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On Two Conservative HDG Schemes for Nonlinear Klein-Gordon
Equation

Shipra Gupta *and Amiya Kumar Pani fand Sangita Yadav $

Abstract

In this article, a hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin (HDG) method is proposed and analyzed
for the Klein-Gordon equation with local Lipschitz-type non-linearity. A priori error estimates are
derived, and it is proved that approximations of the flux and the displacement converge with order
O(R*T1), where h is the discretizing parameter and k is the degree of the piecewise polynomials
to approximate both flux and displacement variables. After post-processing of the semi-discrete
solution, it is shown that the post-processed solution converges with order O(hk+2) for k£ > 1.
Moreover, a second-order conservative finite difference scheme is applied to discretize in time and
it is proved that the discrete energy is conserved with optimal error estimates for the completely
discrete method. To avoid solving a nonlinear system of algebraic equations at each time step, a
non-conservative scheme is proposed, and its error analysis is also briefly established. Moreover,
another variant of the HDG scheme is analyzed, and error estimates are established. Finally, some
numerical experiments are conducted to confirm our theoretical findings.

AMS subject classifications. 65N12, 65N22

1 Introduction
This paper focuses on two HDG methods for the following non-linear Klein-Gordon equation:

ugg — Au+ f(u) =0 in Q x (0,7,
u=0 ondNx (0,7, (1.1)

Ulp=0 = U, Ut|t=0 = up in Q,

where Q is a convex polygonal domain in R? with boundary 99, f(u) is a given nonlinear function,
and ug, uy are also given functions. When f(s) = s® — s, the problem (L1J), popularly known as the
Klein-Gordon equation, occurs as a mathematical model in relativistic quantum mechanics [23] and
also in order-disorder transition in solid mechanics [I6]. Moreover, when f(s) = sins, (L)) is called
sine-Gordon equation and has a wide range of applications in the propagation of fluxons in Josephson
junctions between two superconductors, the motion of a rigid pendulum coupled to a stretched wire, and
fluid motion stability. For the existence of a unique weak solution of problem (], we refer to [20,30].

Earlier literature on numerical methods on finite difference methods for the nonlinear Klein-Gordon
equation can be found in [ILT7[18,[31] and references therein. Tourigny [30] has applied a conforming
finite element method in spatial direction combined with product approximation for the nonlinear term
and has discussed the optimal rate of convergence for the semi-discrete case. In the context of discontin-
uous Galerkin (LDG) schemes applied to the two-dimensional sine-Gordon equation on Cartesian grids,
Baccouch [2] has derived error estimates and superconvergence results.

Now, we briefly discuss the HDG methods, which is the theme of this paper. The HDG methods have
been introduced in [9[10] in the context of steady-state diffusion problem, their convergence and super-
convergence properties in [12] as well as their efficiently implemented in [22]. These schemes provide
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approximations that are more accurate than the ones given by any other DG methods for second-order
elliptic problems [6]. The researchers in [B[15,27, 28] have addressed the nonlinear source term using
the HDG method for semilinear elliptic and parabolic problems, essentially with globally Lipschitz non-
linearity. With the help of the interpolatory HDG approach, the nonlinear component has been dealt
with efficiently, and the optimal convergence rate has been proved. For a class of DG methods and with
the aid of appropriate post-processing of the semi-discrete potential, Pani and Yadav [32] have derived
superconvergence for nonlinear parabolic problems. Concerning a second-order linear wave equation,
Cockburn et al. [8] have devised the energy-conservative HDG methods and have derived uniform in-
time estimates along with the superconvergence result of the post-processed solution. For a recent survey
on HDG methods, see [7].

In most of the papers discussed earlier on numerical approximations to the Klein-Gordon equation,
except [30], the authors have derived their results for a global Lipschitz non-linearity. Since the non-
linearity present in the problem (1) is of polynomial type, and in fact locally Lipschitz type, as a first
step, we derive a priori bounds, which helps to deal with the nonlinearity in the discrete problem. This
study builds on two conservative HDG techniques for the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation with odd-
degree non-linearity and achieves discrete energy conservation. The major contributions of this paper
are summarized below.

e A priori bound in LP norm for the discrete displacement variable in the semidiscrete HDG method
is derived, and it is exploited to deal with the local Lipschitz non-linearity in the discrete system.

e Convergence of order O(h¥*1), is obtained when piece-wise polynomials of degree k approximate
both displacement and the flux variables. Subsequently, using a variant of Baker’s technique, the
optimal rate of convergence for the displacement is established under a less smooth regularity
assumption on the exact solution.

e Low-cost local postprocessing for the displacement has helped us to improve L°(L?) norm conver-
gence, which is of order k + 2.

e Fully discrete conservative and non-conservative schemes are proposed using the discrete-time
Galerkin method, and corresponding error estimates are established.

e A variant of the HDG method based on [25] is analyzed, and error estimates are derived.

e The HDG approach has been numerically tested with various degrees of polynomials. Numerical
results show that the displacement and flux converge with optimal order, while the post-processed
solution achieves superconvergence. These results confirm our theoretical findings.

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces the semi-discrete HDG approach, provides
some preliminary results and assumptions, and shows that the method is conservative. Section 3 focuses
on a priori error analysis for approximating the HDG solution. The post-processing is covered in Section
4. Section 5 deals with fully discrete conservative and non-conservative schemes and their error analyses.
Section 6 demonstrates the numerical results and concluding remarks.

Throughout this paper, whenever there is no confusion, the standard Sobolev spaces H™ () will be
denoted by H™ with norm || - || gm. Moreover, C' denotes a generic positive constant, which may vary
from step to step.

2 HDG Formulation

For HDG formulation, the original problem (LTJ) is first rewritten in mixed form as a system of first-order
differential equations by adding an auxiliary flux variable g. This results in:
g=Vuin Q x (0,T].

Then, (II)) becomes
utthanf(u) :0, in  x (O,T]



2.1 Discretization

Let 73, be a shape regular triangulation of Q with hx = diam(K)V K € T and h = Ir(nag( hg. Let &,
cJn

be the set of the faces E of elements K of the triangulation T, with Py (K) as the space of polynomials
of degree < k on K. Set

Wy, = {’LU S L2(Q) : ’LU|K S Pk(K) VKEe ‘Ih},
Vi, = {v e [L*(Q)]? : vk € [Pu(K)>V K € T},
My, ={pc L2(5h) culp € Pu(E) VY E € &}

Define
@)= [ 2(K), &)= [ L&),

KeTy, Eecg),

with inner-product and norm, respectively, as

fg)= > (Egk, (@v)= > (¥, (B¥)= > (6.¥)x .,

KeTp KeTp KeTp
<¢71/)> n/To — ¢1/} and <¢a 1/}>F3 = ¢’l/) )
o/t Ee;/F@/E E;a/E

where,

o= [ . @ok= [ o0, <¢,w>aK=/6K¢w.

For vector valued square integrable space L%(T}) = (L?(73))%, the inner-product and norm are
similarly defined.

Now, the HDG semi-discrete formulation is for ¢ € (0, T to seek (up(t), gn(t), Un(t)) € Wi x Vi, x My,
such that

(qh,vh)+(uh,V~vh)— @h,vh n> = 0 Vv, € Vh, (21&)
(untt, wn) + (qn, Vwp) = (Gn - mywr) + (f(un),wn) = 0 Ywy, € Wy, (2.1b)
(@n-n,p)gr, = 0 V€ My, (2.1c)
(Un, p2)r, = 0 Vug € My, (2.1d)
ah~n:qh~n77(uhfﬂh) on Sh (216)
with initial conditions:

up(0) = upg € Wy, ana upt(0) = upy € W, (2.2)

where upg and up; are to be defined later with the following approximation property:
l[uo — unoll + [lur — un1 || = O(R**1). (2.3)

Here, I'y = &, N 0N is the collection of exterior edges of the domain Q, 7 : £, — R is constant on each
face of K € T}, and m is the unit outward normal to element K. We define the faces norm as

o =912 = 3 1720 — 9)l|2e)
Ee&y,
2.2 HDG Projections

Now introduce HDG projections Iy : L?(K) — Py (K) and IIy : [L?(K)]* — [Pk(K)]? such that for
any u € L?(K) and q € [L?(K)]? define (Ilyyu, Iy q) as

(Mvgq,v)x = (q,v)Kx for all v € [Py_1(K))?, (2.4a)
(M u, w)g = (u,w)x for all w € Pj_1(K), (2.4b)
(IIvqg-n—1lwu,u)p ={(q-n—Tu, ) g for all pn € Pi(E). (2.4¢)



This projection (ITy,IIy ) as shown in the Appendix A of [I1] is well defined and has reasonable ap-
proximation properties, which are stated below in terms of a Lemma 211
Based on these projections, we define the quantities

~

Yy = lwu —u, 9 =Ivqg —gq, 9, =Pu—u, (2.5)
where P is the L? projection onto Mj,.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose k > 0, T|pk is non-negative and 72*:= max7|gx > 0. Then, the system (2.4)
is uniquely solvable for (ITy, Iy ). Furthermore, there is constant C' independent of K and 7 such that

lg+1 w *
||19QH[L2(K)]2 < ChKJr |q|Hlfl+1(K) + CthJrlTK|U|Hlu+1(K),
lq+1
[9ullp2(ry < CRET | groasa ey + cﬁw.qmlqm,
K

for l,,, I, in |0, k], here 73 := maxT «, E* is a face of K at which 7|k is maximum. Hence, if 75
) lq y Iv]y K OK/E*> ) K

and are uniformly bounded for all K € T}, then the projection converges with order £+ 1 for both

max
T

variables provided the solution is smooth enough.

2.3 Energy Conservation Property

This subsection deals with the discrete conservation property. Set F(s) = (1 — s?)? and observe that,
F(s) > 0and F'(s) = f(s) for all s € R. Below, we present the energy conservation property.

Theorem 2.1. The HDG approximation (up(t), qn(t),an(t)) € Wi, x Vi, x M), given by (ZTa)-(21d)
satisfies the following discrete conservation property

E(t)=£&(0), Ytel0,T) (2.6)
where

£t) =

N | —

(lune I + llgn @1 + llun () — @O + 2(F (un(t), 1))

Proof. Differentiate (ZIal) with respect to t. Then, choose v, = gy, in the resulting equation and wyp, = upy
in (211). On adding these two resulting equations, we arrive at

1d

2 dt ([[unel* + llgnll® + 2(F (un), 1)) + (wne, V - qn) + (@n, Vune) — (@ne, qn - 1) — (@ - 7, upne) = 0. (2.7)

Now, the use of integration by parts shows
(uhta Y Qh) + (qha VUht) — <uhta qh - n> (28)

An application of [2Id) with (2Id) and [Z.8]) yields

1d

(unt, V- qn) + (@n, Vunt) — (Unt, qn - 1) — (Qn - 1, Unt) = ggﬂuh - ahHi- (2.9)

On substitution of (Z9) in (7)), we obtain
d
—£&(t) = 0.
Q)

After integrating from 0 to ¢, we obtain that £(t) = £(0) V ¢ € (0,T]. This completes the proof of

@0). O

The next corollary is a consequence of the discrete energy conservation property. Note that from (Z3)),
it follows for a positive constant C' that

[unoll < C fluoll and [lupi|| < C [lua]. (2.10)



Corollary 2.1. There is a positive constant C' such that for ¢t > 0,
lune @I + a1 + lun — @l + lun(®)llzs < C.
Proof. From (Z4]), it is easy to note using (ZI0) that
lune @1 + llgn @1 + llun = @nll3 + lun(®)l|7s <E(t) = €(0)
<lune (0)11% + 1@ (0)1* + [|un (0) — an (0)[3
1
+ 51— w2 )
<C (Il + 1Vl + 192 + luoll )

This completes the rest of the proof. [l

3 Semidiscrete Error Estimates

3.1 [? Estimate for the Discrete solution
Lemma 3.1. For given wy, € Wy, @, € My, and y € (L?(Q))?, let z € (L?(2))? satisfy
(z,vn) + (Wi, V- vp) = (Wh,vn - m) = (y,vn) (3.1)
for all vy, € V3. Then, there exists a positive constant C' independent of h such that for p € [2,00)
hwnllze < O (N2l + lwn — Ty + 1y,

and for p = co

1 —~
lenllz= < C log (12l + llwn — @l + Iy,

Proof. For g € L1(€), L — 1, let ¥ € W29(Q) be a solution of the elliptic problem
q

—AY =g in Q and 1 = 0 on 02

14
p

satisfying the regularity
1¥[lw2a < CllgllLa.
With ¥ = V4, and using the commutative property of HDG projection (from [11]), it follows that

(wh,g) = —(wp, V- V) =—(wp, V- Ty ¥) + (wp, 7(IIw ) — ¢))
= (z,IIy¥) — (0, Oy ¥ - n) + (wp, T(Aw» —¥)) — (v, Iy ¥) [using BI)]
= (z,IIv¥) + (r(wp, — @n), Owtp — ¢) — (Wp, v ¥ - n — 7(llwep — ) — (v, v ¥)
= (z,Iv¥) + (r(wn, — Wp), wtp — ) — (W, ¥ - n) — (y, My T). [using [2.4d))

As @y, is single valued, ¥ € H(div,2) and W, = 0 on 99, (@p, ¥ - n) = 0. Thus, an application of
Theorem 2] implies

(wh,g9) = (2, 0vV¥) + (T(wp, — @p), Iwep — ) — (y, Iy V)

3/2 P
< Nz + ¢ (277 2) fwn — Ball 1l + Iyl @],
< CO(llzl + llwn = @nll+ + Iy ) 11212.q
< C(llz]l + llwn = @nll+ + NIyl llgll 2o
This implies
(wn, 9) -
wallr = sup H < C(llzll + llwn — @nll+ + llyll)-
ge L4 g”L"
g#0

Now a use of Sobolev inequality when the dimension d = 2 (see, [19, page 47])

1
lwnllze < C log o wnl Lr

now completes the rest of the proof. [l



3.2 A priori Error Estimates

This subsection deals with a priori error estimates of the semi-discrete method. Decompose, €, = 0, —
Dy, €q = 0q—Vq, €, = 0,—V,, where 8, = Iy u—up, 0q = Ivg—qn, 6, = Pu—up. Since the estimates
of ¥y, Vq, ¥, are known, it is enough to estimate 6,,, 64 and 6,,. Using the HDG projections ((2.4a)-(2.4d))

and ((2Ia)-@2Id)), equations in 8, 64 and éu are written for all (v, wp, 1, p2) € Vi x Wi, x My, x My,
as

Oy vn) + (Bu, V-vn) — (B, vn-m) = (Vq, 1), (3.2a)
(Buserwn) + (0q, Vewn) = (B - mwn) + (F(w) = flun)wn) = (Duyyywn), (3.2b)
(Og -1 p)epr, = 0, (3.2¢)
Ou, p2)r, = 0, (3.2d)
where the numerical trace for flux is defined on &, as
Og -1 =0g-n—7(0, —0,). (3.3)

Following [8], we now define initial approximations via the HDG formulation of the associated elliptic
equation at t = 0, i.e., seeking (ux(0), gn(0),Uur(0)) € Wy, x Vi, x M}, as the solution of

(qh(O),’Uh) + ( ( ) V- ’Uh) - <ah(0) Vp, n> = 0 Vv, eV, (3.48,)
(grn(0), Vwp) — (@r(0) - n,wr) = (Aug,wp) Ywy, € Wy, (3.4b)

(@n(0) -m, e v, = 0 Vi€ M, (3.4c)

(Wp(0), v, = 0 VYu € My, (3.4d)

gn(0) - n=gr(0)-n — 7(up(0) —Tx(0)) on &. (3.4e)

Moreover, the initial approximation ux:(0) of the initial velocity is obtained by differentiating the HDG
projection (24 concerning time and evaluating at ¢ = 0 using (ITy (Vuy), Iwwuy) of (Vug, u).

For our subsequent analysis, we use the following notation. For a Banach space X with norm || - || x,
we define W™P(0,T;X), 1 < p < oo as the space of all strongly measurable and Bochner integrable
functions ¢ : (0,7) — X such that the corresponding norm |[|¢||yym.»(o,7;x) is finite, that is, for

p € [1,00)
T 1/p
p
||¢||me0TX)— E/'dti || )

and for p = co

|| rm.oo max esssup .
0,T;X) * 0<j<m s X

The following Lemma is useful for our subsequent use.

Lemma 3.2. Let upg be defined by HDG elliptic problem ([34) and up; = Iy wu;. Then, there holds

~ 1/2
(100 ()12 + 100 = B)OI2) < C B gl pgnsa. (3.5)

Moreover, an additional elliptic H? N H}- regularity result of the associated adjoint problem in a duality
argument as in [I1, Lemma 4.1] shows

10, (0)]] < C B**2 Jlug|| grr+2- (3.6)
Proof. Using HDG projections (24 at t = 0 and ([B.4]), we now arrive at error equations at ¢ = 0 as
(0(0),v1) + (0,(0),V - vp) — (0,(0), v -m) = 0 Yo, € Vi, (3.72)
(04(0), Vap) — (04(0) - mywp) = 0 Yy, € Wi, (3.7b)
(8q(0) -1, whg\r, = O Ve My, (3.7¢)
(0,(0),)r, = 0 Vue My, (3.7d)
0400) -1 =040)-1n — 7(6,(0)—0,(0)) on&p. (3.7¢)

Now, a use of arguments in [I1] (see also [8, Lemma 3.6], completes estimate (3. In order to prove
[B36), we appeal to the Aubin-Nitsche duality argument as in [I1, Lemma 4.1, Theorem 4.1] to conclude
the remaining part of the proof. [l



By using the semidiscrete formulation (B.2)), below, we estimate ||6,, || and ||04].

Lemma 3.3. With uyg defined by HDG elliptic problem B3.4), ux; = Hy uq, and u € W21(0, T; H*+2),
there exists a positive constant C' independent of A such that

A 1/2
(10112 + 100,12 + 16w = Bull2) ™ < € B (ol zrese + ullwe o.7:m052) ). (3.8)

Moreover, there holds for p € [2, 00)

10u(8)120 < O 15 (Jlwol sz + el o)) (39)
and for p = co
1
0u(t)lz= < € log 7 B+ (Juollsrsa + ullws o riamesa, ). (3.10)

Proof. For estimating ||0,, ||, differentiate ([B.2a]) with respect to ¢t and then, choose vy, := 04 and wy, := 6,
in (3.2h) to obtain

1d ~
5 (102 10012 4+ 100 = ull2) + () = F(un), 0u) = (P 00) + (Pus0)- (31D)

With the help of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it follows that

d ~ —~
= (1012 + 10012 + 110w = 8ul2) < (1) = FCun)ll + 19l + 19 1) (1012 + 160,12 + 16 — Dul2)

and hence,

d ~ 1/2
2 (102 18012 4+ 16w = Bull2) < £ ) = Fun) |+ W+ 9] (3.12)

With the help of HDG projection, we split the nonlinear terms into two parts. Since f(u) = u® — u,

using the mean value theorem, for some A € (0,1) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

1£(w) = fMwa)| < Ol + (Mwu)? +u?|| = [[Vu]
< Cdull- (3.13)

Here, we have used boundedness of IIyyu € L>(Q) as u € L>®(Q) is bounded and using an inverse
estimate and Theorem{2.Jl Now, a use of Holder’s inequality with Lemma [3.1] shows

I1f (M) — f(un)|* < C/Q(l + Mwul* + [un|*)|0u]*ds

C (1 + [Mwul e + llunllze)10ull7e)

<
<O (1 + llgnl* + llun — TnllL)(10g]1% + 165 — Onll+ + [[94]12))-

Now, a direct consequence of Corollary 2.1 shows that 1+ ||gn||* + [[ur — Un||% < C. Hence,
1f (Mwu) = fun)]? < C (10a]* + 116w — 0ull + [194]%). (3.14)
On combining B13) and BI4), there holds
1f () = fun)ll* < C (19ul” + [10g]1* + 16w — Oull% + [[94]1%). (3.15)
A use of inequality B.I5) in (BI12) yields
d 2 2 o2 1/2
(16l + 1002+ 16 = Bul3) < C (Wall + 9] + 19,11 + |

+110g[l + 116w — Oull+)-

After integrating the above inequality and noting that 6,,(0) = 0, we use Gronwall’s lemma to arrive at

—~ 1/2 - 1/2
(1012 + 182112+ 16 = B2 ) ™ < ( (162(0)12 + 116 = B)(0)2)

t
[0l 1940+ 1001+ 190,1) d5) exo (). (3.16)

1/2

Y



A use of Lemma [2ZT] with Lemma [B:2] completes the estimate (3.3).
A use of Lemma [B1] for the error equation ([3:2a)) shows that for p € [2, 00)

16,0)1zs < (16gll + 16w = Bulls + 1941]) (3.17)

and for p = o0
6.0~ < C log 7 (16l + 116~ Bull+ +19a]) (318)
Then, a use of [B.8) completes the rest of the proof. O

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions in Lemma[3.3and with additional assumption us; € L(0, T; H*+2),
there holds for a positive constant C' independent of h:

- 1/2
(0012 + 100 12 4+ 100, = Bulli2) " < € B4l s + N lziss + fullwan o s ) (3:19)

Proof. In order to prove ([BI9), now differentiate ([32al) twice with respect to time and differentiate
(3.2D)-([B.2d) and then choose vy, := 4, and wy, := 6,,, to obtain

1d
2 dt

-~

(10012 + 10012 4+ 160, = B I12) + (i) = folun). Ou) = P 0a,) + D Bus).

A use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows

~

d 2 2 2 1/2
= (1012 100 2 100, = Bu3) < (1) = Falm) |+ 1Bl + 1))

Integrating from 0 to ¢ for ¢ € (0, 7], we arrive at
2 2 > 2\ Y2 2 2 ~ 9\ 1/2
(1600 + 10012+ 160, ~ul2) < (100, O + 181 O] + 1Bu — Bu)O)]2 )
¢
+ C/O (I0gee |+ 1 Pusee |l + 1 fe(w) = fe(un)l)ds.  (3.20)

Since f(u) = u® — u, there holds
fe(u) — fi(Myu) = 3(uPus — (Myru)?* ) — (ue — g
= (3u? — 1) (ur — M) + 3w (u? — (Myru)?)
and using the boundedness of IIyyu and Iyuy in L°(2), it follows that
1fe(w) = fr(lwu)|

< 13u? + 1 poe lur — Thwue|| + 3w || poe lu + Tyl oo [Ju — Tyrul|

< C (19,1 + 9] )- (3.21)

Similarly, we arrive with replacing up: by 6., + Hwu, at

£ (M) = folun) | < | 3(Mwu)® — 1)0u, || + 3] (0, + M) (Myw + up)ou|
< [IB(Tww)® + 1 oo |0, | + 31w + un [ zoe (10, | 10ullz + [Tyl 2o 16.])
< C (A A+ 110ullzoe) 10u, ]l + 160l])- (3.22)

Therefore, adding (B.21)) with(3.22]), it follows using Lemma [B.1] and inequality (3.I8) that

1 ~ ¢ ~
() = falun)| < C(1+10g 5 (104l + 1100 = Bull + 194 ) ) / (10all + 16w = Bull+ + 1641) ds
+C (18]l + 180 = ull+ + 1911 ) + 190, | + 1] (3.23)
Now, it remains to estimate ||0,,,(0)||. We rewrite (3.2Db) at ¢ = 0 using (3.7DL) to obtain

(0, (0), wn) + (f (w)(0) = f(un(0)), wn) = (Vu, (0), wn), (3.24)



Note that
1(f () = fun)(O)]I> < C ([9.(0)[* + [94(0)]?). (3.25)
Finally, set wy, = 0., (0) in @2), and use the bound (B25) to arrive at
10, (0)]] < C([9(0)[| + [[9O)]1) + ([, (O)]], (3.26)

Similarly, for 84, (0), differentiating the first error equation with respect to time then write the resulting
equation at ¢ = 0 and set vj, = 4, (0), to obtain

~

(0q,(0),0q,(0)) + (0, (0),V - 64,(0)) = (0w, (0), g, (0) - n) = (Ug,(0), g, (0)). (3.27)

Here (0,,(0), V-04,(0)) is zero, as we choose upt(0) = IIyyui. Now, a use of (B7d) with (B7d) and ([B:7€)
at t =0 in (B27)) shows after simplification

10, (0)11* + |(Bu, — 0, )(O)[I% < C1lq, (0)]*. (3.28)

On combining (321)), 3.23), (3:20) and (B:28) in (B:20), an application of Lemmas 2.1l and B3] completes
the rest of the proof.

O

Theorem 3.1. Let u € L>=(0,T; H**2), u; € L>(0,T; H**?) and uy € L'(0,T; H**2). With assump-

tions in Lemma B3] the following estimates holds true for all h = Inax hx and for all ¢t € (0,T7:
€Jh

I = wn) @1l + (@ = @) (O < C B (llwollgeen + lullwao ey + lullwsao roess ). (3.29)
If in addition u € L°°(0,T; H**2) and uy € L2(0,T; H*2(Q)), then

(st — wne) () + 1| (e — gne) ()] < C B*H (||uo||m+2 + uall s + Jullwsa o, mere) + ||u||W2’2(O,T;H"+2))-

(3.30)
Proof. With the help of HDG projections and triangle inequality, we write
(g —an) V)]l < (g — ILva) ()| + [|(TLvg — gn)(1)]-
Now, from Theorem-2.T] and Lemma{3.3] the result follows, completing the rest of the proof. O
As a consequence of (3:29) and using the fact that ¢(t) = ¢(0) + fot #(s) ds, we obtain
||(u — Uh)(t)” < C thrl (||UO||H’V+2 + ||u||W2v1(O,T;H’€+2) + ||u||W1v2(O,T;Hk‘+2))a (331)

under higher regularity : v € L>°(0,T; H**2), u; € L°°(0,T; H**2) and uy € L2(0,T; H*+2).

Below, we discuss using a variant of Baker’s nonstandard energy technique, see [3] and [29] a direct
proof of the optimal order of convergence in L>(0,7T; L?) norm with reduced regularity results on the
exact solution. B

For any ¢, define ¢(s) = [ ¢(z)dz for 0 < s < t.

Lemma 3.5. With uyg defined by HDG elliptic problem (34), up1 = yus, let u € WH2(0,T; H*2).
Then, here exists a positive constant C' independent of A such that

~ ~ = 1/2
(N2 + 102 + 18 — ul2) ™ < € BF*E (Huol s + lullwo zi s )-

Proof. Integrating (:2B) from 0 to s and choosing wy, := 0, and v, := 6, in EZ&) and adding, we
obtain

(Ougs 0u) + (0g,0q) + (T(0n — 0u), 00 — Ou) = (Vq,0q) + (Vu,,0u) — (/Os(f(u) — f(un))dz, eu)- (3.32)



Now, rewrite ([3.32) as

1d

5% <||§q||2 + ||9u||2 + Hau gu”i) = (ﬁmaq) + (ﬂus79u) - (/(:(f(u) - f(uh))dzaeu)- (3'33)

A use of the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities in [333), we arrive at

1d ~ ~ = -
S (||9q||2 + 10ul? + 16 — 9u||2+) < C(I9all? + 1l + 190, I? + 1]
s 2
| [ = swa] ). (3:34)
0
Now, with the help of HDG projection and equation (BI3]), we obtain
s 2 s
\ / (f(w) — FMwu)dz| <C / (1L + () + a2 e 9]z (3.35)
0 0

Also, using the mean value theorem, for some A € (0, 1),

£ (M) — f(un) = (31— N+ Maug)* — 1) (ug, — Ty
d ~

= (3((1 — MIwu + Aup)? — 1)£9u,
_ %((3((1 ~ M+ Aup)? — 1)8)

—6((1 = MIIwu + Mup) (1 = Ny us + Aups)O.

Hence,

If we consider the functions u, us€ L>(Q2) C L°(Q) and apply the LP estimates from Lemma{3.1] and
use the second bound, derived from Theorem{3.1l we obtain

Combine expression (B:35) and ([B3.30]), and then put in the (B34) to arrive at

2
< C (A + Twullzs + llunlzs D 10ul7s

/Os (f(Mwu) — f(up))dz

+/0 (1+ [ Twul Fo + lunl 7o) (L + [TwuglFo + lluns| 7o) 16| 70d2).

2 ~
< C (107 + 19l + 116w — 0ull

/0 (M) — F(un))d

+ / (a2 + 19l + 18 — 812 d2). (3.36)

d [ ~ ~ = -
7 (||9q||2 +110ull® + 116 — 9u||2+) < C(IlﬂqIIQ 90 P+ 10ull® + [9u]® + [164]
T+ 18 =013 + [ (] + 17
18— Bl d2). (3.37)
Integration of the above-resulting equation ([B.37) yields
~ t
10g]I* + 16l + 16w — 0ull% < C(||9u(0)||2 +/0 (||19q||2 + {190, 1+ 10ull* + [[0u]®

~ t s ~
Bl 1P+ 10, =012 ) ds [ [ B+ 102 418~ 0,2 dzas. (3.39)
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Solving the double integral term in ([B.38]), we can write it,
~ t
182+ 162 + 18— 0ul2 < € (1+ ) (I6,0)] + / (19112 + 19,1 + 19,12 ds

t ~
+C(1+1) /O (HquQ + 10l + (16 — 9ulli) ds.

Finally, an application of the Gronwall’s lemma with projection estimates from Lemma 2.1 completes
the rest of the proof. O

Theorem 3.2. With o defined by HDG elliptic problem (34), up1 = Hyuy, let u € L>(0,T; H*+2)
and u; € L?(0,T; H**1). Then, there exists a positive constant C' independent of h such that for all
h= nax hx and for all ¢ € (0,T], the following estimate holds:

€Th

= un) @)+ 1@~ @O < C B (ol s + ull pooziszssa) + el 2o roas ).

Proof. With the help of HDG projections, we can write ||u — up|| < [Ju — Mwul| + [|[Twu — up|.
Now from Theorem-2.1] and Lemma+3.5] the result follows, and this completes the proof. O

4 Post-processing

This section deals with local post-processing of the semi-discrete approximation of the displacement
variable, which provides a super-convergence result when compared with the exact solution.

For HDG approaches, Cockburn et al. devised element-by-element post-processing of the scalar vari-
able for elliptic problems and the velocity variable in the Stokes problem in [I2/[T4]. He also demonstrated
how to use this local postprocessing to achieve a close approximation to the original scalar unknown that
also converges with order O(h**2) for k > 1 for the acoustic wave problem [I3]. Inspired by their
approach, we seek uj in the space

Wy, = {w e L*(Q) : w|g € Prr1(K)V K € Tp},
such that, in each element K € 7}, it satisfies:

(Vu*vvuﬂ = (q ,Vw) Y € P 1(K>,
}Euz,l) = (uZ,n. o } (4.1)

4.1 The BDM Projection

For our subsequent analysis, we define the BDM projection, introduced earlier by Brezzi, Douglas, and
Marini [4] and denoted by ITPPM is an operator that maps a vector-valued function ¢ € H!(Q) onto
BDM finite dimensional space V;, satisfying:

(MPPYp v) = (p,0)K, o€ [Pp(K)]Y, (4.2a)
MBPY o )\ = (p,p)p, VYp€PL(E), VEcOK (4.2b)
with property,
(V-TIPPM o ) e = (V- p,0)k Yo € Pr(K), (4.3)
and
PP o — || <C hllellu k) Yo € H'(K). (4.4)

The main theorem of this section is given below.

Theorem 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [B.], there holds for k& > 1
= i) < € B2 (gL + il ss + ulhwao.msssy + ullwoscozsarss) ).

To prove this theorem, we first prove a superconvergence of Py_16, with the help of the duality
argument.

11



4.2 The dual problem

Now, we introduce a dual problem of the wave equation as follows. We define the function ¢ € H}(Q)
to be the solution of the wave equation and for any given function © € L?(2), ¢ satisfying

Pss(s) — Ad(s) + fulu)d(s) 0, in 2 [0,1), (4.5a)
o = 0, on 99 x [0,1), (4.5b)
o(t) = 0, in Q, (4.5¢)
ps(t) = O, in Q. (4.5d)

Proposition 4.1. With u € L°°(Q), there is a positive constant C' such that the following holds:
|61l o< 0,:22(2)) + 1@l Loo 0,611 (2)) + 1@l oo 0.1:22(0)) < CIO]- (4.6)

Moreover,

8l o 0,202y < ClO], (4.7)

where [|¢(s)|| = [! ¢(2) dz.

Proof. By change of variable s — t — s and with #(s) = ¢(t — s), the problem (5] in transformed into
a forward problem in ¢.

Gss(5) — A(s) + fu(@)d(s) = 0, in Q x [0, 1), (4.82)
¢ = 0, on 99 x [0, 1), (4.8b)

#(0) = 0, in Q, (4.8c)

#s(0) = -6, in Q. (4.8d)

Now, the standard energy argument along with the boundedness of f, and Gronwall’s inequality, shows
61l Los 0.4:22()) + 10l Lo 0,111 () + 108l Loe 0,1:02(02)) < C [1©. (4.9)
and on integrating concerning time, use of ([£9) yields in a straightforward way the estimate

8]l Lo 0,22y < ClO], (4.10)

where |[¢(s)] = f: #(2) dz. Then an application of inverse transformation ¢t —s — s and with ¢(t—s) =
¢(s) completes the rest of the proof. O

Next, in order to prove the Theorem [£1] we need to find the estimate of Py_16,
4.3 Estimate of P._,0,
Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3.I] there holds for k > 1
1Pcr8u )]l < © 1 (ol s + s Lass + Nl o,zoaess) ). (4.11)

Proof. On multiplying P16, to (£5a) and integrating over {2, we note that

d

/ (60 Pir0) ~ (0. PicsB) = / (= (0 Pucrb) + (80 Picsf) — (£u(w)6. Pis)) ds.

Using equation (£5d) from the dual problem, the property of projection and the property of BDM-
projection ([3), gives

(@, Pk—leu) = (¢s(0)a Pk—leu(o)) - (¢(O)a Pk—leus (O)) + /0 ( - (¢’ Pk_leuss)

+ (V- (IPPYY6),0,) = (fu(w)d, Perf) ) ds.
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Since, upt(0) = Ilyug, the second term on the right-hand side become zero. For the second last term
under the time integral, use of ([8:2a]) shows

(V- (IIPPMVg),0,) = (TIvg — ¢, IPPM V) — (04, IPPM V) + (9, IPPM V¢ - n).

Here, the boundary term becomes zero as gu =0 on 9 and IIPPM V¢ € H(div, ). Thus, we arrive at
t
(®ﬂ Pkfleu) = (¢S(O>ﬂ Pkfleu(o)) + / ( - (¢7 Pk719u55> + (qh - q, HBDMV¢) - (fu(u)¢; Pkflou))ds;
0
t
— (00 Prtu) + [ (= (Br6,6,.) + (@0 - . IPPVT0 - V1)) ds
0

-[ (60 V16) — (Ful)6. Picr0,) ds,

where I, indicates the interpolation operator from L?(2) into W}, N H(T3). Using the second error
equation (B.2D) for the second last term in the above equation, we arrive at

t
(0, Pi10u) = ($5(0), Pe10(0)) + /O (= (Pio16,0u.) + (an — @, TIPPYVG = V1) + (0., 1)
+ (f(u) - f(uh)’ Ih¢) - (HWUSS — Ugs, Ih¢) - (fu(u)¢a Pk—leu)) ds.

Here, as <§q,u> =0on &,/Ty and I,¢ = 0 on 012, we have used <§q -n, Iy =0,
t
(65 Pkflou) = (¢5(0); Pkflou(o)) + / ((qh —4q, HBDMV¢ - VIhd)) + (Uss — Uhss, Ih¢ - Pkflfb))
0

o [ (070 = ). 100) = (o Pios6) ) ds. (4.12)

For the first term in integration, use the identity,

/ h(2)g(z)dz = h(0)g(0) d= +/ h:(2)g(z) dz, (4.13)
0 0

and utilize Taylor’s series expansion to deal with the term f(u) — f(up) on the right-hand side of (£I2])
to arrive with eqs = qs — qus at,

(0, Pi-10u) = (5(0), Pr-10u(0)) — (eq(0), TI*PHV$(0) — V1, 6(0)) — /0 ((eqss TPV — V140)
+ (Uss — Uhss, Ih¢ - Pkfld)) + (fu(u)(uh - U)7[h¢ - ¢) + (fu(u)(uh - u’)ﬂ ¢)
+ (fuu(u)(uh - u)2a Ih¢) - (fu(u)¢a Pk_19u))d8. (414)

A use of the property of Py_1 in (£I4) yields

(0. Fucs0,) =(64(0), Pi-s0u(0) ~ (eq(0) TPV 9(0) = V1,6(0)) — [ ((eqns 1P V6— V1i5)
+ (“ss — Unhss, In® — Pk—1¢) + (fU(“)(“h —u), In¢ — @) + (qu(“)(“h - “)Qa Ih¢)
— (fuw)¢ — Pe1(fu(u)@), Pe—10y + 0u) + (fu(u)d — Pkfl(fu(u)‘b)vﬁvﬂ)ds

t
=Jo+ J1 +/ (J2+J3+J4+J5+J6+J7) ds. (415)
0

A straightforward applications of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with (3.5])-(B.0) elliptic regularity results
yield
|Jol
|1

6O 102 O) < B2 Jluo| ri+2 [|64(0)]

<
< ILPPMVG(0) — VI, g(0)]l]lgn (0) — q(0)]| < C 1™ 2 ¢(0)]| 2,
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A use of Theorem Bl with approximation property in BDM projection (&4 and in interpolant shows
ol <(ITPPMV6 = Vo) + V(6 ~ L)) llan: — acl
< € W% (ol s + lJurll sz + el gozammersy ) 6]

Similarly an application of Theorem [B.1] with approximation property in BDM projection (@4, L?
projection and interpolant shows

al < llute = uneell (1106 = 61l + 116 = Pesl) < € 02 (ol sva + s v + ullws o rizress) ) 6,
al < llu = w1246 = ol < € W52 (Jfuoll s + Ilullwas o 7:aae42) ) 1l

sl < llu = w2 ng e < € B2 (ol osa + fullws o romess) ) o,

o + 2| < C gl (10l + 19all) < C W5+ (ol + ullwaa o razress) ) il

Substitute all above estimate Jy, - -, J7 in [@IH), a use of Proposition 4.1 yields

(O, Pictfu(t)) < € W (Juolnss + s + b o zimesn) (12O + s f1s(s)]
se (0,

t
= [l + Il)as).
< C W2 (ol oss + Jurllgoes + fulwss o zoarers) 1O

Since

O, Pp_10,(t
1Perbu®)] = sup (Te1bult))
0cL2(Q) el

this concludes the rest of the proof. O

4.4 Proof of Theorem [4.1]
For finding the estimate of ||u — u} ||, we rewrite
u—upllx < llu = Peprullx + [ Preaw — uj | &
For w € HY(K) and k > 1, we observe that
[wlx < |Powllk + [[Pow — wl|x < [[Powl|x + Ch[[Vwl|k. (4.16)
Now, set w = Pr41u — uj, and note that
| Pow||% = (Per1u — uf, Pow) g = (u — uj, Pow) g

Now, with the help of the HDG projection, we rewrite

[Powll3 = (8, Pow) i = (Pr—16u, Pow) e = [[Powl| i < || Pr—16ullxc- (4.17)
For any v € P11 (K), we note that

(Vw,Vo)g = (V(Pgy1u — up), Vo) g,
= (V(Pyt1u —u), Vo)k + (V(u —uy), V),
= (V(Pyt1u —u), Vo) + (@ — qn), V) k, (4.18)

by the first equation in (@IJ]). Hence, substituting the estimates ([@.IT7) and ({I8) in (£I0), we obtain
that

lu = upllx < llu = Preprul e + [ Pe-16ullx + CA(V (4 = Prpau)llx + llg = gnllx)-
Now squaring both sides and then using the estimate of ||g — gn|| x from Theorem B and || Pi—16.|| x
from (4£I1)), we complete the proof of the Theorem [T}
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5 Completely Discrete Schemes
This section focuses on conservative and non-conservative schemes with error analyses.

5.1 A Fully Discrete Conservative Scheme

Let At be the time step, and t,, = nAt, where 1 <n < N and NAt = 1. We now define some notations
for our subsequent use:

n n 1 n n * (501 B 900)

©" = @(tn), P = S (M 4 o), Bt P =
2 At

_ (wn _ (Pnfl) (canrl _ (pn) n+1 _ (pnfl
n _ no_ 5,0 =

e A 9w At te 2At
1 n n n— a7 n
Ap™ = 3(" T+ oY), o= an? ("t — 20" + ") = 010

The HDG fully discretized formulation related to HDG method (1a)-(E1d) reads as: Seek (U™, Q", U™) €
Wi x Vi, x My, such that

2 ~ 2
A_t(a:Ul/Q’ wh) + (Q1/25 V’LUh) - <Q1/2 ‘n, wh> + (?(Ulv Uo)vwh) o A_t(ula wh) =0, (51&)
(D2U™ wp) + (AQ™, Vwp) — (AQ™ - mywy) + (FU™L, U Y, wy) =0, ¥ n>1, (5.1b)
(Q™,vp) + (U™, V -vp,) — (U™, v, -m) =0, ¥ n>0, (5.1c)
Q" n,u)e,r, =0, ¥ >0, (5.1d)
(U™, padr, =0, ¥V n>0, (5.1e)
for all (wh,vh,ul,ug) € Wy x Vi, x My, x My, where,
@”-n:Q"-n—T(U”—U") on &, (5.2)

and the non-linear term is defined as:
F(U”‘H) —F(U”_l) ntl el
?(Un—i-l’ Un—l) — UnJrl — U"fl 3 U 7’é U
F/(UnJrl), UnJrl — Unfl

with F(U) = $(1 — U?)%. Given initial values U°, Q°, and U°, we can determine U!, Q', and Ul using

equations (.Ial) and (EId).

5.1.1 Discrete energy conservative property.

Below, we establish the following discrete conservation law for the energy of the fully discrete scheme

@D).

Theorem 5.1. The fully discrete HDG approximation (U"+!, Q" +1, Untl) € W), x Vi, x M, given by
(BID)-(E1d) satisfies the following fully discrete energy conservation property for n > 1,

E’n+1/2 — E3/2, (53)
where,
1 _ _
B2 = 9072 + 5 (1@ 4 1Q™ 2 4 772U — T + U+ — T+
F2(F(U™),1) +2(FU™1),1)).

Proof. Taking the difference between two levels, i.e., between ¢t = t,,41 and t = t,—1 and then dividing
by 2At in (5.Id), we find that

(5:Q",vp) + (8,U™,V - vp,) — (5,U",vp-m) = 0 (5.4)
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Now, choose v, = AQ", and wy, = 5;U"™ in equations (5.ID) and (&.4) respectively, then add resulting
equations

(O2U™,8,U™) + (5:Q", AQ™) + (8,U",V - AQ™) — (5,U", AQ™ - n) + (AQ™, V&,U™)
— (AQ" - n, 5,U™) + (F(U"TL, U1, 8,U™) = 0.
An application of (EId) with (EId) and (G2) yields
(Q2U™,8,U™) + (8:Q", AQ") + 7(8,U™ — 8,U", AU™ — AU™) + (F(U™ 1, U"1),8,U™) =0,
and hence, we arrive at

1

n n— 1 n n— n An
s (100712 = 19012+ 5 (@2 = Q2 + Ut — T2

— U= TR ) + (UL U, 8, U7 = 0,

From the definition of &;, it follows that

F(U"+1 _ F(Un—l)) Un—i—l _ Un—l)
yntlt — pgn-1 ’ 2At

= ——(F(U") - FU""),1).

(G o), s = (

Altogether, we obtain
1 ~ _
007 + 5 (1@ 7 + U~ T™*12) + (F@™),1) = 0"~ P
1 n— n— A"l— n—
+o(IQ 1P + Ut = U HE) + (F(UmT), 1), (5.5)

By adding
S(1Q P + U = 071 4+ 2(F@™), 1)
on both sides of (5.37d), we derive the energy conservation property:
ErtY2 — prV2 = = E3/2,

Solving equations (BIa)) and (BId) at n = 0 and add
1 ~
S(1QI2 + U = 013 +2(F(U°),1) )
on both sides to arrive at
1 ~ ~
20.U°|* + §(||Q°||2 +HQUP +1U° - U°I3 + (IU* ~ Ullli) + (F(U°).1)
+ (FU1),1) = |Q°1? + |U° — U°|2. + 2(F(U°), 1) + 2(u1, 0,U°). (5.6)
From (5.6), we obtain the relation
E¥2 = —|0,U°|? + |Q||> + |U° — U°||2. + 2(F(U°), 1) + 2(u1, ,U°).
With the initial energy at n = 0 given by
1 ~ ~
& = 20002 + 5 (IQ°I2 + QU + |U° = T°% + |U* = TI2) + (F(U), 1) + (F(U), 1),

it is observe that E3/2 < £9 and this concludes the rest of the proof. O
The next lemma helps us to deal with uniqueness and error estimates.

Lemma 5.1. For &1, &5, ¥y, ¥y € LE(Q), there holds

1F(®1, 1) = F(@2, W2)[|* < C (@1 — P2l + 11 — 2| Ze) (19111 + [1P1ll7e + [@2]F6 + [P2]|Ze +1).
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Proof. From the definition of F(U, V) with F(U) = (1 — U?)?, it follows that

F(®1, 1) = = (1 + Up)(PF 4 V] — 2),

1
4
and therefore,
1
F(P1,¥1) — F(Pa, ¥s) = 1 (®F — @3 + U5 — U3 + &1 U7 — B Uy + OTV; — PIU,
—2(®; — P2) — 2(¥y — Uy))
Adding and subtracting ®2¥7 and ®3¥,, we obtain
1
F( @1, 1) = F(P2, Wa) = 7 ((@F = 03) + 03 (@1 — 2) + (07 — 03) —2(01 — )

+ (U] = 03) + @F (W1 — W) + Do (VT — UF) — 2V, — ‘P2)) (5.7)

A use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with the property of L? bounds yields

1 2
[ F(D1,T1) — F(Dy, Uy) || < 1_6” ((@1 — @) + (T — \112)) (@1 + Ty + Py + Ty +2)7°
<O (191 = @276 + (|91 — W2l 76) (@176
+ 101176 + [@2ll7e + | W2]7e + 1), (5.8)

and this completes the rest of the proof. O

5.2 Well-posedness of Discrete Problem

The discrete system [.1] gives rise to a system of nonlinear algebraic equations, requiring a discussion of
its well-posedness using the following variant of the Brouwer fixed point theorem.

Lemma 5.2 (The Brouwer fixed point theorem [2I]). Let X be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space
with inner product (-,-) and norm || - ||. Further let H : X — X be a continuous map such that
(H(z),z) > 0 V& € X with [|z[[x = R > 0. Then, there exist 2* € X with [|J2*||x < R such that
H(z*) = 0.
Theorem 5.2 (Existence and Uniqueness Result). Given (U™, Q™,U™) € W), x Vi, x M, for m =
0,1,---,n, there exists a unique discrete solution triplet (U™+1, Q" U™*1) € W), x V}, x M}, to (BJ)).
Proof. In order to apply Lemma [B.2] now re-write system (5.1 as
2AU™ = 2U" ~
(T,wh) + (AQ", Vwy) — (AQ™ - m,wy) + (FRAU™ —U™ 1, U™ ), wy) =0, (5.9a)
(Aanvh)+(‘AUnvv'vh)7 <Aﬁnavh'n> :07 ( )
(AQ" -m,m)e, r, =0, (5.9¢)
<‘Aﬁnvﬂ2>Fa =0, (59d)
and R R
AQ" -n=AQ" -n — 7(AU" — AU™) on &, (5.10)

With W; = AU"/,\WQQ =AQ" and ﬁ/\l — AU ™. we need to discuss first the existence of solution triplet

W = (Wi, Wae, W) € W), x Vj, x M}, using Lemma Now a use of the flux equation (B.I0) with

(99 and (E.9d) shows with = W and (H(z), z) as

2Wy =20
At?

+ (FW, UL U ), Wh) + (W1, V- Wag) — (Wi, Was - n),

W) 4+ (Wag, Wag) + (Waa, VIVY) — (Wag - n, W1) + (7(W7 — Wl% Wh)

and hence , using integration by parts, we obtain in a standard way

(3w), W) < = (W2 = ™) + B (w2 4 jows - T)12)

At)? At?
( 2) (9'-(2W1 — Unil,Unil),Wl) — T<W1,W22 . n>

— (Un, Wl) +
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Using the definition of F(U, V'), the non linear term can be rewritten as
1
(FeWy - UL UM, W) = (@WI(@W - U™ + U - 2)), W),

and hence, with
(At)? =
W12 = W2 + S (1wl + 13— )12

we now derive for 0 < At < 1

s w) = Wi = ) - B+ B @ - vrty2 0, w),
> i - B w2 - o
> (- Sy - o
> (%mwm — o Wi

Therefore, the map (H(W), W) > 0 for all [||W|| = 2||U"||+1 = R > 0 and now from Lemma [.2]
there exists W* = (U™, Q" UML) € W), x Vi, x M, with [|(U™+E, Q"+, U1)|| < R such that
H(W*) = 0. This completes the existence of solution to the discrete system (G.I]).

For uniqueness of the discrete solutions, let (U7, Q7*?, U"+1) (Ut Qutt, (75”1) € Wi x Vi x My,
be two arbitrary solutions of (G5.1J). Wlth

W1n2+1 - U{“rl . U§l+l7 W22n+1 _ ?+1 . 721+1 and Wln;rl _ ﬁ{zﬂ . 62n+1, (5.11)
taking difference appropriately, it follows that

(O2W, wh) + (AWas", V) — (AWas - m,wp) + (FUPTLUPY) = F(U3, Up~1),wi) =0,

(5.12a)
(Woo" T o) + (Wi V- vp) — (W&H, vy -n) =0, (5.12b)
<W//;2n-|r1 “m, fi1)g, )T, =0, (5.12¢)
(WS- n, pa)r, = 0, (5.12d)

for all (wp,vp, 1, p2) € Wi X Vi X My, X Mp, where,
Wa' ' on = Wae™ o — r(WISHL TR, (5.13)

Now, choose wy, = 5, W7, in (EI2a)). In (B.I12h), taking difference between between t = t,, 11 and t = #,,_4
and dividing by 2At, set vy, = AWss™. Then, add the resulting equations to arrive at

1= n n n n
SOl ibI2 + 80 (W2 + Wy — W57 12)
+ (FOPTL U = F(UyT USRS, 8 W) = 0.

(5.14)

Multiplying by 2At, a use of the Cauchy-Schwarz with Young’s inequality shows
_ 1 _ = 1 Toa
1051 = 0752 + 5 (||W22”“||2 — (W W = W — W - W 1IIi)

n n— n n— At n n—
<A (FOFL o = FOETLUTHIP + (1017 + 005 ®).
(5.15)

For the nonlinear term on the right hand side of (5.14]), we note as a consequence of Theorem [B.] the
boundedness of solution in L% norm that

IF@ U = T3 U THIP < O (0T Le + 107 HIze + 105 1o
1057 Ize + 2 UIWEE 1Ze + W13 M1Ze)), (5.16)
C(IWa" 2 + [ W M2+ W5 = WSTHE + Wiyt = W),
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Substituting (B.16) in (5IH), and summing up the resulting inequality from n =1 to m, we arrive at
1 = 1 —
Jowisl2 + 5 (IWa™ 2 4+ W™ = Wit 2) < oyl + 5 (W12 + Wy — Wihll2
m
+ ||W221||2 + ||W112 _ W112||i) + Atz (C(|‘W22n+1”2 + ||W22n—1||2 + len;rl _ Wln;rlni)
n=0
1 Tae 1 _
+Wiy =W+ 7 (oW |1* + 0,77, 1H2))-
(5.17)

With W = 0, Wy = 0 and WY, — W\& = 0, a use of the kickback argument with an application of
the discrete Gronwall’s lemma yields

At n n n An
(L= NI+ = Can(IWae" 2 + W5 = Wi |3) < ¢ (o)
HIWaa 2 + Wiy — W3 ). (5.18)

Choose At so that 2CAt < 1 and 0 < At < 1, and to complete the remaining part, we need to obtain
an estimate for n = 1. Proceed similarly to arrive at

D 1 1~
i (Wi, wp) — (§W221, Vwy) + <§W112 n,wy) + (F(UL,UY) — F(U3,U3), wy) =0, (5.19a)

(Was', 0n) + (Wi, V - 0) — (Wi, vp - ) = 0, (5.19b)
— 1

(Waz -m,p1)e, r, =0, (5.19¢)

(Wiy, p2)r, =0, (5.19d)

for all (wp, vp, 1, p2) € Wi X Vi, X My x My, where

— 1 —
W22 N = W221 N — T(W112 — W112) (520)

Now, in (5I9a), choosing wy, = Wi,/(At) and in (5.I90) set v, = Waa'/(At). Then, add these two
resulting equations and then multiply by At to find that

1 —~
2AWh/ADI + 5 ([Wae |2+ W = Whi2 ) = —At (FOUL, U7) - F(U3,U3), Wh/(a1). (5:21)
For the nonlinear term, using Lemma [5.1] then Lemma [B.1] and Theorem [5.1] gives

1 —~ _—
2(|Wiy/ (AL)|* + B (||VV221||2 + Wiy — W112Hi) <C At (||VV221||2 + Wiy — W112H3') + Wiy /(AL
(5.22)

Hence, the use of a kickback argument shows
1 —
IWh /02 + (5 — A10) (W I + W — WhJ12) <. (5.23)

By choosing At small so that (£ —CAt)) > 0, there holds U} = U;, Q1 = Q1, Ul = UL. On substitution
in (B.I8), this completes the rest of the proof. O

5.3 Error analysis

Since the error estimates for the semidiscrete scheme are derived in Section 3, we now split the error in
the completely discrete scheme (&) as

u(tn) = U™ =u(tn) —un(tn) + & and q(tn) — Q" = q(tn) — qu(tn) + &g

Now, it remains to estimate [|£| and [[£2]. Since U® = u(0) and Q" = @x(0) are the solutions of
problem [B.4] it follows that &,(0) =0, £4(0) = 0.
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With the help of ([B:2)) and (&.1]), we now obtain

é(at*fim,wh) + (&2, Vwp) — @11/2 -n,wp) + (f(un(try2)) — F(U,U°), w)
+§(U1awh) = (§5fuh(t1/2) — Untt(t1/2), w), (5.24a)
(€42, vn) + (EY2,V - op) — (€Y%, w1, - m) = 0, (5.24b)

(D2€0, wn) + (AEL, Vwn) — (AED -1, wp) + (Af (un(tn)) — FO"H, U 1), wy)
= (0Fun(tn) — Aupge(tn), wp), (5.24c)
(€0, vp) + (€2, V - vp) — (€8, vn - m) =0, (5.24d)

Below, we discuss the main theorem on error analysis of the fully discrete scheme.

Theorem 5.3. Let {U™, Q" ﬁ”}, n > 0 be defined by (G.Ia)-(EIe). Then, there is a positive constant
C independent of h and k such that for all J > 1

Orgnng (”at(u(tn-i-l) _ Un-‘rl)H + ||q(tn+1) _ Qn-‘rlll) <C (hk+1 + (At)2), (5_25)
n+1y n+1 k+1 2
max [u(t™) — U < C (B 4 (A2), (5.26)

Proof. Choose wy, = §;£" in (5.24d) and in (5.24d) taking difference between two levels, i.e., between
t =1tp41 and t =, and then dividing by 2At, then choose vy, = Ay, we add the resulting equations.
1— ~
§3t||3t§3||2 + 8 (1€ 117 + 1€ — E0117) = (OFun(tn) — Aunte(tn), 5:£7)
- (‘Af(uh(tn)) - ?(Un—i_la Un_l)a 51553) (527)

side of (527) We can easily deal with the first term on the right-hand side in (5.27)) using Taylor’s series
expansion

OPun (tn) — Aupne(tn) = 02 (un(tn) — u(ty)) + 02u(t,) — Aung(tn),

1 * 1 *
= —(8§(u(tn) - Uh(tn)) =+ (Autt(tn) — Auhtt(tn)) 4+ WRl — §R2,
where,
1 At At
Ri= g [ (At ) ) dus By = [ (At st + 4) dn
—At —At

A use of Theorem B with Lemma [33] and following the argument given in [24] to estimate R} and R}
shows

1 * 1 *
107 un(tn) = Aunee(ta)lI? < C W2 luge|| ] sy + WHRHI2 + 1Rl

tny1
< C (hQ(k+1)||Utt||%ao(Hk+l) + (Af)g/ ||utttt(3)||2 dS) . (528)
1

e
Therefore, we need to estimate the nonlinear term and now, we rewrite it as

Af(un(tn)) — FOU UMY = AF (up(tn)) — FO™T, U™,
=T, + 1o, (529)

where
Il = AF’(uh(tn)) — ?(uh(thrl), uh(tnfl)), IQ = fr"(uh(thrl),uh(tn,l))) — ?(U”H—l, Un_l).

Again, an application of the Taylor series expansion shows

1
uh(tn-i-l) - uh(tn—l)

1
I, = §(R1+R2)* (R1 — R2),
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where, the remainder Ry and Ry are given by

1
Ri = (unltss) = un (6 [ (un(t) & Mon(tin) = ()1 =
Ro = (un(tn_1) — unt / F' (un(tn) + A" — un(t2)))(1 = N,
After substituting the value of F" and integrating in Z;, we use Theorem to derive
IZa]l < C (W4 + (A0)2).

For the estimate of 75, a use of Lemma [5.J] with Lemma [3.1] and Theorem [5.] yields
IZa11” < C (llen ™ 17 + €8T 170) (lun(tns) I To + lun(tn—1)lze + 1T 26 + U™ H|7e +1)
<O (g™ 1P+ llgg™ 1P +llei — &I + e =& R)-
Substitute the estimates of Z; and Z, in (5.29)) to arrive at
IAf (un(tn)) = O, U H|* < C ((h'“r1 +(A0)%)? + [lgg ™% + llgg ™ II?
et = S + e - 8 ) (5.30)

Substitute (528) and (530) in (5:27), multiply by 2At and sum up from n = 1 to m with U° =

un(0), Q° = gx(0) and U° = @,,(0), to obtain
1012 + S I + e = ErH1I) < (I8P + ek — EI13) +C (W20 + (a0
Mo + o) + o (ar i (g1 + g1
et - S e - 8- (5.31)

Using the kickback argument, we arrive at

At

(1= o + (— — CAL)(leg ™17 + ller ™ = ErHIR) < 5 (Il + ligs — &113)

N~

+C (M) (AN + C ALY ([0 P+ IR + len — €1112). (5.32)

n=1

Now, with the help of (5.24a) and (5:245), we plan to bound [|€4]|2 + [|€L — EL]12. Choose wy, = dF &’
in (5.24a)) and v, = ;/ % in (5.241), after adding resulting equation, we obtain

el 14 12— 131 + ek — &2 — el - &)
(At (OFun(trye) = U) = uns(t1/2), 07€%) = (f (unltrye)) — F(U, U),8;€,/%). (5.33)
An application of the Taylor’s series expansion in (5.33]) shows
IEX1” + €GP + 160 — L% < C (W42 + (An)*). (5.34)

On substitution (2.34) in (B32) and choosing At > 0 small sothat (2CAt — 1) > 0, an application of
Gronwall’s lemma yields

Jmax (ORI + € 4+ e — ErYR) < O (24 + (Ant). (5.35)

For the estimate (B.20]), note using Lemma B.1] that

e < C (el + et = &Ly ). (5.36)

A use of (53H) in (B36) for p = 2 with Lemma and triangle inequality completes the rest of the
proof. [l
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5.4 A Fully Discrete Non-Conservative Scheme

This subsection is focused on the fully discrete, non-conservative HDG scheme. We approximate the
nonlinear term in system (5] by replacing F(U™, U™~ 1) simply by f(U™). The advantage of this
scheme is that at each time step, a linear system of algebraic equations has to be solved.

The HDG fully discretized formulation reads as: for each n > 0, we seek (U™, Q", U”) € Wi XV x My
such that

S OU )+ (@2, Fwn) — (@Y7 myun) + (F(U°),un) é(uhww =0 (5.37a)
(D2U™ wp) + (AQ™, Vwp) — (AQ™ - mywy) + (f(U™),wn) =0 ¥V n> (5.37b)
(Q",vp) + (U™, V -vp,) — (U™, v-n) =0 V n>0, (5.37¢)
(@™ n,p)e,r, =0 ¥ n =0, (5.37d)
(U™ pa)r, =0 ¥V n>0, (5.37e)

for all (wp,vp, 1, p2) € Wi X Vi, X My, X Mp, where,
Q" n=Q" n—r(U"—-U") oné&, (5.38)

Theorem 5.4. Assume that the solution triplet {U™, Q™,U"}, n > 0 is defined by the system (5.37).
Then there is a constant C' independent of h and k such that for all J > 1,

max (0:(u(E™) = U+ () - Q) < € (8 + (a0, (5.39)
max (Ju(e) = UmH) < C (B + (A1) (5.40)

Proof. Similar to what is done in Theorem B3] we arrive at

(Hat«s 12 = o2 + <||£”+1|\2 — g+ e - & - et - &)

= (OFun(tn) — Aune(tn), 5:60) — (Af(un(tn)) = F(U™), 8:£1)
(5.41)

2At

Only the nonlinear term on the right-hand side of the equation (541]) needs to be handled. Therefore,
by applying Taylor’s expansion, we arrive at

[(Af(un(tn)) = FIU™), 8:60)] < IIf(Uh(tn))—f(U")+%(T1+7“2)H|\5t63||,
where,

r1 = (un(nsr) — un (b / £ (t) + Mun(tngs) — un(ta)))(1 — M)A,

ry = (un(tn-) — un(t / F () + At (bar) — un(ta)))(1 — A)dA.
Note from Lemma [5.] that
I1f (un(ta)) = FOMIP < ClEITs (lunta)lze + U™ I76 + 1),
and using the L estimates of uy(t,), U™ at nth level with an application of energy arguments, Lemma
B3I and the Young’s inequality yield,
|(AS (™) = FU™),880)] < C (W2 + (A" + |G 11* + 1l — il + [18:£217)-
Putting this inequality in (541]), then multiplying by 2At¢ and summing from n =1 to J, it follows that

A ~ J
(1= SO + (5 — Can(leg ™12 + 6] &%) < 0 (an( 3 (h+ + (an

n=1
n n n An /\l
+ 107 un(tn) = une(ta) 1 + 100 12 + 1€ 117 + 1€ — EXN1T) + gl + 11€a — §u|\2+)'
Now, for At > 0 small, 1 — 2CAt > 0. The second term on the right-hand side of (.41 is one that we
previously dealt with in the Theorem £33l The desired outcome is now obtained by utilizing Gronwall’s

inequality. The last inequality (5.40) in this theorem can be proved similarly as in the conservative case.
This concludes the rest of the proof. [l
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6 One Variation of the HDG method

This section deals with a novel HDG method proposed by Qiu and Shi in [25], a variation of the HDG
method. It differs from the existing method in that polynomials of degree k 4+ 1 and k, with &k > 0,
approximate the displacement and its gradient, respectively. As a result, the convergence of order
O(h**2) for the displacement in L°°(L?)-norm is derived, while the convergence of order O(h¥*1) is
shown for the gradient in L°(L?)-norm.

In this section, we indicate only the differences in the proof of the error analysis. With V;, and M},
as in Section 2, the space W}, is now changed to

Wi = {’LU S L2(Q) : ’LU|K ka+1(K) VKEe ‘Ih}

The new variation of the HDG formulation is to seek (up (), qn(t), Un(t)) € Wh x Vi, x M}, such that for
te (0,1

(qh,vh) + (uh, V- ’Uh) — @h,vh n} = 0 Vv,¢€ Vh, (61&)
(untt, wn) + (@n, Vwp) = (Gn - mywr) + (f(un),wn) = 0 Ywy, € Wy, (6.1b)
(@n-n,p1)e, vy = 0 Yy € My, (6.1c)
<ﬂh, ,U2>F3 = 0 V,LLQ € My, (61(1)
where the new flux is defined as
&h-n:qh-n—i—hl(Puh—ah) on &,. (6.2)
K

Here, P is the L? projection onto Mj,.
Energy conservation is the same as in Theorem 2.1l with Corollary 211

Theorem 6.1. Let ug, u1 € L>(0,T; H**2) and u € L>(0,T; H**2 N HY), u, € L*(0,T; H*+2). Then
for all h = nax hx and for all ¢ € (0,77, the following estimates hold:
€Tn

I = un) Ol + g — @) Ol + 1V~ wn) (@) < C W (ol ess + e ooz + uelormss ).
(6.3)
with the additional assumptions us € L%(0,T; H*+2),
[[(uee — unee) ()| + [1(ge — gre) (D] < C hk“(l\ﬂll\mw el Lo o mimera) + ||Utt|\L2(o,T;Hk+2>)- (6.4)
Moreover,
[(u —un)(®)[| < C hk”(l\ﬂellmu + lluall sz + llull oo 0,7 2y + ||Utt||L2(o,T;Hk+2>)- (6.5)

Proof of this Theorem is given in the next two subsections.

6.1 Error Estimates

We redefine the projections Ily and Iy as the standard L? orthogonal projection onto Wy, and Vj,
respectively, and followings are the properties of these projections [25]:

[0ull < CR™ [[ul| gr1u (o, V 0<l, <k+2,
[Dulle, < CH="2|qllpum,y, ¥ 1<l <k+1,
[0ulle < CR "2 llull gy, ¥V 1<l <k+2,
194l < Ch' |l a3, Vo0l <k+1, (6.6)
19g]l2 < CR'“"2|q]| o ), V 1<, <k+1,
19qlle < Chl =2 Iq]l a1 V 1<, <k+1,
|lwlle < ChY?||lw| K, Vo owe Wh.
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Here, E denotes the face of an element K. Also, define

I = > IlZagmy 16— dl3s, = >

KeTy, KeTp

|(é)1/2 (PY — )

Using L? projections (Ilyy, Iy, P), error equations in 6,,, 6, and 0,, are written for all (Vp, W, 1, fi2) €
VhXWhXMhXMhaS

L2(9K)

(Og,vn) + (B0, V - v3) — (0,05 -m) = 0, (6.7a)
(Gutt’wh) + (eq’ th) - <(q - (/jh) : ’I’L,’LUh> + (f(u) - f(uh)a wh) = 0, (67b)
<(q - (/I\h) ' n, :u‘1>8h/FQ = 07 (67C)
<§'UJ:L,’2>F8 = 07 (67d)
where the numerical trace for flux is defined as
(@—Gn) m=(0g—0q) 1 — —— (PO, — 0,) + —PY,. (6.8)
hi hi

With the help of the error equations (6.7]), we derive the estimates of f4. Differentiating equation (6.7al)
with respect to time and set v, = 64 and choose wy, = 6,,, in (G.7D), then adding these resulting equations
to obtain

1d
33

-~

HeqHQ + HeutHQ) + <9q : ’I’L,(gut - eut> - <(q - (/jh) . ’I’L,(gut> + (f(u) - f(uh)aeut) =0. (69)

Adding the zero-term ((q — Gn) - 1, 0.,), a use of ([G8) shows

1d

~ T ~
55@%W+MWW+M«wm%J+<%4H7;P%ﬁm—%§+uww¢wm%»=u

K

On integrating from 0 to ¢, it follows that

H%W+WMF+WWWN%¢=jA<<%”H7§P%ﬂw—%»+UW%fww@w>%
(6.10)

For estimating the right-hand side terms in (6.10), we first rewrite the first term as

t T ~ tld T ~
Vg -1+ —PVy, 04, — 04, ds:/ —<19 -n+—’P19u,9u—9u>
/0 << a hK >> 0 <dS 9 hK
T ~
_ <19qt ‘n+ —Pb,,, 0, —9u>> ds,
hi

- <19q Py, 0, — §u> (t) — <19q At PV, O — §u> (0)
hK hK

t
— / <19qt -n 4+ i’Pﬂui,HU — 9u> ds.
0 hi

Using the properties of L? projection P, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the trace’s inequality, we
arrive at

o~

—1/2 N
(0q 1,0, — 0.) < K| 0g - nlog, |hg > (Bu — 8u)llom,

<
< C Wl gt 100 = Bullom,, 0 <1y <F+1 (6.11)

Similarly,

T ~ _ _ ~
(TPt = B < It 0., I (0~ B o,

< O Yl g ) 100 — Bullom,, 1< by <k+2 (6.12)
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The non-linear term is dealt with similarly as done in Section 3. Hence, we find that
1 (u) = flun)|? < C ([9ull® + [10g]1* + 1100 — Oull, )- (6.13)

Substituting (6.11)), (€12) and (6.13) in (6.10), and using the Young’s inequality with kickback argument,
we arrive at

10l + 1100, 12 + 1160 = Bull3a, <C (B2 (lall2pa 5, + 1980030, + B2 20l 3, + il s, ) )

t
[ 02 B+ B @l )+ )

t
+C/O (1011 + 16w, I” + 110 — Oull3,) ds. (6.14)

Then, an application of Gronwall’s inequality 1 <[, <k+2and 0 <[, < k+ 1, yields

t
1011 + 110uc 17 + 116 = Bulls, < C 2D (IIUOII?{m S ] +/0 (el Fpere + Qe Fpeen + ull7prz) dS)-
(6.15)

Next, a use of the estimate of 6,, from article [26] Lemma 3.2] shows

1617 < C (1V6ul1? + 17 (0 = 82)133,),
< C (I0all® + g (POw = Bu)3,)
< C (10al1* + 10uc I + 116 = Bull3s,)
Hence, we derive the optimal estimates of ||6,] from (6I5). A use of Lemma and Theorem 2.1 in

(€15) completes the proof of ([G3).
In order to prove ([6.4), differentiate (6.7al) twice with respect to time and differentiate (6.7h)-(EZd)

and then choose vy, 1= 0, and wy := 0,,, to obtain

— 0,
— 0,

1d -~ .

5% (||911t||2 + ||9utt ||2) + <94t "N, eutt - 9Utt> - <(qt - qht) L 9Utt> + (f(ut) - f(uht)’ eutt) =0. (616)
Use of (6.8), after differentiating with respect to time shows
1d

~ T ~
575 (10012 4+ 16,12 + 16, = B3, ) + <z9qt Tt P b, 9> + (f(ue) = f(une):Ou,,) = 0.

Proceed similarly as done in proving (6.3),

t
/ ( <19qt et PV, 0, — 9W> ) ds = <194t At P, O, — 9ut> (t)
0 hi hi

T

- <q9qt 4 —Pby,, 04, — §ut> (0)
hx

t
—/ <q9qn At PV, 0, — 9Ut> ds.
0 hk

Hence

T o~ _ o~
}<19qt N+ Eﬁutaeut - out>‘ <C (hlq”qt”HLQ(‘J'h) + hlu 1||ut||Hlu(‘J'h))||9ut - eutHB‘Ih,

YOSl <k+1, 1<l <k+2

The non-linear term is dealt with similarly to Section 3. Thus, using the Young’s inequality with kickback
argument,

100,17 + 100,12 + 100, = 00,137, <C (h4 (112007, + 190 y) + 52200 By + e, )

t
+/O (thu_QHUttHzlu(‘J’h) + h2lq||¢1tt||§{lq(g~h) + ||94t||2 + ||9'U«t - eutH?)TJ'h

1B 12 + 1[0, 1) ds ).
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Then, an application of Gronwall’s inequality 1 <[, <k+2and 0 <[, < k+ 1, yields

t
10g, 1% + 10ussc 7 + 10, = Ou 13, < C B2FFD (Jua | Frave + Nl Fnse +/O (et Fere + I Geell Fpsa) ds).
(6.17)

This completes the rest of the proof.

6.2 Super-convergence Results

This section derives the third result (6X) of the Theorem [GIl We use the same dual problem (@3]
defined in Section 4 with the same regularity results (£8) and (7). Multiplying by 6, to ([@hal) and
integrating over €2, then split the time derivative and use (£5H)-([@35d) to find that

(©.0,) = (64(0).0.(0) = (6(0).0,0) + [ (= (0100.) + (V- (V6).0) = ()01 0.)) ds.

Here, we set up,(0) = Iy ug and upt(0) = My uq, which makes the first and second terms on the right-
hand side zero. Using the L? projection and integration by parts yields

(@, eu) = /0 (_ (¢a euss) + (V : (va(b), eu) + <(V¢ - HVV¢) 'n, 9u> - (fu(u)¢a GU))dS-

Using (6.7a) with v = IIy V¢, we obtain

t
©.0) = [ (=(0:0.) = (0,T0yT0) + DTV V0) + (V0 = T V6) - .0 = (£ (u)6.0,) ) s
The second term on the right-hand side can be rewritten as
(0q, IIvV @) = (0q, Iy V¢ — VIIw ¢ + VIIw @) = (0q, VIIw @) + (84, Vo — VIIw ).

Hence, using (G.7D) for the term (6q, VIIw ¢), we arrive at

©.0) = [ (= (0:00.) + 6. Twd) = (@ = @) - m.Thwd) + () = f(w). M)

— (0, V6 = VI ) + (0, Ty V6) + (V6 — Ty V) - 1,04} — (Ju(u),00) ) ds,
=Q1 + Q2+ Q3+ Q1+ Q5 + Qs + Q7 + Qs.
Substituting the identity ([EI3) in terms Q3 and Qs, a use of (6.7d) with properties of L? projection

shows

/0 Qsds =((q — G)(0) - n, P&(0) — Twe(0))
4 (0 — 9q) T — é(mu — 0.+ éwu,% ~ Ty g).

And
/0 Qsds = ((Gq)(O), V?(O) — VHW?(O)) —l—/o (Gqs,Vgﬁ — VHW?) ds.

With the help of the Cauchy Schwarz inequality, the trace inequality, and the properties of L? projections
from (G.6]), we now arrive at

(6 —0q) - 1, PY — Tl g)| < Ch™Y2(|6g - m| + | 9q - nl])l|¢ — Tw ¢l
< Ch([l0g - n| + [[9q - )]z, (6.18)
similar proceed for the other two terms,
T
{(=PiPo - Thwo)| < CHSP10 o - Tl < OO ullligls, (6:19)
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similarly
’<—h7 (PO, §U)>‘ < OR*2Jul| s . (6.20)
K z

Combining ([G.I8), (6€19) and ([G20) gives the estimate for Q3. Estimate (G.17), help us to find the bound
for @s. Qe and Q7 can be combined by adding the zero term (6,,V¢ - n) as 6, is single-valued across
the interior faces and us the identity (£I3), therefore,

o~

Qs+ Q7 = ((0u — 0.)(0), (Vo (0) — Iy Vg(0)) - n) + /0 (B, = bu,, (Vo —TIyV¢) - n)

{0, = Ou., (Vo — Iy V) - 1)| < (|0, — 0u, |||V (¢ — [n0)|

t
<O (s + ullns + [ lunlBynes ds) 1l
0

For the nonlinear terms, we rewrite as

Q4 + Q8 = (fu(u)euvl_IWd) - ¢) + (fu(u)ﬁm HW¢) + (fuu(u)(u - uh)27HW¢)'

To complete the derivation, we proceed by bounding each term systematically. Using the estimates of
0., from ([64), we bound @1 and Q2. For @5, proceed similarly as done in subsection 4.2. At last,
combining all the terms, applying regularity results (6] and (&7) with the properties of L? projections,
we derive the required result. This completes the rest of the proof.

7 Numerical Experiments

This section illustrates three numerical examples to highlight our proposed methods’ convergence, su-
perconvergence, and energy conservation properties.

Example-1: In this example, we consider the domain Q = [0,1] x [0,1] with homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions. The source terms f;(z,y,t), and the initial conditions are chosen so that the exact
solution u(z,y,t) = t? sin(mz) sin(ry) for the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation

utt_Au+u3_u:f1($ayat) in [Oal]x[oal]x(OaT]a

u|t:0 = Uug, ut|t:0 = U1 in [0, 1] X [0, 1].

The second-order discrete-time Galerkin scheme is applied for the time discretization and the space dis-
cretization; we choose polynomial degrees k = 1,2, 3 with mesh parameters h = 1/2™, for m = 1,2, 3, 4.
The time step is chosen to be At = h(*+1)/2 with final time 7" = 1. Table [ confirms our numerical
results with our theoretical findings.

Example-2: With the same problem and domain as in Example 1 and the chosen source term fa(z,y,t),
and the initial conditions so that the exact solution u = exp(2t?) sin(7x) sin(7y). In Table 2, we observe
that numerical orders of convergence and superconvergence results are the same as have been predicted
by our theoretical results.

Example-3: Next, we consider u = tanh(% —1), can be the solution of nonlinear traveling wave. With

the same problem and domain as mentioned in Example 1 and the chosen source term fa(z,y,t), with
the initial conditions, we obtain the superconvergence for higher degree polynomials, see Table [3]).

Example-4: We consider the following nonlinear wave equation in the unit square: Q = [0,1] x [0, 1]
with source terms fi(x,y,t) = 0, with the given initial conditions,

gy — Au+u® —u=0 in [0,1] x [0,1] x (0,77,
uli=o = 202%(1 — 2)*9y*(1 — y)?, wslimo = 2sin(27wx) sin(27y)  in [0, 1] x [0,1].
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For this example, we do not have the explicit exact solution; therefore, we use energy conservation
property. We choose polynomial degrees k& = 1 with mesh parameters h = 1/2™ for m = 1,2,3,4.
The time step is chosen to be At = 0.1 and n = 1/At with final time T = 1. It is observed that
our computational results in Table @] are conforming to the energy conservation for n > 1 as has been
observed theoretically.

koom lu—usl g —anll [l —
Error E.O0.C Error E.O0.C Error E.O0.C

1 1.83e-1 5.44e-1 4.50e-2
1 2 6.46e-2  1.5101 1.47e-1  1.8912 5.20e-3  3.1017
3 1.34e-2  2.2697 2.98e-2  2.2994  5.00e-4  3.2694
4 3.40e-3  1.9631  7.40e-3  2.0021 1.00e-4  3.0221

1 4.21e-2 7.74e-2 5.00e-3
9 2 4.80e-3  3.1226  9.90e-3  2.9640 3.00e-4  4.0556
3 6.00e-4  3.0169  1.20e-3  3.0688  1.00e-5  4.0999
4 1.00e-4  3.0158 1.00e-4  3.0253  1.00e-6  4.0116

1 8.60e-3 2.11e-2 1.30e-3
3 2 5.00e-4  4.1152  1.20e-3  4.1710 1.00e-4  5.1703
3 1.00e-5  4.0331  1.00e-4  4.0807 1.00e-5 5.0574
4 1.00e-6  3.9941  1.00e-5 4.0138  1.00e-6  5.0117

Table 1: The Lo-Errors and Estimated Orders of Convergence for Example 1.

koom o flu— g — anll llu—ujl
Error E.O0.C Error E.O0.C Error E.O0.C
1 6.77e-1 5.23e-0 6.65e-1
1 2 1.83e-1 1.7470  1.64e-0 1.6729 5.54e-2  2.7870
3 9.18¢-2  2.0836 5.43e-1  1.7944  1.18e-2  3.0439
4 5.65e-3  1.9906 1.6le-1  1.9502 7.93e-3  2.9804
1 6.52e-1 1.08e-0 9.04e-2
9 2 3.57e-2  4.1904 1.89¢-1 25145 1.30e-2  3.7951
3 3.60e-3  3.3099  3.06e-2  2.6259 8.00e-4  4.0171
4 5.00e-4  2.9537 6.30e-3  2.8868  1.00e-4  4.1590
1 6.28e-2 5.33e-1 5.91e-2
3 2 3.09e-3  4.0203  2.54e-2  4.3924  2.30e-3  4.8996
3 2.00e-4  4.1077 1.10e-3  4.5548  1.00e-4  4.9844
4 1.39e-5  4.0046  9.12e-5  4.5665  2.79e¢-6  4.9810

Table 2: The Lo-Errors and Estimated Orders of Convergence for Example 2.
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koomo flu— gl g — anl| llu—ujl
Error E.O.C Error E.O.C Error E.O.C

1 4.44e-2 2.95e-2 8.89e-4

1 2 6.60e-3 24571  6.70e-3  2.1305 1.60e-4  2.8746
3 1.20e-3  2.4239 1.80e-3  1.9218 2.00e-4  2.4726
4 1.00e-4  2.2456  7.00e-4  2.0021  1.00e-5  3.0256
1 6.50e-3 1.59e-2 3.50e-4

9 2 3.50e-3  4.3343  1.00e-3  3.9765 1.09e-5  4.3122
3 2.00e-4  3.9873 1.00e-4 2.7893  1.00e-5  3.9956
4 1.00e-4  3.4589  1.00e-5  3.0253 1.00e-6  4.0116
1 8.60e-3 7.60e-3 1.60e-3

3 2 1.60e-4  5.1964  3.20e-4  5.1847  1.30e-5  5.1916
3 1.00e-5  5.0087  1.00e-4  5.0003  1.00e-5  5.0079
4 1.00e-6  5.0415 1.00e-5  5.0012  1.00e-6  5.0117

Table 3: The Lo-Errors and Estimated Orders of Convergence for Example 3.

m=1 m =2 m=3 m=4 H

0.6402 0.0968 0.4813 0.3576
1.3878e-17 3.5534e-15 1.7765e-14 3.1972e-14
1.3878e-17 1.7767e-15 1.7765e-14  5.3300e-15
1.3878e-17 5.3297e-15 1.1421e-14  3.5500e-15
1.3878e-17 7.1052e-15 1.0660e-14  5.5329e-14
2.7756e-17  8.8823e-15  2.4876e-14  3.3730e-14
2.7756e-17  0.0000e-0  1.0660e-14  5.5070e-14
4.1633e-17  3.5537e-15 3.5534e-14  9.2375e-14
4.1633e-17  3.5527e-15 2.1324e-14  3.7340e-15
1.3878e-17  0.0000e-0  1.4213e-14 8.5278e-14

S©ouoots w S

Table 4: Error Energy [E"+/2 — E'/2| for Example 4.

8 Summary and Conclusion

In this study, we have developed and analyzed the HDG approach for solving the nonlinear Klein-Gordon
equation. The nonlinear function being odd degree polynomials is locally Lipschitz. HDG projection was
used to derive the error estimates for the semi-discrete case. Further, element-by-element post-processing
has been proposed. It has been demonstrated that the post-processed discrete displacement has super-
convergence property, which is of order k + 2,k > 1. In contrast, the discrete displacement and its
gradient have optimal rates of convergence, that is, of order k + 1,k > 0, when piecewise polynomials of
degree k > 1 are used to approximate both the displacement and its flux variables. To discretize in time,
a second-order conservative finite difference scheme is used. It is shown that discrete energy is conserved
for n > 1, and a priori error estimates are derived. A non-conservative scheme is also suggested, which
computes the discrete solutions via a linear system of algebraic equations at each time level, and its
optimal error estimates are briefly addressed. A variant of the HDG method is also analyzed, along with
error analysis in brief. Finally, several computational experiments are conducted, the results of which
confirm our theoretical findings.The present analysis can be easily extended to problems with odd degree
polynomial nonlinearity or to sine Gordon equation.
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