < (£ (02) = @) 1 72(g) + ldiv(@pr — P0)) 1720
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Since f € W1°(R) we have

[ £(ox) = F@N) 2@y I f L@ lox = Pxllz2@)

and it follows that

2[|div(@(px —px)I72q) +2MV (ox =20 I22(q) I ' [Zoe ) lox—PxlZ2(q) + Idiv(@(oxr—Px)) 72 (q)-
Since div(u) = 0 , remark [2.1] yields

lox = PalIZ2(q) < AT2(1(@ V(px = Px)I22(g)-

And then, we have

2/[div(@(pa—P)) 720y +2MV (oA=P0) 172y S AT | ' [y 1@ V(oA—=P0) 172+ Idiv(@(pa—Po) |72 ()-

By using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we have
2||div(@(px =) Z2 () F2M V(oA 1 22(q) < AT | ' [2oe my Nl Z2(0) IV (02— 172 HIdiv (@(or—PX)) 172

[div(@(px =P Z2(q) + @A = 4T | ' [Toe ) [Tll72(0)) IV (oA = D)1 22(g) < O-
Thus py = px provided that A > 272 | f’ %OO(R) ||1~L||2L2(Q).

5 Numerical study and simulations

In this section, two numerical methods are presented for computing the solution of semi linear
conservation law problem . The first consist in using Picard’s iteration or Newton-Adaptive
for the linearization of the semi linear problem. These linearized problems are discretized by using
discontinuous Galerkin’s method of the STILS formulation @ and continuous finite element method
for the penalization version . Moreover, a posteriori error bounds are established when Newton
iteration is used.

In the sequel we shall assume that the function f is k— Lipschitz then by Rademacher’s theorem
(see [21] for more details) f is differentiable almost everywhere.

5.1 A finite element method for semi linear conservations laws

Let us assume that the problem —@ admits a unique solution ¢ € H**1(Q) N H(u, Q). In order
to provide numerical approximation for computing the solution of —@ after linearization, we
shall use a simple finite element approximation wich can be derived from the use of discontinuous
Galerkin’s approximations of the space time least squares formulation. This method is introduced
in [I7] for linear hyperbolic problem and [I8] for Poisson problem.

Let 73, be a regular partition of the domain ) more precisely a triangulation in which each element
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is a polygon ( respectively a polyhedra ) in two dimensions ( respectively in three dimensions ) . For
k > 1, we consider the discontinuous finite element space (see [I7] )

Vi ={¢€L*Q),¢|T € Qu(T) VT € Tn} (40)
where Q(T) is the space of linear polynomials of degree k in each variable on 7" and
V={¢eL*Q),¢|T € H*NT)NH(u,T) VT € Tp}. (41)

It is easy to remark that V contains V, and H**1(Q) N H(u, Q). Let &, be the set of all edges for
d =1 or flat face for d = 2 and & = £,\0Q_ For T € Ty, let us denote by hx the diameter of K
and pg the supremum of the diameters of the inscribed spheres of K, h = max hp the mesh size of

Tr. Let us suppose that T, is shape regular and also there exists two non negative constant C
and C’ such that ,

8<—T<C.VT6T;LV6CT (42)
Moreover for T' € T, we introduce the following notations

5h(T) = {E €&, EC GT}.

For ¢ € V}, and e € &, with e = 9Ty N 0T, T1,Ts € Ty, let we define [¢] the jump of ¢ across e € &
as following

(6] = ¢ lor, M1 + & o, M2
and also
(@, n)¢] = (4, n1)¢ |or, +(U,12)9 [om,
where nj and n3 denote the unit outward vectors on 9Ty and 9T respectively. For e € 0Q_, [¢] = ¢

and [(u,n)¢] = (uw,n)e.

By considering the following bilinear form in V x V

/ div(uc) d1v (ug)dzdt + Z 2@, n) (@, n)¢lds. (43)

TETh qu €

Since ¢ € V then

Ale, ¢) = Z / f(o) d1V (ug)dadt + Z / (w,n)ep)[(w, n)plds Yo € V. (44)

TET ecdqQ_

The corresponding approximation of is called in ([I7]) simple finite element methods. It is easy
to see that the bilinear form

ol he = Ald, ) + || 7 k+1

defines a norm in V. Moreover, we have where

Pl 75 k1 = Z |P|i+1,T (45)
TeTh
A(¢,¢) < l¢llpalldlpey & ¢ € V. (46)

As in [16], we shall use the following abbreviation z =< y for signifying < Cy for some constant
C > 0 independent to the mesh size h and A. Let P, be the L? projection onto V}, , we have the
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following results see [19] for more details.
There exists a constant Cggy > 0 such that for all p € V

IV(p = Pup)llo.r < Camh¥lplisar (47)
for all T € T, and
lp = Pupllor < Caph*plesrr- (48)

It is also proved in [20] that , there exists a constant C(g) independent to the mesh size h such that
for any T' € Ty, and e C 0T, we have

loll? < Cam (B llpliF + RIVolI7) (49)

Finally we deduce that the following approximation lemma.

LEMMA 5.1 ForallpeV

lp = Pupllog < h¥llpll 7 k1 VT € T, (50)
Proof
o= Puplloe = Y- [ Ao~ PPt + 3 [ 0G0~ PapllPds
TETh ec&y
By theorem (2.1), (@w,n) € L*°(9T), then it follows from and
[ H G = PplPds < CgpA @ [ o= PanlPds (61
e

This and yield

/II u,7)(p — Pup)]||*ds < 40 ol @) | e 0y Cmy (20 = Papll + IV (0 — Pap)lF)  (52)

And from (47 and, it follows

J @R o~ PapllPds < oIt r (53)
where ”
g = C@mCam eyl @) =) (54)
We have also from triangular inequality
|div(p — Pup)llr < @V (p — Pup))llz + l|div(@)(p — Pup)|z (55)

Since u € L>(T) and div(z) € L>=(T), we get from (47)-(43)

Idiv(p — Pup)llr < Camecupn (b |plisr.r) (56)
where
() = max {|| div(@)| = (7). QI L= (1 }- (57)

From and , we get the result.
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5.1.1 A finite element method and Picard’s iteration

Let f be a k— Lipschitz function in R with k& < ci In this case the solution ¢ can be computed by
P

using the Picard iteration of some linear problem. The Picard iteration in this context is given by

following scheme:

ALGORITHM 5.2

o Start STILS-MT1 with some given C°
e compute cZH from ¢! such that
Al 1, 6n) = Z / fch d1v (uepp,)dzdt + Z /h (W, n)ep)[(w, ) pp]ds Yy € Vy,.
TeT e€coqQ
(58)
5.1.2 A finite element method and Newton’s method

We suppose that the problem —@D has a unique solution ¥V = H?(Q) N H(u, Q).Recalling , we
can write —@ as follows:

find c € V such that F(c) =0 (59)
where
F:v—V*
(F(c), d)v-p = Alc,¢) — > / flo)div(ug)dzdt — > / (@, 7)e][(w, ) ¢]ds Vb € V. (60)
TETh e€oQ—

Given some initial guess c°, the classical Newton-Raphson’s method for solving equation (59), when
F is differentiable, consists in generating a sequence of approximation that converges in the quadratic
sense, to the exact solution as follows.

co €V

/ (61)
Cn41 = Cp — F (Cn)_l-F(Cn) Vn € N*.

This method is known to produce a chaotic behavior when ¢y is far to the desired root see for
instance (see[24]) for more details . In order to remedy the chaotic behavior the following Newton
Damping method is proposed (see[I4]). In that case is written as

Co eV
Cni1 = Cp — OtF (c,) L. F(cn) Vn € N*.

We shall use adaptive Newton-Galerkin’s method, more precisely the damping parameter ¢ in
may be adjusted and adapted in each iteration. For illustration of the choice of §t, let us define
the Newton-Raphson’s transform as follows:

p = Nr(p) == —F (p)"'.F(p).
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By (62), we have

cn+1 — Cp,

on

And we remark that may be seen as a forward Euler scheme of the following ordinary differential
equation

= NF(Cn).

d

s’
If ¢, € V for all n > 1 and F is enough smooth for instance F (p)~1.F(p) exists for all p € V' then,
we obtain the solution of satisfies

(s) = Ni(p(s)) Vs p(0) = co. (63)

F(p(t)) = F(p(0)) exp(~t), ¥ t > 0.

It is easy to see that, Fi(p(t)) — 0 as t — 0.

The adaptive Newton-Raphson (see [I5] )consists in choosing the damping parameter 6t,, so that so
that the discrete forward Euler’s solution fof stays reasonably close to the continuous solution
of (63)).Finally we obtain the following algorithm, see [16]

ALGORITHM 5.3 Fiz a tolerance €

(i) Start the Newton iteration with some initial guess co € V

(i) In each iteration steep n =1,2,... compute

) 2e
6tn = min(y | TNl 1) (64)

(iii) compute c,y1 from[69 and go (ii)

In the sequel, we suppose that f/ (cn) exists for all n > 1, thus the sequels in |62] is well defined
and we have

8lerp. ) = (F@pdhv-y = Alpd) = 3 [ F(@plao)dadt orall o€V, (69)

TeTh

Let us define

L(c,¢) = (F(c), )v~,v
with the previous notation can be written as follows : given ¢, € V, find ¢, 1 € V such that
B(en, cni1, ®) = B(CnyCny @) — dtnL(cn, d) for all ¢ € V. (66)

Let us know consider the following finite element approximation : find ¢, € V from ¢ € V}, such
that

ﬂ(cZa cz-&-la ¢) = ﬁ(CZa CZ, ) - 6tnL(cfm ¢) fOI‘ au ¢ S Vh- (67)

By introducing the following notation

Stn,h
)= (1= St,) et (68)
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and )
Fo (i) == 0tn f(ch) + [ () (chyy — )
we have, from

Z / div ucngi"l’ d1v (ug)dadt + Z / (u,n néil h)][(u n)g|ds
TETh ec&y)
Z / Fotn (e _H)dw(u(b Ydadt + Z /5t ho(w, n)ey)[(@, ) ¢lds V é € V.
TeTh e€oq —

Let us define the following quantities

= [[div(@c®) — £ or and Br = [|£7 (cy) — £ o

ae = [[[(@ 7)Mo, and Be = [|[(@ 7)ey]llo,e-

We have also the following result expressed by an inequality.

THEOREM 5.4

(8tn,h)
IF(eiys™) v

|

- < h¥ max ( Z,BT% Z EN Zh )E 4+ ZhlBQ

TeTh TeTh e€gy e€gy

Proof
(F(c),d)v=v = (F(c), ¢ — Pro)v= v + (F(c), Phd)y+ v
Since P, € V, From it follows

P Pty = 3 [ (17 () = FSlE)dv(@Po)dadt

TETh

and it follows, from CauchySchwarz inequality in L2(T") and R? with ¢ = dim(75)

Sty ,h " Otn,h
(F(E™), Paghye v < 3 P (chy) = FE5) oz Padllo,r
TE7-h

Otn,h) § Stn,h l
(™), Pughy- ] < (30 1% (ch ) = £33 1) 5 (
TET TETh

Since P, satisfies Y || Puo||§ o < E 157 Yo € L*(Q) (see [T]), we have
TETh

1

w\

1

t\:z

Oty h l
(™), Pud)- vl < (S B2)3(
TETh TeThH

And using lemma we have

Th,k+1-

(™), Pud)v- vl < (S B2)20% ¢

TeTh

21

(70)

(71)

(72)
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(F(M), 6 — Padhy-p = > / (div(@er) — f(n ™)) div(i(o — Pug))dadt

LT [n@n @6 - olts - X [ b @ Dall@ e - Pojds

eefg ecoq —

> / div(ac(n)) — F(ei ™) div(i(e — Pog))dzdt < (Y a)2( Y ||div(i(e — Puo)ll2 1)? (75)

TeETh TeTh TETh

> / ho (@, )@ ) (6 — Pug)lds < (3 Ao ta)3 (D bt [(@ i) (¢ — Pag)llI2.)% (76)

ecEp ecEp ecgyp
> / h (@ m)es)[(@,7) (6 — Pug)lds < (> b 822> h M@ R) (6 — Puo)llZ)F. (77)
ecoQ_"v*° ecEy ecéE))

The inequalities — yield

N

(™), 6 Pad)ye vl <max (D a2)5, (D hita?) + (Y ho162)%))ll6— Pudlpe. (78)

TeTh ec&y ec&y)

Thus, it follows from lemmdp.]|

(P ™), 0 — Pughy- ] <max (Y o), (3 hita?) + (D b 82500 6l psr. (79)

TETh ecéE)) ec&d

N‘H

From and we deduce
(™), o)yl 2 max (Y B3)%F,max (Y o), (D hta?)® + (D h7'62)%))h*|¢|

TeTh TETh e€Ep ecty

m\

Thk+1-
(80)

5.2 STILS for semi linear conservations laws

In the following, we assume that the problem admits a unique solution ¢ € V := Hp(u, Q) N
H**1(Q), and we will omit the dependency of the function according to the parameter \. Our
aims are to give a numerical methods for solving problem based on the classical finite element
approximation of STILS formulation and establish posteriori estimations. For this we shall first con-
sider first a finite element approximation based in quadrilateral mesh by starting with the following
finite dimensional spaces

V(E)={¢eC’Q).¢| K € Qr} (81)

where K is so called reference element and @ is the space of polynomials of degree at most k in
each variable, separately defined in K. Let S be a class of invertible affine mapping defined on K
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into R, For K = Fi(K) with Fx € S, the finite element space can be defined by composition
with the inverse of Fx as follows

V(K)={p: K > R:p=po Fg for some p € V(K)}. (82)

Let 7, be a triangulation of @ such that each of its element is transformation of K with some
mapping in S. Thus we get the classical finite element approximation

Vi={p:Q—>R:p|Ke V(K) for all K}.

In order to obtain the CFL condition stability of STILS-MT1 (see [2] ), we shall consider a strict
rectangular mesh. Let

IT:V — V}, such that Tlg = q for all g € Qx (83)

be a linear operator.
Let us recall the following approximation result proved in [6], pp 103, Corollary 4.4.2.

LEMMA 5.5 Let us suppose that d < 2 and k > 1 then there exist C' such that, for all0 <m < k+1,
c € H*(K) the following inequality holds

k+1

| ¢ —TIc |m,x < Crmo | ¢lrsix - (84)

mn

The above lemma provides us existence of C' > 0 such that the following inequalities hold for any
c€ H(u,T)N H*1(T),
||C — HC”O’T < Chk+1|c|]€+17T VT €Ty (85)

and
IV(c — o) llo;r < Ch*|clkyr,r VT € Th. (86)

As in the proof of lemma , there is a non negative constant C, such that :

| div(@(c — 1)) |Jo.r < Cuh¥|closrr VT € Th (87)

5.2.1 STILS and Picard’s itaration

In this section, we suppose that f is k— Lipschitz with k& < o Then the mapping T defined by —
(12) is a strict contraction and thus we shall use Picard’s iteration algorithm for the linearization of

(Z0)-()-

The Picard’s iteration in this context is given by following scheme:

ALGORITHM 5.6
e Start STILS-MT1 with some given C°

o Find CZ_H € Vy, from c by the formula

/ div(ael, )div(igy)dedt+A / Ve, Vodrdt = / (f(c!)—div(TCy))div(igy)dzdt ¥ ¢), € V.
Q Q Q (88)
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5.3 STILS adaptive Newton method

Since the problem has a unique solution V = H*+1(Q) N Hy(u, Q). Then the problem can be
written as follows

find ¢ € V such that Fy(c) =0 (89)
where
F\:V— V*
such that
(Fr(c), @)y = / div(zic)div(ig)dzdt — A / VeV gdzdt — / fe)div(tg)dzdt ¥V ¢ € V. (90)
Q Q Q

Since f is differentiable, then F) is differentiable and we have

Br(e, 0, 9) = (F3(c)p, dhve.y = /Q div (iip)div (i) dadt—A /Q p¥pdudt— /Q f ()pdiv(iig)dadt ¥ ¢y € V.

Let us define also the following linear form in V oy
Ex(p, ) = (Fx(p), d)v=,v- (92)

We assume that F' invertible , inserting and in we get
Ba(Cny Cnt1, d) = Balen, Cny @) — 6t Lx(cpn, @) for all ¢ € V. (93)

Let c! be the finite element approximation of ¢, . We obtain the the following FEM adaptive-
Newton

Ba(ch ch 1, 8) = Balcl, e, ) — ot,La(cl, ¢) for all ¢ € V. (94)
By introducing the following notation
Al (1= 5t ) e (95)
and
PO (cgn) = Ot f(ch) + f (ch)(chyy — ch) (96)

it follows from the following result

/ div(@c!n ")) div(ag)dadt 4+ A / Vel MY gdadt = / £t () div(ag)dadt for all ¢ € V.
Q

(97)
We get also the following result.
THEOREM 5.7
IEA " )l = hE (S 0302+ (D 82 + A 23)h) (98)

TEThH TeTh TeThH

where

Otn.h h,5ty ,,,h
ar = |([div@eln™) =2 (o llor s Br = 127 ()= £ o and o = [V o7
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Proof

(Fa(ei™), 6) = /Q (div(@elty™) = f(eli5))div (i) dadt + A / Vi Vedzdt.  (99)
By adding and subtracting ¢; = Il¢ in and using @, the following result holds
(Ea(el4i™). 0) = /Q (div(@e,/{3") = Fe5)))div(a(o — gn)dadt

+A /Q VMV (6 — pn)dadt + /Q (F20 (k) = Flelsy™))div(Tign)dadt

/Q ((div(@eliy™) =20 (ch ) div(E(g—on))dadt < > [[(div(aeiys ™) =2 ()l div(@(o—en))

TeTh
(100)

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality leads to

T (7 (Otn,h n T~ T~ (8tn,h n 1 1
/((le(UC;L )= f2t ek ))div(E(¢—en))dadt < (> [[(div(ael (3" = (b DR 22 Idiv(a(é—en))lI3 )2
Q TeTh TeTh
(101)
and recalling (87)), it follows

/Q (div(@eliy ™) = £ (ch 1)) div(@(¢—on))dadt < Cu( S [I((div(Ecl i ™) =20 (e IR 1) ERF [l

TeTh
(102)
Thus
-~ - 1
/ (fo (chyy) = P div(Egn)dudt < (> aZ) h¥|¢lreq. (103)
Q TETh
It follows also
/ Vel iV (6 — gn)dadt < (Y Vel iy llo.r V(6 = én)llor
TETh
Using inequality (85]), the following estimation holds
A / Tl MT (6 — gn)dudt < MY 22)H 0l (104)

TeTh

It follows from ((102}),(103) and (104]).
(FA(eli™),8) S Y o) + (30 B2 + MY ) )dlkrie-

TeTh TETh TETh

ey = sup(FA(cgfr“l"h)), ¢) and |P|x41,0 = ||¢]lv, then we get the results m

|

Furthermore || F) (cgffrﬁ’h)) \

Since dt,, = 1 if the Adaptive-Newton converges || F’ )\(cgﬁ’j’h)ﬂ

v+ is a reasonnable approxima-

. . . Strsh) ) s .
tion, moreover under certain conditions on f we can show that |c — c; 1 )||V is equivalent to

(8tn,h)
[Fx(cpg ™) v
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5.4 Numerical experiment

Let we consider the following one dimension hyperbolic conservations laws with linear convection
and stiff sources terms (see [23]).

F(s) = —ps(s — 1)(s — )

and initial data

() lifx <0.3
ColT) =
0ifx >0.3

The exact solution approaches the following waves solution w(x — t) with

0 if co(z) <

w(z)=1q 1ifeo(z) =

NI o= Nl

1ifeo(z) >

EXEMPLE 5.1 We first choose i such that T is a contraction for instance p = %, and we will compute
the solution of —@D by using Picard iteration and simple finite element method and by Picard
iteration and STILS-MT. The mesh size of the space is 6—10 and the times steep 6—15 which give 60 x 65

0.8 o 0.8 o

Figure 1: left Picard’s iteration with STILS-MT1 with penalization A = 1—52, right Picard’s iteration
with simple finite element method

element in space-time. The solution is presented at t = i in figure 1.

EXEMPLE 5.2 Let we choose now p = 7 and compute the solution of by simple finite element
method and STILS-MT1 with penalization A = 15—2 and using Newton Raphson iteration for the semi
linearity. The mesh size of the space is 2—10 and the times steep % which give 20 x 25 element in

space-time. The solution is presented at t = i.
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0.8 +

Figure 2: left Newton Adaptatif Raphson’s iteration with STILS-MT1 with penalization A =

%,rigth Newton adaptaif Raphson’s iteration with simple finite element method

Both numerical methods can be used to tame the spurious oscillations produced by STILS-MT and
classical finite element methods when advection problem is solved. In the case of simple finite element
methods, we have spurious diffusion for this semi-linear conservation, on the other hand the same
fact can be obtaining when penalization version is used but it can be controlled by the parameter
A. Moreover, STILS-MT can not be used for simple finite element and that gives an important time
calculation. We can clearly see that STILS-MT with penalization provides an effective methods for
solving semi linear conservation law numerically.
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