arXiv:2002.06139v1 [math.NA] 14 Feb 2020

HDG and CG methods for the Indefinite Time-Harmonic Maxwell’s
Equations under minimal regularity

Gang Chen* Peter Monk' Yangwen Zhang?

November 7, 2021

Abstract

We propose to use a hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin (HDG) method combined with
the continuous Galerkin (CG) method to approximate Maxwell’s equations. We make two
contributions in this paper. First, even though there are many papers using HDG methods
to approximate Maxwell’s equations, to our knowledge they all assume that the coefficients
are smooth (or constant). Here, we derive optimal convergence estimates for our HGD-CG
approximation when the electromagnetic coefficients are piecewise smooth. This requires new
techniques of analysis. Second, we use CG elements to approximate the Lagrange multiplier used
to enforce the divergence condition and we obtain a discrete system in which we can decouple
the discrete the Lagrange multiplier. Because we are using a continuous Lagrange multiplier
space, the number of degrees of freedom devoted to this are less than for other HDG methods.
We present numerical experiments to confirm our theoretical results.

1 Introduction

Maxwell’s equations govern the propagation of electromagnetic waves and have wide applications
in science and technology; such as aerospace industry, telecommunication, medicine, and biology.
Hence, a large number of computational techniques have been developed for solving Maxwell’s
equations, including finite difference methods, integral equation methods and finite element meth-
ods. Amongst these techniques, the finite element method is a popular method for the solution
of time-harmonic electromagnetic problems due to its ability to handle complex geometries and
inhomogeneous materials.

Let © C R3 be a simply connected Lipschitz polyhedral domain with connected boundary 052,
we consider the indefinite time-harmonic Maxwell equations with a perfectly conducting boundary:
find (u,p) that satisfies

V X (1 'V xu) — k2eu+Vp=f in €, (1.1a)
V. (eu)=p in €, (1.1b)

nxu=0 on 012, (1.1c)

p=0 on 0f. (1.1d)

Here - and €, are the relative magnetic permeability and the relative electric permittivity, which
may be complex valued (and the overbar denotes complex conjugation). In addition f = ikeoj,
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where j is the given current density and ¢y is the permittivity of vacuum, and x > 0 is the wave
number. The function p denotes the charge density. We note that the topological assumption can
be relaxed [32], but we choose the simplest setting here.

The Lagrange multiplier p is present to stabilize problem by allowing explicit imposition of the
divergence constraint (LID), and is important to stabilize low frequency (small x) problems [16]
including the special case kK = 0 which corresponds to an electrostatic field. In electromagnetism, the
function f and p are not independent, because conservation of charge requires that V- f +x2p = 0,
so that p = 0. To simplify the presentation, shall assume that p = 0 in the remainder of the paper.

Among finite element methods, curl-conforming edge elements (i.e. in H(curl;2)) have been
widely studied, see for example [25,31H34,[38]. These are often referred to as edge elements, and
are known to eliminate the problem of spurious modes which may arise when standard finite
elements are used to discretize Maxwells equations [4]. Low-order edge elements are often used
for problems in electromagnetics because they can be easily implemented, however, the use of
low-order edge elements often leads to a discrete linear system with a large number of unknowns,
especially for electromagnetic problems at high frequencies (large ). As a result, high-order edge
elements have been developed [1,2,16] and shown to be more effective than low-order edge elements.
However, high-order edge elements introduce extra degrees of freedom in the interior of the elements
which increase dramatically with the order of approximation. Typically, these interior degrees of
freedom can be eliminated by using a procedure known as static condensation [28]. However,
the implementation of high order edge element methods is complicated. Hence, non-conforming
methods provide an interesting alternative for this kind of problem and may also be attractive for
nonlinear problems.

Interior Penalty Discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods have also been used to approximate the
solution of the Maxwell’s equations for some time. The first DG method for solving Maxwell’s
equations with high frequency was analyzed in [36] and much improved in [26]. In [23]24], the local
discontinuous Galerkin (LDG) method with high-order nodal elements is used to solve Maxwell’s
equations. From these studies we see that DG methods have several distinct advantages including
their capabilities to handle complex geometries, to provide high-order accurate solutions, to perform
hp adaptivity, and to retain excellent scalability. However, many existing DG methods are known
to be computationally expensive because they have too many degrees of freedom due to nodal
duplication on element boundaries.

In part to improve computational efficiency, Hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin (HDG) meth-
ods were proposed by Cockburn et al. in [I5]. HDG methods are based on a mixed formulation
and utilize a numerical flux and a numerical trace to approximate the flux and the trace of the
solution. The volume based approximate flux and solution variables can be eliminated element-
by-element condensation. This process leads to a global equation for the approximate boundary
traces only. As a result, HDG methods have significantly less globally coupled unknowns, a smaller
memory requirement, and computational cost compared to other DG methods. Furthermore, HDG
methods have been applied to Maxwell’s equations in [35] but without an error analysis. Later
on, an error analysis was provided in [9,[11[17] for zero frequency and in [21,29] for impedance
boundary conditions and high wave number. In a very recent paper [8], we used the concept of an
M-decomposition, which was proposed by Cockburn et al in [14] for elliptic PDEs to analyze HDG
schemes for Maxwell’s equations in two dimensions. This analysis provides conditions on the HDG
spaces need to obtain optimal convergence, and superconvergence of some variables. The extension
of this approach to 3D is challenging, and remains to be done. It is worthwhile to mention that all
the above works only considered smooth (or even constant) coefficients.

When the material through which the waves propagate is heterogeneous, the functions p, and
€, are non constant, and have jumps between materials of different type. In such a situation, the
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modest regularity pickup of the exact solution in the scale of Sobolev spaces is typically lower than
1/2 and can be arbitrarily close to 0; see [3, Theorem 5.1 |. To the best of our knowledge, all the
previously mentioned HDG methods have not been proved to converge for nonsmooth coefficients
because the standard analysis uses the solution of a dual problem that must have a sufficient regular
solution to allow for approximation using appropriate interpolation operators. When the coefficients
are piecewise smooth, the appropriate regularity estimates are not available. Thus even if the true
solution is smooth, the error analysis cannot currently be carried out using the methods considered
in the previously mentioned papers. The main novelty of this paper is to prove convergence of our
HDG method under realistic assumptions on the coefficients and low regularity for the solution
of the adjoint problem. In particular, we follow the main idea in [20] to construct a stable and
commuting quasi-interpolation operator, and then adapt the techniques in [6] (developed to analyze
standard DG methods) to approximate equation (LI)) using HDG under weak assumptions on the
coefficients, see Assumption [l

Furthermore, if we take ¢ € H}(2) and integrate (IIal) multiplied by V¢ we obtain (€,Vp, Vq) L2Q) =
(f,Vq) r2(q) giving an independent system for p. Unfortunately, such decomposition does not hold
for the discrete system found in all the above mnetioned HDG methods. A second novel contribu-
tion of this paper is to mix the use of HDG spaces for u and a continuous Galerkin (CG) spaces for
p. Our method, which we term HDG-CG, retains the flexibility of HDG for the desired field w, but
uses a smaller space for p which is usually easy to approximate (and for which designing hp-spaces
is much easier than for edge elements). Then the system of the Lagrange multiplier is thus SPD
and can be solved very efficiently by MG or AMG. In other words, it is good for designing a block
preconditioner and therefore, it is good for solving the whole system.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In [Section 2] we recall the well posedness and regularity
of the Maxwell equations (LLI)). In[Section 3] we set some notation and give the HDG formulation
of (LI). The error analysis is given in [Section 4 we obtain optimal convergence rate for the
electric field w and V x u. Numerical experiments are provided to confirm our theoretical results

in [Section 5l

2 Well-posedness and regularity of Maxwell’s equations

In this section, we first set some notation which will be used through this paper. Second, we discuss
the well-posedness and regularity of Maxwell’s equations (LI]). Next, we give the continuous inf-
sup condition of the mixed form of (L.I]) since we will use it later in our analysis of the HDG-CG
method for approximating (I.TI).

For any bounded domain A C R3, let H™(A) denote the usual m'-order Sobolev space of
vector functions on A, and || - |lm.A, | - |m,a denote the corresponding norm and semi-norm. We use
(-,-)a to denote the complex inner product on L?(A). Similarly, for the boundary dA of A, we use
{-,-YoA to denote the L? inner product on OA. We define

H(curl; A) := {u € L*(A) : V x u € L*(A)},
Hy(curl; A) :={u € H(curl; A) : m x u =0 on 0A},
H(div;A) := {u € L*(A) : V-u € L*(A)},
H(div? ;A) :== {u € L*(A) : V - (¢,u) = 0},

where n is the unit outward normal vector on JA.
In this paper, we allow the coefficients u, and €, of the Maxwell’s equations (I.I) to be non-
smooth. More precisely, we assume the following:
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Assumption 1. The domain €2 can be decomposed into N subdomains denoted €2;, j =1,2..., N
such that Q = U;VZI Qj, QiNQ; =0if i # j, and each subdomain Q;, j =1,2..., N, is connected
and has a Lipschitz boundary. Moreover,

(A) fir,ep € W™ (Q) := {v € L®(Q); V(v|g,) € L®(),i =1,2...,N}.
(B) There constants exist fi,, & > 0 such that Re (u,) > fi, and Re (¢,) > € a.e. in Q.

We don’t require any positivity on the imaginary part of the coefficients in the Assumption (B)
although generally 3(e,) > 0.

2.1 Regularity results for Maxwell’s equations

To investigate the regularity of the Maxwell’s equations (LLI]), one needs to characterize the space
Hy(curl;Q), H (divg; Q) and L?(2). The next three lemmas give several properties of these spaces,
and the proofs of these lemmas can be found in [25].

Lemma 1 ( [25, Lemma 4.2 ]). There exists so > 0 such Hy(curl; Q) N H(div? ; Q) is continuously
embedded in H*(2) for all s < sq, i.e., the following estimate holds
ull s ) < C (ullrz) + IV X ullr2e) -

Lemma 2 ( [25, Corollary 4.3]). The embedding Hy(curl; Q) N H(div? ; Q) — L?(Q) is compact.

€r?

Lemma 3 ( [25] Poincaré-Friedrichs-type inequality, Corollary 4.4]). There is a constant C' > 0
depending on €2 only, such that for any

u € Hy(curl; Q) N H(div? ; Q),

we have
ullz2) < CIIV x ullg2q)-

In [3], Bonito et al. proved the following regularity result with real coefficents u, and €, which
satisfy Assumption [ It is trival to extend the result to complex coefficents and hence the proof is
omitted.

Lemma 4 ( [3, Theorem 5.1 ]). Let (u,p) € Hoy(curl, Q) x H}(2) be the solution of

Vx('Vxu)+§Vp=f in Q, (2.1a)
V. (eu)=0 in €, (2.1b)

nxu=0 on 012, (2.1c)

p=0 on 0. (2.1d)

If p, and €, satisfy Assumption [I] then there exsits s > 0 such that

lwllms @) + IV X ullmgs@) < CllfllL2 @)
where the constant C' depends on s, 2, u, and €.

The Maxwell system (II]) we concerned with here is different to the model in equations (21J),
hence we need to give a rigorous proof for the next results. We first consider the following positive-
definite problem.
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Lemma 5. Let (u,p) be the solution of

V X (1 'V xu) + k2eu+Vp=f in Q, (2.2a)
V. (u)=0 in €, (2.2b)

nxu=0 on 01}, (2.2c)

p=0 on 0N. (2.2d)

If 41, and €, satisfy the Assumption ] then (Z.2]) has a unique solution (u, p) € Ho(curl; Q) x H (),
and there exsits s > 0 such that

lullms @) + IV X ullmgs @) < CllfllL2@)
where the constant C' depends on s, 2, u, and €.
Proof. We write ([2.2) in the following varational form: find (u,p) € Hy(curl; Q) x H}(2) such that

(17 'V X u, V X 0) p2(0) + £ (6w, ) p2(0) + (VP 60) 12(0) = (F,0) 1205
(eru, V@) 2(0) =0
for all (v, q) € Ho(curl; Q) x H}(Q). The following inf-sup condition holds simply by taking w = Vp
above:
Re [(&Vp, w)r2(0)]
sup
0£we Ho(curl;2) HwHLQ(Q)

> C|[Vpll2)- (2.3)
By (23], the uniqueness of p follows immediately. In addition the following coercivity estimate
holds using () and the fact that V - (e,u) = 0:
Re [(Mr_lv X u, V xu)pzq) + %2(ETU7U)L2(Q)]
>Re [(15,'V x4, V X u) 2 (0] (2.4)
> CllulZs0

for all uw € Ho(curl; )N H(div? ; Q). Then the existence of a solution follows by the standard LBB
theory [5].
We test (2.2a) with w and (2.2b]) with p, add them together, and take the real part to get

2
Ve i) x| IV wle = Re (e,
L?(Q

By the Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and the [Lemma 3| we have

ullr2) < ClfllL2@)- (2.5)
To obtain a regularity result, we then rewrite ([Z.2]) as the following
V x (1 'V xu) +&Vp = f — k’eu in Q,
V. (eu)=0 in Q,
nxu=0 on 012,
p=0 on Of).

By [Lemma 4l there exists s > 0 such that
ullgs ) + IV x ullg: o) < ClIf = 26%6ul 2 ()
This, combined with (Z3]), finishes our proof. O
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Next we verify that, under a non-resonance condition, the solution of (2.I]) has similar regularity
estimates to the positive definite case discssed above:

Theorem 1. Suppose that p, and e, satisfy Assumption [l and that x? > 0 is not an eigenvalue of
the problem of finding w € Hy(curl, ), w # 0, such that

V x (1 'V x w) = k2e,w. (2.6)
Then (LI has a unique solution u € Hy(curl; ) and there exists s > 0 such that
lwllgs @) + IV X wllgs @) < CllFllrz@)s
where the constant C' depends on s, 2, u,, €. and k.

Proof. First, by [Lemma 5 we know there exists a unique (u,p) € Ho(curl; Q) x Hg(Q) such that

V x (u 'V xa) + P eu+&Vp = f in Q,
V. (eu)=0 in €,
nxu=0 on 012,
p=20 on 0f),
and
@]l s ) + IV x @l s ) < Cll FllL20)- (2.7)

Furthermore, recalling that we assumed p = 0 in (LIL), we have p = p, where p is Lagrange
multiplier in (LIal) since V- €Vp =V - f in Q and p = 0 on 01, with the same equation satisfied
by p.

Next, by Lemma 5 for w € H (divgr;Q), there exists a unique solution denoted K, w €
Hy(curl; ) and x € H(Q) such that

V x (,u;lv x K,w) + e, K.w +&Vy = —2k%6,w in Q, (2.8a)
V- (6 Kw) =0, in Q, (2.8D)

nx K,w=0 on 012, (2.8¢)

x=0 on 0f). (2.8d)

Furthermore, since V - ¢, K,w = 0 we have y = 0 and
| Kwllgrs@) + IV % Kyl o) < Cellw]z2(0). (2.9)
It is obvious that, if it exists, u must satisfy
(I+ K,)u=u.

We now prove that the above equation has a unique solution. Let {w,} in L?(Q) be a bounded
set, then (Z.8) and (2.9) imply that {K,w,} is bounded in Hy(curl; Q) N H(div? ; Q). Moverover,
this set is compact in L?(Q2) by [Lemma 2 This proves K, is a compact operator from L?(Q) to
L%(Q).

Next, we prove that ker{I + K,} = 0. Let w € L?(Q) satisfy

I+ K,)w = 0.
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Since V - & K, w = 0, this implies w € H (divgr; ) and that it satsifies
V X (1 'V x w) + k2w = =V x (17 'V x K w) — k26, K w = 2k%€,w.
Then

V x (1 'V x w) = k2e,w.

Since x2 is not the eigenvalue of (Z6), w = 0 in  and so ker{I + K,.} = 0.
Having verified that K, is compact and I+K is injective on L?(12), by the Fredholm alternative
theorem [27] we know (I + K,,) is invertible. Hence

u=(I+K,) 'u, (2.10)
and
lullr2) < Ckllullp2)- (2.11)
We use ([2.7), (2.9) with w = u to get
[ullfrs ) + IV X wl| s (q)
= |lu — Kuullgs@) + |V x (v - Keu)||gs o) by (Z.10)
< O (1fllz2@) + llullz2o) by ([2.1) and 2.9)
< Cr (IflL2e) + 1l L2(0)) by 2.11)
< Cullfllz2(o) by @.1).
This finishes our proof. U

We test (LIa) with Vg (¢ € H}()) and use the usual regularity result for a second order
elliptic problem to get the following result.

Corollary 1. If p, and €, satisfy the Assumption[l f € H(div;). Then there is s > 0 such that
(CI) has a unique solution p € H{ (). Moreover, the following regularity result holds,

Ipllz1+s) < CIV - Fllzz) (2.12)

where the constant C' depends on s, 2 and e,.

2.2 Mixed formulation of Maxwell’s equations

To give our HDG formulation for Maxwell’s equations, we need to rewrite them into a mixed form.
This is rather standard, and we introduce a variable g which is just the scaled magnetic field in
electromagnetism. Let ¢ = j 'V x w in (L)) to get the following mixed form

rgq—Vxu=0 in €, (2.13a)
Vxqg-ragut+gVp=f in Q, (2.13b)
V. (¢u)=0 in €, (2.13c)

nxu=0 on 012, (2.13d)

p=0 on 0. (2.13e)
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Then the mixed weak form of ([2.I3)) is given as follows: find (q,u,p) € L*(Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x H}(£2)
such that

(krq,m)r2) — (V X u,7)r2(0) =0, (2.14a)
(¢, V x v)p20) — (K&, v)p2) + ( VD, 60)p2() = (F,9) 120 (2.14b)
(eru, VX)r2() =0 (2.14c)

for all (r,v,x) € L*(Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x H} ().
To shorten lengthy equations, for all (g, u, p), (r,v,x) € L?(2) x Ho(curl; Q) x H}(Q2), we define
the sesquilinear form %~ by

B~ (q,u,p;T, v, X)
= (1rq,m)r20) — (V X u,7)p200) + (g, V X v)[2(q) (2.15)
+ (éer, ’U)LZ(Q) - (eru, VX)LZ(Q) - (/{2eru, U)LQ(Q)’

By the definition of 4~ in (2.15)), we can write the mixed weak form of (Z.I3]) as follows: find
(q,u,p) € L*(Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x HY(Q) such that

'@_(qauap;r7'va><) = (f?U)LZ(Q) (216)

for all (r,v,x) € L3(Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x HL(Q).
Next, for all (g, u,p) € H(curl; Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x H&(Q), we define the semi-norm |[|-||| by

(g, 2. )II” = |VRe (1) @llz2(q) + [IVRe (&) ull72(q)

(2.17)
+ [V x u”%ﬂ(ﬂ) + [[vV/Re (er) VpHi?(Q),
where p,., and €, satisfy Assumption [[l and £ > 0. It is easy to prove that the semi-norm ||-||| is

actually a norm.
Lemma 6. ||-|| defines a norm on the space L?(2) x Hy(curl; Q) x H}(Q).

For all (q,u,p), (r,v,x) € L*(Q) x Ho(curl; Q) x H}(Q), we define the the sesquilinear form
BT by

‘%+(q7 u,p;T,v, X) = <@_(q7 u,p;r,v, X) + (I{z + 1)(67‘u7 IU)LQ(Q)' (218)

Lemma 7 (Continuous inf-sup condition). Let o = (q,u,p), T = (r,v,x) € L%(Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x
HE(Q), we have the following inf-sup conditions
Bt (o
o R (77057

> Cllo]- (2.19)
o+ 7l

Proof. First, by the definition of £ in ([2I5) and the definition of ||-|| in ([2I7), and taking
T = (q7u7 _p) to get

Re [#7(a;m1)] = | VRe (1) gll72 () + lullZ20);

(2.20)
7l = -
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Next, we take 79 = (—V x up, Vp,0) to get

Re [%T(0; )]
=Re [~ (urq,V X u)2(0) + |V x uHig(Q) + (& VD, VD) 20y + (6, VD) 12(0)]

> —[(1ra, V x u) g2 + IV x uf|72(0) + [VRe (&) Vpll720) — |(w, VD) L2(0)| (2.21)
1
> 5 (19 x wllfee) + IVRe (&) Vpla)) = 1 (IVRe (1) alifea) + lulfe))
Il < Caller).

Finally, we take 7 = (C1+1)7m1+72 and use (2.20) and (2Z.21]) to complete the proof of (2.19). O

3 The HDG method

To describe the HDG method, we first define some notation. Let 7j := {K} denote a conforming
and regular mesh of ), where each element K is a tetrahedron. For each K € T, we let hx be
the infimum of the diameters of balls containing K and denote the mesh size h := maxge7, hi.
Let 0T}, denote the set of faces FF C OK of the elements K € T, (i.e. faces of distinct elements
are counted separately) and let Fj denote the set of faces in the mesh 7,. We denote by hp the
diameter of the face F. We abuse notation by using Vx, V- and V for broken curl, div and
gradient operators with respect to the mesh partition 7, respectively. To simplify the notation,
we also define a function h on 7y, 07 and F;, which depending on circumstances is defined by:

h‘K = hK, VK € 77“ h’aK = hK, VK € 77“ h’F = hF, VF ¢ Jth-
Next, we list some formulas which will be frequently used in this paper.

(1) Let F € Fp, and let V- denote the surface divergence on F' where the definition of Vg can
be found in [32 Section 3.4 (page 48)] then the following identity holds for all sufficiently
smooth vector functions v defined in a neighborhood of F:

Vr-(nxv)=-n-(V xv)|p. (3.1)

(2) Let K be an element in the mesh Ty, u,v € H(cur; K), w € H(div,F), p € H(0F) and
(-, Vor be the standard conjugate-linear H'/? — H~1/2 duality pairing on dF. In addition
let Vg denote the surface gradient on F. Then we have

(VxXu,v)g = (nxuv)og + (u,V X0)g, (3.2a)
—(Vr-w,p)p = (w,Vep)r — (ng - w,p)or, (3.2b)

where n and ng are the unit normal to each face of 0K and each edge of OF.

Next, to give the HDG fomulation of (LI]). First we define the following finite element spaces.
Let k>1, m=k—1orm=k,
Qn = {an € L*(Q) : qu|x € [Pm(K)]’,VK € T},
Uy = {un € L*(Q) : wp|x € [Pe(K)P’,VK € Tp},
Up = {@i, € L*(Fp) : Ginlr € [Pu(F))?, @ - nlp = 0,YF € Fi,m X @nloq = 0},
Py, := {pn € Hy(Q) : pnlx € Pry1(K),VK € Tn}.
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We can now derive the HDG method for (2.13]) by multiplying each equation by the appropriate
discrete test function, integrating element by element and using integration by parts element by
element in the usual way (c.f. [15]). Summing the results over all elements, the HDG methods seeks
(qh,uh,ﬁh,ph) € Qp x Uy, x Uy, x Py, such that

(ran,rn)75, — (U, V X 13) 75, — (N X Up, Th)a7;, =0, (3.3a)

(@, V X vp)7, + (X @, vn)om, — (K2erttn, v4)7;, + (&Y, vn)7 = (£, 00)755 (3.3b)
(e,un, Vxu)T, =0, (3.3¢)

(n X @h,On) 7, /90 =0 (3.3d)

for all (rp, vy, Un, xn) € Qp x Up, X ﬁh x Py, and the choice of m x @, follows the usual HDG pattern,
nxq,=mnxq,+h'nx (u, —u,) xn. (3.3¢)

It is obvious to see that we can decouple the pressure py from the system (B.3) if we take
vy, = V. It is worth mentioning that such a decomposition does not hold for the discrete system
of other HDG methods in the literature. We list most of them in [Table 1] where, in the table, & and
k™ is used as a compact way to denote the spaces Py (K) and Py_1(F) @ VﬁkH(F ), respectively.
Here ﬁk(F ) are the spaces of polynomials homogeneous of degree k on F'.

Table 1: Comparison of different HDG methods

Type an up | Uy | pn Ph stabilization for py

T[] k—1 | k |k |k—1] %k | (h(pr—Dn).dn—anom

IT [11] k—1 E |k | k-1 k None

111 [9] k k| k [ k+1|[k+1| (" (pn—Dn)an — o,
IV[L29) | k—1ork | k | k k k (h(pr — D), an — Qn)or,

V [17] k-1 | k| k |k=1| &k | (hpp—7pn), qh — Qo

VI [17] k—1 k |k~ | k k (h(pr — Pr), an — @n)or,

Following the definition of %, we define the discrete sesquilinear form %’,ﬂf on the space Qy, x
Uy x Uy x Py, by
B, (Qh, Wh, Uh, Dy Thy Vh, Ohs Xh)
= (@ Th) T, — (W, V X Tp) 7, — (10X Wn, Th)oT,
+(V X gn, )75, + (@n, ™ X Un)aT;, + (€ VDp, v8)7;, (3.4)
+ (b7 x (up, — @n),m X (v — n))a;, — (eun, Vxn)T, — (K €pun, v)T,,
By (@ns Why Phi Thy Vhy Xk) = By, (@hs Whis P Thy Uk, Xa) + (K2 + 1) (6rn, V1) 75, -
Then, we can rewrite the HDG formulation (3.3)) in a compact form: find (g, wn, s, pn) €
Q) x Uy, x Uy, x Py, such that
B (@ Why Uk, Dhs Thy Vs Ony Xn) = (F500)75 (3.5)

for all (rp, vp, Un, xn) € Qn X Up, X ﬁh X Py, R
Although %’,ﬂf is defined on the space Qj x Uj, x Uy, X Py, the notation %,;—L('r, V,V,X;
Th, Vp, Op, Xn) is meaningful if (r,v,x) € H(curl; Q) x Ho(curl; ) x H}(Q). Moreover, if (q,u,p) €
H(curl; Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x H}(Q) be the solution of (ZI3)), then
%}:(q7u7u7p; ’T‘h,’vh,’lf)\h,Xh) = (f)vh)'ﬁl' (36)

The proof of the following lemma is very simple and we omit it here.

10



Superconvergent HDG methods for Maxwell’s equations via the M-decomposition

Lemma 8. For any (qn, up, Uh, Pp; Thy Un, On, Xn) € [Qn X Up X ﬁh x Py)?, we have

By, (@hs Whs Uhy Ph; —Thy Vhy Oy —Xh) = By, (Thy Vhy Uhs Xk —Ghy Uy Why —Dh)- (3.7)

3.1 Preliminary material

The approximation of Maxwell’s equations by DG methods is studied in [O/TTT417,2129/[36] where
the coefficients are assumed smooth so that the solution is regular enough for a duality based error
analysis, i.e., u € H*(Q) with s > 1/2. However, by [Theorem 1] we only have u € H*(Q) with
1/2 > s > 0 if the coefficients satisfy the Assumption [Tl and the traditional approach will be fail.
Recently, Ern et al. [I9] derived an error estimate for conforming methods under the Assumption
[0 by constructing stable, commuting quasi-interpolation projectors. The idea is to compose the
canonical finite element interpolation operators with a mollification technique; also see Schéberl [37]
and Christiansen [12] for more details.

In this section, we follow [32] Chapter 5] to construct standard interpolation operators I%i" and
Z$"! which are only defined on H*() with s > 1/2; then by a molification operator &Cj, which
was constructed in [I8,19], we can smooth functions in the space H*(Q) with s > 0 into H* (Q)
with s’ > 1/2; finally define the quasi-interpolations by

J(fillv — ((I%IV’Ch“/'}?iV)_lz(}iLw’Cha J%Lurl — (Izurllch‘thurl)—lzzurllch.
First, we define some spaces which will be useful in our analysis. For the convenience, we define

vl .= U, n H(cwrl; Q), VA .= Dy(7;) N H(div; Q),
Dy(K) = [Pho1 () + Pr_1(K)z, Di(F) = [Pp1(F)]® + Pp_1(F)z.

where ﬁk(K ) and ﬁk(F ) are the spaces of polynomials homogeneous of degree k on K and F,
respectively.

Next, we define I}iliv to be the divergence conforming interpolation of the first family from
H*(Q) — V& by [33, Page 328. Definition 5] and [32, Page 119. Definition 5.14] which is defined
element by element via

(T, qr—2)k = (v, Qr—2) K Vap—2 € Pr—2(K), (3.8a)
n-ITWv, g _1)p=(n-v,qu_1)r  Yaz_1 € Pp_1(F) (3.8b)

for all faces F' C 0K, where s > 1/2 and v € H*(div; Q). Moreover, we define ZS™! be the curl
conforming interpolation of the second family from H*(curl; Q) — V%! element by element by

(Z5"v, qk—2) K = (v, qr-2) K Vqy—2 € Dy—2(K), (3.9a)
(X If™Mo xn,qr1)r = nxvxn,q 1)r Vg1 € Dia(F), (3.9b)
(5™ -7, qe)e = (v- T g1 ) e Vai, € Py(E) (3.9¢)

for all faces F' C OK and all edges E C OF, and v € H*(curl; Q) with s > 1/2.
The following lemma shows that the usual commutativity properties hold for the combined first
and second kind interpolants used here:

Lemma 9. For s > 1/2 and v € H*(curl, K), let Z8" and Z§"! define in (3:8) and (33), respec-
tively. Then we have the following commutativity property

V x (I§%v) = THY(V x v).

11
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Proof. For all q;_s € Pr_o(K), we get

(V x (Z5"), qu-2)k = (T5"0, V X @r—2)k + (n x (T5;™0), @r—2)ox by (B.2a))
= (v, VX qro)x +(n xv,q2)ox by (B.8)
= (V X v, qp-2)K by (3:2a).
Next, for all gx_1 € Pr_1(F'), we have
(n - (V x (Z7")), qe—1)F
= —(Vp- (n X I7™), qr-1)F by B.1)
= (nx I3, Vege1)r — (ne - (n x T5™0), ge—1)or by (3.2D))
= (n x I, Vpge_1)r — (T T3, gr_1)or
= (n xv,Vrg-1)Fr — (T v,q-1)or by (3.9b) and (3.9d)
= (nxv,Vrg_1)r — (nE - (N X v),q_1))or
=—(Vr-(nxv),qe_1)F by (3.2D))
= (n-(V xv),q-1)F by B1).
By the above arguments, we conclude the following
(V X (T5), qrp_2)k = (V X v, qr—2) K Vo € Pr_o(K), (3.10a)
<TL . (V X (I%url’v)),qk_ﬂp = (n . (V X ’U), qk_1>F qu_l S Pk_l(F). (310b)
By (B.8)), one has
(I‘,iLiV(V X ’U), qk_Q)K = (V X ’U,qk_g)K qu_g S Pk_Q(K), (3.11&)
(n-IHN(V xv),qp1)r = (- (VX 0),q1)F  Vag1 € Ppa(F), (3.11b)

Using the unisolvence of (3.11]) and (3.I0) leads to our desired result.

By [Lemma 9 and [18, Theorem 6.5], [19, Cororally 5.4] we now get the following lemma.

Lemma 10 ([Stable, commuting projection]). There exist quasi-interpolation operator J %“ﬂ :

LY(Q) — Vo and T — VAV such that
(1) U, N Hy(curl, Q) is pointwise invariant under J 54,
(2) Ty € Hy(curl; Q) if v € Hy(curl; Q).

(3) For p € [1,00], there holds the stability

1T 5 e @szr (o)) < C

||~7%iv||£(LP(Q);L”(Q)) <C
(4) For p € [1,00] and s € [0,k + 1], we have the following estimates
1T = vllpr@) <O inf lop =] Ls(q) < Ch°[v]sp,
vhevhlv

||j%uf1v —V|lgr) < C  inf vy — v|[pr) < Ch°|v]s .
’UhEthurl

12
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(5) For v € H(curl; ), the following commute property holds
V x (T%) = JIV(V x v). (3.13)

Lemma 11 (Discrete Helmholtz decomposition). For all v, € Uy N Hy(curl; ), there exist unique
functions z;, € U, N Hy(curl; Q) and &, € Py, such that for all y;, € P, we have

vy =2z + V&, (€2h, VXn)7, = 0. (3.14)
Moreover, the following stability results hold
IVEnll7 < Cllonllz,  llznlly < Clloall7,- (3.15)
Proof. For all xp, € Py, let &, € Pj, be the solution of
(€ V&, VXn) T, = (€0h, VXR)T, - (3.16)
The system (B.10]) is well-defined for any v, € U}, hence we have
IVErll7, < Clloall7,- (3.17)

We take zj, = vy, — V&, then BI4)) and ||z||7;, < C||vs||7;, hold. Finally, zj is unique since &, is
the unique solution of (B.16]). O

The proof of the following lemma with smooth coefficients y, and €, is given in |25, Lemma 4.5]
and [26], Corollary 4.4]. We extend the result to allow piecewise smooth coefficients.

Lemma 12. For any v, € Uy, N Hy(curl; Q) satisfies
(€,vn, VXn)L2() = 0,
where xp, € Pp,. Let ® € Hy(curl; ) N X be the solution of
V x0O =V Xy,
then, we have the following stability estimate for some s > 0:
1®lf: () < CIIV X vnllL2(0), (3.18)

and the approximation property

[vn = ©l|L2(0) < CR°[[V X vp|L2(0)- (3.19)

Proof. First, we prove the existence and uniqueness of ®. For any given vy, we consider the
following mixed problem: find (®,p) € Hy(curl; Q) x H}(2) such that

(Vx0O,V x ’w)L2(Q) + (an,’w)lg(Q) = (V x v,V x ’LU)LQ(Q), (3.20a)

(67«@, VQ)LQ(Q) =0 (320b)

for all (w,q) € Ho(curl; Q) x Hg(€2). [Lemma 3 guarantees the coercivity of (V x @,V x ©)r2(q)
on Hy(cur; Q)N H (divgr; Q). The following inf-sup condition holds true simply by taking w = Vp:

Re [(&Vp,w)r2q)]
sup
0we Ho(curl:0) wllL2(0)

= ClIVpl L2 (q)- (3:21)

13
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Thus, ([3.21)) leads to the existence and uniqueness of solutions of ([3:20). Take w = Vp in (B3.20al)
to get p = 0 and obtain

VxO=Vxuv,. (3.22)
Next, we prove (3.19]). By the [Lemmas 1l and [3, we get the boundedness result of (3.I8) and
V x (v = TiMO) = V x (T3 (v, — ©)) = T3Y(V x (v, — ©)) =0,
where we used the first property in Then, there exists &, € P, such that
on - TO = Ve,
Since © € H(divgr; 1), then (6,0, V¢&,)7, = 0. This gives
[on = ©|72(q) < CRe [(& (v, — ©),v1, — ©) L2()]
= CRe [(&(vp — ©),v — T5™O + T30 — ©)2(0)]
= CRe [(e(vp — ©), T30 — @) 2(q)].
By (3.12h) in Lemma 10 and (3I9), we have
[vn = ©llp2(0) < CllT 5O — Bl|12(q) < Ch*|1O || sy < CIP(IV X vpl 20
This finishes our proof. O

The final result of this section is ubiquitous in the analysis of DG methods for Maxwell’s
equations:

Lemma 13 (c.f [26] Proposition 4.5]). For all uj, € Uy, there exists a uj € U, N Hy(curl; 2) such
that

1
[un — w7, + BV X (un —uj)ll7, < Cllhen x [un]] 7, (3.23)

3.2 Stability of the coercive discrete problem

Next, for all (gp, up, n,pp) € Qn x Up, X ﬁh x Py, we define

li(an, wn. 2 o)l = [1VRe () @l + [V/Re (&) unllF, + 11V x unlF;
l ~
+ |2 n x (un — @)ll37 + lvVRe (er) VonllF,.

where ., k and €, were defined in the Assumption [II Next, the proof of the following lemma is
trivial, hence we omit it here.

(3.24)

Lemma 14. ||-||, defines a norm on the space Q, x U}, x Uy, x P,.

By the definition of ||-||, in 324), for all (r,v,x) € L?(Q) x Hy(curl, Q) x H{(2), it is easy to
see that [||(7,v,n x v x n, p)|||,, is well defined since n x (v —n x v x n) =0 on 97;,. This will be
used frequently in the error analysis.

Next, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the triangle inequality we have the following result
showing the boundness of e%’ff

14
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Lemma 15 (Boundness of ,@f) Let o}, = (qp, wh, Un,pp), Th = (Th, Uk, Uk, Xn) € Qp X Up, X fjh X
Py, then we have

125 (on: )| < CllowlllInll,- (3.25)

It is worth mentioning that the boundedness of e%’,jf also holds if o7, is replced by o = (q,u,n x

u x n,p) where (q,u,p) € H(curl; Q) x Ho(curl; Q) x H}(£2), because n X (u —n X u x n) = 0 on
each face F' € Fp. Then we have the following inequality

% (a5m) < C(llalln + lully + 11V x ullg, + [Vol7) 7, (3.26)

By the inequalities ([B.25) and (3.:26]), provided uy € Ho(curl; Q) N Uy, we have

B0 — onim)| o)

< Clg = anll7 + llu —unll7, + IV x (w —wp)ll7 + IV = pu)ll7) 78l

In preparation for the proof of the following lemma, for any wy, € U}, let uf, € Uy, N Hy(curl; 2)

by the conforming function in [Lemma 13| then by [Lemma 11l there exist y, € Uy N Hy(curl; Q)
and 7y, € Py, such that for all x;, € P, we have

up =Yn+ Vin,  (6Yn Vxa)7, = 0. (3.28)
We can now prove the discrete analogue of ().

Lemma 16 (Discrete inf-sup conditions). For all o, = (qn, un, Up,pn) € Xp = Qp x Up, X ﬁh X Py,
we have the following inf-sup conditions

Re [B; (o )]
sup

0#£THLED), H\Thwh

2 Cllonlly- (3.29)

Proof. First, we take 7 = (qn, up, Upn, —pn), then by the definition of %;[ in (2.I5]), integration by
parts and the definition of ||-[||, in (324)) we get

_1 —~
Re [} (on;1)] = |[VRe (1) anll7, + [|h™2n x (up, — @) |37, + [l5v/Re (&) unll7,

(3.30)
7l = llonlls-
Second, we take 7, = (=V X uy,0,0,0) to get
Re (%} (oh;T2))
= Re [—(prqn, V X up)7;, + ||V X uhH%—h — (n x (up, —up), V X up)o7;]
> ~|(uran, V < up)7 | + |V x g7, — (0 x (un — tn), V < up)or, | (3.31)

> 21 x wnly — n (IVRe (o) anly + i x (an— a3y, )
il < Callonll:
Third, we take 73 = (0, Vpp,nn X Vpp, x n,0) to get
Re [} (on;73)] = | V/Re (&) Vully, + Re [(R2e-un, Von)7;]
> LR (@) Vol — Colle/Re ) unly (3.32)

I3l < Callonlls-
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Next, , we take 74 = (0,0,0,7;) to get
B (on;71) = (€rwn, V)T, -
By (3:28) and the [Cemma 13 we have

Re [%;f (oh;74)] = Re (e;uf,, V)7, + Re (e (up, — uf,), Vi) 75,
(& (yn + Vn), Vr) 7] + Re [(6;(un, — uf,), Vo) 7,]
[(er V', Vr) 7] + Re [(er(un — uy), Vi) 7,]

1
SIVRe () Va7, — Cslin x [unl |13, (3.33)

1 ~
2 5l vRe (e) VioullF, — Cslln x (w, — )37, .

Il < Colloall-

Re
Re

Y

Finally, we take 7, = (1 + C1 + C5 + C5)11 + Z?:z 7;. By (330) and [B:33) we have

Re [ (o; )] = Crllowll7,

(3.34)
el < Csllosll,-

The above two inequalities give the desired result ([3.29)). O

4 Error analysis

In this section, we give an error analysis of the HDG approximation to Maxwell’s equations given by
B3). First, we state main results, i.e., [Theorem 2| and [corollary 2] Second, we define a continuous
operator &/ and discrete operator 7, as in [6], which is a crucial step to get the error estimate
without a duality argument. In the end, we provide the proof of [Theorem 2

4.1 Main result

Before stating our main result, we introduce the standard L2-orthogonal projection operator I19, :
L*(K) — P (K), which satisfies

(0.9, 7)K = (g, 7)K, V7€ Pn(K). (4.1)

In the error analysis, we shall use the following well-known bound:

lg — T qll7, < Ch*lqll (), (4.2)

where ¢ € H*(2) and s > 0 is the index guaranteed by [Theorem 1l

Furthermore, p € H'%(2), which means p may not continuous on §2. Therefore, the standard
Lagrange interpolation operator is not applicable; hence we utilize the Scott-Zhang interpolation
operator Z, : H*(Q) — P,. For the Scott-Zhang interpolant we have the following bound bound:

IV (p = Znp) |7, < CR°[|p| 145 (- (4.3)
Now we can state the main result:

Theorem 2. Suppose that u, and e, satisfy Assumption [[l and 2 is not an eigenvalue of (Z.6)).
Then for hA small enough,

16
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(A) The HDG formulation has a unique solution (g, wp, Un,pr) € Qp x Up, X U, x Py;
(B) Let (q,u,p) be the solution of (2.16), then we have

lg — anll7, + llw — wnll7, + (VP — pa)ll7,
< C (IMa = ally, + 175w = ullg, + 1T5( % w) = ¥ x ullg, + [V (Tp = p)ll7 )

where C' depends on &, €, €. and p,.. Here IT1¢, denotes L? projection (see (4.I)).

Remark 1. There exist many papers utilizing variants of HDG method to discretize Maxwell
equations, for example, [10,1TL13,22,[30]. However, to the best of our knowledge, these papers do
not allow piecewise smooth coefficients. Our main result [Theorem 2| relaxes the requirements on
the coefficients. We note that a similar result has also been recently obtained in [20, Theorem 3.3]
for conforming edge elements.

By the approximation properties of J ?Liv, IS, and Zj, in (B.12al), (£2) and (£3) and using the
regularity result in [Theorem 1l we have:

Corollary 2. For general coefficients satisfying Assumption [I, and assuming x? is not a Maxwell
eigenvalue, then

lg — anll7, + llu —unlly, + IV —pu)ll7 < CRE1Fllzz) + IV - Fllzz@),

where s > 0 and C depends on s, K, (2, €, and .

4.2 Preliminary estimates

Definition 1. Let g € L?(2), we define the operator &7 := (79, &%, &/?) : L*>(2) — H(curl; Q) x
Hy(curl; Q) x H}(Q) such that for all T = (r,v,x) € H(curl; Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x H}(2) we have

%Jr(dg; T) = (Grg,v)y(ﬂ)- (4.4)

By the [Definition 1] and [Lemma 5 we get
1799 s () + 17 gl mrs(0) < Cllergllr2(o)- (4.5)
Moreover, if g € H(dive,,(2), then we have
|77l g1+s ) < CIIV - (e:9) | 12(0)- (4.6)

Definition 2. Let g € L?(Q2), we define the operator 7, := (2, ¥, Z%, o) : L*(Q) —
Q) x Uy, x ﬁh x P, such that

By (hg; ™) = (erg,v1)7;, (4.7)
for all 1, = (rp, vy, Up, xn). Moreover, we define gy, € Uy, to be the unique solution of

(€rGh, V)T, = (9, V0) T, -

Lemma 17 (Stability for «/ and <7,). Let g € L?(f2), then we have

gl < Cligllz2(e), (4.8a)
gl < Cllgllz2o)-

where ||-|| and ||-|||;, were defined in (ZI7]),(3:24)), respectively.
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Proof. Let T = (r,v,x) € L*(Q) x Hy(curl; Q) x H (), by [Lemma 7 and [Definition 1] we get

+ . R g,
lergll < € sup B IETN _ o Boll69 Ve
70 (el 770 TEall

Next, let 7, = (rha'vhy'b\haXh) S Qh x Uy, X ﬁh x Pp,. We use [Lemma 16| and [Definition 1f to get
Re (2} (1,95 Th)]

< CligllL2)-

Re [(€,9;v1)7,]

Wohglh <€ o ™ Wmdl, o mll, =l
]
Next, we define
g = (o, A", A"g, AG), (4.9)

where «7g was defined in ([@4]). Then for all 7, = (rp,vp, Vn, Xn) € Qn X Up X U, x Py, by the
definition of %, in B.4), [£4) and the definition of &7 in (2I8) we have

B (A g;mh) = (erg, )73, = By (hgi ). (4.10)
Lemma 18. For any g € H(div,;), we have

H‘% - thmh < Ch(llgllzz) + IV - (e9)llz20)- (4.11)

Proof. First, let %, (.QZ]) = (119, (/g), TS (A g), n x (T (A %g)) x n, T, (/Pg)) € Q) X

U, x ﬁh X Py, where II%, was defined in (@) and Zj is the Scott-Zhang interpolant. Then
ACOREE N

Re {95’;[ (fh («%) - «thg;Thﬂ

<O, Il b 62
Re | % (9, (Hg) — g,
=0, il m<rhwh) : b 40
<l () -7, wam
Next by the triangle inequality we have
|7 — <],
<||7a s (a)|], + || (75) - s,
<el|a-5 ()], oz
< C (I, (799) — %7, + | T3 (o g) — g7,
IV x (T3 ) — )7, + [V (Tn(g) — 77g)|7;) by (B20)

= C (I, (7g) — g|l7; + | T3 (7 g) — g7

+ TRV x (g)) = V x (*g)|7;, + |V (Tn(Pg) — ﬂf”g)llfrh> by B.13).
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By the approximation properties of II2,, 7, and J% in @2), @3) and BIZa) we get
|9 - s,
< Cr (||| s ) + 1/ gl 75 () + IV X (g | s ) + 197 9| 145 (02))
< CR*(lgllz@) + IV - (€9)ll2()),
where we used the regularity results ([d35]) and (4.0]).

Next, we define the following norm on the space W = Hy(curl, Q) + Uy, by
lwly = [[v/Re (&) il + |V x wl; + [h7En x [w]||%,.
Lemma 19. For any u; € Uy, we have
| “up — ey unllw < Ch®[lup|[w -
Proof. Let u§ be defined as in [Lemma 13| then by [Lemma 11] we have
uj, = zp + V&, (&rzn, Vin)7, =0,
where ny, € P, and
IVErllT, < Cllugllz,  llznll7 < Cllug i
Let ® € Hy(curl; ) N H(div? ;) be the solution of
VXx0O =V Xz,
Then by (3I8) in [Lemma 12l we have
1© = zull7 < CR2IV X 2zl 7,
Moreover, for all &, € Py, we have (e,up, VE,)7, =0 and (6,0, VE, )7, = 0, then
1© — uy||7. < CRe [(:(© —up),© — uyp) 7]
< CRe [(6,(©® —up),® — 2z, — V&, + uj, — up) 73]
< CRe [(6,(© —up),® — zp, +uj, —up) 7|
This gives

1© — unll7;, < C([|© — 2|7, + [lup, — unll7,)-

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

By the definitions of || - [[w and ||-|||,, in EI3]) and B:24]), we have, for h small enough and s < 1/2,

(™ = Junllw

< || = |, by (@3)
< || = st - @, + (- ame]],

< C ([lun = Bll2) + * 11Ol L2 () by (@.8al) and (£11])
< C ([lun — Oll2(e) + h*([lun — uf, || L20) + Ul L20))

< C (/10 = zpll7, + lluf, — unll7, + h°lluf |2 )) by (E.16)

1 .
<Ch* (HV X zpllp2@) + [h72n x [up]l| 7, + HuhHLZ(Q)> by (@.I5) and (3.23)
_1 c c

< Ch* (Hh in X [up]l|F, + IV x uj |7 + ||uh||L2(Q)> by ([@.I4)
< OB ||un|lw by B.23).
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O

Lemma 20. If 52 is not an eigenvalue of the problem (2.6]), then for all w € W = U}, + Hy(curl, ),
there exists a positive constant C only depending on §2 and « such that,

w
1+ K2

- &%“w“ > C|lwl||w-
w

Proof. Let z = 1/(1 + k?) and g = (2 — &%)w, then g € Hy(curl,Q) + Uy,. This implies
2w — g = Z%w € Hy(curl,Q2). By the definition of &% (see (II)), we know /“w satisfies the
following equation:

V x (4, 'V x (&%w)) + €,( " w) + &.9/Pw = e,w.

Setting w = (1/2)(«/%w + g) on the right hand side gives
V X (11 x (/%) — 126 (o M) + &/ P — %erg,

and so zw — g € Hy(curl, ) satisfies the following equation:

V x (17 'V x (2w — g))) — K26, (2w — g) + &.9/Pw = %erg. (4.17)
Since 2 is not an eigenvalue of problem (Z.6)), then by the [Theorem 1 we have

2w = gl < el < -l (4.18)
Since [|zw — g g (cwr1,0) = [|2w — gllw, then by ([£I8) we have
[wllw < %(Ilzw —glw +llglw) < Cligllw = Cll(z = 7*)w|[w

O

Lemma 21. If x? is not an eigenvalue of problem (Z8]) and h is small enough, then for all w €
W = U}, + Hy(curl,Q2), there exists a positive constant C' only depending on 2 and x such that,

‘ ‘ n

T2 Mh”w" > Ollw|lw-

w

Proof. Let z =1/(1 + x?), by [Lemmas 19 and B0 and the triangle inequality we have
1z = @ )wllw > [|(z — 7 )wllw — [[(* — Z)w(w = (C = 1°)||lw||w.
The desired result holds if A small enough. O
The next result follows from the coercivity proved in the previous lemma.

Corollary 3. If 2 is not an eigenvalue of problem (2.6]) and h is small enough, then for all wy, € Uy,
there exists a positive constant C' only depending on €2 and « such that,

1 -1
u
<1—|—/~£2_Mh> wh

20

< Cllwnllw- (4.19)
w
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4.3 Proof of (A) in [Theorem 2|

Lemma 22. If 2 is not an eigenvalue of problem (Z.6) and h is small enough, then the HDG
scheme (ZI6]) has a unique solution o, = (gn, up, n, pp) € Qp X Uy, x Uy, X Py. Moreover, we have

lloalll, < Cllfllz2@)- (4.20)

Proof. Suppose the solution oy, exists. Then for all 7, = (v, Vi, Vn, Xn) € Qn X Uy X ﬁh x Py, we
have

By, (on; ) = B (on; ™) — (1+ &%) (&un, vn) 7, = (F,00)7,- (4.21)
ie.,
1. 1
1—|——/{2€%h (O'h, Th) — (ETUh,Uh)’Th = m(f,’vh)’]’h. (422)
By the [Definition 2| we have
%’;(fsthuh;Th) = (eTuh,vh)ﬁ, (4.23&)
1 1 1
_ _ + .
m(favh)n = m(érfh,vh)n = m«%’h (. fn; Th)- (4.23b)
By ([@23]), we can rewrite (£.22)) as follows
B (o~ hun— ——tifm ) =0
W\ T2~ Dt = 75 hdn | = 0.
Due to the coercivity of %}J{, we have
1 ) 1 I frn=0
on — Ghup — =
1+ p2 h o OhTh T2l
i.e.,
Lo o)y = — g (4.24)
1+ K2 he ) Bh = T '

which is uniquely solvable by [Lemma 21l Moreover, by (£I9]), we have

lunllz, < Cllunlw by @.13)
< Cll.o" fallw by (I9) and @.24)
< Cll sl by 3.24)
< Clfallz2o) by (.8h)
< Clfllrz@ by (@.23D)). (4.25)
Next, by @21 we get
B (opmh) = (1+ &%) (6un,vp)7, + (F.08)7, (4.26)

for all 7, = (rp,vn,Vn, xn) € Qn X Up, X ﬁh X Pp. We can now prove the uniqueness of any
solution to the discrete HDG problem. Suppose f = 0, then u, = 0 by ([@.25), and so o = 0
by ([£26) and [Lemma 16l Since the linear system corresponding to the discrete HDG problem is
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square, uniqueness implies existence. Therefore, the HDG scheme (2.I6]) has a unique solution.
Furthermore,

Re [B} (oh; )]

llorll;, < C sup by B.29)
Th#0 sl
2
—C sup Re [(1 + K )(ETuh7'Uh)Th + (.f?vh)Th] by (Im)
THh7#0 l7nlll,
< C(lunllp2) + 1 fllz2 @)
< O fllzz@ by (@.25)).

4.4 Proof of (B) in [Theorem 2|

We first prove that a discrete inf-sup condition holds.

Lemma 23 (Discrete inf-sup conditions on %, ). Let oy, = (qn, un, Un,pr), Th = (Th, Vn, Up,
Xn) € 5, = Qp, x Uy, x U, x Py, and suppose 2
Then we have following inf-sup condition

is not a Maxwell eigenvalue and h small enough.

Re [#), (on; )]
sup
0#£0LES, 7l
Proof. By ([3.34) in the proof of [Lemma 16, there exists 7 = (r1,v1, 01, x1) € Xp, such that
Re [B} (on;m1)] = Cillowll,
il < Collonll,-

2 Clloally- (4.27)

This is equivalent to
Re [, (on:m1) + (14 5%)(erun, v1)7] > Callonl
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have
Re [#; (o:70)] > Callonll? — CalL+ w2 les o sl 3. (4.28)

For uj, € Uy, we may choose u§, € Uy N Hy(curl; ) so that the estimate in [Lemma 13| is
satisfied. Then by [Lemma 111 there exist z, € Uy N Hy(curl; ) and &, € Py, such that for all
Xn € Pn, we have

uj, = zp + V&, (62, VXxn)7, =0. (4.29)
Let © € Hy(curl; Q) N H(div? ; Q) be the solution of
VXx0O =V Xz,
Then by (B.18]) we have

1© = znll7;, < ORIV X 24|17,

= Ch°||V x uj| 7, by 29)
< CR(||V % (uf, — up) |75, + |V x wp|l7,) (4.30)
< Che(|hzn x [un]|l7, + IV x unll7,) by [Lemma 13

22



Superconvergent HDG methods for Maxwell’s equations via the M-decomposition

Let 7 = (rq, v2, V2, x2) € Xj, be the solution of
,@}:(Tg; Th) = (@, Er’ljh)'y’h
guaranteed by [Lemma 221 This implies

B (T2;01) = (O, €,up) T, (4.31)
Furthermore, by (£20) we have
Il < Cll®],. (4.32)
NeXtv we take T; = (—’1“2,’1)2,’1/)\2, _X2) and T3 = (_Qhauh7ah7 _ph) to get
By (on,75) = B (7 7) by @D
& cunr, by ()
= (Eruha 6)771
= (e;up, (© — 2z, — V&) 7, + (6run, wj, — up) 7, + (6,un, up) T, by (4.29)
= (e;up, © — z3)7, + (erup, (wy, —up))7, + (6run, up)T, by B.3d).

Then by the [Lemma 13| (4.30)), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality, we have
_ 1 _1
Re [y, (on;73)] 2 SllVRe (&) up |7, — CR? b2 x [ug] | %,
1
2 5llVRe (&) w7, — CP?[lon -

2
Finally, we take 7, = 71 + 2000t llerllzee o 75. Then by ([@28)) and (£33) and letting h be

€r
small enough we get the desired result. O

(4.33)

Our final lemma gives the desired error estimate:
Lemma 24. Let y, and €, satisfy Assumption[Il Suppose 2 is not an eigenvalue of problem 29).
Let (g, u,p) € H(curl, Q)x Hy(curl, Q)x H} () and o, = (qn, un, Un,pp) € B = QpxUpxUyx Py,
be the solution of (2.I6]) and (3.5)), respectively. Then for h small enough, we have
g — anll7 + llu —unlly, + V(e —pu)ll7,
<C <||anq —gll7, + 1T w =l + [TV x w) = V x|z, + | V(Znp —p)IITh> 7
where C depends on &, €, €, and p,.

Proof. First, let o = (q,u,u,p) and So = (119 g, Jzurlu,n X j,f“rlu x n,Iyp), where II?, and
T, denote the standard L? projection and the Scott-Zhang interpolation, respectively. Then

Re [#, (o — op; 1))

1700 = onll, <€ sup by ([E21)
0#TRLES, |||Th|||h
Re (%, (Sho — o;
0#£T,EX), H’ThH’h
< ¢ (IMq — ally, + 175w ~ ully;
+ IV x (T = w)llg; + [V (Top = D)7 ) by (B21)
= (IMq — allz + 175w — ull7;
+ TV xw) = V X ully + [V(Zp = p)l7) by (B13).
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By the definition of [||-||, in (3:24) we have

IT12,q — anll7, + [T w — will7,, + IV (Znp — p)I75
< € (Mg — ally, + 15 — wll, + [TV % w) = ¥ % ully + [V Tp — )7, )

Combined with the triangle inequality we get the desired result. O

Remark 2. We notice that the above estimates are optimal with respect to the regularity of u
and p. If w and p are smooth enough, one would need to use a dual argument to get the optimal
estimate for u — uy with respect to the degree of polynomials.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present three numerical tests of the HDG-CG method for Maxwell’s equations.
The domain of the following three examples is the unit cube Q = (0,1) x (0,1) x (0,1).

Example 1. We first test the convergence rate of the method for the Maxwell equations with
smooth (in fact constant) coefficients with different wave numbers . More specifically, the data is
chosen to be

T
e =142, p—=02—04i, a= (1, 23, 2)

T
1
d= <O,—— §> , u=aexp(ike-d), p=0,

27 2

and the source term is chosen to match the exact solution of The approximation
errors are listed in [Tables 2] and Bl In this case the domain is convex and the coefficients are
smooth, so that a standard duality approach could be used to prove convergences. The results in
[Table 2] are for polynomial degree k = 1,2, 3 and show that optimal order convergence is seen when
the solution is smooth and x > 0. The same is seen even when x = 0 showing that the HDG-CG
method can be used for low frequency (even zero frequency) problem and that a CG Lagrange
multiplier space is sufficient to achieve stability even when x = 0.

Table 2: History of convergence for [Example 1| with kK = 1

p | o 9= anllze/lgllez @) | v = wnlleeo)/llulle @)
V3 Error Rate Error Rate
1/2 | 1.23E-01 1.55E-01
1 1/4 | 6.38E-02 0.95 4.37E-02 1.82
1/8 | 3.23E-02 0.98 1.15E-02 1.93
1/6 | 1.62E-02 0.99 2.96E-03 1.96
1/2 | 2.86E-02 1.06E-02
9 1/4 | 7.50E-03 1.93 1.33E-03 3.00
1/8 | 1.92E-03 1.97 1.67E-04 2.99
1/12 | 8.58E-04 1.99 4.95E-05 3.00
1/2 | 1.23E-03 4.81E-04
3 1/4 | 1.60E-04 2.95 3.29E-05 3.87
1/8 | 2.03E-05 2.98 2.17E-06 3.92
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Table 3: History of convergence for [Example 1| with x = 0

e | o Llg = anlzzo/llgllee @) | v = unllee@)/llwlrz @)
V3 Error Rate Error Rate
1/2 | 1.20E-01 1.37E-01
1 1/4 | 6.34E-02 0.92 4.09E-02 1.74
1/8 | 3.23E-02 0.97 1.11E-02 1.88
1/12 | 2.16E-02 0.99 5.09E-03 1.93
1/2 | 7.24E-03 5.52E-03
9 1/4 | 1.93E-03 1.91 7.13E-04 2.95
1/8 | 4.98E-04 1.95 9.00E-05 2.99

Example 2. We next test the convergence rate of the method for Maxwell’s equations with wave
number kK = 1 when the coefficients are piecewise smooth. More specifically, the data is chosen as

€ =

_f02-04i, <05 142, a2 <05,
Hr =025 -025i, «>05, 242, z>0.5,

u = [ul,ug,ug]T, up =1, ug = (xr — 0.5)22, ug = (z — 0.5)2y, p=0.

The source term is chosen to match the exact solution of and the approximation
errors are listed in [Table 4l In this case the duality approach would need to handle discontinuous
coefficients which limit the regularity of the dual solution to H*® with s < /12. Our analysis covers
this case. Since the chosen true solution is smooth, we expect optimal order convergence as is seen

in [Table 41

Table 4: History of convergence for [Example 2|

e | o L =malle@/lrlieee | v = uillzo)/lvliee @
V3 Error Rate Error Rate
1/2 | 5.10E-01 3.05E-01
1/4 | 2.75E-01 0.89 8.74E-02 1.80
1| 1/8 | 1.42E-01 0.95 2.32E-02 1.91
1/16 | 7.22E-02 0.98 6.02E-03 1.95
1/20 | 5.79E-02 0.99 3.88E-03 1.96
1/2 | 8.05E-02 2.45E-02
5 1/4 | 2.12E-02 1.93 3.05E-03 3.00
1/8 | 5.42E-03 1.96 3.84E-04 2.99
1/12 | 2.43E-03 1.98 1.14E-04 2.99

Example 3. Finally, we test the convergence rate of the method for the Maxwell equations with
wave number x = 1, when both the coefficients and the exact solution are piecewise smooth. More
specifically, the data is chosen as

0.2—-04i, x<0.5, 142, z<0.5,

= € prd
#= Y025 - 0.25i, = >05, " 242, z>005,
2 x<0.5,

,u:$—0.52z,u:x—0.52, =0.
1 205 " ( )7z, uz = ( )%y, p

u = [u17u27u3]T7 Uy = {
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and the source term is chosen to match the exact solution of [Equation (1.1)|and the approximation
errors are listed in In this case the solution is piecewise analytic and the mesh is chosen
so that the surface of discontinuity z = 0.5 is a union of faces in the mesh. Thus standard error

estimates for polynmial interpolation applied tetrahedron by tetrahedron give an optimal error
estimate. This is confirmed in

Table 5: History of convergence for [Example 3|

p | | llg = anllzo/llgllez@) | v = unllee@)/lvle @
V3 Error Rate Error Rate
2 5.10E-01 1.53E-01
4 | 2.75E-01 0.89 4.38E-02 1.80

1 8 1.42E-01 0.95 1.16E-02 1.91
16 | 7.22E-02 0.98 3.02E-03 1.95
20 | 5.79E-02 0.99 1.95E-03 1.96
2 | 8.05E-02 1.23E-02

9 4 | 2.12E-02 1.93 1.53E-03 3.00
8 | 5.42E-03 1.96 1.93E-04 2.99
12 | 2.43E-03 1.98 5.73E-05 2.99

6 Conclusion

We have proved that the HDG-CG method for the time harmonic Maxwell system converges even
in the presence of general piecewise smooth coefficients, as are usually encountered in practical
applications. Our numerical results suggest that the method is stable even when x = 0 so that
the use of expanded HDG spaces for the Lagrange multiplier p is not needed, and a CG space is
sufficient.

We expect that the method of proof given in our paper will be useful for other HDG methods
which are intended for use on heterogeneous media. The dependence of the coefficients in the
estimates on the wave number k was not traced, and this should be done in the future. However the
simple model problem used here would need to be revised to have Robin type boundary conditions
(or other boundary conditiond conditions in which the dependency of the solution of continuous
problem on x is known).
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