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An explicit discontinuous Galerkin method for
blow-up solutions of nonlinear wave equations

A. AzaiezEL M. Benjemaaﬂ, A. JrajriaEL H. Zaagﬁ

Abstract: In this work, we develop and study a discontinuous Galerkin
(DG) method to approximate the solution of 1D nonlinear wave equations.
We show that the numerical scheme is consistent, stable and convergent if a
nonuniform time mesh is considered. We also investigate the blow-up phe-
nomena and we prove that the numerical blow-up time converges toward the
theoretical one. The validity of our results is confirmed throughout several
numerical examples and benchmarks.
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1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with the development of a numerical method, based
on discontinuous Galerkin formulation, in order to approximate the blow-up
behaviors of smooth solutions of the semilinear wave equation in one space
dimension 2 = (a,b) C R with periodic boundary conditions

Ot — Opzu = |ul?, in 2 x (0,00)
u(0) =up, Owu(0) =wuy, in§2 (1.1)
u(a,t) = u(b,t), t > 0.
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with p > 1. The theoretical study of the semilinear wave equation in well
developed. In [7] and [§], Cafarelli and Friedman showed the existence of
solutions of Cauchy problems for smooth initial data and gave a description
of the blow-up set. In [24], Glassey proved that under suitable assumptions
on the initial data, the solution u of blows up in the following sense :
there exists T,, < 00, called the blow-up time, such that the solution u exists
on [0,7) and
|u(.,t)||Lo) —> 00 as t— Ti.

Recently, Merle and Zaag gave in a series of papers [35], [36], 37, B8] a clas-
sification of the blow-up behavior and an exhaustive description of the ge-
ometry of the blowup set. More theoretical results can also be found e.g. in
14, 18, 132}, 33, 25].

From a numerical point of view, the approximation of solutions which
blow up in finite time is more delicate. Indeed, one of the major difficulties
when deriving numerical schemes is related to the standard stability crite-
rion which imposes the boundedness of the numerical solution at any finite
time. This is clearly in opposition with the sought blow-up behavior. In
addition, the numerical solutions may remain bounded despite the fact that
the exact solutions do explode in finite time. These aspects have been ob-
served when using a spectral method or even a finite differences method for
the Constantin-Lax-Majda equation |20, [12]. To overcome such a difficulty,
Nakagawa [39] first introduced an adaptive time-stepping strategy to com-
pute the blow-up finite difference solutions and the blow-up time for the 1D
semilinear heat equation dyu — 9,,u = u? in (0, 1) with homogeneous Dirich-
let boundary conditions. To ensure the stability of his numerical scheme, he
defined a local time stepping given by

1
At" = 7 min (1, T)
[uhll2

where 7 is a prescribed parameter. He showed that the numerical solution
converges point-wise toward the exact solution. Moreover, by setting the
numerical blow-up time

T(r,Ax) = Z AVAS
n=0

he proved that T'(7, Ax) is finite and converges toward the theoretical blow-up
time when Az goes to zero. Since then, many authors have improved Naka-
gawa’s results and showed that the finite difference schemes with adaptively-
defined time mesh give good approximation for the blow-up solution of the



nonlinear heat equation [I, 10} IT]. Other methods using different approaches,
such as finite elements methods, semi-discretization and line methods, rescal-
ing techniques, etc. for the numerical approximation of blow-up solutions of
parabolic equations can also be found in [5], [6, 14, [40] and references therein.

For hyperbolic equations, Cho applied Nakagawa’s ideas to the nonlin-
ear wave equation with nonuniform time mesh [I2]. Recently, Sasaki and
Saito [42] reduced the nonlinear wave equation to a first order system and
considered a finite difference (FD) scheme with a local time stepping. They
succeeded in proving the convergence of their finite difference scheme and the
numerical blow-up time. It is worth noticing that almost all the methods we
found in the literature are essentially based on finite differences discretiza-
tions, and only few use variational (integral) formulations [26, 28, B0]. To
the best author’s knowledge, there are no previous works dealing with dis-
continuous Galerkin (DG) approximations for nonlinear wave equation with
blow-up solution. We propose in this paper to investigate such a DG meth-
ods to numerically solve the semilinear wave equation when blow-up
phenomena occur.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section [2, we present
the DG methods and we derive a numerical scheme for the nonlinear wave
equation. Section [3]is devoted to the proof of the stability of the proposed
numerical scheme. In Section [, we establish the main results of this paper
which are the convergence of the numerical solution and the numerical blow
up time respectively toward the exact solution and the exact blow-up time.
Finally, we provide several numerical examples that illustrate the validity of
our proposed method in Section [f

2 Discontinuous Galerkin method

In this section, we derive a discontinuous Galerkin scheme for the non linear
wave equation (|1.1). Formally, one may rewrite the D’Alembert operator
O := 0y — Opr as 0 = (0; — 0;) (0; + 0,). Based on such a decomposition,



we split ((1.1)) into a first order system as follows:

([ Ou+ O,u=¢, in(a,b)x (0,00)
Oy — 0,0 = |ulP, in(a,b) x (0,00)
u(z,0) =up(x), =« € (a,b) (2.1)
(b(I?O) = ¢0(I)7 T e (a’vb>7 ‘
u(a,t) =u(b,t), t=0

| #(a,t) = o(b,t), t=0.

with ¢ = u1 + .

Remark 2.1. One could also choose the factorization O = (0, + 0,) (Op — Ox).
As we shall see when deriving the numerical scheme, this doing has no sig-
nificant impact nor gives further information to our method.

2.1 Space discretization

In order to introduce a variational approximation of the system (2.1]), we
consider a partition for the spatial domain [a, b] = |JI_; K; consisting of cells
K; = [xi_%,xiJr%] for 1 <@ < I where

a=21<T3<...<X;_1<xT;,1=0"0
3 2 I-3 I+3

The length of the cell K; is denoted h; = z;,1 — x; 1. For simplicity, we
shall assume that h; = h > 0 for all i. Next, we define the finite dimensional
space V}¥ consisting of all functions v such that their restriction on a cell K;
is a polynomial of degree at most k, i.e.

th:{’l)/vh(i EIPk[KZL izl,...,[},

where Py[K;] denotes the space of polynomials in K; of degree less than or
equal to k. In the sequel, we will consider the Lagrange polynomials as a
basis of P[K], i.e.

k+1 i

) . . T—

Pi[Ki] = (¥jh1<jent1 with ¢ji(z) = H : i Ki)

e (x5 — )
J

)

where the (77)1<jck 1 are nodesﬂ within the cell K;. Notice that the functions
of V}F are allowed to be discontinuous across the elements interfaces. The

1

5 . 7. ; ) —
’In general, these nodes are chosen equidistant. In such a case, 2% = z,_1 + L= hi.

Other choices, such as the Chebychev nodes, can also be considered.

1
2



solutions of the numerical method are denoted by u;, and ¢, and both belong

to V. We denote by (up) il and (uh) . the left and right limits of uy, at
2

i, 1, respectively. Moreover, we denote [up); i+l = (uh)tr — (up), i the

2

jump of uy at the cell interface x, it . The same notations apply also to On-

Multiplying the system ({2.1} . ) by test functions and integrating over the cells
yields the following variational formulation: find (us,¢,) € V¥ x V¥ such
that for all test functions (¢p, ) € th’ X th and for any 1 <7< [

/ Oyup, ppdx —/ up, Opppdx

(2.2a)
+ (U en)ivr — (Un on)i_1 = / On prdx
K;

/ Bibn nda + / on Oribnda
K ' (2.2b)

— (Gr gy + Butin)iy = /K T () i,

where 1), and (Eh are the numerical fluxes and have to be defined at the cell
interfaces, and Z¥ : C([a,b]) — V;¥ is the interpolation operator defined by
Ik (v) = Zfﬂl v(z;)p;. In general, these numerical fluxes depend on the
values of the numerical solution from both sides of the interface. Here, we
propose a backward (resp. forward) flux to define the trace of uy, (resp. ¢y)
at an interface z;, 1, i.e.

(@n)ixy = (un)ipss (Gn)iss = (@n)741- (2.3)

It follows that (2.2)) can be written as: V1< i< TandV1<j<k+1

/ ol goj-d:c —/ ul, &cnpé-daz
K; K;

A (2.4a)
) 425 (5i0g) — () g my) = [l
[ anviaes [ oo
K; K;
| | - (2.4b)
- ((bh);%zb;(xz%) + (Qﬁh)j_%iﬁ;(%_%) = /K iy (|uﬁl|p) Yide,

with uf = Uy, (resp. P = Dh, ) is the restriction of uy, (resp. ¢) over the
cell K;. Integrating by parts once more, one may write (2.4) as: V1 <i <[



andV1<j<k+1
| @i+ o) o+l yeile ) = [ dieide (250)
Ki Ki

/ (981, = 0u0y) ¥ de — [Bn]is 10 (wi11) = / I (up|”) ¥ dee, - (2.5b)

K; K;

where [-] denotes the jump at the cell interface. Recall that uj, and ¢, belong
to V;F, hence one can write

up(w,t) = D up(t)pi(x) and G (1) = > Si(D)vi(w), (2.6)
=1 =1

where the coefficients u; are called the degrees of freedom and need to be
determined at each time. Moreover, since ZF (|ut|P) also belongs to V¥, and
in view of the definition of V;¥, then we have for all 1 <i < I

k+1

Ty (Jup (2, ) = D lup(DI pi(). (2.7)

(=1

Plugging (2.6) and (2.7 into (2.5)) yields the semi discrete matricial system:
Vt>0andV1<i</

M'OU;(t) + R'UL(t) + A" Uj(t) — B'U7H(t) = M'®;,(t), (2.8a)

M'0,@}(t) — R ®},(t) — C" @ (t) + D' @), (t) = M'|UL(t)|’,  (2.8b)

where U} = (u’i,...,u}iﬁl), i = ( ’i,...,(bzﬂ), \Uip = (|ui1|p,...,|u};+1|p)
and V1< j,0 <k+1

M, = / @) oy dr, Rl = / 0 Oupl dr,
Aj'z = @é’(%—%) %02(%’—%)7 B;:e = 903'(1‘1'—%) %02_1(%—%)7
and . . . . . .
;‘z = @;(xi—i-%) ‘;02;1(5”2'4%)’ D}z = @}(%4@) @2(%4@)-
For the boundary conditions, we set U2(t) := U} (t) and ®; " (¢) := ®}(¢) for
all t > 0.



2.2 Time discretization

A fully discrete scheme of (2.8) can be derived using an approximation of
the time derivative 0;U}, and 0;®;. Here, we used the explicit forward Euler

method with non constant time step. Let At?, At!, ... be positive constants
and set
n—1
=0, "= Atr=t""+ A" (n>1) (2.9)
=0

Then, we approximate the time derivative of U, and ®; at time t" as follows

urtt —yn P+l _ o
W and atq)h(t") ~ thh

where UJ' (resp. @) is the value of Uy (resp. @) at time ¢". The fully
discrete DG scheme for the non linear wave equation ((1.1)) is then given by:
Vn>20,Vi<i<lTandV1<j<k+1

3,5Uh(t") ~

u';'l,nJrl_u;'l,n in '
/ R LR CHISTOICR / o) ¢ do
K;
(2.10a)
i,n+1 in
s _QZS’ 7N 3 n i in i
/ < h Atn = Ou) wjdx_[qﬁh]”%wj(xi%) Ik(’“ H’p)%’dw,
K; :
(2.10b)

with the initial conditions (u}" ,qbl 0) (ZFub, IF¢}) and the periodic bound-
ary conditions (uy"™,¢p™) = ( " ¢r™). Equivalently, the system (2.10)
writes in matricial form: V n > 0 andV1<e</

iU}i’n+1 Uln 7 3 7,1 irri—1lmn 7 AT
MA—tn (RR+ AU = B'U, " = M')", (2.11a)

Z-CDZ’"H - (I)Zn i i in i F&itln i1778,n+1
MA—tn—(R—D)@h’ —C"o" = MY UTTP, (2.11b)
UP =T, o =TFe, (2.11c)
Uy =Up", @, =0 (2.11d)



Let us notice that scheme (2.10) or equivalently is fully explicit in
time. This is of major advantage since neither matrix inversions nor im-
plicit nonlinear computations have to be performed in order to evaluate the
numerical solution at each time step.

3 Study of the DG scheme

We prove in this section the consistency and the local stability of the DG

scheme ([2.10)).

3.1 Consistency
Lemma 3.1. The DG scheme (2.10) is consistent with the system ([2.1]).

Proof. 1t is obvious from that the numerical fluxes are monotone and
thus consistent [19]. Our purpose now is to prove that the approximation of
the nonlinear term is also consistent with the original system . We shall
assume that the solution u € C?([0,Ty,), H"(a,b)), m > 1, and thus the
jumps [u]; +1 and (@], +1 vanish over the interfaces z;,1 for all 0 < ¢ < I and
for all time *. Denote

and

:z;/ (<b tnﬂAt" (x, ") —(%qb(x,t”)) () da (32)
2 iy ¥y Z/ 7¢ (ju(a, ")) 0 (z) da

It follows by (12.1)) and using a first order Taylor expansion in (3.1)) that

| < CLAE Y >0



with C7 > 0 is independent of At"™. Similarly, we have using a second order
Taylor series in (13.2))

I
no__ Anatt ’n 7 d
s Z/K E'0u(, € () da

+ 2; /Kz (|u(:L‘, tn+1)|p — I;’f (|u(m, t”+1)|p)) T/JZ(IL‘) de.

Using the classical estimate (see e.g. [22, Theorem 1.103|)
v — ZFv| Lo () < CR™  for any v € H™(K) (3.3)

we deduce
[s"] < CLAt" + Csh™ Y n > 0.

with Cy and (3 are positive constants independent of At"™ and h. This
concludes the consistency of the proposed DG scheme. n

3.2 Positivity and local stability

For uy, € Vi, we define the norm

[unlloo == Unlloe = max [|Up]loc = max max |uj],
1<i<I 1<6<T 1< <k+1

%

; are the coordinates of uy in the Lagrange polynomial basis.

where the u

Proposition 3.2. Let 0 > 0 and v > 0 be arbitrary real numbers and set

At" = ' min <1 L) : (3.4)

il

Suppose the initial conditions satisfy min(ug, o) > p = 0. Then, for any
N € NN, there exists a constant hy > 0 depending on N, uy and ¢o such that
for all h € (0, hy],

Up>p and O >p V1<n<N. (3.5)

(the inequalities are element-wise). In addition, if Y -, W + W < 00,
= uh 50 hllco
then (3.5) holds for hy = h, independent of N.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. Since ug > pu = 0 (resp. ¢g > p > 0)

then ué-’o = |, (5) > p (resp. QS;-’O = o, (%) > p) and hence (3.5]) holds
true for n = 0. Let N € IN and suppose (3.5)) is valid for all 0 <n < N — 1,

9



then u;" > 1 and qbzn > pforalll <i<ITandalll<j<k+1. Moreover,
equation (2.11]) reads

n

. , At , . .
Uttt =U" + — (BU" + F Uy ") + AT

with £ = h(M")"Y(R" + A") and F = —h(M*)"'B" are constant matrices
(i.e. do not depend on h), and satisfy

k+1

 Eu+Fu=0 VI<j<k+L (3.6)

(see Appendix [A] for details). Denote 2+ = max(z,0) and 2~ = min(z, 0) for
any x € R, then we obtain forany 1 <i<landany 1 <j<k+1

Agn B
wn+l _ in ©,n i—1,n n 1t,n
u; =u;" + . (Ejguz + Fjou, )+At ;i
=1
A [ k+1
7N i ln — z 1n n _1i,n
=u T, (Z(EJ—Z T E ) Y (B Fg )>+At¢j
=1
A [FH k+1
+ + in
> m;nu "t N <; (Ejg + Fy mmuZ Z Irly’%xug )
A [ A A
_ m;nu —|— T (; (E iy + F;E)) (Hll}én ulén _ II%%X u,lgvn)
where the last equality holds in view of (3.6). Let o, = p% with
k+1
— + +
p= Jum (Ef, + Fyy), (3.7)
=1
and denote v,, = mlnu " and w, = max u;” = ||u} |0, then we have
%,J 4,7
Unt1 = Up + (v, — wy). (3.8)

A straightforward induction on n shows that

Upy1 = (H(l —|—am)> Vg — Z ( H (1 —|—am)) Wy

m=0 (=0 \m=/+1
n p n
> (H (1+ am)> <v0 - > At Hume) (3.9)
m=0 /=0

10



h1+o' h1+o'
TS o

Now, if Atf <

then the inequality (3.9) impliesV 0 <n <N

Jluf, hlloo

Un+1 > Vg — N,Oha.

B 1/o
Hence, if h < hy = (UON M) , then v, 1 > p and by definition of v, we
p
obtain U™ > p. Moreover, if 3 m <oothen S =3 _ At"|uplls <
Vo —
Sp

1/o
oo and (3.9) implies v,+1 > vg — Sph?. Take h, = < ,u> yields the

result. The proof for ®} is similar.

Remark 3.3. When k =0 or k =1, equation is equivalent to uy > [
and ¢p > p for all 1 < n < N. This is no longer guaranteed if k > 2
since the numerical solution may oscillate between its degrees of freedom. To
ensure a discrete maximum principle, one may choose modal functions [41]
as a basis of Vi instead of the nodal functions. However, the projection of the
nonlinear term |u|P into V¥ would introduce more computational complexity

to the system ([2.11]).

Theorem 3.4. Let At" be given by (B.4), and let Aoy = ||u)]lco + ||6Y]| -
Then, for any N € IN there exists a constant hy . > 0 depending only on
N and Ao such that if h € (0,hya.], then

sup ([luplloe + (|97 lloc) < 2800 (3.10)

INs

Proof. First, we rewrite the scheme (2.11)) as

Uittt = M,UP + At (3.11)
Oyttt = N,® + At f(URT) '
where
Mis 0O ... 0 Mg Np Ne 0
MB MA 0 0 0 ND NC
Mn: 0 MB MA and Nn: : .
: - 0 0 ... 0 Np
0O ... 0 Mg My Ne 0 ... 0
with

My =Ty — A"M Y (R4 A), Mp=At"M"'B,
Np = Ipy — At"M YD — R), Ng=At"M'C,

11

0
Ne
Nb



and
f) = (uif?, ..., JoP)" for v=(vy,...,v0)".
Now, we prove by induction on n. Let N € IN and assume that
U Nl + 1 Phllc 20 VOSSN -1

Using (3.11)), we may rewrite U™+ and ®"*! as

U = My Mo U+ S0 A IM, o My @), (3.12)
=0

Pt =N, ... Ny @) + Z A" IN, .. Nu_jr f(U7TH). (3.13)
=0

We have the following result.
A"
-
Proof. See Appendix O

Lemma 3.5. ||M,||cc = [[NVnlloo <1+ 2p

It follows by the induction hypothesis

n

n A (o}
10z e < ] (1+2/> . > 1URlloo + R
=0

= Jj=

—1
An ¢
11 (1 +2p—) &0
=0 /=0

(1+ 2007 (|U2]|oo + 2A0(n + 1)2147)
0

=
= (14 20k ([0l + 20+ 1R

3

where p is given by (3.7). It follows that VO <n < N — 1
1UE oo < (14 20h7)™ (| URlloo + 2Ac NR1H7) . (3.14)
Similarly, we obtain from (i3.13])

n

tn(

o7 e < T (12055 ) e+ 10
/=0
hl—l—aHUn—i-lHP
< (14 2ph")" (|| ]|oo + (2000)Pn07)
h1+0 (1+2ph0) p(n+1) <||U}?||w+2Aoo(n+1)hl+a>P

7j—1
I (1 2 ) Tl
=0

7j=1

12



Using the identity (z +y)" < 2" (2" + y") for any non negative reals x and
yand any r > 1, we obtain VO <n<< N —1

127+ oo < (14 2007)™ (|80 100 + (2800)? N A1)
+ 2R (14 2007 )N (||UR|R, + (2ANAMF2)P) . (3.15)
It follows by and
U oo + 197 loo < (142007)" Ao + N (14 2087)" (205 + (2A50)?)
+ 2P (14 2ph)PY AR (14 (2NRTO)P)
Set

, (Bx —1\° Ao
hn A, = min , —
2p [12N Ao (1 4 (2A)P—1)] T
Ay

po T
460 (14 i )|
then one can check that V h € (0, hy .| we have
3A\ee A A

U oo + 195 oo < =57 + =2+ =
IO oo + 195 loo < =5~ + =7 + =

)

= 2A .
[l

Let o := f_ll @jdr # 0 forall 1 < j < k+ 1. Then, for any u;, € V}¥, the
quantity

1 I hk:-l—l
el = = >l with il =3 > Jagull  (3.16)
i=1 j=1

defines a norm which is equivalent (since in finite dimension) to ||up||eo. Ac-
tually, we have
El[unlloo < flunllt < flunloo, (3.17)

with Kk = %minKKkH |a;|. Then, a direct consequence of Proposition
and Theorem [3.4] is the following.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose the initial conditions satisfy min(ug, ¢g) > p = 0,
and denote Ay = [[u||1+||#%|l1. Then, for any N € N there exists a constant
hna, > 0 depending only on N and Ay such that if h € (0, hxa,], then for
all<n<N

: n n n 3 2A1
min([luplly, [|95l) > wp and [luplly + l¢hlh < —-

13



4 Numerical blow-up and convergence of the
DG scheme

In this section, we prove that the numerical solution and the numerical blow-
up time converge toward the exact solution and the exact blow-up time re-
spectively. The following functional will be useful

b

K(u(t)) : u(zx, t)dz. (4.1)

= ’

Proposition 4.1. [/2] Assume that
a=K(uy) >0, f=K(u)>0.

Then, the solution u of blows up in finite time T, € (0, 00).

Definition 4.2. We define the numerical blow-up time by

n—ao0

T(h) = lim t"=> At".
n=0

Then, we have

S o v = S o) = o0

If T(h) < oo, we say that the numerical solution blows up in finite time.

Proposition 4.3. Let 0 < k < 7 and let (u}}, ¢}) be the solution of (2.10]).
Define

I
n 1 7N
Ko(u) = 5= > [ i@y (1.2
=1 i

and suppose By, := Kp(u},) > 0 and oy, == Kp,(u)) > 0. Then (Ku(u})), is a
strictly increasing unbounded sequence and ¥ n > 0

n+1y n 2
(Kh(Uh it" Kh(Uh)) > 2 (K)o > 0

where

(BN n
%_( NG p1h

and A > 0 is a constant independent of h.

14



Proof. Recall that the scheme ([2.10al)-(2.10b]) is equivalent to equations (2.4al)-
(2.4b). Then, take ¢} =1 in (2.4a)) yields

u" =y A .
/ e () — ) = / i d.
K; .
Sum up over ¢ = 1,... [ and use the periodic boundary condition,

K n+1 K n
n(up itn n(up) = Ku(¢}) ¥V n>0. (4.3)

In particular

= Ku(#)) > 0. (4.4)

Similarly, we have by ([2.4b))

¢z n+l ¢ 1, . 1
/ h Th R g ’H— n( H_%)_{'Cb;{n(xz_%) / Ik (|uzn+ |p) d.’L‘,

and hence
Kn(oh™) — Kn(dp)
Atn
At this stage, we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 < k < 7. Then, there exists A > 0 independent of h such
that

= Ku(Z{ () Vo0,

K (Zy (Jup ™)) = A (Kn(up ™))"
Proof. See Appendix [C] O

Thus, we have
Kn(gp ) — Kn(op)
Atr

Using (4.3) and (4.5), one can easily show by induction on n that Kjp(u})
and K3 (o)) are non negative for all n. Now, combining (4.3)), (4.4) and (4.5))
yields

Ky (up™?) — Ky (up™) - Kalu w) = Ky (up)

> A (Kn(upth)?. (4.5)

FAAC (KL (W) (4.6)

A+l - Atr
Kh(ul)—Kh(uo) -
> S B ST A (K (A7)
k=0
>0 Vn=0

15



Consequently, (Kjx(uj)), is a strictly increasing sequence. Now, we again
make use of (4.6) to obtain

Kn(up*?) = K (up ™)\’
( )

Athrl
un+1 - ul un—f—l _ u™
> Knlu itn Rl (Kh( : itn Fulu) +AAt”(Kh(uZ+1))p)
un—i—l o u® 2
_ (Kh( h itn Kh( h)) _'_)\(Kh(uz+1) —Kh(UZ))(Kh(UZ+1)>p~

A straightforward induction implies

(Khwz“) — Kn(upt) >

A+l

> Ai (Kn(u™) = Kn(uh) ) (n(uf™)" + (KM%) - Kh<u2>)2

NG
Kp(uptt) _ 2
> )\/ 2dz + (ﬁhAthh>

h

— A n+1\\p+1 p+1 Bh_ah ?
= () =) (P )

A

Moreover, since Kp,(u}) is increasing in n, then

(RGP =)+

AtY
is convergent. Hence, we can extract a sub-sequence (uy*),, of (u}), which

converges a.e., and thus it is bounded. We deduce from ({3.4]) that At™ 4 0
as ny goes to infinity, and using (4.4) and (4.7)) we obtain

0 < A" K (6)) < Ky (uf ™) — Ky (upth).

2
—«
< i h) is non negative. Finally, assume (K} (u})), is bounded, then it

Take the limit when n, tends to infinity gives a contradiction with (4.4)).
Thus, (Kp(u})), is unbounded and the proof is completed. O

Remark 4.5. If 0 < k < 7, then o := fjlgpjdx >0foralll <j<k+1
(see table[d]). The norm || - ||1 can thus be written

1 k+1

1 h ;
[unlls = h—a 121 §j21aj|uj|'
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Consequently, one may deduce from Proposition [3.9 that if the initial data
(uo, o) are positives and if 0 < k < 7, then Ky(u}) = ||u}t||y for h small
enough. It follows that ||uj|y —— oo and thus ||u}||ree(apy —— 0.

n—oo n—oo

Define

A
= p+1
G(z) \/p+ T e

Then G is a strictly increasing function in [y, 00). In view of Proposition
[1.3] we can proceed the same as in [I2] to prove the following.

Lemma 4.6. There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of h such that

T(h) < 2(/00 G“Z) +Ch>.

ap

In particular, (u}), blows up in a finite time T'(h).
Proof. See [12, Lemma 5.3| O

We are now able to establish the main results of this paper.

4.1 Convergence of the DG scheme

For 1 <7< I and n € IN, we denote

el = /K (u(z, t") — u () da,

Theorem 4.7. Let (u, ) and (u}, ¢}) be the solutions of (2.1) and (2.10]) re-
spectively, with initial data (ug, ¢o) large enough. Suppose u € C*([0,Ts,), H™(a, b))

withm > 1, and let T' < T,. Suppose for each n such that 0 < t" < T we
have u(t") < u} (or u(t™) = u}), then there exists Cr > 0 such that for
sufficiently small h we have

sup (lej] + [ef]) < Cphmnimi+o), (4.8)

o<t T

17



Proof. Let T < T, and set L = maXocp g2 || 5 g | Lo ([ [0,7])-  From
Proposition [1.3 and Remark [4.5] the sequence (|[u}[|1), is unbounded on n.

Hence, the integer
8L
Vi sup fo € N, gl + gl < 5}
is finite (with x > 0 is the constant given in (3.17))). Define also

Ey ={0<n<N, t"<T}.

We start by proving (4.8) for n € Zy. Let n < N such that ¢ < T and let
h < min(hy, hya,) where hy and hy A, are respectively given in Proposition

and Corollary [3.6] Take p =1 in (2.44) and subtract from (2.1)) yields

i,m . tn—1
/ Bpu(z, ") — u, (z) —up” (@) du
K;

Atn—l

i,n—1 i—1n—1 n— i,n—1
= Up, ($i+%) + Uy (a:i_%) - /K (e, ") — oy (w)) da.

Using Taylor expansion, we get

ef —ep! i,n—1 i—1,n—1

lAt—nfll +uy” (xi+%) —uy, (xi—%) =

At e
6?_1 + / 8ttU(.T, S; 1/2) dx
2 K,

with 5?71/2 € (t"1,¢"). Sum up over i = 1,...I and use the boundary

conditions yield

1

Z/ Oyu(x, st '?) d
K

i=1 C

(Atn—l)Z
2

L(b—
( 5 a) (Atn71)2. (49>
The same reasoning can be applied to estimate €}'. We obtain by ({2.1)) and

(.41)

lehl < lep |+ A e +

< e + At et +

L(b—a)

2
I

S [ () = 2 (o @) ]

i=1 ¢

lenl < lep '+ (A2

+ A (4.10)

18



Using that 0 < u} < u(t™) < L for any n € =y, we obtain

Z/K. (Jute, ) = Iy (Juy" (@)]")) do
<3 [ |ute e - wirp

I
<Cp Z/ |u(z, t") — uzn(x)‘ dz + C(b— a)h™
i=1 7 K

= Cple?| +C(b—a)h™

I
dr 4+ bl P = TE (Jup" ) [l
i=1

where C;, = pLP~', C is given in ([3.3) and the last equality holds if u(¢") —u}
is of a constant sign. It follows using (4.10)

1 ~
l€r] < et + CLA el | + (b — a) AL <§LAt"‘1 + C’hm> . (4.11)

Sum up (4.9) and (4.11]) and arrange the terms yields

L(b — a)(At")? + K At
1— CLAtnfl ’

1+ At
1-— CLAtnfl

ler| + len| < (lep™" + e M]) +

with Ky = (b — a) (%LAt”fl + C’hm) Using the elementary inequalities
0<11_+—n’;<1+2(1+77):cand0< . <2xforanyx€[0,%]and77>0,
1

1—nx
we deduce that if h < (%) e then A" ! < plte L % and we have
L L
|em + |€m < 62(1+CL)At”—1 (|6271| + ‘6271” + Kthin(m,H»U)Atnfl?

with Ky > 0 is a constant independent of At"~1 and h. Since uf) = ZFu, and
#Y = IFey, then using (3.3) we deduce that V 0 < n < N such that t" < T

n—1 s
leh] + leh| < PAHE 20 37 (6] + [€])

n—1
+ Kthin(m,1+o') Z Atj€2(1+CL) Z?:_jl-i,-l At®
=0
< CThmin(m,1+o) (412)

with Cp = (KT + C)e2(HC)T | Now, we prove that

max{n € N, t" <T} < N.
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If it is not true, then =y = {1, ..., N} and we deduce from (4.12)) that
N1+ |6l < Orhmntmso)

Furthermore, since t < T, then we have
b
/ (u(z, t") + ¢(x, ")) de < 3L(b — a).

max(%,%)
Combine these inequalities and let h < (M> o

or , we deduce

Cr
lup'[l1 + llén Il < 3L + ﬁhmmww) <AL,

Apply Corollary [3.6] for one step with the initial condition (u}, ¢ ) yields

8L

I+ llon I < (4.13)

which contradicts the definition of V. ]

Remark 4.8. The condition u(t") < uj (or u(t") = u}!) in Theorem[4.7 is
clearly restrictive. Nevertheless, we show in Appendiz[D that such a property
is fulfilled at least in case of constant piecewise approximation (k= 0) if h is
sufficiently small and if ¢ = Oyu + Oyu is increasing with respect to the time.

4.2 Convergence of the numerical blow-up time

Theorem 4.9. Let 0 < k < 7 and let (u,¢) and (u},d}) be the solutions

of (2.1) and (2.10) respectively. Assume that ug > 0 and u; > 0 are large
enough and assume ¢g > 0. Then, u}l blows up in finite time T'(h) and

lim T'(h) = T (4.14)
h—0
Proof. We follow the strategy used in [42]. According to Lemma [4.6] u}!
blows up in finite time 7'(h). To establish (4.14]), we will prove the following
inequalities:

T <liminfT'(h) = T, (4.15)
h—0

Tw = limsupT'(h) = T". (4.16)
h—0

Suppose that T, < T, and let ¢ = % > 0. Then there exists h. > 0
sufficiently small such that

T(he) <T.+e<Tw.
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On one hand, we have supg,cr, ;. [|u(-,1)|| Lo (ap) < 00 and hence

Ky:= sup K(u(t)) < oc.
0<t<T+e
On the other hand, we have by Theorem [4.7| that limj_,o K (u}) = K (u(t")).
Hence, if h. is sufficiently small, then Kj,_(up_ ) < K(u(t")) + ¢ for all n such
that t" < T,. It follows

Jim K, (up, ) = | K, (uy,)
< lim K(u(
o (u(®")) + €
< K1 + ¢,

which contradicts Proposition , and hence holds. Next, suppose
that 7% > T, and let N > 0 be the number of iterations to reach the time
Tho, 6. Too = tN = SN VA" Let hy = min(hy, hya) with hy given in
Proposition 3.2 and hy given in Theorem [3.4] with A = [|u || + ||} o
Then V h € (0,h] and 0 < n < N we have

I ' I k41 '
S [ uwrwas <31 [ gl ds
i=1 7 K i=1 j=1 K;
I h k+1 1
<l | [ e
X - -1
=1 7j=1
< KOA

with Ko =b—a @ Let ¢ = T*_#. Using Lemma there exist h. > 0
(which will be fixed later) and R > 7= (||u| zoo ja5)x 00517 + K2A) such that

* dz €
Y L oh <= 417
/ a0 2 (4.17)

It is shown in [24] that if the initial conditions are sufficiently large, then
the solution u of blows up in LP norms, for any 1 < p < oo (see [24]
Theorem 2.1 and its Corollary]. We deduce that if the initial conditions are
large enough, then there exists ¢’ = ), < T, such that

K(u(t)) 2 2R Vte|t' Ty). (4.18)

6Since 0 < k < 7, then all the integrals are positives (see table [3). The result is

then a direct conseqgence of the Lagrange polynomials property Zfill @;j(x) =1 for any
x € [-1,1].
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Set

1
— '\ 1+o

and let h € (0, h,]. Then we have for all n > 0 such that t" < T,

:i;(/;iu(x,t”)-—/uzn(x)dx

1
b—a P

| K (u(t")) = Kn(up)| =

1

1
<5 (”““"”lwa,bn v

In particular, we obtain for all 0 <n < N —1

n n 1
‘K(U(t )) — Kh(uh)] < m (HUHLOO([G/J]}X[O,tN—I]) + KQA) < R.
It follows
Kp(up) > K(u(t")) — R Y0<n<N-—1

Recall that At" < h'to < T —t' < Ty, —t'. Since T* > T, then there exists
ny < N — 1 such that ¢/ <t™ < T,. We deduce from (|4.18))

Ka() > K(u(t")) = R > R. (4.19)

Now, using limsupT'(h) = T* > T,,, one may choose h. < h, sufficiently
h—0
small such that

T(he) =2 Ty +¢.

However, in view of Lemma [1.6] (4.19) and (4.17), we have

() 00 d
h uhe

n=ni K,
< d
gT@+2</ : +Om)
r G(z)
< Ty +e¢,
which is a contradiction. This achieves the proof. O
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Figure 1: Comparison between the numerical solution (blue circles) and the
exact solution (red line) for p = 2 (left) and p=3 (right).

5 Numerical examples

In this section, we present some numerical examples in order to illustrate the
validity of our method. For all the examples, we consider the DG scheme
with IP; approximation. All the simulations have been performed using
the software Matlahl

Example 1. In this ezample, we consider constant initial conditions so that
the solution of (1.1) is space independent. The exact solution we consider is

u(t) = (T — )™
1
with = (2%) N We perform two test cases withp =2 andp = 3. The
blow-up time for both cases is set to T = 0.1s. Figure[l] shows a comparison
between the exact solution and the numerical solution functions of the time.
One can notice a very good superposition of the solutions (with relative errors
less than 1% in both L? and L> norms), which justifies the validity of the
explicit Fuler scheme as an appropriate choice for the time discretization of

the DG method.
Example 2. We consider an exact solution of (1.1]) given by

w(z,t) = (T —t+dz)Ts (5.1)

_1
with p = (2(1 —dz)(]fjll)Q)VI and d € (0,1) is an arbitrary parameter.
Figures [4 and [3 show a comparison between the exact solution and the nu-
merical solution at various times, for p = 2 and p = 3 respectively. The

Thttps://www.mathworks.com /products/matlab.html
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parameters used are T = 0.5s and d = 0.01. One can notice that the nu-

merical solutions fit very well with the exact solutions at all the recorded

times. The relative errors in L™ norms is less than 1% if a refined mesh

1s used. We also investigate the blow-up curve in the following way. Let

R > mingepu(z,0) = w(T + d)%, and let &g the function defined by

u(z,&r(x)) = R. It is easy to show from that £g is a straight line given
-1

by Er(x) =T — (}%)pT +dx. When R goes to infinity, {g(x) tends to the
blow-up time Too(z) = T+dx, for any x € [0,1]. Thus, one can approximate
numerically the blow-up curve Ty, by computing g for large values of R. In
practice, we define Eg as

Er(z) =inf{t > 0, |u(x,t)| > R}.

Figure[f] shows &g function of x for various values of R. We notice that &g is
a straight line with slope equal to d for all values of R, which is in accordance
with the theory. Furthermore, as the parameter R gets bigger, £g gets closer
to the theoretical blow-up curve T,,. This shows the efficiency of our proposed
DG method.

Example 3. In this example, we consider the system (|1.1)) with initial con-
ditions

(sin(4mz) + 2),

uo(z) = 5(sin
1 (sin(4mz) — 47 cos(dnx) + 2).

5
ui(z) =5
With these conditions, we have ug = ¢o > 0, a« = K(up) = 10 > 0 and
B = K(u;) = 10 > 0, so that all the hypothesis of Proposition and
Proposition [{.3 are satisfied. Accordingly, we expect the solution to blow up
in a finite time. Figure 5 and figure [(] show the evolution of the numerical
solutions in space-time axes for p =2 and p = 3 respectively.

Example 4. In this example, we compare our DG method to a finite differ-
ence (FD) method developed in [[2]. Let us mention that the authors also
proved that their FD scheme is convergent, as well as the numerical blow-up
time, toward the exact solution. We use a very refined grid path for the FD
algorithm in order to obtain results as accurate as possibleﬂ The initial con-
ditions used are up(z) = 5(sin(4rz)+2) and uy(z) = 207 +5. Figure[7] shows
a comparison between the numerical solutions in various time for p =2 and
p = 3. One can notice a very good superposition between the solutions in all
recorded times. In table |1, we report the relative L? and L* errors between

8The FD grid is 16 times finer than the DG grid.
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Figure 2: Comparison between the numerical solution (blue circles) and the
exact solution (red line) at various times. Case p = 2.
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Figure 3: Comparison between the numerical solution (blue circles) and the
exact solution (red line) at various times. Case p = 3.
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Figure 4: g for various values of R. Case p = 2 (left) and p = 3 (right).
As R increases, {g converges (pointwise and uniformly) toward the blow-up
curve (red line).
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Figure 5: Numerical solution of example |3 with p = 2.
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Figure 6: Numerical solution of example [3] with p = 3.
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p=2 p=3
. [ufP—uPSls | [luf P —uPC o - luf P —uPCls | [ufP—uPC o
Time (s) o . Time (s) 7 D
lluy, 2 lluy, Moo lluy, “ 2 llug, “lloo
0.03 2.16 x 1072 | 1.95 x 1073 0.03 2.58 x 107 | 3.46 x 104
0.10 9.15 x 107* | 9.32 x 1074 0.09 1.25 x 1073 | 1.95 x 1073
0.15 597 x 107* | 9.34 x 10* 0.105 4.05 x 1073 | 5.96 x 1073
0.25 1.11 x 1073 | 1.66 x 1073 0.110 9.98 x 107% | 1.39 x 1072
Table 1: Relative errors of the DG solutions u?“ versus the FD solutions

uf'’P for various times.

45

—DG

351

25¢

VAW

5

1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 7:  Comparison between the DG solution (red line) and the FD
solution [42] (blue dash) of example [4 at various times. Case p = 2 (left) and
p = 3 (right).

the FD and the DG solutions at the different times. Moreover, we tested the
convergence of the numerical blow-up time when the space path h decreases to
zero. Table 3 and figure [§ show the blow-up times of the DG method versus
the FD method function of h for p = 3. Since the blow-up time can never
be reached in finite steps (see Definition [{.9), we fized ||u}]le > 10° as a
threshold criterion in order to stop the iterations. One can notice that both
the DG and the F'D algorithms seem to converge toward the same limit, which
158 T ~ 1.14 s in this case. This confirms once more the efficiency of our
proposed method.
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T(h)

h | DG | FD
1/25 | 1.1671 | 1.1675
1/26 | 1.1527 | 1.1538
1/27 | 1.1455 | 1.1463
1/28 | 1.1419 | 1.1423
1/29 | 1.1401 | 1.1403

Table 2: Blow-up time function of h. Case p=3.

1.165

-
S
o
@

Blow-up time
- k
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1.145

1141
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1 1 1 1 1
0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025 0.03 0.035
h

Figure 8:  Comparison between the numerical blow-up time of the DG

method (red line) and the FD method (dashed blue line) of example 4] Case
p=3.
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6 Conclusion

In this paper, we developed a numerical scheme based on discontinuous
Galerkin (DG) formulation for the approximation of the nonlinear wave equa-
tion in one dimensional space. We showed that the DG scheme is consistent,
stable (in the sense that the numerical solution do not blows up in a finite
number of iterations, i.e. before the exact blow-up time) and converges to-
ward the exact solution. For the time update, we used an explicit and easy to
implement Euler scheme. Since blow-up phenomena can occur, one may not
expect a constant time incrementﬂ. Instead, we used a refined time meshing,
with time step inversely proportional to the solution’s amplitude. Since we
are dealing with transport equations, the CFL condition is more constrained
in case of DG methods. Indeed, the classical theory of the DG methods
shows that At should be of order (Axz)%? (rather than the standard Ax)
to ensure the stability of the method [9] 18]@. This condition is obviously
fulfilled in case the solution blows up. We also proved that the numerical
solution blows up in a finite time T'(h), and that T'(h) converges toward the
theoretical blow-up time when h gets smaller. We illustrate the performance
of our method throughout several numerical tests and benchmarks.

A Matrices properties

Since (90;-)1<j<k+1 is a Lagrange polynomial basis of Py[K;], then for any
r € K; we have

k+1 k+1

> i) =1 and 3 (})(x) = 0.

On the other hand, using the transform ¢’ = ¢; o (v*)~" where g; is the j*
Lagrange polynomial over [—1,1] and v : [-1,1] = K;, z — 3(h; z + L1+
xi_%), one can easily show M* = h,M, R* = R, A= A, B' = B, C* = C

and D' = D for all ¢ with

1 1 1
M;, = 5/ ©; e dr, Rj = / ©; Oy da,
-1 _

1

90therwise, the numerical solution could be computed beyond the blow-up time leading
to erroneous results. Actually, the author in [I3] showed that a constant time step remains
also applicable if an appropriate stopping criterion is specified.

10While the order 3/2 has been theoretically established for the linear problems, it has
been observed numerically that the order one, i.e. At = O(Ax), is sufficient for the
stability of non linear problems [9].
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Aje = ;j(=1) we(=1),  Bje=p;(—1) pu(1),
and
Cje = ¢i(1) we(=1), Dje=;(1) @e(1).
It follows V1< j<k+1,

k41 k+1 ki1
ZRM_Z/ ()l (x dfv—/ e (Zw )

k+1 k+1 k+1
D A= ei(=Dp=1) = ;(=1) > _pu(—1) = p;(=1),
/=1 /=1 {=1

k+1 k+1 k+1

Z Bj, = Z pi(—Dpe(1) = (1) > pe(1) = p;(—1).

Therefore, V1 < j < k+1,

Now, we have
E=hM)YY R+AY=M'(R+A) and F=—-h(M)'B"'=-M"'B
are constant matrices, and V1 < j <k +1

k+1 k+1

ZEJHFJZ_ZM (R+A—B)j

k+1 k+1
=> )is(R+A—B)y
(=1 s= 1
k+1 k+1
=> (M7);,> (Ru+ Ay — Buy)
=1 =1

I
O »

(A.2)

where the last equality follows from (A.1)).
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B Proof of Lemma [3.5

We rewrite M,, as M,, =1 — Mn with

My o0 ... 0 My

ML M40 ... 0

My=| 0 M3, M3 :

: I : 0
0o ... 0 ML M|

with

Al = At (M) YR 4 A7) = AhtnE

and l

My = —At"(M")'B' = Ahtn F.

Let [Mn be the ith block-row of M, and denote 2+ = max(z,0) and = =

min(z,0) for any x € R. Then, using (A.2)), we obtain for any 1 < j < k+1

B A EH
Z |:Mni| = Z|Eje+Fjé|
=1 it b=
A [FH k+1
= (Z (B + ) =3 (Ejp+ F))
=1 =1
Agn L
=2 - (Ej+ Ff) .
tog=1
It follows

|Malloo = macx || [ flc

1<t

k+1
= Imax max

1<<T \ 1<j<k+1
(=1

)

N4

k+1

Z (B, +F}).

(=1

At"

7

In particular, if h; = h for all 4, and if we denote p = 37! (Ej, + Fj;), then
we obtain
At"

h
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The same reasoning can be applied to the matrix N,.

C Proof of Lemma 4.4

Let 1 < i < I, then using the classical inequality ‘E " <mP YT ag P
we obtaln
k+1 p
/ uszrl |/ ;nJrl z Q?)dﬂf
K K o
k+1

p

< (k+1)rt Z |ul"
k+1

k—|— plZ"mH»l

/K. o' (z) dx

K3

2 [ e

p

Denote

2 1<kt

p
<Z/ 'Ln+1 >
[p—l ! i,n+1
S (b—a)pz /K un ) dx
p—1 I k+1

=1
b_a ZZ‘szrl

A= (E max

then we have

(Kn(up™))" =

2 [

Now, if 0 < k& < 7 then the integrals f L ©;j(x) dx are positives for all 1 <
j < k+1 (see table[3). It follows

(K n+1 %‘ zn+1 / QOl (IL’) dr
Up, /\ K, 7
1
— XKh(quun-i-l‘p))
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a.
I S e Qs as Qy as ag az asg Qg
1 1 1
1 4 1
2 3 3 3
1 3 3 1
3 i 1 1 i
A 7 32 12 32 7
45 45 45 45 45
5 19 | 15 50 50 75 19
144 144 144 144 144 144
6 4L | 216 27 272 27 216 a1
420 420 420 420 420 420 420
7 751 | 3577 | 1323 | 2080 | 2989 | 1323 | 3577 | 751
8640 8640 8640 8640 8640 8640 8640 8640
8 989 5888 928 10496 4540 10496 928 5888 989
14175 14175 14175 14175 14175 14175 14175 14175 14175

Table 3: Values of a; := f | ¢j(z)dz where ¢; is the j*™ Lagrange polynomial
of degree k over [—1,1].

D Proof of Remark (4.8

Let £ = 0, then the system ([2.10]) writes

i,n+1 i,n i,n i—1n
Up — — Uy i Uy — Uy "~ _ im
Atr h h
(D.1)
2,n+1 2,M i+1,n 2,M
A S W—" A S
At h g
Now, let (u gb) be a solution of the nonlinear wave equation (2.1) and let
alr = th r,1")dr and ¢ = th ") dx, with K [x-_%, xi+%].
Using the Taylor series, it is easy to show that
o = v(z;, t") + Ch? (D.2)

for v = u or ¢, with C is a constant independant of /. Now, we prove by
induction on n that u,™ > u? and ¢;" > ¢P. Denote \ = %, and suppose
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€ (0,1). Then, we have by (D.1)), (D.2) and (2.1))

,\\_/

uz”“ = (1= Ny + " + At g
> (1= N + AT, + A
> (1=MNa!+ A (u(xi,l, t") + C1h2) + A" (gﬁ(:ci, ") + Cgh2)
> (1= Na} + A (u(zi, t") — hOyu(z;, t") + Csh®) + A" (¢(x;,t") + Coh?)
> (1= Nuf + A (@) + Cuh?) + A" (¢(zi, 1) — Opu(zy, t*) + Coh®)
> u) + At"Opu(x;, t") + CshAt".

It is proven in [8, Theorem 3 1] that there exists ¢ > 0 such that the solution

of (1.1)) satisfies yu > c|u| > 0. It follows that if h is small enough, then
u, " > u) for all ¢ and n. Similarly, we have

;‘l,n+1 ( )¢2n+>\¢z+1n+Atn zn+1|p

> (1= N + Ay + At"|al P

> (L= XN)@} + A (p(ig1,t") + Ch®) + At™|ay P

> (1= N)@ 4+ A (@(xi, t7) + hded(xi, t7) + C7h?) + A" |ugt P

> (1= )¢ + A (¢ + Csh?) + At™ (0 (i, 1) — [u(zs, )P + |a; 1 P)
> OF + A0, (i, t") + CshAL"

—1
+ At"(|a +1|—|uxl,t" Z L gy (g, ) [P

m=0

—Coh?
Hence, if ¢ is increasing with respect to the time, then 0,¢ > 0 and thus,

2’"“ > ¢ for small enough h. This completes the proof.
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