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OCEAN-SLICE MODELING
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VELAZQUEZ-MUNOZ

ABSTRACT. Classical numerical solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations applied
to Coastal Ocean Modeling are based on the Finite Volume Method and the
Finite Element Method. The Finite Volume Method guarantees local and global
mass conservation. A property not satisfied by the Finite Volume Method. On
the down side, the Finite Volume Method requires non trivial modifications to
attain high order approximations unlike the Finite Volume Method. It has been
contended that the Discontinuous Galerkin Method, locally conservative and
high order, is a natural progression for Coastal Ocean Modeling. Consequently,
as a primer we consider the vertical ocean-slice model with the inclusion of
density effects. To solve these non steady Partial Differential Equations, we
develop a pressure projection method for solution. We propose a Hybridized
Discontinuous Galerkin solution for the required Poisson Problem in each time
step. The purpose, is to reduce the computational cost of classical applications
of the Discontinuous Galerkin method. The Hybridized Discontinuous Galerkin
method is first presented as a general elliptic problem solver. It is shown that
a high order implementation yields fast and accurate approximations on coarse
meshes.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The numerical solution of the Navier-Stokes equations applied to Coastal Ocean
Modeling (COM), is an active line of research. In Chen et al. [3], a Finite Volume
Method (FVM) for COM, referred as FVCOM is proposed and compared with
finite difference (FD) models. Then an extension to include non-hydrostatic effects
is presented in Lai et al [§].

A motivation to develop FVCOM is the difficulty of dealing with irregular coastal
geometries with FD, FVCOM applies naturally. Also, FVM guarantees local and
global mass conservation. A property not satisfied by the very popular Finite
Element Method (FEM). On the down side, the FVM requires non trivial modi-
fications to attain high order approximations, unlike the FEM. Consequently, the
next generation of COM is by means of methods that are locally conservative and
high order. A natural choice is the Discontinuous Galerkin Method, Chen et al.
[B]: Application of these methods to current finite element coastal ocean models
could significantly improve computational accuracy and efficiency as well as mass
conservation. These applications are under development, and there is an increas-
ing literature on the subject. See Kérna et al [7] and Pan et al [9]. In the latter a
non-hydrostatic extensions to a discontinuous finite element coastal ocean model
is developed.

A drawback of DG methods is that in general it is more expensive that existing
numerical methods, because DG methods have many more (coupled) unknowns.
A recent solution is to introduce hybridizable (hybridized) Discontinuous Galerkin
Methods (HDG). The number of coupled unknowns is reduced, while retaining the
attractive properties of the DG method, Tanh [2].

Consequently, the purpose of our research, it to develop the HGD in the context
of COM. Of particular interest are applications to non-hydrostatic modeling. As
a primer, we consider the vertical ocean-slice model with the inclusion of density
effects, Kampf [0], Lai et al. [§]. To solve these non steady PDE equations, we
develop a pressure projection (PP) method for solution, see Almgren et al [I].
It is well known that these PP methods require a Poisson solver in each time
step, and we propose a HDG solution. Noteworthy, HDG methods do not require
penalization unlike classical DG solutions for elliptic problems, see Riviere [11].
Our implementations favor high order approximations, an attractive feature of
DG methods. We do not aim for generality, comparisons with FVCOM are carried
out only on rectangular meshes. It will become apparent that the application to
more general meshes is straightforward.

The outline is as follows. In the Materials and Methods section, we develop an
HDG scheme for the diffusion-advection-reaction equation. A distinctive step is to
reduce the equation to a first order hyperbolic system. We introduce an alternative
to that of Bui-Thanh [2]. Also a PP method is developed for 2D vertical-slice
modeling. We stress the use of the HDG solver of the underlying Poisson problem.
In Section 3 we consider pure elliptic problems in COM, namely tidal simulation
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in a semienclosed basin with tidal forcing at the open boundary. Near resonance
cases are considered. In Section 4 we address deep-water (short) surface gravity
waves and density-driven currents, as vertical ocean-slice nonhydrostatic models.
Our findings and reflections on future work, are summarized in the Conclusions
section.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1. A HDG scheme for elliptic equations. Let us consider the diffusion-
advection-reaction equation for the unknown function p,

(1) — V- (KVp)+8-Vp+cp=f

It is assumed that the equation is of (strict) elliptic type, namely, the matrix
function K is symmetric and positive definite in its domain of definition.

Since the basic construction of the DG scheme is local, boundary conditions for
well posedness shall be introduced in the corresponding step of the construction.

2.1.1. Function spaces. Assume a domain Q2 < R? partitioned into non-overlapping
elements I;, 7 = 1,...,N. Let I be one of such elements. The boundary of I, 0
is the union of uniquely defined faces e with outward pointing normal n. The
skeleton of the mesh, denoted by £ is the set of all faces. Two subsets of interest
are, the the set of boundary faces £, and £° = £\E? the set of interior faces.

Let u,v : R? — R™ smooth vectorial functions witn m componentes. For
d—dimensional set G c R? we define the inner products

(u,v)e = Z(uiavi>G = Z JG w; (x)vy(x) dx.

=1 i=1

u, vyoe = Z<ui7 Vi)eq = Z LG w; (x)v;(x) ds.

For an element I, the latter reads

u, vysr = Z u;(x)v;(x) ds.
ec0G,eck V€
Finally, we define PP(I) the space of polynomials of degree less or equal than
pon I, and VP (I) the cartesian product of m—copies of PP(I). Similarly, P?(e)
and AP (e), for a face e € £.

2.1.2. First order hyperbolic system. Hereafter we use freely the theory of hyper-
bolic partial differential equations, see Leveque [10].

The first step is to reduce equation , to a first order hyperbolic system.

Let us introduce a variant of the reduction in Bui-Thanh [2]. We define the new
variable (flux) z = —KVp.

For clarity of exposition, we consider two dimensional problems.
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Since the matrix K is invertible, Vp = —K ™!z, we have the following system

Vp+K'z = 0
Vz—3-Klz+cp = f

Set z = (21,2?), 8 = (B4, B2), and define

z 0 01 000
u=|22,A;:=[0 0 0)],Ay:={0 0 1],
D 1 00 010
kit 0 0 0
B = 0 ky! 0], £:=10
—ki 61 —ky'By f
The system becomes
(2) a(A )+6(Au)+Bu f
—(Aju) + — =f
or ! oy 2

Let n, be an arbitrary vector, and A :=n;A; + nyA,. It is readily seen that

0 0 ny
A= 0 0 %)
ny MNo 0

with real eigenvalues {0, \/n? + n3, —/n} + n3}. Hence the matrix and the system
are hyperbolic.

For later reference, let us write

A =RDR!, |A|:=RDR™

where R = [ry, ro, r3] is the matrix of eigenvectors,

D = diag(0, —4/n? + n3, \/n% + nd) = diag(\i, A2, A3),

and

D[ := diag(|Ail, [Aal, [As])-

Finally, for any matrix O, we denote by O;, O7 its row 4, and column j respec-
tively.
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2.1.3. Local DG formulation with Godunov fluz. Let us define
Fi(u) := (A1), (Ag)in), i=1,2,3,

and

| F3(u)
We apply operators component wise. For instance, for the divergence operator
we have,

[ V- FI(U)
V-F(u):=| V-:Fy(u)
| V- Fg(u)
We can write the system (2)) in the form
(3) V-F(u)+Bu=f,

Compute the inner product on I of each side of with a test function v €
VE(I), to obtain

(4) (V-F(u),v);+ (Bu,v); = (f,v),.
Integrating by parts,
(5) —(F(u),Vv);+(F(u) -n,v);; + (Bu,v); = (f,v),

Continuity is not enforced at the boundary of adjacent elements. Therefore,
the boundary term F'(u) is replaced with a boundary numerical flux F*(u=,u").
As customary, the — superscript denotes limits from the interior of I, and the +
superscript, limits from the exterior. In this context, element [ is denoted by I~
and the outer normal n by n™.

A classical numerical flux is that of Godunov given by
(6) F*-n=:=F(u ) -n" + |Al(u” —u").

Here u* = u*(u~,u") is the solution of a Riemann problem along the normal n~
of I~.

The Godunov flux for the adjacent element I™ on the same face of the boundary
0l~ is given by
(7) F* - n*:=Fu") n" +|A|(u" —u¥).

The following identity holds
F*-n  + F*-n" =0.
Or in terms of the the jump operator
[T =0+,
[F(u)-n+ |A|(u—u*)] =0.
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Combining adjacent fluxes
1 1
F*.n~ = 3 [F(u™) + F(u™)]-n~ + §]A\(u’ —u™).

This is the symmetric form of the Godunov flux used in upwind DG. It couples
the unknowns of the adjacent elements, and hence the unknowns of all elements.

2.1.4. Hybrid flur. Observe that the upwind fluxes @, depend on the DG
unknowns of only one side of a face and the single-valued solution u* of the Rie-
mann problem. If v* is given, the numerical flux is completely determined using
only information from either side of the face. Moreover, we then can solve for u
element-by-element independent of each other.

To hybridized the flux, and break the coupling, u* is regarded as an extra
unknown to be solved on the skeleton of the mesh instead of using the Rie-
mann/upwind state which couples the local unknown u. Renaming u* as @ and

F* as F', we are led to
(8) Fon:=F(u) n+ |Al(u—a).

This is the hybridized upwind flux or HDG flux.
In summary, for each element I, the DG local unknown u and the extra trace
unknown « need to satisfy

9) —(F(u),Vv); +{F(u™,4) -n",v)s + (Bu,v); = (£,v);, ve VEI).

This is complemented with a weak jump condition in the skeleton. Namely, for
all e € &,

(10) ([F-n],wh =0, we AP (e).

2.1.5. The discrete problem. Let us solve equation (9)) for the u terms, and
for the 1 terms. We obtain,

(11) —(F(u),Vv);+{(F(u™ ) n 4+ |Alu",v)sr+(Bu,v); = (f,v); +{A|q, v)s.

*

(12) Q|Ala, w), = {[F(u) -n+ |Alu], w)..
Let {N,:j =1,..., P;} be a basis of V§(I). Hence
Py
u= Z u;IN;
j=1
Since F'(u) = Aju+Asuand A = (ny)1 A1+ (ng)2A,, fori = 1,..., P;, equation
(11)) reads
(13)
Zfil [(—=(A1 + A3)N;, V- Ny); + (BN, Ny); + (A + [A)N;,N; Dor | uy

(£, Ni)r + (JA[a, N or
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Similarly, let {M; : j = 1,...,Q.} be a basis of Af(e). Fori = 1,...,Q.,
equation ((12) reads

Q.
(14) 2 C2IAIM;, M)ty = ([F(u) - n+ |Afu], w)..

j=1

Solving for u on each element form and substituting in the corresponding
edges in equation , we are led to a sparse linear system for the hatted unknown
on the skeleton.

Then one solves the small and independent linear systems for the local
variables on each element. The latter can be done in parallel.

2.1.6. Element basis functions. The DG method is HP adaptative, it is straight-
forward to make the order of approximation element dependent. The method is
also suitable for irregular geometries and unstructured meshes. Nevertheless, we
do not aim for generality. We shall test on benchmark problems in rectangular
geometries and regular meshes.

For one dimensional problems we use second order nodal functions on the ref-
erence interval [—1, 1],
&+¢

_ 52_5 . ) .
N[)(g) - 2 ) Nl(g) =1 g ; NQ(f) - 9 .

An easy 2D extension is achieved by considering the basis functions

Nl](&vC) :Nl<£)NJ(C)7 iaj:0717727

defined on the reference square [—1,1] x [—1,1].
This basis will help to illustrate the performance of a high order DG method.

2.2. A pressure projection method with HDG Poisson solver. Pressure
projection methods are well known, a thorough study is presented in Almgren et
al [1]. As a primer, we introduce a PP method in a pressure splitting framework
to be applied in 2D vertical-slice modeling. Our purpose is to stress the use of the
HDG solver of the underlying Poisson problem.

Let us consider unsteady, constant density, incompressible flow. Let py be the
reference density. The flow is governed by the momentum and continuity equations

ou 1
E = —%VP—(UVﬁL
V-u=0.

Let At be the time step. Assume the velocity u” and pressure P" are given at
time t,,.
Split pressure P"™! in the form

Pn+1 — pn + qn+1
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where p", ¢"*! are hydrostatic and non hydrostatic pressure respectively. The

latter is of the form
qn+1 _ qn + 5qn+1‘

n+1

The non hydrostatic correction d¢"*" is to be determined.

The main steps are:

Step 1. Construct an intermediate velocity u™*'/? by advancing the momentum
equations,

At

u =yt — VP — (0" V)u"

Po
Step 2. Pressure correction. For suitable boundary conditions, HDG solve the
Poisson equation

~A(S n+ly _ _&V.un+1/2.
(0¢"7) = %5

Step 3. Update the divergence free velocity field,

n+l _ n+1/2_&v(5n+1
u u A7 (6g"T).

It is straightforward to modify this scheme for more general unsteady equations.
We show some examples below.

3. TIDAL SIMULATION IN SEMIENCLOSED BASIN

We consider two benchmark problems that lead to elliptic equations. A compar-
ison is made with the solution of FVCOM as presented in Chen et al [3]. Therein,
FVCOM is applied for modeling of tidal simulation in semienclosed basin with
tidal forcing at the open boundary under nonresonance and near resonance condi-
tions. Here we apply HDG to illustrate the accurate simulation of the troublesome
near resonance case.

3.1. A Rectangular Channel. Consider a fluid layer of uniform density that
propagates along a channel aligned with the x—direction. More precisely, a semien-
closed narrow channel with length L and variable depth H(x) and a closed bound-
ary at * = Ly and an Open Boundary at x = L.

Neglecting Coriolis force and advection of momentum, the governing equations
modeling tidal waves propagation in the semienclosed channel (see Figure [1)) are
given as

ou 0 0 ouH

ot ox ot ox
Here, H(z) is the total water depth, g is acceleration due to gravity, u is speed in
the r—direction, and ( is sea-level elevation .

=0; (z,t) € (a,b) x (0,7).
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Fi1GURE 1. Configuration of the semienclosed channel.

Assuming harmonic solutions,

¢ = Co(x)e ™", u=ugp(x)e™™,
we obtain the ordinary second order equation for (,
2

(15) (HG) + 6o = 0.
We specify a periodic tidal forcing with amplitude A at the mouth of the channel,
Go(L) = A,
and a no-flux boundary condition at the wall,
H(L1)Go(L1) = 0.

Let the water depth decrease linearly toward the end of the channel, so that
H(zx) can be written as
rH(L)
H(x) = :
(0) = =

It is readily seen that is a Bessel’s equation. With the given boundary

conditions, the analytic solution is given by

Colz) = 1 Yo (2hy/L1) Jo(2k/T) — Ji(2ky/L0)Yo(2ky/7)
’ Y{(2kn/Ly) Jo(2kn/L) — J4(2kn/L1) Yo (2k/L)

= —O-\/Z
\V9H(L)'

Jo, Yo are the Bessel’s functions the degree zero and one respectively.

where
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Elements | &(HDGs,) E(FV)

10 0.180784 22.3052

20 0.0748017 0.585413

40 0.0235224 | 0.553751

80 0.00684013 0.43336

160 0.00187985 | 0.297118

320 0.000495726 | 0.181964

640 0.000127432 | 0.102475
1280 0.0000324 | 0.0546902
TABLE 1. Relative root mean square error for HDGy and FV.

To compare with the HDG approximation, we solve the hyperbolic system,

G+H'2 = 0

0.2

27— _CQ = 0.
g

Here z = —H(J, (15)).
The following parameters are considered for a channel very close to resonance.

27
= =1 = 20.1 = —— = lem.
L = 300km, L, Okm, H(L) = 20.1m, o 12.42-36003’A cm
The HDG method is applied using nodal polynomials of degree 2 (HDGy). It is
compared with the F'V method and the analytic solution. For consistency with the

FV method, we consider the approximation at the middle point z; of the element

I = [z;_ 1,001 ]. We compute the relative root mean square error for ¢ the
analytic solution and (y the numerical solution. Namely,
e, . o= il
16612

As illustrated in Table [3.1] a second order approximation with HDG in a coarse
resolution, is of greater quality than FV.

The analytic solution describes a standing wave with a node point near the
closed side of the channel. As expected, the reproduction of these features by

HDG is accurate. See Figure

Remark. As pointed out in Chen et al [3], regardless of the numerical method,
a proper selection of horizontal resolution recover accurately this tidal resonance
problem. We argue that the accuracy attained by HDG in coarse meshes yields a
better choice.
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FIGURE 2. Solution for the rectangular channel near resonance case,
with HDG nodal with polynomials of degree 2 and 80 elements.

3.2. A Sector Channel. Now consider a flat bottom channel in the form of a
semicircular section, which in polar coordinates is defined from 0 to L in the radial
direction and from «/2 to /2 in the angular direction.

The semicircular line of radius L corresponds to an open border, while along
the semicircular line of radius Ly and the two sides, they are closed, (Figure [3)).

/2\// open boundary
—
X

L
(e}

F1GURE 3. Semienclosed sector channel in the polar region L; <
r < L, =5 < 0 < 5. The sector is open at r = L and closed
elsewhere.

The following equations govern the non rotating tidal oscillation,

oV, on
1 _ o on
(16) ot o
Vo on
{7 )
H, H,
(18) o, oVl Volly

ot ror rd0
Hy is the constant water depth, V,,Vj are the radial and angular r,0 velocity
components, and 7 is the free surface water elevation.
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Assuming a harmonic solution,

n = Re(no(r,0)e”"“2)),
we can reduce the equations (16H18)) to an elliptic equation

Py 1dng 1Py | W
-+ —=—= + ——np =0,
or? r or * r2 002 gHonO

The physical boundary conditions are as follows

(19)

(1) At the open mouth of the channel, a harmonic tidal forcing is assumed,

_ 0—1—% a o
no(T,Q)ZACOS(mW - >, {L}x<—§,§>,

(2) On the solid walls, null flux is prescribed,

-

~KV(r.0) =0, {Li}x (55 5) U D) < {=5 UL < {5}

The analytic solution of this boundary-value problem is:

—Y/(L1k)J,(rr) — J (L1k)Y, (1K) mm a
— A v v _ _
(s 8) = A T (m) = T Yo (L) COS( o 2>)
where
L
o ) gH()’

Ju, Y, are respectively the v th-order Bessel function of the first and second type.
Let us show the HDG solution in the rectangular domain (L, L] x (—a/2, /2).

Let V denote the gradient with respect to (r,6) and let

1 0
(1)

Equation becomes the diffusion-advection-reaction equation,

2
_ w
(20) =V (KVn) = (r 170)‘V770—F770=0-
giio
We apply the fourth order (HDG,) scheme developed above for a near resonance
case. The geometric parameter values are:

2 1 _
= —-——— :1 :1 .
12.42~36008’L 58km, A cm

In Figure the analytic and numerical solution are compared. The relative
mean square error is shown in Table [2]

Hy=1m, a = %, Ly =90km, m =1.0, w

Remark. Noteworthy, the 10 x 10 HDGy solution is of grater quality that the
40 x 40 FV solution. On regards to execution time, the former is attained in half
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a) b)
60 T T T 60 T T T
r=90km © theta=0.094245 +
r=107km e theta=0.196344 =
50 & r=124km = 50 PoTTOTtTtD Lo, theta=0.298442 &
r=147km L evevevses oo, theta=0.384834 ©
Analytic r=90km "'..hDDU-DB Analytic theta=0.094245
40 Jan Analytic r=107km Analytic theta=0.196344 ——
------ Analytic r=124km —— Analytic theta=0.298442 T

Analytic r=147km

30

Amplitude {cm)

Amplitude (cm)

0.4 90

! ! ! ! ! L
100 110 120 130 140 150 160

Distance (km)

FI1GURE 4. Comparison between the analytic solution to the sector
problem with the HDGy solution using 30 x 50 elements. a) Solution
for some 7 values, b) Solution for some 6 values.

Elements | &(HDGy) | E(FV)
5x5 0.441213 | 0.920939
10 x 10 | 0.009879 | 0.887757
35 x 35 | 0.0026408 | 0.803039
40 x 40 | 0.00115041 | 0.794262

TABLE 2. Relative root mean square error for HDG,4 and FV.

a second in a personal laptop. A solution of the same quality would require in the
order of minutes with the Finite Volume Method in a much finer mesh.

4. VERTICAL OCEAN-SLICE NONHYDROSTATIC MODELS

Our proposal is to use a high order HDG Poisson solver to accelerate pressure
projection numerical methods. As a primer, we solve two simple unsteady problems
in Coastal Ocean Modeling.

Let us consider the ocean as a vertical slice. As customary, flow and gradients
of variables normal to this plane are assumed to vanish, and the Coriolis force is
ignored. We address deep-water (short) surface gravity waves and density-driven
currents.

Modeling is considered in the Cartesian coordinate system, in which z,y denote
the horizontal coordinates, the slice is along the xr—axis. Changes are constant on
y—cross sections, all the normal forces to this slice are neglected. The vertical axis
z points upward to the undisturbed surface water located at z = 0, n is the free
surface water, hg is the undisturbed water depth, and h the total depth.

Assuming a flat bottom, the time space domain of interest is 2 = [0, 7] x
[La, Ly] x [—ho,0]. For simulation, a uniform rectangular mesh is considered with
Ax x Az elements.
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4.1. Surface Standing Waves in a Deep Basin. The benchmark that follows is
solved with a non hydrostatic version of FVCOM in Lai et al [§]. It was selected to
test the stability and accuracy of the split mode explicit non hydrostatic algorithm
and the non hydrostatic pressure Poisson solver. The surface boundary condition
requires an approximate treatment. Our pressure projection method with HDG
Poisson solver is developed as an alternative.

Consider the governing equations for a standing wave under linear, inviscid, non
rotating conditions,

du  —10P
ot po Oz’
dow  —10P
ot py 0z
0_u_|_a_w = 0
oxr 0z '

Here, u,w are the velocities in direction x and z respectively, P is the dynamic
pressure

P=p+q,

p the hydrostatic and ¢ the non hydrostatic pressure. pg is the mean density. The
latter equation simplifies to P = q.
The free surface water, 7, is given by the volume-conservation,

(21) 5_77 - _i(h <u>); <u>(x):= —JZOM u(t, z, z)dz
ot B ox ’ o h 20 o .

To relate the sea level elevation with the non hydrostatic dynamic pressure, the
hydrostatic approximation is used,

qs 0
(22) qds = pogn — F —Poga—x(h <u>).

Here, g := 9.8173.

Hence, the full set of equations are,

ou —10q
2 = -1
(23) ot po 0T’
ow —10q
24 = -1
(24) ot po 0z’
ou  ow
9 2y
(25) ox * 0z 0

qs 0
(26) prli pog%(h <u>).
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4.1.1. Pressure splitting. Here we apply the PP method to the velocity field

u:(g).

It is left to update the correction pressure at the surface dq
The approximation is made using the fact that

n+1
s -

¢, =q +opiT =0t = i - g

It follows at once that

n+l _ . n

(SC]?—H _ Ath At ds
oq”
~ ANt—==
ot

0

Approximating the derivative with respect to x we have

At "
u(t", zy, z)dz —J

n
27 50+ = ———pog U
(27) ), N

The following numerical results was solved the HDG with nodal polynomials of
degree ¥ = 2.

n

n

w(t", o1, z)dz] :

4.1.2. A test ezample. Lai et al. [§] run FVCOM in a closed rectangular channel
L = 10 meters long and H = 10 meters deep.
The initial condition are,
uw(0,z,2) = 0,
w(0,z,z) = 0,
cosh(k(—z + H))

0 = .
q(0,z, 2) POgT0 () cos(k)
For the next time steps, we set for the Poisson equation
cosh(k(H))
t>0,2,0) = —_—
q( >V, z, ) Pod COSh(KH) n(x)a

Vq(t>0,z,2>0)-m =0 ,

where py = 1000 Kg/m3. A unimodal standing wave of free surface perturbation
is considered, that is,
n(x) = no cos(kz) cos(wt).
The analytical solution of this problem can be found for instance in Jankowski
[5]. It is a non hydrostatic deep water wave with phase speed w = +/gk tanh(xH ).
In Lai et al. [§] a non overlapping unstructured triangular grid is created by
dividing each square into two triangles, with a triangle’s side length of 0.25 m.



16 D. AZOFEIFA, M. A. MORELES, F. VELAZQUEZ

Consequently we work with a square mesh with dr = dz = 0.25. In our simulation
k=7 =15 Mo = 0.1 small enough so that % << 1.

As in Lai et al. [§] to test the stability of the program, it is run for 10 minutes.
Therein the time step is 0.05s, the high order used in HDG allows a larger step,
dt = 0.5s.

In Figure we show some snapshots of pressure, scaled to [—1,1].
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FiGURE 5. Comparison between the HDG and analytic solutions of
pressure at a depth of z = 1 meters for ¢ = 2,4, 10 minutes respec-
tively.

4.2. Density driven flow. Now we consider density effects in the vertical ocean-
slice model by adding an advection-diffusion equation for density and the reduced-
gravity force in the vertical momentum equation. The governing equations can be
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written as:
ou 1 0P
92 i :
(28) o o O (u,w) - Vu,
ow 1 0P p—po
29 - = ——— - — :
(29) e = BICXOR
ap K, 0
(30 2= (N ) ve) - v
(31) V- (u,w) = 0,
(32) P, = —pog%(h <u>).
Splitting the pressure in to hydrostatic and non hydrostatic pressure respectively,
P=p+yq,
and using the hydrostatic approximation
1dp p—po
_ g=0
po 0z Po
The set of equations (28432 can be written as
ou 1 dlp+q)
ow 1 dq
34 S .
(34) e CROR 2
ap K, 0
(3 2= (N ) ve) -
(36) V- (u,w) = 0,
(37) P, = —poga%(h <u>),
op
38 — = —(p— =0)=0.
(38) o, (P — po)g, p(z = 0)

Vertical elements are indexed by i. Thus, we have p := 0.5(p;_1 + p;) in element
7.
4.2.1. Pressure splitting. To solve the last set of equation, we apply again pressure

splitting. To complete the scheme, water’s density is updated by a simple finite
difference,

P = pt + AtV - Ku 0 Vo | = At(u",w™) - Vo'
0 K,
whereas the hydrostatic pressure

0
a_]: = —(P=p)g:p(z =0) = 0,p:= 0.5(pi—1 +pi)
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4.2.2. A density driven flow with variable bottom topography. As a final example,
let us consider a closed channel problem solved by Finite Differences in Kampf
[6]. The closed channel is initially composed of two vertical layers of water with
constant but distinct density. The model is forced via prescription of a layer of
dense water that initially leans against the left boundary. The variable bottom
topography includes a ramp and a vertical bar, see Figure [6]

20 [o 20 a0 Teo 8o 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340 360 380 400 420 440 460

20
-40 |

-60

-80
-100

480

(500

FIGURE 6. Bathymetry for the variable density problem. The
left rectangular (yellow color) is a column of water with density
1029kg/m?, the triangle and the right rectangular (both in black
color) are part of the sea floor. The remain domain is water with
density 1028kg/m?3.

The closed channel occupies the rectangle @ = [0, 500] x [—100, 0]. The reference
density is given by py = 1028kg/m3, and a column of water with density p; =
1029kg/m? is included in the region €y = [0,50] x [—100,0]. The system starts at
rest.

For the horizontal and vertical density diffusivities we set Kj, = K, = 107*m?/s.
As in Kampf [0], for the mesh we use the grid spacing of Az = 5bm, Az = 2m, and
a time step A = 0.1s.

Numerical solutions are presented in the figure . Therein, a comparison of
the solution obtained with the H DGy scheme is compared with the second order
finite difference method (FD2) in in Kémpf [6].

We also solve the problem with a second order Discontinuous Galerkin method,
HDG,. The approximation is comparable to FD2, this is illustrated in table
using the H DG, as the true solution. The graphical comparison in figure

5. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed a Hybrid Discontinuous Galerkin method for solutions of ellip-
tic problems. It reduces the number of coupled unknowns arising from the classical
Discontinuous Galerkin Method. Moreover, it does not require penalization terms
as typical DG solutions of elliptic problems. A high order implementation provides
fast and robust solutions.
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HDG, Kampf

10 minutes

F1GURE 7. Comparison of the numerical solution of H DG4 and the
FD2 algorithm for the variable density problem.

Time (min) | E(HDG2) | E(Kampt’s)
7 6.55 x 107° | 6.77 x 10=°
9 0.00010759 | 0.000107866
13 0.000104016 | 0.000107906

TABLE 3. Comparison of the H DG, and Kampf algorithms for the
variable density problem taking the H DG, as reference.

These features are illustrated on elliptic problems arising from Coastal Ocean
Modeling. Even in the sector channel problem involving an advection term, results
are highly satisfactory.
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HDG, Kampf

10 minutes

F1GURE 8. Comparison of the numerical solution of H DG4 and the
Kéampf’s algorithm for the variable density problem.

In a pressure projection method for unsteady Navier-Stokes equations, the HDG
elliptic solver can be used to solve the Poisson problems in each time step. Thus
accelerating computations. As a primer we have considered two slice non hydro-
static problems from the literature. It is shown that straightforward modifications
for the pressure correction method, yield accurate solutions.

We stress that the simplest grids and time advancing schemes have been used.
The extension to more sophisticated situations is straightforward.

Of current and future interest, is to apply this HDG approach to more sophis-
ticated unsteady problems. We shall report on this elsewhere.
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