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ROBUST A POSTERIORI ERROR ESTIMATES FOR HDG METHOD
FOR CONVECTION-DIFFUSION EQUATIONS

HUANGXIN CHEN, JINGZHI LI, AND WEIFENG QIU

ABSTRACT. We propose a robust a posteriori error estimator for the hybridizable discontin-
uous Galerkin (HDG) method for convection-diffusion equations with dominant convection.
The reliability and efficiency of the estimator are established for the error measured in an
energy norm. The energy norm is uniformly bounded even when the diffusion coefficient
tends to zero. The estimators are robust in the sense that the upper and lower bounds of
error are uniformly bounded with respect to the diffusion coefficient. A weighted test func-
tion technique and the Oswald interpolation are key ingredients in the analysis. Numerical
results verify the robustness of the proposed a posteriori error estimator.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a bounded, polyhedral domain Q C R?(d = 2,3), we consider the convection-
diffusion equations

—eAu+pB-Vu+cu=f in(, (1.1a)
u=g¢g on oS (1.1b)
The data and the right-hand sides in (|1.1)) satisfy the following assumptions:

(A1) 0<e< 1.

(A2) B e Wh=(Q)4 c e L=(Q), f € LX) and g € Hz ().

(A3) ¢ — 3div3 > 0.

(A4) There is a function ¢» € Wh*°(Q) and a positive constant by such that 3 - Vi > by.
Assumption (A1) includes the case of the convection-dominated regime. According to [4],
Assumption (A4) is satisfied if 8 has no closed curves and |3(z)| # 0 for all z € Q.

It is well known that solutions of may develop layers (cf. [24] 29]). In particular,
the solutions may have singular interior layer of width O(y/€) or outflow layer of width O(e).
Standard numerical methods, e.g., standard finite element method or central finite difference
method, are not robust when the quantity €/||3||r~) is small compared to the mesh size.
In order to stabilize the numerical method, several remedies are proposed for addressing the
issue, for instance, streamline diffusion method [6], residual free bubble methods [7], 8, 0],
local projection schemes [37], subgrid scale method [16], [5], continuous interior penalty (CIP)

methods [I1), 12], discontinuous Galerkin methods [4, 32, [33], and recently discontinuous
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Petrov-Galerkin (DPG) methods [9 13, 23], HDG method [3I] and the first order least
squares method [15]. One can refer to [40, [44] for more other stabilization techniques. But
in order to capture the potential interior or outflow layer of the solutions to the problem
(L), the local Péclet number P, = h||B||~(a)/€e near the layers should be small enough,
where h is the mesh size. Hence it would be quite expensive for the stabilized numerical
methods used on the quasi-uniform mesh to capture the layers when e is small. If the mesh
in the vicinity of the layers can be locally refined, the cost of numerical computations could
be reduced. Therefore the adaptive finite element method is a natural choice for the efficient
solution of convection-diffusion equations with dominant convection.

The adaptive finite element method based on a posteriori error estimates have been well
established for second-order elliptic problems (cf. [2, [47]). In recent years the a posteriori
error estimates are also extended to convection-diffusion equation. An early attempt was pro-
posed by Eriksson and Johnson in [26], using regularization and duality techniques. Verfiirth
[48] proposed semi-robust estimators in the energy norm for the standard Galerkin approxi-
mation and the streamline upwind Petrov-Galerkin (SUPG) discretization. In [49] Verfiirth
improved his results by giving the estimates which are robust with dominant convection in a
norm incorporating the standard energy norm and a dual norm of the convective derivative.
Very recently, Tobiska and Verfiirth [45] derived the same robust a posteriori error estimators
for a wide range of stabilized finite element methods such as streamline diffusion methods,
local projection schemes, subgrid scale technique and CIP method. However, the energy
norm of error used in Verfiirth’s estimates is defined through a dual norm which is not easy
to compute. Sangalli [41] proposed different norms for the a posteriori error estimates that
allow for robust estimators, but the analysis is only valid in the one dimensional case. As
to other approaches for the robust error estimations, one can refer to [50] for mixed finite
element methods, [51] for cell-centered finite volume scheme, [3] for nonconforming finite
element method, [27], 28] 42, [52] for interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin method.

Discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods have several attractive features compared with con-
forming finite element methods. For example, DG methods have elementwise conservation
of mass, and they work well on arbitrary meshes. However, the dimension of the approxi-
mation DG space is much larger than the dimension of the corresponding conforming space.
The HDG method [I8|, 19, [36] was recently introduced to address this issue. HDG methods
retain the advantages of standard DG methods and result in significant reduced degrees of
freedom. New variables on all interfaces of mesh are introduced such that the numerical
solution inside each element can be computed in terms of them, and the resulting algebraic
system is only due to the unknowns on the skeleton of the mesh. In [31], the HDG method
was proposed and analyzed for the problem (1.1)) on shape-regular mesh. The stabilization
parameter of the HDG method in [31] can be determined clearly, meanwhile the penalty
parameters of the DG schemes [4] need to be chosen empirically. Moreover, the condition
number of stiffness matrix of a new way of implementing HDG method in [31] was proven
to be bounded by O(h™2) and independent of the diffusion coefficient ¢. These properties
are important for the efficient solution of the problem and encourage us to consider the
corresponding HDG method on adaptive meshes.

The a posteriori error analysis for the HDG method for second order elliptic problems has
been presented in [20, 21], where the error incorporates only the flux and a postprocessed
solution used in the estimators. To our best knowledge, no a posteriori error estimates for
the HDG discretizations of convection-diffusion problems have been studied in the literature
so far. In this work, our objective is to show that the HDG scheme proposed in [31] gives
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rise to robust a posteriori error estimates for the problem (1.1)). In comparison with the
postprocessing technique utilized in [50] 20, 21], we establish the estimators without any
postprocessed solution since the solution of is always not smooth and there is no
superconvergence result for the HDG method when e < 1.

We notice that the a posteriori error estimators for nonconforming finite element method
[3] and interior penalty DG method [27, 28] are only semi-robust in the sense that they yield
lower and upper bounds of the error which differ by a factor equal at most to O(e~*/2). In
[42], [52], the a posteriori error estimator is robust in the sense that the ratio of the constants
in the upper and lower bounds of error is independent of the diffusion coefficient. However,

the energy norm of error in [42, 52| contains the jump term (hFe_lH[[uh]]Hgf)l/2 on each
interior interface of meshes. In contrast, the a posteriori error estimator in this paper is
robust based on the energy norm in , which contains a jump term (fyFH[[uh]]HgF) 1/2
instead. One can refer to for the definition of paparemeter vr. So, our a posteriori
error estimator will not enlarge the error estimate too much as the error estimator in [42, 52],
when the mesh size is not small compared with the diffusion coefficient.

To derive the reliability and efficiency of the estimators for the error measured in an energy
norm which incorporates a scaling flux and the scalar solution of the HDG discretization,
two techniques are utilized. The first one is to use the Oswald interpolation operator to
approximate a discontinuous polynomial by a continuous and piecewise polynomial function
and to control the approximation by the jumps (cf. [34, B5]). For most of a posteriori error
estimates mentioned above (e.g. [49, B0, 45 27, 28, 42 52]), the analysis only gives the
estimates for the energy error without L?-error of the scalar solution when ¢ — %div,@ = 0.
The second one is to address this issue and to employ a weighted function to derive the
estimates for the error which contains L2-error of the scalar solution. This idea goes back to
Névert’s work [46] for convection-diffusion problems and was used to obtain the L?-stability
of the original DG method for pure hyperbolic equation [39] and extended to convection-
diffusion equations using the IP-DG method [30, 4], the HDG method [31] and the first order
least squares method [15].

In the numerical experiments, the convection-diffusion problems with interior or outflow
layers are tested based on the proposed a posteriori error estimator. The robustness of the
a posteriori error estimator based on the HDG method is observed for the problems with
different diffusion coefficient. We also find that the convergence of the adaptive HDG method
is almost optimal, i.e., the convergence rate is almost O(N~*), where N is the number of
elements, s depends on the polynomial order p.

The outline of the paper is as follows: We introduce some notations, the HDG method, a
posteriori error estimator and main results in the next section. In section 3, we collect some
auxiliary results for analysis. Section 4 and section 5 are devoted to the proofs of reliability
and efficiency, respectively. In the final section, we give some numerical results to confirm
our theoretical analysis.

2. NorATioN, HDG METHOD, ERROR ESTIMATOR, AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we begin with some basic notation and hypotheses of meshes. Secondly, we
introduce the HDG method for (1.1)) in [31]. Then, we define the corresponding a posteriori
error estimator. Finally, we give the main results of reliability and efficiency.

2.1. Notation and the mesh. Let T, be a conforming, shape-regular simplicial triangula-
tion of 2. For any element T € T, 0T denotes the set of its edges in the two dimensional
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case and of its faces in the three dimensional case. Elements of 0T will be generally referred
to as faces, regardless of dimension, and denoted by F. We define 07T, := {07 : T € T}.
We denote by &, the set of all faces in the triangulation (the skeleton), while the set of all
interior (boundary) faces of the triangulation will be denoted &9 (€7). Correspondingly, we
refer to N}, the set of vertices and to N the set of interior vertices. For any T € Ty, let
hr be the diameter of element 7'. Similarly, for any F' € &, we define hp := diam(F).
Throughout this paper, we use the standard notations and definitions for Sobolev spaces
(see, e.g., Adams[I]). We also use the notation || - ||o.p and || - ||o,r to denote the L*norm on
the elements D and faces I', respectively.

2.2. The HDG method. The HDG method is based on a first order formulation of the
convection-diffusion equation ([1.1]), which can be rewritten in a mixed form as finding (q, u)
such that

elqg+Vu=0 inQ, (2.1a)
divg+B8-Vu+cu=f in €, (2.1b)
u=g on Of). (2.1c)

For any element T € T}, and any face F' € &, we define
V(D)= (Pp(T)"  W(T):=Py(T),  M(F):=P(F),

where P,(S) is the space of polynomials of total degree not larger than p > 1 on S. The
finite element spaces are given by

Vi:={ve LQ(Q) cv|lp e V(T) for all T € Ty},
Wy :={we L*Q) : wlr € W(T) for all T € T3,},
My, :={p€ L*&,) : plp € M(F) for all F € &},

My(g) : ={pn e M, : /m(u —g)&ds =0 for all £ € M},
where L*(2) := (L3(Q)) and L2(&},) := Mpee, L2(F).

The HDG method seeks finite element approximations (q,,un,un) € Vi X Wy, X M,
satisfying

(e 'qp. 7)7, — (up, dive)y, + (@h, 7 - 1)o7, =0, (2.2a)

— (g, + Bup, Vw)g, + ((¢c — div B)up, w)g, + (@, + Bun) - m, w)or, (2.2b)
= (f,w)y,,

(Un, )oa = (9, 1) oo, (2.2¢)

(@, + Bur) - n, mr)om, o0 = 0, (2.2d)

for all (r,w, u) € V', x W), x M}, where the normal component of numerical flux (g, + Bu\h) ‘n
is given by
(@, + Bup) -m=gq, n+ (B -n)u,+7(up —up)  on ITy, (2.3)

and the stabilization function 7 is a piecewise, nonnegative constant defined on 97},. Here, we

define (1, )y, = Y geq, [ nCdx, and (0, (o, = 3 ker, Jox 1¢ ds. One of the advantages
of the HDG method is the elimination of both g, and w, from the system (2.2]) to obtain
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a formulation in terms of numerical trace uy, only, one can refer to [1I7, B} [36] B8] for the

implementation.
The stabilization function 7 in (2.3)) is chosen as

7|r = max(sup B(x) - n,0) + min(pohi, 1) VE € 0T, T € Ty (2.4)
el T

Here, 0 < pg < 1. We emphasize that the choice of 7in is the second type of stabilization
function in [31]. According to [14], the HDG method with stabilization function
has a unique solution. Compared with a recent work [15], the intrinsic idea of choosing 7
in the above HDG method is similar to the strategy of setting the ultra-weakly imposed
boundary condition in the first order least squares method for (1.1)).

2.3. A posteriori error estimator. We define the elementwise residual function R, as
Ry|r = f —divq, — B Vu, —cup, VT € Tp. (2.5)
We define
g = min{hge_%, 1}, (2.6)
where S can be any element T" € T, or any face F' € &,. In addition, for any F € &, we
introduce
hr

€

€+ 1Bl
hr
Now, we are ready to introduce the a posteriori error estimator in the following.

. € _1
VF :mm{h——i—( + e 2ap)||B| L) + hr, + hr}. (2.7)
F

Definition 2.1. (A posteriori error estimator) The a posteriori error estimator is defined as

.

n= <ETe‘Ih77% + Speey (1) + EFesg(U?“)Q) * where (2.8a)
nr = (2N Rullr + € gy + eVunlBr)?, VT €T, (2.8D)
mh = (< Harllay - nllEr +ellwllis)’, VF e e, (2.8
0o = v2llun — gllog, VF € €D (2.8d)

Here, for any interior face F' = 9T NOT~ in &), we define the jump of scalar function ¢
and the jump of normal component of vector field o by

[0l=0¢"—0¢", [o-nm]=0c"-n"+0" -n~, respectively.

2.4. Reliability and efficiency of a posteriori error estimator. From now on, we use
Cy, C1,C5 to denote generic constants, which are independent of the diffusion coefficient ¢
and the mesh size.

For any (p,w) € H*(T,) x H'(T}), we define the energy norm

Il (p, w)|I7 (2.9)

= 3" (IR + [0l + el V)3 + obdivp + 8- Vol ;)
TeTy

_1
+ 3 (Harllp-nll -+ rllelle) + Y vrlwl e

Feg) Fegd
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We outline main results by showing the reliability and efficiency of the a posteriori error
estimator, respectively, in the following theorems. Using the techniques developed in this
paper, we would like to emphasize that all the a posteriori error estimates in this paper will
also hold for the mixed hybrid method in [25].

Theorem 2.2. (Reliability) If the Dirichlet data g is contained in C'(0Q2) N My|aq, then
I1(q — qn,u — un)llln < Con. (2.10)

Remark 2.1. In the diffusion dominated case ¢ = O(1),3 = 0 and ¢ > 0, the parameter

vF in 1) would be ﬁ, and the proposed a posterior error estimators coincide with the
I* =

ones in [21]. In this particular case, the total energy norm can be defined as |[||(p, w)
> reT, (HPH(%T + H@UH%,T + [[Vw 3,T)'

Theorem 2.3. (Efficiency) We have

=

_1 2
M < G (Hapllla—a) nll e +velle - wllie)’, vFee), — (211a)
1
np < Cr(vellg —wllir)®, VF €&, (2.11b)
e < O g — @l + llu— unl3r + el V(= w)| (2.11¢)

+o2|div(g — g,) + B V(u—uwy)|2r + 05 (Ry, T))2, VT € T

Here, the data oscillation term osc;(Ry, T) := af||Ry — Pw Ryl|3 1, and Py is the L* orthog-
onal projection onto Wj,.

In addition, for any F' € &Y with hr < O(¢) or any T € T, with hy < O(e), we have the
following efficiency results with explicit dependence on e.

Theorem 2.4. (Efficiency on refined element) For any F € &Y, if hp < O(e), then

2)* < Co Y (7 lla = anllgr + ellV(w = un) 5 r (2.12)

Tewr
+ [lu = unllo.r + 0sci(Ba, T)).
For any T € Ty, if hy < O(e), then
np < Cae g — gullor + el V(= un)ll5 7 (2.13)
+llu = wnllgr + 0sci (R, T)).

Here, wr 1is the union of elements sharing the common face F, and osci(Rp,T) is the data
oscillation term introduced in Theorem [2.3.

Remark 2.2. For the diffusion dominated case ¢ = O(1), 8 = 0 and ¢ > 0, the above
efficiency estimates (2.12)) and (2.13)) also coincide with the efficiency results in [21].

3. AUXILIARY RESULTS

We collect some auxiliary results in this section for the proof of reliability and efficiency.

For every element T' € T}, we denote {2y by the union of all elements that share at least
one point with T'. For any face F' € &j,, the set (2 is defined analogously, meanwhile, wg is
defined to be the union of elements sharing the common face F'. The following Clément-type
interpolation is crucial for the proof of reliability.
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Definition 3.1. (cf. [47]) One can define a linear mapping 7, : L'(Q2) — Wf, N Hg(Q) via

1
TRV 1= Z <|Qz| /szdx) 0,

0
2eNy

where ¢, is Py nodal bases function for every vertex z € N9, €2, is the support of a nodal
bases function ¢, which consists of all elements that share the vertex z, and Wy, is the
corresponding conforming P finite element space defined by W7, = {w € C(Q) : w|r €
PUT), T € Th}.

The interpolation 7, in Definition has the following approximation properties.

Lemma 3.2. (cf. [48,149]) For any T € Ty, and F € &Y, the following estimates hold for any
function v € Hy(Q):

1
I(T = 7n)ollor < Crar (V50 + el Vollga,)? (3.1a)
1 1 1
I = mvlos < Cae~bad (o, + €l Vola,)? (3.10)

Remark 3.1. The proof of Lemma [3.2 can be obtained by the Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 in [4§].
For the particular case ¢ — %divﬁ = 0, the constant «yg is set to be hge’% forany S =T € T,
or F' € &) in [49], and the associated energy error excludes the L?-error ||u — uyllo7,. In
this paper, a weighted function technique used in [4] shall be employed, such that we can

also obtain the estimates for the energy error including the L%-error ||u — up||o7, even when
c— %divﬁ = 0. Hence, ag is always set as 1}

For the approximation of function in W}, and the Dirichlet boundary data g by continuous
finite element space, we need to introduce Oswald interpolation. If g is contained in C'(9Q2)N
My |aq, then the continuous finite element space Wy = {w € C(Q) : w|y € Py(T),T €
Th, w|ag = g} is not empty. Hence, we can introduce the Oswald interpolation J9° : W, —
Wi .- Given a function v, € W), the operator J3® is prescribed at the Lagrangian nodes
in the interior of 2 by the average of the values of v, at this node. For the nodes at the
boundary 0f2, J9° is prescribed at the Lagrangian nodes on 0€2 by the value of g at this node.
The following estimate has been analyzed for nonconforming mesh and conforming mesh in
[34, B5] and was extended to variable polynomial degree in [53].

Lemma 3.3. (cf. [34, 35, 53, 21]) If the Dirichlet data g is contained in C(92) N My|aq,
then for any vy, € Wy, and any multi-index o with || = 0,1, the following estimate holds:

> D (wn = Fon) g (3.2)

TeTy,

1—-2|a 12|
<Cs | 3 hp Nl s+ > b2 Mlg — ol 5

Fegf Fegd

In order to prove the local efficiency of the estimators, proper element and face bubble
functions are useful. We set the element bubble function in the element 17" as By = Hf;rll Ais
where A; denotes the linear nodal basis function at ith vertex in 7. Besides the element
bubble function, as mention in Lemma 3.3 in [48] and Lemma 3.6 in [49], there also exists

proper face bubble function Br with F' € €Y such that the following lemma holds.



8 H. Chen, J. Li, W. Qiu

Lemma 3.4. (cf. [48,149]) For any element T € T}, a polynomial ¢ € P,(T) and any face
F € &Y, a polynomial ¢ € P,(F), the following estimates hold:

16157 < Calo, Bro)r,
| Brollor < Csl|9lor,
10157 < Co(w, Bri) p,
1Br¢llows < Creiad|[llo.r.

1 1 -1
| BrYlowy + €2 |V Brillow, < Csetap?||Y]|o,r.

4. PROOF OF RELIABILITY

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [2.2] which shows reliability of the a posteriori
error estimator in Definition 2.1]
In view of the assumption (A4), we define a weighted function

pi=e?+x, (4.1)

where x is a positive constant to be determined later. Let eq = q — q;,e, = u — u,. We

have the following Lemma [4.1]

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ be given in with x > 2b0||e*¢||Loo(Q)||V@/J||200(Q). Then the following
estimate holds:

C (e llegll7, + lleals,) (4.2)
Se_l(eqv QDeQ)Th - (61“ V- eQ)'fh
1 L.
_ 5(/@ -Vye,, e,)s, + ((c — édlvﬁ)eu, gpeu)qh.
Proof. According to the assumptions (A3)-(A4), we have
E_l(em 906!1>7h + (eu7 e_wvw ) eQ>7h

1 _ 1.
+ 5(16 ’ VQ/Je ’/’em eu)‘J’h + ((C - Edlvﬁ>ew Qoeu)gh

_ _ by, _
>€ IX(em GQ)‘Th + (ew € ¢V¢ ’ GQ)‘Th + 50(6 wew eU)Th'

By the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, for any § > 0, we have
(€w, e ¥V - eg)7,
1, _ _
<5 (Ve lim@lle™ 1) (€q, €)m, + dlle™" [0 (€us €u)s.) -

Then, by taking x > 2bo[le™¥ || L) V|} () and § = %, we can conclude that the proof
is complete. 0

We are now ready to state a key result of the upper bound estimate of (671 leq ||f2rh + ||eu||§h)

Lemma 4.2. If the Dirichlet data g is contained in C(92) N Mpy|aq, then

(M leqll3, +lleul3,) < C( D np+ - )2+ - (R)?). (4.3)

TeT, Feed Fee?
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Proof. According to Lemma [£.1] we have

C (e lleglls, + lleulls,) (4.4)
§€_1(€q> veq)T, — (ew, Vo - eq)7,
1 1.
_ 5(5 Ve, e,)s, + ((c— §dlvﬁ)eu, goeu)qh
Let uj, := J%°uy,. By the definition of J9°, clearly, we have u} |sq = g. Adding and subtracting
eVuj, into g — g,,, we have
671<eqa SOeQ>'Th (4'5>
— (@ =@, p(Vu—Vup)), — ¢ (a—ap ¢ (Vuy, +ay)),
= (Ve (a—ap),u—up), + (pdivig —q4) u—uy),
—{(@—an) -, 0(u—up))or, — € (a— p @ (Vuy +ay,)),
= (Vo (g —an)u—up)y + (R o(u—u3)),
(g (= ]))ag, — (B V(= un) + clu — w), o(u— )
— e (@ an 0 (eVuy +ay)).,

In the last step of . we have used the equation (2.1b)) and the fact that (q-n,o(u—
u) oy, = 0 (since Jumps of g - m,u,u) vanish on all interior faces and u—uj =0 on Of).
Inserting (4.5) into ) and subtracting and adding wy, into u — u}, in the first term of the
right-hand 51de of (4.5)), we have
C (5_1||eq||127h +leull7,) (4.6)
S (VSO : (q - qh)’ Up — u:ijz)g'h + (Rh’ (p(u - U%))Th
+ (@), p(u—up))om, — (B V(u—up) +clu—up), p(u—up)),
- 6_1 (q —dqp, ¥ (Evu:}]z + qh))g'h

1 1.
— 5B Veu e, + ((c— gdivB)e, peu)y,

For any w € WY, N Hj(Q), the equation (2.2b) in the HDG method (2.2)) can be rewritten
as follows after integration by parts:

(f’ w)‘fh = _(qh> Vw)‘fh + (div(,@uh) ) - <16uh 'n, w>37h
+ (cuh - leIBuh7 ) + <<qh + ﬁuh) n, U)>3g'h
= (dlvqhv )Th - <qh 'n, w>33'h, (B : vuh =+ cup, w)‘J'h

— (B nup, wor, + (@, + Buy) - n, w)or,
Note that the equation 1} indicates ((g; + ,C/'S'ah) -m,w)sr, = 0. Hence, we have

—{(g, + Bur) - n,w)oy, = (Rp, w)g,. (4.7)
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Combining (4.6)) and (4.7]), we obtain
4
C (eleeqH%’h + HeuH%h) S Z[l Where
=1

Li== (Ve ™ (@ —an),wn —up)g, — € (@ = @ (g + V),

h

Iy = (th (L — 7)) (pu — %Dugl))qh + ((gy + Bun) -, (I — m) (pu — oup))or,,

Iy = —(B - nun, p(u — u3))om, — (8- V(uj, — un) + cuy, — un), p(u —uz)),

[4 = (/6 ’ V(U - u?’b) + C(u - U%), Sp(u - u:f]L))‘J’h
- %(/8 ’ VSOBu, eu)‘Th + ((C - %divﬁ)eua Qpeu)gh-

Here m, is the Clément-type interpolation into the space Wy, N Hg(€2) (see Definition .
Now we estimate the summation Z?:l I;. For the sake of simplicity, givelzn any v € H'(D),
D C Q, we define an energy norm for v by [||v|[|p = ([|[v]|§ p + €l[Voll§ 5)*. We can refer to

Appendix A and Appendix B for the estimates for I; and I respectively. In the following
we mainly focus on the estimate of I + I3 by two approaches.

(Approach A) For the first approach, we consider the estimate of Iy and I3 separately.
By the approximation properties of the Clément-type interpolation presented in Lemma (3.2}

we obtain

L<CY  ar|Rullos Il ou — puj o,
TeTy,
_1 L 1 1
+0 3 (e hallan - nlllor + € apllBllmmlllunllor) Il ¢u— ¢ o
Fegd
Using the Young’s inequality and subtracting and adding u;, into u — u}, we further have

C C 1
L < o5 oz || R[5, 7 + % > e 2ap||[gy - n]lff (4.8)
TG‘I}L FEE?I

C 1
+ 55 e 2ap||Bl L I[unl 5.7 + SCNBll L@ Il e(u —u) I3, -

0
Fegl

Since u — u) = 0 on 99, we easily get (3 - nuj,, p(u —u}))oy, = 0. Via integrating by parts,
we have

Iy = (Bluj, — un), oV (u —uz)) o + (8- Veoluy —un),u— ;)
+ ((le/B - C)(u:}JL - uh)? QO(U o U’?z))g'h :
Note that V(u — u}) = —e H(q — q),) + (q,, + €Vuy) — eV(u, —u))} and v — u) = (u —

up) + (up — u3,), we utilize the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities to obtain

et 1 5
{55 T O3t 55D s — 3 s, + 55—, (19)

o, _ _
5 (6 Yg - QhHg,TJ'h +e g, + evuh”(z)ﬂh + €|V (up, — U%)Hgirh) )

;< (C

+
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where Cf = 1817 () CY =B Ve + (divB — ¢)||1=(). So, by the first approach,

I+ Is (4.10)
C C 1
§2_5 O‘?PHRhHaT+2_5 Z e zar| g, - nll5 F
TeT), FEE?Z
C 1
+ 55 > e 2ap]|Bllrm | [unlllf r + 6C1BI (@) ll o(u — ui)II3,
Feg)
23! d 1 7012 a0 2
+ (Cl B + 02(1 + %)) ||uh - Uh”o,vh + C2§||“ - uh“o,‘rh

o, _ .
+5 (€= allis, + € Han + eVunlsg, + el Vi —uw)l5s,)

Here, we recall that C{ = ||Bg0||2Loo(Q) and C§ = ||B- Ve + p(divB — ¢)| 1= (-
(Approach B) For the second approach, we estimate the summation of Iy and I3. Tt is
clear that
Iy + I (4.11)
= (B, (I = mn)(pu — pu3)) g + @y -1, (I = m)(pu — puz))om,
- <16 " NUR, Wh(QOU - Spugl)>87h
— (B V(up, — up) + c(up, — up), p(u — uf,]l)),lh .

For the first two terms of the right-hand side of (4.11]), the estimates can be similarly obtained
as in (4.8]). For the third term, by the trace inequality we have

— (B - nup, T (pu — pup))om,

_1
<C Y Bl I Tunlllophz® Il (o — i) oz

Feed
_1
<C D> Bl lunlllorhp lw = wuplosn,
Feg)
C _
<o S IBlaeeir i N unll - + CONBl o llolEmn (s — i, + lun = w3,
Feg)

where Ty is an element which satisfies ' C 0T and the second inequality of the above
estimate is deduced from the L? stability property of Clément-type interpolation 7, (cf.
[48]). For the fourth term of the right-hand side of (4.11]), we can easily derive, for any
0 > 0, that

— (8- V(u) —up) + c(u), — up), o(u — u:i]z))vh

1 )
<18l |V (un = up) 65, + Collun = uh o, + 5CEllw = unllgs,
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where Cf = §8¢ll1=() + (55 + Dllcpl =), Cf = B¢l =) + leplli=(). Thus, by the
second approach,

L+ (4.12)
C C _1
<o5 2 IR+ 55 Y- Harlllan - mllr +5C [ plu = ),
TET, Feéd
C _
55 2 I18lli=cehr el oy (1w = wnllS 5, + lluw = w33,
Feéd

1 o
+ 5118l @IV (un = )55, + C5llun — wlli g, + 5CHllu = unllgg,
For the term 0C ||| ¢(u — u3)|[|3, in the right-hand sides of (4.10) and (4.12), we derive
that
0C Il ol — u)I5, (4.13)
<6C (el VellZoeioy + @llZoeey) (lu = unllg, + llun — uille,)
+ 00l (€7 la — anllig, + ¢ llan + eVunlleg, + el V(un —u)lleg,) -

Now, we are ready to finish the proof. Combining (A.1)), (4.10) (which is given by the first
approach for the estimate of Iy + I3), (4.13), (B.1) and Lemma and choosing d small
enough, we have

(cMeqls, +lleulls,) <CCY- mr+ Y 02)* + > (a)?)s (4.14)

TET, Feegf Fegd

1
_1 2 1
where i, = (¢ 2ar||lgy - #)s i = viallg = wnllor and 4 =

< 4 hF +e zap. Similarly, we can obtain the followmg estimate by combining (A.1]), (4.12

(Whlch is given by the first approach for the estimate of I+ 13), (4.13)), (B.1)) and Lemma 3.3}
and again choosing 0 small enough,

(Meqls, +lleulls,) <CCY_ mr+ Y 022>+ Y (0a)?), (4.15)

TeTy Feé) Fegd
1 3 1
where 1, = (< tarl|[g; - 2r)" mhe = viallg — willor and e =
H”%ﬂ% + hp. Thus, combining (4.14)) and (4.15)) completes the proof. O

Now we are in a position to show the proof of the first main result.

Proof. (Proof of Theorem Note that div(q — q,,) + 8- V(u — up) = Ry — c(u — uy) and

the fact ar < 1, one can easily obtain the following estimate by triangle inequality,
arlldivig —g,) + 8- V(u—un)llgr < 207 Rill5.r + 2l c(u — un)llo - (4.16)
Moreover, for the term €||V(u — uy)||3 5, , we have

€|V (u— Uh)”?),‘yh =c'llg—q,+q,+ EvuhHth (4.17)
<27 'lq — qull5 g, + 267 gy, + eVunl3 g,



Robust a posteriori error estimator for convection diffusion equations 13

Combining (4.16), (4.17), Lemma and the fact that the jumps of g - n and u vanish on

all interior faces, we immediately have the following reliability estimate:
g = gru—w)llF <C( D+ 3 02+ - ()?).
TeTy Fegf Fegd

So, the proof is complete. O

5. PROOF OF EFFICIENCY

In this section, we give the proofs of Efficiency (Theorem and Efficiency on refined
element (Theorem , which address the efficiency of a posteriori error estimator in Defi-
nition 2.1

5.1. Efficiency. By using the element bubble function Br (cf. Lemma , we have the
following estimate which is proven in Appendix C.

Lemma 5.1. For any T € Ty, we have that
arl| Bullor < C (azlldivig — ay) + 8- V(u—un)l5r + lu — unlls - + 0sci (R, T))

where the data oscillation term osci(Ry,T) and the projection Py are introduced in Theo-
rem l2.3.

Remark 5.1. For any w € H}(T), we also have
(Rp,w)r = —(q — qp,, Vw)r + (8- V(u — up) + c(u — up), w)r.
By the similar technique, we can deduce that
az || Rallg 7 (5.1)
<C(c"'llg = aullor + o7llB - V(u—un) + c(u = up)lg r + 0sc;(Rn, T)) -
With Lemma [5.1] we are in a position to show the proof of the second main result.

Proof. (Proof of Theorem By (2.8b)), (2.8¢) and the fact that g -n and u are continuous
across all interior faces, we have (2.11a]) and (2.11b]) immediately.
For any T' € 7T}, adding and subtracting q into g;, + eVuy, yields

e g, + 6vuh“g,T <2e'q - Qh||c2),T + 2¢||V(u — Uh)Hg,T' (5.2)
Combining ((5.2)) and Lemma , we can conclude that (2.11¢)) is true. O

5.2. Efficiency on refined element. The proof of (2.13]) in Theorem can be directly
obtained by (5.1) and (5.2)), and the estimate (2.12) is an immediate consequence of the
following Lemma [5.2) and Lemma [5.3]

Lemma 5.2. For any F € €Y%, if hr < O(¢), we have

1
¢ zar|[g, - n]lF

<C Y (Mg —allsr + el Viu—wn)llir + lu—unllir +osci (R, T)) -

TeEwp
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Proof. Note that for any w € H}(wr), we have
(lgn-nl.wyr=>"{(qg—q,) nwhor =Y ((div(g —g,), w)r + (q — g,. Vw)r)

TEwp Tewr
= Y ((Rn =B+ V(u—up) — c(u—up), w)r + (g — g4, Vw)r),
Tewr

Applying Lemma [3.4] with w = Br[g,, - n], we have

_1
¢ 2aplla, - n]lE

<C Y (Mg —allsr + FlRulI 2+ aFlIB - V(w—un) + clu —un) 5 r) -

TeEwpr
If hp < O(e), we have a2 < O(e) for T € wp. Then, by the above inequality and the
estimate (5.1)), we can conclude that the proof is complete. O

By the similar approach as in Lemma 3.4 of [22], we get the following estimate.

Lemma 5.3. For any F € €Y%, if hr < O(¢), we have

YelllundlF < C ) (€M g = anllar + el Viu—w)llr) -

Tewpr

Proof. We denote Py, by the L? orthogonal projection operator onto the space My, where
Moy = {pu € L*(&) : plr € Po(F) for all F' € &,}. By the equation in the HDG
method, we have that, for any 7' € T}, and any r in the lowest order Raviart-Thomas space
]{76(737
(e tqy,, )7 — (up, dive)p + @y, 7 - n)or = 0.
Since Uy, is single-valued on F', then for any r € H(div,wr), we have
e (g, + eVup, 7)o, = — Z Z (Up —up,r-n)p + ([up],r - n)r.

TEwr e€OT\F

We take 7y € H(div,wp) such that ro|lp € RTH(T) for all T € wp, [7ro-n = [, Puyus]
and [ ro-n =0 for all e € dwp. Then we obtain

| P [unlll§ = ([un], o - m)p = € Hay, + €Vup, 70)u,

<C > e Ylgy+ eVurllorlrollor.

Tewr

Obviously, ||7ollor < Chzllre - nljor (cf. Lemma A.1 in [22]). Therefore we have

hg
| Paso [un] Il 7 < CE—Qllqh + eVupl§ - (5.3)
Note that
1 = Paso) [un] I 5 = (I = Pag) [ = wn]lf5 <2 D 1T = Py (u = unlr) |3
TEwp

where Py, is the L? orthogonal projection operator onto the space of piecewise constant
functions on each element. Then the trace theorem and Poincaré’s inequality indicate that

I = Pu) Lunl I3 < Che [V (= wn) 2. (5.4)
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Combining (5.3) and (5.4)) yields that
hr
IEanll < € (el V- )R, + 2510y + Tuli, ).

By subtracting and adding g into g, + €Vuy and the fact that v22 < O(1) if hr < O(e),
we can conclude that the proof is complete. O

6. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present numerical results of the adaptive HDG method for two di-
mensional model problems to show how the meshes are generated adaptively and how the
estimators and the errors behave due to the effects from the quantity €/||B||~(). The
adaptive HDG procedure consists of adaptive loops of the cycle “SOLVE — ESTIMATE
— MARK — REFINE”. In the step SOLVE, we choose the direct method such as the the
multifrontal method to solve the discrete system. In the step ESTIMATE, we adopt the
reliable and efficient a posteriori error estimators suggested in the above sections. In the
step REFINE, we apply the newest vertex bisection algorithm (see [43] and the references
therein for details). For the step MARK, we use the bulk algorithm which defines a set M}’
of marked edges such that

S ()7 + 022 = 60> () + (2)?)

Feml Fegy,

and a set M7 of marked triangles such that

SNk 0.>

Tem? TeT,

where #; and 0y are optional parameters and We use 01 = 6y = 0.5 in the following experi-
ments. For brevity, we denote by n{ = ;.5 n7 and 03 = > pce ((0%))* + (n2)?).

For any (p,w) € H"(T;,)x H'(T},), we define an error norm || (p, w)||? = > rer, (€ HIPIIG £+
|wl[§.7)- In the following experiments, the adaptive HDG method is implemented for piece-
wise linear (HDG-P1), quadratic (HDG-P2), and cubic (HDG-P3) finite element spaces. The
figures displaying the convergence history are all plotted in log-log coordinates.

The discrete HDG-P2 soluton of u

06 ™
04

v -

- 02 \ / o 2
0 o1 02 03 04 05 086 07 08 08 1 Number of triangles: 236210
Number of triangles: 236210

b

FIGURE 1. Adaptively refined mesh (left) and 3D plot of the corresponding approximate
solution uy, (right) by HDG-P2 for the case € = 1074
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Example 6.1. We consider a boundary layer problem in [4]. The convection-diffusion equa-
tion (1.1 is solved in the domain = [0,1] x [0, 1] with 8 = [1,1]%, ¢ = 0. The source term
f and the Dirichlet boundary condition are chosen such that

e~ e _ p—(1—a)(1-y)/e

1 —e1e

u(r,y) =x+y(l —x)+

is the exact solution.

—e—Il(a-q,u-u) H"‘ o
—a Il e, uu) 1,
—4— Estimator
"

=T,
o'

Error

)

—o—Il{a-g,u-u)) 1l

—a—l @, I,
—4— Estimator
"N
—A-N,

oN'?

. L L -
10 - 10

0

10 10 10°
Number of DOFs Number of DOFs
10°
10' \g
10'
510 5
i & 10°
o [T o, ; =@,
Il (=g, u-u)) Il 10 —a— I @-au-u)) Il
—4— Estimator —4— Estimator
el aal
ATy AT,
o o)
‘0'2 T L L w'? L T
10 3 10° 10° 10°
Number of DOFs Number of DOFs

Error
or

o | —e=Terauu) T, 107 gl (a-,u-u) I,
1,0y 1, —all(@-auu) ll,
—4— Estimator —4— Estimator
-1 "
Ty of| =T
of N2 w N
) N ) ) OoIN") ; )
10 4 9 & 5 9
10 10 10 10 10
Number of DOFs Number of DOFs

FIGURE 2. Convergence history of the adaptive HDG method. Left-Right: ¢ = 1075, ¢ =
1075, Top-Bottom: P1-P3.

The solution develops boundary layers along the boundaries z = 1 and y = 1 for small e.
The initial quasi-uniform mesh consists of 800 triangles and the initial mesh size hy = 0.05.
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Actually, our algorithm is robust for any coarser mesh. Figure [I] displays the adaptively
refined mesh and the corresponding approximate solution u; by 20 iterations of the adaptive
HDG-P2 method for two cases € = 107 and ¢ = 107°. One can observe that the mesh is
always locally refined at the singularities along the boundaries x = 1 and y = 1, and the
boundary layer solution can be captured on the adaptively refined mesh. In Figure [2| we
show the error ||(g—q;,, u—uy)||n, the total energy error |||(g—q;,, u—un)|||n (the total energy
error is defined in ), the a posteriori error estimators n; and 7, and the total a posteriori
error estimator as functions of N which is the number of degrees of freedom (DOFs) of wy,
for two cases € = 107° and € = 107% by HDG-P1, HDG-P2 and HDG-P3 respectively. In
the following, we always let DOFs refer to the DOFs of 4. For the case ¢ = 1075, the
convergence results indicate the robustness of the proposed a posteriori error estimator and
the almost optimal convergence rate O(N~7/2) for the adaptive HDG method when the
number of DOFs is sufficiently large. Here, p is the polynomial order. The convergence
of 11 and 7, is similar as the total a posteriori error estimator. For smaller ¢ = 107¢ in
this example, although the convergence of the error ||(g — q;,u — up)||n slows down, the
convergence of the a posteriori error estimators and the total energy error is also almost
O(N~?/2) when p = 1,2 and O(N~') when p = 3 on the currently obtained meshes.

Example 6.2. We consider an internal layer problem in [50]. We set Q = [0, 1] x [0,1], 8 =
[0,1]7, ¢ = 1. The source term f and the Dirichlet boundary condition are chosen such that

u(z,y) = 0.5 (1 — tanh (0-5a_ w))

is the exact solution, where « is the width of the internal layer.

The discrete HDG-P3 solution of u

8 /7//]
g // 08
e 06
04

1
06

0 ) L
02 \(//0 2
00

0 01 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 08 09 1
Number of triangles: 160606

Nurnber of triangles: 160606

FIGURE 3. Adaptively refined mesh (Left) and 3D plot (Right) of the corresponding
approximate solution u;, by HDG-P3 for the case a = 10™% and ¢ = 1076.

The solution of this problem possesses an internal layer along x = 0.5. The initial quasi-
uniform mesh consists of 128 triangles and the initial mesh size hy = 0.12. The graphs of
Figure |3 show the plots of the mesh and solution by 32 iterations of the adaptive HDG-
P3 method for the case o = 107% and € = 107%. We can see that the singularities of the
solutions can also be captured near x = 0.5 on the adaptively refined mesh. Figure {4|shows
the convergence of the corresponding errors. The robustness of the proposed a posteriori
error estimator and the almost optimal convergence rate of the adaptive HDG method can
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K —e—l1ag,uu ], "
—a Il a0 1,
—4— Estimator
-
=T,
1
o o' o
5 5
g [ 7 i /’v NW—L"

—4— Estimator
-+
—A-T,
. , on'?
10 . . 10° . .
10° 10° 10* 10°
Number of DOFs Number of DOFs
T T : T T
10 —o—ll(a-gu-up i, |
2 —a e, 1o
—4— Estimator
10’ n
—A-T,
o'
IN") 1
10"
s 5 /
u 10° & g
10
10°
P CERT= Y
107 H = 1 @-G 0=, [,
o —4— Estimator
-
—A-T,
. oN)
m = 5 o = =
10 10 10 10° 10
Number of DOFs Number of DOFs
T T : T T
o —e—T1(ag,uu )],
—u Il @, I, e
—4— Estimator o
10’ N
AT
oN??3
10
10"
5 -
& 102 10
10° .
107 g T(aq,uu )T,
—a [l {a-a,u-u) Il
10 —4— Estimator
"
10°H —A=T
o
. . . T .
10 10° 10° 10! 10° 10°
Number of DOFs Number of DOFs

FIGURE 4. Convergence history of the adaptive HDG method. Left: o = 1072 and
e =1075. Right: a = 107* and e = 10~%. Top-Bottom: P1-P3.

be observed for HDG-P1, HDG-P2 and HDG-P3 when the number of DOF's is large enough.
Moreover, we can also see that n; and 7, converge similarly as the total a posteriori error
estimator.

Example 6.3. This example is also taken from [4]. We set 8 = [1/2,v/3/2]",¢c = 0, the
source term f = 0 and the Dirichlet boundary conditions as follows:
I on{y=0,0<z<1},
u=<¢1 on{r=0,0<y<1/5},
0 elsewhere .
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The discrete HDG-P3 soluion of u

\\\ T =y 1
6

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
Number of triangles: 98930 Number of triangles: 98930

FIGURE 5. Adaptively refined mesh (Left) and the 3D plot (Right) of the corresponding
approximate solution u; by HDG-P3 for the case e = 107%.

—8— Estimator (P1) —e— Estimator (P1)
10' - 10' —8— Estimator (P2)
- —— Eswl\‘a‘;m (P3)
7 o)
OoIN") oY)

- - o

. . . . . .
10' 10° 10° 10 10° 10°
Number of DOFs Number of DOFs

FIGURE 6. Convergence history of 7, 72 and the total a posteriori error estimator 7 by
HDG-P1 (Left) and comparing of convergence history of the estimator by HDG-P1, HDG-P2
and HDG-P3 (Right) for the case e = 107%.

The solution of this problem possesses both interior layer and outflow layer. The initial
quasi-uniform mesh consists of 800 triangles and the initial mesh size hy = 0.05. The
graphs of Figure |5 show the adaptively refined mesh and the 3D plot of the corresponding
approximate solution wu, by 23 iterations of the adaptive HDG-P3 method for the case
¢ = 107 Figure [5| indicates that both the interior and outflow layers can be captured
by the adaptively refined mesh strategy. In particular, when the mesh size is O(e) near
the outflow layer and O(4/€) near the interior layer, both interior and outflow layers can be
captured well. Since there is no exact solution for this problem, we only show the convergence
of the proposed a posteriori error estimator for the cases ¢ = 1074, 107® and 107% in Figure
|§| and Figure m For the cases ¢ = 10™*, 107, the almost optimal convergence rate O(N?/2)
of the estimator can be observed for HDG-P1, HDG-P2 and HDG-P3 when the number of
DOFs is large enough, and the convergence rate is faster when p is larger. From the left
graph of Figure [6], we can also see that 7; and 7, converge similarly as the total a posteriori
error estimator for the case e = 10 by HDG-P1. Actually, for other cases the convergence
property of 1, and 7, is always similar. For smaller ¢ = 107%, the convergence of the total
a posteriori error estimator is almost the same as O(N~1) for p = 1,2,3 on the currently
obtained meshes.
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—8— Estimator (P1)
—&— Estimator (P2)
—4— Estimator (P3)
ON')

10° 10°
Number of DOFs Number of DOFs

FIGURE 7. Convergence history of the estimator n by HDG-P1, HDG-P2 and HDG-P3.
Left: € = 107°. Right: e = 107°.

APPENDIX A. ESTIMATE OF [;

By the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, we get, for any § > 0,
o _ 1 _
L < gella = anllog, + 5 Ve E@elun = uillss, (A1)

o _ 1 _
+ ¢ Ylg - qhHS,Th + %H@H%W(Q)E g, + GVU%H(Q)%

- 1 _
<0elg = @l + 551 Ve im@ellun — willos,

1 _
+ Sllellz (o) (7 an + eV, + el Vun = Vellig, ) -

APPENDIX B. ESTIMATE OF I,

Now we consider the estimate of 1. It is clear that

(B V(=) plu— ), = 5 (B Vi, (w—u)?)y + 5 (A8 plu—)?),,

which can be obtained by integration by parts and (3-n, o(u—uj)?)sy, = 0. Then, we have

1
I, = (,3 -Veo(u —up),up — ui)% + 5 (,3 . Vgp(ui — uh),ugl — uh)7

h

+2((c— GivB)(h — ). ol — )y, — (e~ ZAVB)(h — ), p(ud, — un)),,.

h

Appling the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, we get
1 1 1
1< (8 4+ 205 + Dl — B, + GO+ Collu— il (B
where CF = |8 - Vol| < (0), C§ = [lv(c = 3divB) | =(@)-

ApPPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA [5.1]

Proof. We begin by the estimate o7 || Ry |5 7 < 202 || Pw Ry |[§ 7 + 20sc¢;,(Rp, T'). Note that for
any w € H}(T), we have

(Rp, w)r = (div(g — q,) + 8- V(u — up), w)r + (c(u —up), w)r.
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Moreover, for the element bubble function By, we have

| P RulZp ~ /T Br(PwR)* = | By P Rill

Here, we use A = B if CB < A < CB with positive constant C. Taking w = By Py Ry, we
derive that

HPWRhHaT ~ (Pw Ry, w)r = (Rp, w)r — (Ry — Pw Ry, w)r
= (div(g — q;) + 8- V(u—up), w)r + (c(u — up), w)r — (Rp — Pw Ry, w)7.

Then, we can conclude the proof is complete by the above estimates and the Young’s in-
equality. O
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