arXiv:2102.09148v1 [math.NA] 18 Feb 2021

Some continuous and discontinuous Galerkin methods and structure
preservation for incompressible flows

Xi Chen®*, Yuwen LiP, Corina Drapaca®, John Cimbala®

% Department of Mechanical Engineering, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, USA
bDepartment of Mathematics, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, USA
¢Department of Engineering Science and Mechanics, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, USA

Abstract

In this paper, we present consistent and inconsistent discontinous Galerkin methods for incompressible Euler
and Navier-Stokes equations with the kinematic pressure, Bernoulli function and EMAC function. Semi-
and fully discrete energy stability of the proposed dG methods are proved in a unified fashion. Conservation
of total energy, linear and angular momentum is discussed with both central and upwind fluxes. Numerical
experiments are presented to demonstrate our findings and compare our schemes with conventional schemes
in the literature in both unsteady and steady problems. Numerical results show that global conservation of
the physical quantities may not be enough to demonstrate the performance of the schemes, and our schemes
are competitive and able to capture essential physical features in several benchmark problems.

Keywords: incompressible flows, discontinuous Galerkin method, mixed finite element method, energy
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1. Introduction

There has been extensive research on Galerkin methods for incompressible flows, see, e.g., [B0, 2T}, [26]
[33, [I7] and references therein. Since the pressure is usually viewed as a Lagrange multiplier, it could be
naturally decoupled from the velocity by restricting the problem on the divergence-free subspace [22] 2] at
the continuous level. Since the discrete divergence-free subspace is often not contained in the continuous one,
classical H'-conforming methods suffer from a loss of numerical accuracy as the velocity error is affected
by the pressure approximation, especially under small viscosity, which is known in the literature as a lack
of pressure robustness [28]. In the current paper, we focus on ways to reduce the influences of pressure
approximations on velocity approximations. With the help of a grad-div stabilization term [20], one may
increase pressure robustness although the mass conservation is violated, see, e.g., [28] 42} [4T], 39, [43], [7| [37], 27].

Another remedy is to use H(div)-conforming methods that completely remove pressure influence on the
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velocity approximation through a carefully chosen finite element pair [45] [5 [B]. In this case, the numerical
velocity is pointwise divergence-free [28], 25] [47] [5T, (18], [24] [35]. Moreover, in the vorticity-stream formulation,
one could automatically enforce the divergence-free constraint at the PDE level when the spatial dimension
is two [2I), B8, [6]. Finally, for discontinuous Galerkin (dG) methods, a common technique for pressure
robustness is penalizing the jump of the velocity normal component [25] [I, 29 23]. An interesting result
is reported in [49], where an element-wise grad-div penalization was used on tensor product meshes for a
non-isothermal flow, and an improvement of the mass conservation is observed for an inf-sup stable element
pair of equal order. A discrete inf-sup condition involving the pressure jump is constructed in [17] for both
the steady incompressible Stokes and Navier-Stokes equations. In [36], reconstruction with the lowest-order
divergence-free Raviart-Thomas velocity is used to recover the L2-orthogonality of the discretely divergence-
free velocities and irrotational vector fields. Other relevant dG methods can be found in e.g., [15] &) [16].

In this paper, we generalize our previous work [12] and present two new classes of dG methods for
incompressible Euler and Navier-Stokes equations. The unified numerical framework in [12] is designed
for incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with the kinematic pressure p. Here, this approach is further
extended to cover the Bernoulli function p + gu -u, and EMAC function p — gu -u. The Bernoulli function
is roughly speaking the “force” one feels when one faces into the wind, an important physical quantity rarely
considered as a direct output in computational fluids. The EMAC function was first proposed in [J] for
conserving energy, linear and angular momentum by H!-conforming finite element methods. We refer to
[10, BTl [44), 48] and references therein for more discussions about these two functions.

In addition, we shall show that both classes of dG methods achieve the same numerical velocity field
when the velocity is H (div)-conforming, and we shall analyze their conservation property for energy, linear
momentum and angular momentum with both central and upwind fluxes. To the best of our knowledge, such
frameworks and conservation analysis for H (div)-conforming and dG methods do not exist in the literature.
From our dG framework, it is also shown that global energy conservation for inviscid flows is generally not
worth pursuing at the expense of pressure robustness. Nevertheless, all proposed methods in this framework
are proved to be energy stable in the fully-discrete level, which is an important property in the simulation

of turbulent flows (cf. [19]).

2. Preliminaries

Let 75 denote a conforming and shape-regular simplicial mesh on a polyhedral domain € in R¢ with
d € {2,3}. Let Fj, denote the collection of faces of Ty, Fj the set of interior faces, and ]-',‘3 the set of

boundary faces. For K € T, and F' € Fj, we use hx to denote the diameter of K, hpr the diameter of



F € Fy. For any (d — 1)-dimensional set 3, let (-, )y denote the L? inner product on X, and

(oo = D (daks ()ad == D (5 )arans
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Given F € F}, we fix a unit normal ny to F, which points from one element K to the other element K~

on the other side. The jump and averaging operators are defined as

[9]1F = ¢+ =l [onllr = dlxinr — dlx-nr,  {o}lr= %((blm +olk-),

1
[v]|F = v|g+ — vk~ [ven]|r=v[x+ @nF —v|g- @nF, {U}|F:§(U|K+ +vlg-),

where ¢ and v are arbitrary scalar- and vector-valued functions, respectively. For a boundary face F' € .7-",‘3
which is contained in a single element K € T, we further assume that ng is the outward pointing normal

to 002 and define

[9] |F = élx, [pn] |F = ¢[xnF, {o}F = dlK,

[v] |F = v|k, [ven]|r=vk@nF, {v}r =vlk.

Throughout the rest of this paper, we use n € [] 5 7 R? to denote the piecewise constant vector defined on
the skeleton F, such that n|p := np for all F' € Fj,. Let P; (K) denote the space of polynomials of degree

at most j (with j a non-negative integer). We shall make use of the following function spaces

@ = {oc22@: [ 4=o}.
[H™(T)]* = {v € [L* ()] : v|x € [H™(K)]Y, VK € o},

Vi o= {op € [L2(Q)]? : vplk € [Prsr (K)Y VK € Th},
Vhdiv = {’Uh (S H(diV; Q) : 'Uh‘K (S Qk (K), VK € 771 and (s ’I’L|aQ = O},
Qh = {qh S L(Q)(Q) : Qh|K € Py (K) VK € ITh} .
where Q. (K) := [P(K)]? + Pp(K)x or Qi (K) := [Pry1(K)]? corresponding to the Raviart-Thomas (RT)

[45] or Brezzi-Douglas—Marini (BDM) [5] shape function space, respectively.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [3] we first present the unified framework and



then prove the semi- and fully-discrete stability of the general scheme for the incompressible Euler equations
in the general form, then we briefly extend our schemes to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. In
Section [4] we analysis the conservation properties of the H(div)-conforming and dG methods. In Section
we perform numerical experiments to confirm our findings in Section [4 and test our dG schemes in both
unsteady and steady situations, and compare the results with conventional schemes in the literature. Finally

we conclude our paper in Section [6}

3. Incompressible Euler Equations

Consider the incompressible Euler equations in the following form

Ou+V-(u@u+ PI) —Ou-Vu’ =0, in (0,7 xQ,
V-u=0, in (0,7] x Q,
u-n=0, on (0,7] x99,

U(O, w) = U'O(:C)a in £,

where P is defined as

0
P::p—|—§u~u7 (2)

with 6 being an arbitrary constant. Note that P unifies the kinematic pressure (§ = 0), Bernoulli function
(0 = 1.0) and EMAC function (¢ = —1.0). Although the EMAC function is not a physical quantity, its
corresponding formulation could be used to calculate the numerical velocity.

Let (-,-) denote the L? inner product on Q and V; the broken gradient with respect to 7. For the
form with § = 0, we follow the derivation in [I2] and obtain a semi-discrete scheme: Find unknowns

(up(t), Pn(t)) € Vi x Qp for each time ¢ € (0,7 such that

(Ovun,vi) = (up @ up, Vivn) = (Pr, Vi - vn) + (Frn, o) o7 (3a)
1 1
_ 5((Vh “up) up,vp) + = (up, nfuy, -'Uh]}>87°—h + dp(up, vy) =0,

2

(Vi - un, qn) = ([ur] - 1, {an}) 7, =0, (3b)

for all (vp,qn) € Vi, X Qp. The penalty term dp, (wp,vp,) is defined as

dp(wn, vn) ’Y( > hpH(unl - nr, [o] - ne)e + (Vi -, Vi "vh)>v (4)

FeFy



for some constant y > 0, which is used to increase pressure robustness. The numerical flux is

on = {un} @ {un} + {1+ C[{un} - n|[u, @n],

where ¢ = {(r}recr, are user-specified piecewise non-negative constants controlling the amount of numerical

dissipation. Using element-wise integration by parts, the scheme becomes

(Ovun, vn) + ¢ (wn; un, vi) — b (Vh, Pr) + dp(up,vi) =0, Yoy, € Vi, (5a)

br (un,qn) =0, Vg, € Qn, (5b)

where

ch (Bn; vn, wn) := (Bh - Vavn, wp) + %((Vh - Br) vn,wn) = (B} - n) [wn], {wn}) 5
— {187 wi B, + (CEBAY -l Eond s Teonl) 5, (6)
br(vn, an) = (Vi - vn, qn) — ([va] -, {an ) 7, - (7)

However, the form C?L is inconsistent when 6 # 0. In general, for 6 € {0,1, —1}, our semi-discrete scheme

for (I) seeks (wn(t), Pu(t)) € Vi x Qp such that

(Orun, vp) + cn (up; up, vp) — by (Vh, Pr) +dp(up,vp) =0, Yo, € Vi, (8a)

by (un,qn) =0, Van € Qn. (8b)

The term ¢y, (wp;up, vy) coincides with c(,)l (up;up,vp) if 8 = 0 and will be specified later if § # 0. In
particular, we want ¢, (up; up, vn) =~ c% (up; up,vy) — 0F),, where Ej, approximates (u - Vu?l, v).
A key observation is that ¢} (8y; vs, wy) in @ is an approximation to (8- Vv, w). Therefore for the new

term w - VuT in (), its variational counterpart (u - VuT,v) = (v - Vu,u) ! could be discretized as

(u- VUT/U) ~ (vn - Vaup, up) + %((Vh “vp) wp, up) — (ol - n) [un], {uh}}>f; - % ([va] - m, fun - uh}}ﬁ; :

Here we discard the term (¢ |{vn} - n| [us] , [urn]) =

_in &9 (vp; up, up) as it lacks physical meaning.

e Scheme dG1

1Here the property of matrix transposition is used.



Based on the above analysis, we introduce

e, (wns un, vn) = (un - Vaun,vn) + %((Vh “up) un, vn) = ({unl - n) [unl {on k) 5

([und - m. fun - on )z + (1w} - nl[unl, [onl) 7, + 0 (fon} - n) [un]  {un}) 7 (9)

N DN =

+ = ([vn] - n, {un 'uh}}>}'ﬁ —6(vp - Vyup, up) — g((vh “vp) Up, Up)-

The corresponding scheme with ¢, = ¢} is denoted as dG1. The advantage is that the positivity

of ¢} is closely related to the positive structure of ¢9. Unfortunately, c;, is inconsistent due to the two

terms g((Vh - vp) up, wp) and % ([vr] - m, {un -uh}lr)ﬂ.

Remark 1. The inconsistent dG1 scheme is the starting point of our framework and is conveniently
derived from an existing discrete convective form without redoing tedious integration-by-parts. Later
we shall develop another dG method to enforce consistency. Furthermore, derivations of the embedded

H(div)- and H*'-conforming methods become transparent by imposing stronger continuity on dG spaces.

Let us define the kernel of b, as
Zy, := {vn € Vi, 1 bp(vn, qn) = 0, Van € Qn}.
Then restricting with ¢;, = ¢, to Zj, yields
(Orun,vp) + cr, (up; up, vp) + dp(up,vp) =0, Yoy, € Z),. (10)
Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(Vi -vp) upn,up) < [V - opll 2 l|un - wnll 2 )

([on] - m, fun-wn}) e < D I onl - mrellze [ {un - undlczr),  Yon € Zn.
FeF}
It follows that one could choose sufficiently large penalizing parameter «y in dj, to control ||V -vp||L2(q),
| [va] npllL2(F), and in turn to minimize the inconsistent terms ((Vy, - va) wn, un), ([va] - n, {us - uh}}>]_-’,;,
which are variational crimes. Therefore, the consistency of dG1l is weakly enforced. We will show
through numerical experiments in Section [5] that one may choose v properly to achieve high numerical
accuracy. We note that the inconsistent terms will have an effect on the approximation of P as the
penalization is enforced in Zj. However, in many physical problems involving incompressible flows, the

velocity is usually the physical quantity of interest. Furthermore, P in the EMAC case has no physical



meaning, and C}L is naturally consistent for the case of the kinematic pressure when # = 0. Therefore,
the only physically meaningful expression of P affected by the inconsistency is the Bernoulli function

p+ %u -u corresponding to @ = 1. This observation motivates the following new class of dG methods.

e Scheme dG2

To guarantee the consistency of , we discard the two inconsistent terms in @ and present an

alternative convective form

ci, (wniwn, vn) = (un - Vit o) + %((Vh ~up) un, vn) = (funl - n) [un], {ord) 5

1

2 ] Qo)+ (Cfund -l f] [l (1)

+6 <({{’Uh}} . n) [[uh]] , *{{’ll,h}}>j-v_-’11 — 9(’Uh . thh,uh).

The corresponding scheme with ¢, = C%L is denoted by dG2. Direct calculation shows that dG2 is
consistent. Coefficients of the second and fourth terms in ¢ are modified for stability analysis, see

Lemma [ for details.

In particular, ¢ in for the Bernoulli function (6 = 1) and EMAC function (6 = —1) reduces to

oy (upsup, vn) = (un - Vaun,vn) = (fun} - n) [un], fon}) 5
+ (({on} - n) [unl, fun}) 7 — (vn - Vawn, un)

+ (C{unl - nl[un], [vr]) £, ,

and
Cf (wn;un, vn) = (wn - Van, va) + (Vi wn) wns on) — ({un} - n) [us] ,{{Uhﬂ’>fg
= ([un] -n, fun - vn}) 7 + (Cl{und -nf[un], [vn]) 7,
— (({on} - n) [un], fur}) 7 + (vn - Vaun, un),
respectively.

e Scheme Hdiv
Replacing Vj, with V&V in (8)) and taking ¢, = ¢}, or ¢} yields an H(div) conforming numerical scheme
(denoted as Hdiv) for (I). It is well-known that V3V x @y, is an inf-sup stable pair and V- V&Y = Q.
Hence the incompressibility V - uj, = 0 holds pointwise via (8b). Another essential feature of V41 is

that [vy, - m] = 0 on F,,. Then the penalty term dp(up,vs) of Hdiv vanishes for any v, € V;4V. Let



Z,(fi" ={v, € VhdiV : V- v, = 0}. Restricting to Vhdiv C VW, for all up, vy, € Zgi", the convective form

for Hdiv satisfies

¢y, (un; up, vp) = ci (wp; up, vp) 12)

= (un - Vaun, on) = ((un - n) [un], {or}) 7 + (Clun - nf[un], [vn]) 7

where [v, -n] =0, V-up =0, and (({vr} - n) [un], {{uh}}>}7; = (v - Vpup,up) are used. There-
fore, dG1 and dG2 recover the same numerical velocity when the velocity is H(div)-conforming. They
generalize the H(div) conforming method in [I1], where the recovery of the same numerical velocity is
discussed and shown experimentally under the setting of H(div)-conforming with consistent formula-

tion.

In summary, the scheme Hdiv is to find (up(t), Py (t)) € V;AY x Qp,

(8tuh,vh) + ¢, (uh; up, ’Uh) — (V . ’Uh,Ph) = 0, Yoy, € Vhdiv, (13&)

(v *Up, Qh) = Oa V(Ih € Qh7 (13b)

which is a special case of .

So far, we obtain two new DG schemes dG1 and dG2, where dG2 is exactly consistent and dG1 is weakly

consistent by penalization. In addition, dG1 and dG2 reduce to the H(div) conforming scheme Hdiv provided

V}, is replaced with Vhdi".

Lemma 1 (Positivity of ¢} and c}). Assume (r > 0.5]1 — 0| for all F € F2 when v, € Vj, or assume

Cr be arbitrary non-negative number when vy, € V;4V, then we have

e, (v v, o) = i (v vR,vp) > 0.

Proof. Direct calculation confirms the following identities

(Bh - Vivp,vp) + %((Vh - Br) vp,vp) = ! (vn, vh (Br - M)

1
2

> (vn, vn (Bn - n)>aTh =

2 o7y ?

(I8i1 om0 1) 5, + (A8} -7 [on] Aon k) py + 5 (Br-mown w1z

N | =

It follows that

ch (Brsvn,vn) = C{{BY - nl [va] , [onl) £ + (1B - 1| +0.58 - n, v - vn) 5o -



Using @7 , and the previous equation, we have

1
e, (v vn,vp) = ¢ (vp;vn,vp) = (1 —0) <(Uh - Viop, vp) + 5((Vh - Vp) Vp, V)

1
—«@m}nWwﬂﬂwﬁhi—2ﬂwmn%www&h;+@%w}ﬂﬂhﬂﬂwmﬁ> »

+0(CI{on} -l [onl . [onl) 5,

= ({fvn} - vl onl [oal) 7 + (Clvn -l +0.5(1 = O)vp - 1, vp - vR) 2o -

Finally, we conclude the proof by using (r > 0.5|]1 — 6| for F' € .7-_,’? when vy, € Vj, or by using the
boundary condition of vy when it belongs to Vhdi". ]

Now we are in a position to present the following semi-discrete stability.

Theorem 1 (Semi-discrete Stability Estimate). Let the assumption in Lemma (I hold. Then for all
0<t<T, Schemes dG1, dG2, and Hdiv satisfy

lun ()l r20) < llun (0)]|p2(q) -

Proof. Taking v, = uy in and g, = P, in , we have

1d
Sdr ||Uh||2L2(Q) + cn (wn; un, up) + dn(up, up) = 0.

It then follows from the positivity of Lemma and dp (up, up) that

lunllL2@)llwn(®)]r2@) <0,

which implies ||uh(t)||/Lz(Q) < 0. Integrating this inequality completes the proof. a
We use the Crank-Nicolson scheme to discretize the time direction. Let the time interval [0,7] be

partitioned into 0 =ty <t < --- <ty_1 <ty =7T. Let 7, :=tp4+1 — t,, and

n+1 n n+1 n
Wp T ety W T,

(5tu" = :
h T ) h 2

Let u) € Vj, be a suitable interpolation of ug = u(0). The fully discrete scheme for is to find



{(up ™, Pn+2) ! C Vi, x Qp, such that for all n,
n 1
(e o) - en (w205 o) = (o, P ) o E o) =0, Vo e Vi (1w)

natl
by, (uh+2th) =0, Vqn € Qn, (15b)

where ¢, = ¢} or ¢2. When Vj, is replaced by V41V, is the fully discrete Hdiv scheme. In (I5), u}' and

1

p; T2 approximate wy, (t,) and Py (t, + 17,), respectively. The next theorem confirms the stability of (I5)).
Theorem 2 (Fully Discrete Energy Estimate). Let the assumptions in Theorem hold. We have

w2y < |upllze@) for0<n< N -1

n+1 n+L .
Proof. Let v, = thr2 and gn = Ph+2. Add (|15a)) and (15b]) we obtain

%(nuhﬂnm g3 2c0) + enCup ™5™ ™) + iy ) = 0. (16)
Using the positivity of ¢y, d, and , we have
[ ™22 () — lublZage) < 0.
The proof is complete. O

The stability of P, is guaranteed by a discrete inf-sup condition on by, see, e.g., [I].
Remark 2. Consider the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
du+V-(u@u+ Pl) —bu-Vu' —vV-7(u) =0, in (0,T] xQ,
V-u=0, in (0,7] x Q,

u =0, on (0,T] x 09,

'UJ(O,IB) = U'O(w)v in Qa

where T(u) = Vu, or Vu+Vu”, or Vu+(Vu)” — 2 (V- u) L. To discretize the term V-7 (u), we introduce

the following viscous bilinear form

an(vn, wn) = (Tr(vn), Viwn) — ([onl, {mn(wn)n) 7, — ([wnl, {rn(on)}n) £, + (nh~" [onl, [wal) -

h

where n > 0 is a user-specified parameter, and T,(up) = Vaup, or Vayup, + thz, or Viup + (Viup)? —

%(Vh ~up) L. The bilinear form ay, is standard in the context of interior penalty dG methods, see, e.g., [4].

10



Now it is straightforward to extend the scheme to the Navier-Stokes equations: Find (uj, P)') € Vi, X Qp,
such that

1 1 1
(brup,vp) + cp (uZJr2 ; uZ+2,vh> — by, (vh,P:Jrz)
1 1 1
+ Vah(UZJrZ,UZJrz) + dh(u;sz'Uh) =0, Vv, eV, (17a)

by (UZ+§,Qh) =0, VYgn € Q. (17b)

The corresponding stability result is an direct extension of our previous analysis for the incompressible Euler
equations by observing that ay, is coercive w.r.t. a mesh dependent norm, see, e.g., [13, [T7] for a detailed

discussion.

Remark 3. Error estimates of H(div)-conforming and dG methods for the incompressible Euler equations
can be found in [11), 25, [{0]. For incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, interested readers are referred
to [33, [47]. It is worth noticing that error estimation of H(div)-conforming methods in [33] assumes the
ezxistence of an L°°-bounded Stokes projection, which is generally hard to prove. On the other hand, the error
estimates of dG methods for Euler equations in [25] reply on a postprocessed H (div)-conforming velocity.
Without normal continuity of the velocity and post-processing procedures, the error analysis of dG methods
in this paper is expected to be even more difficult. We refer to [[77] for interesting discussions on some open

problems about error estimates for incompressible Navier-Stokes equations.

4. Conservation of Physical Quantities

In this section, we discuss the conservation properties of the proposed scheme . In particular we are

interested in the conservation of discrete energy, linear and angular momentum of dG1, dG2, and Hdiv.

Theorem 3 (Energy Conservation). Let the assumption in Theorem@ holds. Scheme with cp, = cj,
or cp, = ci conserves the total energy if and only if 6 =1, v = 0 and ¢ = 0 on Fy. Scheme with
Vi = VhdiV conserves the total energy if and only if ( =0 on Fy,.

Proof. From Lemma (1} Egs. and , we observe that the only possibility that the total energy is

. n+i n+i n+i nt2 nt1 . n+3 n42
conserved is when both c,(u, 2;u, 2,u, 2) and dp(u, 2,u, 2) vanish. Clearly dj(u, 2,u, ) =0

ntd nd et

implies ¥ = 0. In view of , cn(uy, ?;u, 2,u, *) = 0 implies ( = 0. Finally, stability condition
Cp>05]1—0| for F e ]-',? implies that 6 can only be 1.

For the H(div) scheme, recall that dj,(up,u,) = 0. Then energy conservation is equivalent to

ch (wns wn, wn) = (Clun - nf [un], [un]) 7 = 0.

The proof is complete. O

11



We use v to weakly enforce the consistency of Scheme dG1. Hence the requirement v = 0 does not make
sense in practice for dG1. For dG2, v = 0 indicates a lack of pressure robustness. Therefore we do not believe
the conservation of energy (at the sacrifice of pressure robustness) is worth pursuing in the dG formulations
within the current framework, actually numerical experiments show that both the Newton nonlinear solver
with the MUMPS linear solver or with the GMRES linear solver break down after a few time steps.

We then consider the preservation of discrete linear and angular momentum. Straightforward calculations
show that dG schemes do not conserve the linear and angular momentum. For the H(div) scheme, the test
function vy, = e; (for linear momentum) or v, = x x e; (for angular momentum) is not contained in V,&iv,
where e; is the i-th unit vector. Following [9], we assume that u;, = 0 and P, = 0 in an inner neighborhood
QP of the boundary 9 and take Q¢ = Q\QP. Given a continuous function ¢, we take ¢’ = ¢ on Q' and

'] to be suitably defined to meet the boundary condition. Integration by parts yields

((up -m) [un] ,¢i>ﬂ = (up - Viun, ¢') + (un, Vi, - (¢ @ uy))
= (up - Viun, @) + (V- up,up - ') + (up, up - Vi)

= (up, - Vyup, (,Z')l) + (wp,wp, - vd)z)

where we have used V - uj, = 0 pointwise, up|gr = 0 and ¢° is continous within Q°. Using uy|q» = 0 again,

we have

((up - n) [un] ’¢>fi = (up - Vpup, @) + (up, up - Vo). (18)

Taking ¢ = e; in , it follows that
((un ) [un], €i) 5 = (un - Viun, €). (19)

For ¢ = x x e; and any function g, elementary tensor calculation shows that g - (g - V¢) = 0. Therefore

(18) with ¢ = x x e; implies
((up - n) [up], x x ei)f}i = (up - Vyoup, X €;). (20)

As a consequence, we obtain the next theorem.

Theorem 4 (Linear and Angular Momentum Conservation-H (div)). Let the assumptions in Theo-
rem@ hold. Assume that up, = 0, P, = 0 in Q°. Then Scheme with Vp, = Vhdiv (in addition k > 1 if

RT element is used) and ¢, = c;, or 3 conserve the linear and angular momentum.

12



Proof. Let ¢, € VhdiV be e; or  x e; within Q' and arbitrarily defined in ©Q° to meet the boundary

condition. Clearly we have
V-e =0, V-(xxe;)=0, (21)
and thus V - ¢, = 0 in Q°. Then using dj, = 0 and the assumption uy|qr = 0 Py|qer = 0, reduces to
(Orup, dn) +cn (UZJF%;UZJF%,Q%) =0.

1 1
The preservation of linear (¢, = e;) and angular momentum (¢, = xxe;) is equivalent to ¢, (’LLZ+ 2, uz+ 2 ¢h) =
0. For simplicity of presentation, we omit the superscript of uy in the rest of the proof.

It is noted that ¢, may not belong to Z,‘fi". Therefore one could not directly make use of 7 and
to conclude

cn(wn, wn, @n) = (Clun - nl[ur], [Pn]) 7 -

Instead one need to study c; and c7 separately. We recall that implies all H(div)-conforming scheme
recover the same numerical velocity, and the linear and angular moment only depend on the velocity field.

. 1 2
Hence it is enough to analyze c; and c;.

e The case of ¢}

It follows from the identity
((vn-m) [un], {un}) 7 = (on - Vawn, un) + %((Vh cvp) Up, up),  Vay, v € Vi (22)
and V- up, =0, [uy, - n] = [v, -n] =0 for all F € F, and (0) that
e (wniwn, dn) = (un - Vi, én) — ((wn - n) [un] Abn}) s + (Clun - nf[un], [@n]) £ -

We conclude ¢}, (up,, up, ¢p) = 0 from (19), [20), [¢r] = 0 within Q' and wj, = 0 within Q°.

e The case of 7

13



As in the case of c}“ we obtain from that

& (un;un, @n) = (un - Vaun, on) — (up - n) [un], fon})z + (Cl{un} - nl[unl, [Pn]) £

0
+ 5((Vh “@n) Up, Up)-
again with and thanks to the assumption that w;, = 0 within °, we conclude that
0
5((V : ¢h) uhvuh) = 07

the rest of the steps are identical to those in the case of cj. O

Remark 4. The upwinding H(div) scheme (¢ > 0) fails to preserve the total energy. However it is inter-

esting to see that the upwinding H(div) scheme still conserves the linear- and angular momentum.

5. Numerical Experiments

In this section, we present numerical simulations to test the conservation properties of the Hdiv schemes
(15), and the performance of the dG schemes and in steady and unsteady problems with ¢,
being either ¢} (dG1) or ¢i (dG2), and 75,(up) = Vpup. The viscous penalization parameter 7 is taken
as 7 = 3(k + 1)(k + 2) while v and { are specified in each example. In each experiment, we use the
non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition and weakly enforce it via modifying the right hand side of
(15) or . Our numerical simulations are performed in FEniCS [32], an open-source computing platform
for solving partial differential equations using finite element methods. For all numerical experiments in
this section, we use the Newton nonlinear solver with the MUMPS linear solver inside FEniCS to solve the
nonlinear systems of equations arising from fully discrete schemes. The absolute and relative error tolerances

in the Newton solver are set to be 1078 for dynamic problems and 107'° for stationary problems.

5.1. Conservation Test

In this subsection, we use the problem of Gresho vortex [9] to test the conservation properties of the Hdiv

scheme ([15) with both ¢ = 0 (central flux) and ¢ = 0.5 (upwind flux) using BDM element for V4. The

14



space domain is 2 := [—0.5,0.5] with the initial velocity and kinematic pressure fields described by

5r, 0<r<0.2,
up(r,¢) =92 —5r, 02<r<04,

0, 04<r,

12.572 + C1, 0<7r<0.2,
P =12.5r% — 20r + 4log(r) + Co, 02 <71 < 0.4,

0, 04<nr,

Here polar coordinates (r, ¢) are used, and C; = Cy — 4 + 4log(0.2) and Cy = 5.2 — 4log(0.4). Note that the
initial state is an exact solution of the steady incompressible Euler equations, therefore an accurate scheme
should preserve the solution when there is no forcing terms. For this problem, we run the simulation with
k =1 and hmax = 0.0283 for 10s with time step 7 = 0.01s. From Figures [I] and [3] we have the following

interesting observations

e Both upwind and central fluxes seem to be able to conserve the total linear momentum in both x; and

o directions.

e FEnergy dissipation appears when upwinding since { > 0, but the maximum relative error of total

energy is less than 0.1%, which is almost negligible.

e Compared to upwind flux, the central flux fails to conserve the total angular momentum after about
5s. This is due to the violation of the assumption u; = 0 near 052, which is also confirmed by the left
column of Figure [3] However, one thing worth noticing is that the maximum relative error of angular
momentum for central flux is within 5%, acceptable for most engineering applications. Therefore one

may consider the central flux being able to conserve the angular momentum.

e Central fluxes have a much larger (more than 25 times) L? error in the velocity compared with upwind
flux. Figure [3] indicates that central flux fails to preserve the right physics after about 3s and makes
almost no physical sense when ¢ = 9s, although all global conservation properties hold up to 10s (if

one’s tolerance of relative error is within 5%).

Through this example, we show that the conservation of global physical quantities such as energy, linear

and angular momentum may not be a good indicator for a well-behaved numerical scheme as they lack the
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control of local behaviors, which could be as bad as the left figure in the lower row of Figure 3] In addition,
we have shown that the upwinding H(div) scheme could numerically preserve linear and angular momentum,

as predicted by our theoretical analysis, and this point has not been seriously discussed in the literature.

15e-13 Central 3e-13 = Central
o Upwind o Upwind
T 1e1s T 213
[} o
H= B
(9] (9]
Q Q
= =
5 5e-l4 5 le-13
- ~
= =
E o E o
- -
[ [
Q Q
§ §
5e-14 Jle-13
= =
—_ —_
© ©
9] 9]
£ le13 £ 2e-13
- -
- -13. - -13.
el 3 7 5 & 7 8§ 9 T % T 7z 35 4 5 & 7 8 I 10
Time Time

Figure 1: Gresho Vortex: Plots of time versus linear momentum in direction 1 and z2.
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Figure 2: Gresho Vortex: Plots of time versus energy, angular momentum, and the velocity L? error.
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Figure 3: Gresho vortex: Contours of the velocity magnitude with ¢ = 3.0s (upper row), t = 6.0s (middle row) and t = 9.0s
(lower row) when central (left) and upwind flux (right) with Amax = 0.0283 and k =1

18



Table 1: Taylor-Green vortex: Comparison of the velocities calculated with Scheme dG2 and the scheme in [I} [I7] when v = 0.01
and v = 1000.0 at t = 0.5s

Our Schemes ||u — up||z2(q Scheme in [I}, [I7]

k hmax d.o.f =0 0=1 (€2) 0= _1 ||’U, . uh||L2(Q)

Error order | Error order | Error order Error order
0.8886 | 1401 2.02e-1 — 2.02e-1 — 2.02e-1 — 2.01e-1 —

0 0.4443 | 5601 4.44e-2 2.18 | 4.44e-2 2.18 | 4.45e-2 2.18 | 4.44e-2 2.18
0.2221 | 22041 1.03e-2 2.11 | 1.03e-2 2.11 | 1.03e-2 2.11 | 1.03e-2 2.11
0.1777 | 35001 6.50e-3 2.06 | 6.50e-3 2.06 | 6.51e-3 2.06 | 6.50e-3 2.06
0.8886 | 3001 2.04e-2 — 2.04e-2 — 2.04e-2 — 2.04e-2 —

1 0.4443 | 12001 3.05e-3 2.74 | 3.05e-3 2.74 | 3.05e-3 2.74 | 3.05e-3 2.74
0.2221 | 48001 3.98e-4 2.94 | 3.98¢e-4 2.94 | 3.99e-4 2.93 | 3.98¢e-4 2.94
0.1777 | 75001 2.04e-4 2.99 | 2.04e-4 2.99 | 2.05e-4 2.99 | 2.04e-4 2.99
0.8886 | 5201 1.40e-3 — 1.40e-3 — 1.40e-3 — 1.40e-3 —

9 0.4443 | 20801 8.06e-5 4.12 | 8.05e-5 4.12 | 8.10e-5 4.11 | 8.05e-5 4.12
0.2221 | 83201 4.94e-6 4.03 | 4.93e-6 4.03 | 4.97e-6 4.03 | 4.93e-6 4.03
0.1777 | 130001 | 2.01e-6 4.02 | 2.01e-6 4.02 | 2.03e-6 4.01 | 2.01e-6 4.02

5.2. Accuracy of Scheme dG2

In this subsection, we test the behavior of Scheme dG2 and compare it with the classical scheme from
[1L I7] using the Taylor-Green vortex and the Kovasznay flow problems, which are popular benchmark
problems in computational fluid dynamics [25] [I4] [38], [I7]. More precisely, Taylor-Green vortex is used with
the incompressible Euler equations with the viscous terms viewed as a forcing term, while Kovasznay flow is
used as an exact solution to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. Throughout the rest of the paper,
we set ( = 1.0.

We first study the Taylor-Green vortex in R?, with the analytical solution given by [25]

u(t, ) = (sin(xl)cos(xg)e_Q”t, —cos(xl)sin(xg)e_QVt),

p(t,x) = % (cos(2x1) + COS(2x2)) e M,

The space domain is Q := [0,27]2, which is meshed with squares and each square was further split into two
congruent triangles. We set v = 0.01, v = 1000 and run the simulation for 0.5s using the time step 7 = 0.01s
on meshes with mesh sizes hy.x € {0.8886,0.4443,0.2221,0.1777} and polynomial degree k € {0,1,2}.

Finally, we record the ¢, formulation in [I7] below, which is

Ch, (uh; uh,'uh) = (uh -Viyup, 'Uh) - <({uh}} : n) [[uh]] 7{{Uh}>]-','i + << |{{uh} ’ n' [[uh]] ’ th}])}-i '

Note that the scheme in [I7] is designed only for steady flows with ¢, not necessarily being positive semi-

definite. Therefore this scheme is not proved to be energy stable for unsteady flow.
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Table 2: Kovasznay Flow: Comparison of the velocities calculated with Scheme dG2 and the scheme in [I}, [I7] when v = 0.025
and v = 1000.0

Our schemes ||u — up|| 20 Scheme in [I}, [I7]

k hmax d.o.f =0 0—=1 () 0= _1 ||’U, . uh||L2(Q)

Error order | Error order | Error order Error order
0.2828 | 1401 9.26e-2 — 9.26e-2 — 9.27e-2 — 1.49e-1 —

0 0.1414 | 5601 2.40e-2 1.95 | 2.40e-2 1.95 | 2.40e-2 1.95 | 2.98e-2 2.33
0.0707 | 22041 6.13e-3 1.97 | 6.13e-3 1.97 | 6.14e-3 1.97 | 6.53e-3 2.19
0.0566 | 35001 3.95e-3 1.97 | 3.95e-3 1.97 | 3.95e-3 1.97 | 4.11e-3 2.08
0.2828 | 3001 1.08e-2 — 1.08e-2 — 1.08e-2 — 1.12e-2 —

1 0.1414 | 12001 1.35e-3 3.01 | 1.35e-3 3.01 | 1.35e-3 3.01 | 1.35e-3 3.06
0.0707 | 48001 1.68e-4 3.00 | 1.68e-4 3.00 | 1.68e-4 3.00 | 1.68e-4 3.00
0.0566 | 75001 8.58e-5 3.00 | 8.57¢e-5 3.00 | 8.58e-5 3.00 | 8.57¢e-5 3.00
0.2828 | 5201 8.93e-4 — 8.93e-4 — 8.93e-4 — 8.92¢e-4 —

9 0.1414 | 20801 5.82e-5 3.94 | 5.82¢-5 3.94 | 5.82e-5 3.94 | 5.82¢-5 3.94
0.0707 | 83201 3.73e-6 3.96 | 3.73e-6 3.96 | 3.73e-6 3.96 | 3.73e-6 3.96
0.0566 | 130001 | 1.55e-6 3.95 | 1.55e-6 3.95 | 1.55e-6 3.95 | 1.55e-6 3.95

From Table [I| we observe that all schemes achieve the expected order of convergence and roughly the
same level of accuracy.

Next, we study the Kovasznay flow with the analytical solution given by [17]

A
u(t,x) = <1 — M1 cos(27y), %eml sin(27rx2)>,

1 1 .
p(t,:]}) — 7562)\11 _ § <e)\ o ed)\)

Here A = 5= — (14 + 47%)7 and v = 0.025. The simulation domain is set to be Q := [0.5,0] x [1.5,2]. All

schemes are tested with 4 = 1000.0 and polynomial degree k € {0,1,2} on uniform meshes with mesh size
hmax € {0.2828,0.1414,0.0707,0.0566}. From Table [2| we observe that all four schemes have the expected
order of convergence. The three versions of our scheme achieve roughly the same level of accuracy, and
relatively smaller absolute errors compared with scheme in [I7] especially when k = 0.

In summary, the consistent formulation dG2 is comparable to classical dG schemes in the literature.

5.8. Temporal Accuracy Test

In this subsection, we use the following two-dimensional unsteady flow to investigate the temporal accu-

racy of our schemes [30]

u(t:) = ( — cos(mw1) Sin(ﬁl’z)‘i#ﬂ%t’ sin(7y) cos(ﬁx2)62ﬂ2ut>7

1
p(t,z) = -1 (cos(Z?Tarl) + 008(27m=2)> o—Amivt
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Table 3: Temporal accuracy test with Scheme dG2 when v = 0.1, § = 1.0, hApmax = 0.0283 and v = 1000.0

k T lw —unll2(0) | Order
0.01s 1.62e-5 —

1 0.02s 6.42e-5 1.99
0.04s 2.5be-4 1.99
0.08s 1.19e-3 2.23
0.01s 1.61e-5 —

9 0.02s 6.41e-5 2.00
0.04s 2.55e-4 1.99
0.08s 1.19e-3 2.23

The computational domain is Q := [-0.5, —0.5] x [0.5,0.5] and v is set to be 0.1. We focus on the dG2 with

f# = 1.0 and v = 1000.0 for simplicity of presentation. Simulations are performed with polynomial degree
k € {1,2}, mesh size hpax = 0.0283, time steps 7 € {0.01s,0.02s,0.04s,0.08s}, and the total simulation time
T = 0.8s. It could be observed from Table Bl that the Crank-Nicolson time discretization has reasonable

second order accuracy.

5.4. Accuracy of Scheme dG1

In this subsection, we use Taylor-Green vortex and Kovasznay problems to study the behavior of the
dG1 formulation with respect to v € {1,10%,10}. For simplicity, we focus on the case when 6 = 1.0. The
basic setting is as in Subsection Note that ~ is used to increase pressure robustness in the consistent
formulation dG2. However, dG1 is not consistent and -y is additionally used for weakly enforcing consistency.
The main purpose here is to study the numerical influence of v on dG1.

In Table [d we observe a decrease of absolute velocity errors when 7 increases, and optimal convergence
when v = 10 for the Taylor-Green vortex. It can be observed from Figure that weird contours of vorticity
when v = 1.0 are cured by increasing v to v = 10® and 10°. The improved numerical performance of dG1 as
~ grows is due to the enhanced consistency and pressure robustness by larger . Further comparison between
the corresponding columns in Tables [1| and [4] indicates that a larger v is needed to maintain the same level
of accuracy as in the dG2 formulation, especially when k& = 2.

In the case of the Kovasznay flow, the dG1 and dG2 formulations achieve roughly the same level of
accuracy with v = 1000.0 for all values of k. In the high resolution case hpyax € {0.0707,0.0566}, k = 2,
v = 109, there is an abnormal reduction on the rate of convergence. We point out that this phenomenon
could be fixed by further reducing the absolute and relative tolerances to 1072 in the Newton solver. A
possible explanation is that the condition number of the stiffness matrix with v = 10° of the linearized
equations is significantly larger than stiffness matrices with v € {1,103}, and thus smaller iterative error
tolerances are needed to recover numerical accuracy. When using coarse meshes and lower order polynomials

(common in practice), we still recommended to use large v. The observed different numerical behaviors
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Table 4: Taylor-Green vortex: Performance study of Scheme dG1 when v = 0.01 at t = 0.5s

v — unllr20
k| hmax | dof =10 - mg ) Tl
Error order Error order Error order
0.8886 | 1401 4.89e-1 — 2.02e-1 — 1.82e-1 —

0 0.4443 | 5601 2.73e-1 8.42e-1 | 4.44e-2 2.18 4.35e-2 2.06
0.2221 | 22401 1.85e-1 5.65e-1 | 1.03e-2 2.11 1.02e-2 2.09
0.1777 | 35001 1.65e-1 5.00e-1 | 6.51e-3 2.06 6.48e-3 2.05
0.8886 | 3001 2.36e-1 — 2.04e-2 — 2.00e-2 —

1 0.4443 | 12001 1.74e-1 4.42e-1 | 3.03e-3 2.75 3.04e-3 2.72
0.2221 | 48001 1.25e-1 4.70e-1 | 4.37e-4 2.79 3.98e-4 2.93
0.1777 | 75001 1.13e-1 4.82e-1 | 2.70e-4 2.16 2.04e-4 2.99
0.8886 | 5201 1.75e-1 — 1.42e-3 — 1.39e-3 —

9 0.4443 | 20801 1.26e-1 4.70e-1 | 2.21e-4 2.68 8.05e-5 4.11
0.2221 | 83201 9.02e-2 4.85e-1 | 1.48e-4 5.79-1 | 4.93e-6 4.03
0.1777 | 130001 | 8.09e-2 4.90e-1 | 1.33e-4 4.91e-1 | 2.01e-6 4.02
Table 5: Kovasznay Flow: Performance study of the dG1 formulation when v = 0.025

lw —unllr20
k| hmax | dof =10 S ik (©2) Tl
Error order | Error order Error order
0.2828 | 1401 1.40e-1 — 9.26e-2 — 9.26e-2 —

0 0.1414 | 5601 4.35e-2 1.69 | 2.40e-2 1.95 | 2.40e-2 1.95
0.0707 | 22401 1.15e-2 1.92 | 6.13e-3 1.97 | 6.23e-3 1.95
0.0566 | 35001 7.44e-3 1.93 | 3.95e-3 1.97 | 4.12e-3 1.84
0.2828 | 3001 1.92e-2 — 1.08e-2 — 1.08e-2 —

1 0.1414 | 12001 6.10e-3 1.65 | 1.35e-3 3.01 | 1.35e-3 3.01
0.0707 | 48001 2.20e-3 1.47 | 1.68e-4 3.00 | 1.27e-3 8.86e-2
0.0566 | 75001 1.54e-3 1.61 | 8.59e-5 3.00 | 1.26e-3 3.78e-2
0.2828 | 5201 7.71e-3 — 8.94e-4 — 8.93e-4 —

9 0.1414 | 20801 2.52e-3 1.61 | 5.85e-5 3.93 | 5.82e-5 3.94
0.0707 | 83201 8.14e-4 1.63 | 3.90e-6 3.91 | 1.25e-3 -4.42
0.0566 | 130001 | 5.72e-4 1.58 | 1.72e-6 3.67 | 1.25e-3 < 0.001

with respect to v in steady and unsteady cases shed some light in the difference between stationary and

evolutionary problems.
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Figure 5: Mesh for the flow around a cylinder

5.5. Flow Over a Cylinder and Lid Driven Flow by dG1

In the last subsection, we continue to study the behavior of the dG1 formulation for the problems of flow
over a cylinder [34] [46] 32] and lid driven flow when 6 = 1.0 and v = 1000.0. The goal is to check whether
the scheme could capture the essential physical features of such flows. Recall that dG1 is not a consistent
formulation by nature, and its consistency is weakly imposed through .

We first study the flow over a cylinder. A primary feature of this problem is the formation of von Karmén
vortex street, which depends on both the spatial and temporal discretizations. Therefore the ability to have
vortex properly generated is not trivial, see, e.g., [12, [34] for numerical examples failing to have this property.
The domain is set to be £ := ([0,2.2] x [0,0.41]) \B with B a disk centered at (0.2,0.2) and of radius 0.05.
We run the simulation for 8s using a time step 7, = 0.01s. The flow is subjected to the following inflow and

outflow profile ([34])

6
u(t,0,22) = u(t,2.2,22) = VATl sin(mt/8)x2(0.41 — z2),

U(ta 0,1’2) = U(ta 2'271‘2) = 07

and vanishing velocity on the rest of 9Q2. The viscosity is set to be 0.001, and therefore the mean Reynolds
number ranges from 0 to 100.

From Figure [] we observe that dG1 is able to recover the vortex formation successfully.

Finally, we consider the lid driven flow on the square domain [0, 1]? with a tangential velocity uw = (1,0)
on the top and vanishing velocity on the other sides. We are interested in the flow with Re = 400, which
has a large gradient near the lid due to the singularities introduced by the jump of the velocity on the top

two corners, and the recovery of the small corner vortex is essential.
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Figure 6: dG1 when 6 = 1.0: Contour of velocity magnitude when ¢t = 2s, 3s, 5s, 6s from top to bottom
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Figure 7: Lid Driven Flow: Contours of velocity magnitude (left) and stream trace (right) when Re = 400, k = 3, h = 0.0283
and ~ = 1000.0.

Figure [7] shows that dG1 is able to capture the essential features of the lid driven flow.

From Subsections[5.4] and 5.5, we observe that the inconsistent dG1 formulation actually works well when
choosing sufficiently large parameter . This fact was explained by our argument below equation . In
particular, experiments show that with properly chosen -, one could still achieve high numerical accuracy

and capture essential physical features.
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6. Conclusion

We developed two classes of dG methods for the incompressible Euler and incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations with the kinematic pressure, Bernoulli function and EMAC function with both semi- and fully
discrete stability. When the velocity is H (div)-conforming, we show that central flux conserves energy, linear
momentum and angular momentum, while upwind flux conserves linear momentum and angular momentum
under appropriate assumptions. Numerical experiments were performed to demonstrate our findings, test the
performances of the schemes, and compare with conventional schemes in the literature. When the velocity is
H (div)-conforming, the simulation results show that global conservation of physical quantities is not enough
to guarantee the performance of the schemes, since they are not good indicators of the local behaviors. For the
dG schemes, our schemes tend to achieve smaller absolute error when k = 0 in Kovasznay flow, while achieve
roughly the same order of accuracy otherwise in both the Taylor-Green vortex and Kovasznay flows when
scheme dG2 is considered. Temporal accuracy test shows that the Crank-Nicolson time discretization indeed
has second order accuracy. Furthermore, we also show through numerical examples that fairly accurate
results for velocity could be obtained when the scheme dG1 formulation is used with the Bernoulli function
with a suitable penalization. The observation of locking in the Kovasznay flow indicates the important
difference in the finite element schemes for steady and unsteady problems. Finally, with the problems of
flow around a cylinder and lid driven flow, we show that dG1 is able to capture the essential physics of the

problem when the governing equations are with the Bernoulli function.

Data Availability Statement

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon

reasonable request.
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