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Abstract. We propose a local discontinuous Galerkin (LDG) method for fractional Korteweg-de
Vries equation involving the fractional Laplacian with exponent α ∈ (1, 2) in one and two space
dimensions. By decomposing the fractional Laplacian into a first order derivative and a fractional

integral, we prove L2-stability of the semi-discrete LDG scheme incorporating suitable interface
and boundary fluxes. We analyze the error estimate by considering linear convection term and
utilizing the estimate, we derive the error estimate for general nonlinear flux and demonstrate an

order of convergence O(hk+1/2). Moreover, the stability and error analysis have been extended
to multiple space dimensional case. Additionally, we devise a fully discrete LDG scheme using
the four-stage fourth-order Runge-Kutta method. We prove that the scheme is strongly stable

under an appropriate time step constraint by establishing a three-step strong stability estimate.
Numerical illustrations are shown to demonstrate the efficiency of the scheme by obtaining an

optimal order of convergence.

1. Introduction

We consider the following degenerate nonlinear non-local integral partial differential equation
known as the fractional Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation:{

Ut + f(U)x − (−∆)α/2Ux = 0, (x, t) ∈ R× (0, T ],

U(x, 0) = U0(x), x ∈ R,
(1.1)

where T > 0 is fixed and U0 is the prescribed initial condition. The non-local integro-differential
operator −(−∆)α/2 in (1.1) is the fractional Laplacian with the values α ∈ (1, 2) defined for all
ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R) by the Fourier transform as

̂(−∆)α/2ϕ(ξ) = |ξ|αϕ̂(ξ). (1.2)

The fractional KdV equation (1.1), featuring the fractional Laplacian, finds applications in various
fields such as nonlinear dispersive equations, plasma physics, and inverse scattering methods
[1, 16, 23, 31, 35]. In particular, whenever α = 2, (1.1) reduces to the classical KdV equation
[6, 29, 31, 36, 45], while for α = 1, it represents the Benjamin-Ono (BO) equation [23, 30, 50].

The fractional Laplacian operator (1.2) is a non-local operator, known for its efficacy in various
localized computations such as image segmentation, modeling water flow in narrow channels, plasma
physics, and other related applications [41, 12]. Its computational properties make it a valuable
tool to study the phenomena where non-local effects play a crucial role. For further insights and
applications of (1.1), refer to [31, 32, 16, 19, 18] and references therein.

Over the years, extensive research has been conducted to study the well-posedness of the
fractional KdV equation (1.1) for various values of α. For the classical case where α = 2, seminal
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2 M. DWIVEDI AND T. SARKAR

work by Kato [29] established the well-posedness and local smoothing effects of the solution of the
KdV equation for the initial data in L2(R). More recently, Killip et al. [34] demonstrated the
global well-posedness for the initial data in H−1(R). On the other hand, for α = 1, corresponding
to the Benjamin-Ono equation, foundational contributions on well-posedness were made by Fokas
et al. in [22]. Subsequently, significant advancements in well-posedness were made by Ponce et
al. in [42] and Kenig et al. in [30]. Further improvements on the global well-posedness of the
Benjamin-Ono equation were developed by Tao [49] and Fonseca et al. [23]. Whenever α ∈ (1, 2),
the approach to local well-posedness of equation (1.1) differs significantly from the classical KdV
equation as remarked in [31]. However, Kenig et al. [31, 32] explored the local well-posedness of
the generalized dispersion model (1.1) for initial data in Hs(R), s > (9 − 3α)/4. These studies
utilized compactness arguments based on the smoothing effect and a priori estimates of the solution.
Recent advancement in the well-posedness of equation (1.1) have been achieved through the
frequency-dependent renormalization technique as demonstrated by Herr et al. [25] for the initial
data in L2(R). These ongoing efforts underscore the continual endeavor to enhance the theoretical
foundations of generalized dispersive equation (1.1).

Several numerical methods have been developed and are employed in practice to study (1.1).
However, we refer only to the literature which are relevant for our study. For α = 2, recent years
have seen the emergence of fully discrete finite difference schemes [17, 27, 51], and continuous
Galerkin schemes [14, 15]. In case of α = 1, Thomée et al. [50] introduced a fully implicit finite
difference scheme. Afterwards, Dutta et al. [13] established the convergence of the fully discrete
Crank-Nicolson scheme and Galtung [24] devised a continuous Galerkin scheme. However, for
α ∈ (1, 2), the literature on numerical methods for (1.1) is relatively limited. An operator splitting
scheme for (1.1) was introduced by Dutta et al. [16]. Furthermore, Dwivedi et al. [19] designed a
continuous Galerkin scheme and demonstrated its convergence to the weak solution.

The discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method, a class of finite element method was first introduced
by Reed and Hill in [44], employing discontinuous piecewise polynomial space for approximating
the solution and test functions. Although this method requires more degrees of freedom due to
the discontinuities at element boundaries (so called interfaces), nevertheless, it offers flexibility in
choosing fluxes at these interfaces to ensure high-order accuracy and stability. In recent decades,
Cockburn and Shu have significantly advanced the DG method for hyperbolic problems, see [9]
and references therein. However, due to instability and inconsistency, usual DG methods for the
equations containing higher-order derivative terms may not perform efficiently, refer to [26, 10, 56]
and references therein.

The Local Discontinuous Galerkin (LDG) method, a special type of the DG method, is often used
for tackling higher-order time-dependent problems by reformulating the equation into a first-order
system by introducing auxiliary variables to approximate the lower derivatives and then applying
the DG method to the resulting system [10]. This extension of DG method was motivated by the
successful numerical experiments of Bassi and Rebay [4]. The ‘local’ term associated to LDG comes
in a sense that auxiliary variables are superficial, and can be eliminated locally. The design of
numerical fluxes at the interfaces play a crucial role to the success of such methods. Therefore, all
the numerical fluxes must be designed in such a way that the method becomes stable and locally
solvable for the auxiliary variables.

The LDG method has been developed to address equations featuring higher-order derivative
terms while retaining its advantages in efficient adaptivity and higher order accuracy. For instance,
Yan and Shu [57] introduced the LDG method for KdV-type equations containing third-order
spatial derivatives, achieving an error estimate of order k + 1/2 in the linear case. Subsequently,
Xu and Shu [55] extended the error analysis to the nonlinear case and obtained the same order of
convergence. Xu and Shu [56] further expanded the LDG method to equations involving fourth
and fifth order spatial derivatives, including nonlinear Schrödinger equations [54]. Levy et al. [38]
developed a LDG method tailored for nonlinear dispersive equations with compactly supported
traveling wave solutions. The LDG method has gained attention for partial differential equations
involving the fractional Laplacian in recent years. Notably, Xu and Hesthaven [52] introduced a
LDG method for the fractional convection-diffusion equation, decomposing the fractional Laplacian
of order α into a first-order derivative and a fractional integral of order 2− α, achieving optimal
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error of O(hk+1) in the linear case and O(hk+1/2) in the nonlinear case. Furthermore, Aboelenen
[2] developed a LDG method for the fractional Schrödinger-type equations.

In recent decades, significant progress has been made in developing fully discrete high-order
Runge-Kutta (RK) LDG method for time-dependent equations with higher-order derivatives.
Various studies have addressed stability and error estimates in the linear setup, as seen in [46, 47, 48]
and references therein. However, stability and error estimates of RKLDG method for nonlinear
equations with higher-order derivatives remain an active area of research. A notable advancement
was made by Ai et al. [3], where they established an a priori L2-error estimate with optimal
order using the generalized Gauss-Radau projection of the fourth-order RKDG method for solving
scalar nonlinear conservation laws. In a recent work, Hunter et al. [28] determined the stability
and time-step constraints of implicit-explicit RK Methods for the linearized KdV equation. Our
approach differs significantly in compare to [28].

In this paper, our approach to design the LDG scheme for the fractional KdV equation (1.1)
involves decomposing the fractional Laplacian into a lower-order derivative and a fractional integral,
and introducing auxiliary variables to represent (1.1) into a system involving first order derivatives
and fractional integral terms. This transformation modifies (1.1) to an equation containing third-
order derivatives along with a fractional integral of order 2− α term instead of −(−∆)α/2Ux. For
detailed information, refer to Section 2 and 3. Since the equation involves a non-local operator,
the original problem is defined over the entire real line. However, for numerical approach, we
restrict the problem to a bounded domain. To design the scheme, we employ the usual DG
method within each element to all equations of the system. A critical aspect of this process is the
construction of appropriate numerical fluxes at the interfaces and at the boundary with the help of
boundary conditions. Furthermore, proving spatial stability in this case requires careful choice
of test functions, unlike in the usual stability approach of existing LDG schemes for higher-order
equations, see [52, 57]. In Section 3, assuming ∥U − uh∥L2(Ω) ≤ h, we establish an error estimate

of O(hk+1/2) considering nonlinear flux functions. Furthermore, we extend our methodology to
include temporal discretization of equation (1.1) using a high-order time discretization. Specifically,
we employ the classical four-stage fourth-order Runge-Kutta (RK) method [48]. For the linear
case, we are able to show that the proposed fully discrete scheme is strongly stable through the
two-step and three-step strong stability estimates.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: we commence our investigation by introducing
key definitions and preliminary lemmas of fractional calculus in Section 2. Section 3 outlines
the development of the LDG scheme, accompanied by the proof of its spatial stability and the
derivation of error estimates. In Section 4, we extend our analysis to the higher dimension as
well, presenting the LDG scheme tailored for this equation along with its stability. Additionally,
in Section 5, we expand our analysis by incorporating time discretization using the fourth-order
Runge-Kutta method, providing stability analysis in the linear setup. The order of convergence
is validated through several numerical examples presented in Section 6. We end up with a few
concluding remarks in Section 7.

2. Preliminary results and fractional calculus

We introduce an alternative definition of the fractional Laplacian using the framework of
fractional calculus [20, 40, 58]. Let us consider u ∈ C∞

c (R). Then the left and right integrals of
fractional order α > 0 are defined as follows:

−∞Iαx u(x) := −∞D−α
x u(x) =

1

Γ(α)

∫ x

−∞
(x− t)α−1u(t) dt, (2.1)

xI
α
∞u(x) := xD

−α
∞ u(x) =

1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

x

(t− x)α−1u(t) dt, (2.2)

where Iαu denotes the α times fractional integration of u. Whenever α is a natural number, these
definitions correspond to exactly α times integration in the classical sense.
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The left and right Riemann-Liouville derivatives of fractional order α (n− 1 < α < n), n ∈ N
are described as

−∞Dα
xu(x) =

1

Γ(n− α)

(
d

dx

)n ∫ x

−∞
(x− t)n−α−1u(t) dt =

(
d

dx

)n (
−∞In−α

x u(x)
)
, (2.3)

xD
α
∞u(x) =

1

Γ(n− α)

(
− d

dx

)n ∫ ∞

x

(t− x)n−α−1u(t) dt =

(
− d

dx

)n (
xI

n−α
∞ u(x)

)
. (2.4)

The fractional Laplacian using Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative (also known as a Riesz
derivative) is defined as

∂α

∂|x|α
u(x) = −(−∆)α/2u(x) = −−∞Dα

xu(x) + xD
α
∞u(x)

2 cos
(
απ
2

) , 1 < α < 2. (2.5)

Building upon the aforementioned definition, we extend the notion to introduce the fractional
Laplacian of negative order. When α < 0, the negative order fractional Laplacian reduces to a
fractional integral operator. As a consequence, for any 0 < s < 1, we define

∆−s/2u(x) :=
−∞Isxu(x) + xI

s
∞u(x)

2 cos
(
sπ
2

) . (2.6)

This definition serves as the basis for various analytical investigations. Subsequently, we review
a set of relevant definitions and results that will constitute the fundamental components of our
subsequent analysis.

Lemma 2.1 (See [41]). Let u, v ∈ Cn(R), n ∈ N, such that dj

dxj v(x) = 0 and dj

dxj u(x) = 0 as
x → ±∞, ∀ 0 ≤ j ≤ n. Then the fractional integrals and derivatives defined in (2.1)-(2.4) satisfy
the following properties:

i) (Linearity) Let λ, µ ∈ R. Then

−∞Iαx (λu(x) + µv(x)) = λ−∞Iαx u(x) + µ−∞Iαx v(x), (2.7)

−∞Dα
x (λu(x) + µv(x)) = λ−∞Dα

xu(x) + µ−∞Dα
xv(x). (2.8)

ii) (Semi-group property) Let α, β > 0. Then

−∞Iα+β
x u(x) = −∞Iαx

(
−∞Iβxu(x)

)
= −∞Iβx (−∞Iαx u(x)) . (2.9)

iii) Let n− 1 < α < n and m = 1, · · · , n for n ∈ N. Then

−∞Dα
xu(x) =

(
d

dx

)n (
−∞In−α

x u(x)
)
=

(
d

dx

)n−m(
−∞In−α

x

dmu(x)

dxm

)
, (2.10)

xD
α
∞u(x) =

(
− d

dx

)n (
xI

n−α
∞ u(x)

)
=

(
− d

dx

)n−m(
xI

n−α
∞

(
− d

dx

)m

u(x)

)
. (2.11)

In order to decompose the fractional Laplacian into a lower-order derivative and a fractional
integral, a crucial step for expressing the problem into a system, we apply the properties outlined
in Lemma 2.1. This application yields the following result for 1 < α < 2:

−(−∆)α/2u(x) = − 1

2 cos (απ/2)
(−∞Dα

xu(x) + xD
α
∞u(x))

=
1

2 cos ((2− α)π/2)

d2

dx2

(
−∞I2−α

x u(x) + xI
2−α
∞ u(x)

)
=

d2

dx2

(
∆α−2

2
u(x)

)
=

1

2 cos ((2− α)π/2)

d

dx

(
−∞I2−α

x

du(x)

dx
+ xI

2−α
∞

du(x)

dx

)
=

d

dx

(
∆α−2

2

du(x)

dx

)
.

Hence the fractional Laplacian can be written in the decomposed form

−(−∆)α/2u(x) =
d

dx

(
∆α−2

2

du(x)

dx

)
=

d2

dx2

(
∆α−2

2
u(x)

)
. (2.12)
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Definition 2.2 (Fractional space [21]). Let u ∈ C∞
c (R) and µ > 0. We define the semi-norms

|u|Jµ
L(R) = ∥−∞Dµ

xu∥L2(R) , |u|J−µ
L (R) = ∥−∞Iµxu∥L2(R) , (2.13)

|u|Jµ
R(R) = ∥xDµ

∞u∥L2(R) , |u|J−µ
R (R) = ∥xIµ∞u∥L2(R) , (2.14)

|u|Jµ
S (R) = |(−∞Dµ

xu, xD
µ
∞u)|1/2 , |u|J−µ

S (R) = |(−∞Iµxu, xI
µ
∞u)|1/2 , (2.15)

where (·, ·) is the standard L2-inner product. We define the norms

∥u∥Jµ
L(R) = |u|Jµ

L(R) + ∥u∥L2(R) , ∥u∥J−µ
L (R) = |u|J−µ

L (R) + ∥u∥L2(R) , (2.16)

∥u∥Jµ
R(R) = |u|Jµ

R(R) + ∥u∥L2(R) , ∥u∥J−µ
R (R) = |u|J−µ

R (R) + ∥u∥L2(R) , (2.17)

∥u∥Jµ
S (R) =

(
|u|2Jµ

S (R) + ∥u∥2L2(R)

)1/2
, ∥u∥J−µ

S (R) =
(
|u|2J−µ

S (R) + ∥u∥2L2(R)

)1/2
(2.18)

and let Jµ
L(R), J

µ
R(R) and Jµ

S (R) denote the closure of C∞
c (R) with respect to ∥·∥Jµ

L(R), ∥·∥Jµ
R(R)

and ∥·∥Jµ
S (R) respectively.

Remark 2.3. It is important to note that these definitions can be naturally extended to the case
where µ = 0. In this particular case, all the norms defined in 2.2 reduce to the L2-norm.

Utilizing the Definition 2.2, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4 (See [21]). Let u ∈ C∞
c (R) and µ > 0. Then there holds

i) Adjoint property:

(−∞Iµxu, u) = (u, xI
µ
∞u).

ii) Inner-product between fractional integrals:

(−∞Iµxu, xI
µ
∞u) = cos(µπ)|u|2

J−µ
L (R) = cos(µπ)|u|2

J−µ
R (R).

Lemma 2.5 (See [52]). Let 0 < s < 1. Then the negative fractional Laplacian defined by (2.6)
satisfies the following identity:

(∆−s/2u, u) = |u|2
J−s
L (R) = |u|2

J−s
R (R). (2.19)

We formulate the scheme for (1.1) within a bounded domain instead of R. Consequently, we
confine the definitions and identities to the bounded domain Ω = [a, b] in the following analysis.

Definition 2.6. The fractional derivative spaces Jµ
L,0(Ω), J

µ
R,0(Ω) and Jµ

S,0(Ω) of order µ ∈ R are

the closure of C∞
c (Ω) under their respective norms defined in Definition 2.2.

Lemma 2.7 (See [33]). Let 0 < s < 1. Then there is a constant C such that the fractional integrals
defined by (2.1) and (2.2) satisfy the following:

∥aIsxu∥L2(Ω) ≤ C ∥u∥L2(Ω) , ∥xIsbu∥ ≤ C ∥u∥L2(Ω) .

Moreover, we have ∥∥∆−s/2u
∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ C ∥u∥L2(Ω) .

Lemma 2.8 (Fractional Poincaré-Friedrichs [21]). Let u ∈ Jµ
L,0(Ω) and µ ∈ R. Then, we have the

following estimate

∥u∥L2(Ω) ≤ C|u|Jµ
L,0(Ω),

and for u ∈ Jµ
R,0(Ω), we have

∥u∥L2(Ω) ≤ C|u|Jµ
R,0(Ω).
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3. LDG scheme for the one-dimensional fractional KdV equation

To address the complexity introduced by the higher order derivative with fractional Laplacian,
we decompose it into a lower-order derivative and a fractional integral. Regarding this, we introduce
the suitable auxiliary variables. Consequently, the equation (1.1) transforms into a system of
fractional integral equation and first-order derivative equations. To solve this system, we employ
the discontinuous Galerkin [9] method. This approach is introduced by Cockburn et al. [10] for
the development of LDG method to the problems involving higher order derivatives.

Considering the decomposition of the fractional Laplacian by the equation (2.12), we introduce
three auxiliary variables, namely, P , Q, and R such that

P = ∆(α−2)/2Q, Q = Rx, R = Ux.

As a consequence, the equation (1.1) can be rewritten in the following form

Ut = − (f(U) + P )x ,

P = ∆(α−2)/2Q,

Q = Rx,

R = Ux.

(3.1)

Our approach to implement the DG scheme for the system (3.1) begins with introducing the
weak formulation of the system. This involves multiplying the system (3.1) by test functions from
the appropriate finite element space and integrating over an element. Subsequently, flux terms
emerge by the use of integration by parts. To initiate this process, we introduce the finite element
space denoted by V k

h and subsequent discretization of the domain.

Remark 3.1. The equation (1.1) is defined over R. However, to design an efficient numerical
scheme, we restrict it to a bounded domain Ω = [a, b] ⊂ R by assuming that U has a compact
support within Ω. Consequently, we impose homogeneous boundary conditions to the problem (1.1),
i.e. U(a, t) = 0 = U(b, t) for all t < T .

Remark 3.2. In order to establish the L2-stability estimate, we encounter with the term UUxx =
(U,Rx) on the right boundary, where Uxx is not known a priori. This fact leads us to impose the
mixed boundary conditions. More precisely, we consider the Dirichlet boundary data on the left, i.e.
U(a, t) = 0, and Neumann boundary data on the right, i.e. Ux(b, t) = 0.

We discretize the domain Ω = [a, b] using the partition a = x1/2 < x3/2 < · · · < xN+1/2 =
b, where N is the number of elements. We denote the mesh of elements by I := {Ii =
(xi−1/2, xi+1/2)| i = 1, 2, · · · , N}, and hi = xi+1/2−xi−1/2 is the spatial step size with h = max

1≤i≤N
hi.

We define the following broken Sobolev spaces associated with the mesh of elements I:

L2(Ω, I) := {v : Ω → R such that v|Ii ∈ L2(Ii), i = 1, 2, · · · , N};

and

H1(Ω, I) := {v : Ω → R such that v|Ii ∈ H1(Ii), i = 1, 2, · · · , N}.
For a function v ∈ H1(Ω, I), we denote the value at nodes {xi+1/2} as follows

vi+1/2 := v(xi+1/2), v±i+1/2 = v(x±
i+1/2) := lim

x→x±
i+1/2

v(x).

Furthermore, we define the local inner product and local L2(Ii) norm as follows:

(u, v)Ii =

∫
Ii

uv dx, ∥u∥Ii = (u, u)
1/2
Ii

.

Prior to introduce the LDG scheme, we assume that the exact solution (U,P,Q,R) of the system
(3.1) lies in

H(Ω, I) := H1(0, T ;H1(Ω, I))× L2(0, T ;H1(Ω, I))× L2(0, T ;L2(Ω, I))× L2(0, T ;H1(Ω, I)).
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This assumption carries no ambiguity, as both L2(Ω) and H1(Ω) is embedded in the fractional
spaces defined in Definition 2.2, see [52, Theorem 2.11]. Thus, the solution (U,P,Q,R) satisfies
the system: for i = 1, 2, · · · , N ,

(Ut, v)Ii = (f(U) + P, vx)Ii − (fv + Pv)
∣∣∣x−

i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,

(P,w)Ii =
(
∆(α−2)/2Q,w

)
Ii
,

(Q, z)Ii = − (R, zx)Ii + (Rz)
∣∣∣x−

i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,

(R, s)Ii = − (U, sx)Ii + (Us)
∣∣∣x−

i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,

(3.2)

for all w ∈ L2(Ω, I) and v, z, s ∈ H1(Ω, I).
We define the finite dimensional discontinuous piecewise polynomial space V k

h ⊂ H1(Ω, I) by

V k
h = {v : Ω → R such that v|Ii ∈ P k(Ii), ∀i = 1, 2, · · · , N}, (3.3)

where P k(Ii) is the space of polynomials of degree up to order k (≥ 1) on Ii. The finite element
space V k

h is embedded into the fractional derivative spaces [11, Theorem 2.8].
LDG scheme: We seek an approximations (uh, ph, qh, rh) ∈ H1(0, T ;V k

h ) × L2(0, T ;V k
h ) ×

L2(0, T ;V k
h )× L2(0, T ;V k

h ) =: T4 × Vk
h to (U,P,Q,R), where U is an exact solution of (1.1) with

P = ∆(α−2)/2Q, Q = Rx, R = Ux,

such that for all test functions (v, w, z, s) ∈ T4 × Vk
h and i = 1, 2, · · · , N , we have

((uh)t, v)Ii = (f(uh) + ph, vx)Ii −
(
f̂hv + p̂hv

)
|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,

(ph, w)Ii =
(
∆(α−2)/2qh, w

)
Ii
,

(qh, z)Ii = − (rh, zx)Ii + (r̂hz) |
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,

(rh, s)Ii = − (uh, sx)Ii + (ûhs) |
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,(
u0
h, v
)
Ii
= (U0, v)Ii .

(3.4)

To complete the LDG scheme (3.4), it is necessary to define the numerical fluxes ûh, p̂h, r̂h,

and f̂h. To do this, we introduce the following notations:

{{u}} =
u− + u+

2
, JuK = u+ − u−.

For the numerical fluxes, we opt for alternative fluxes at all interfaces xj+1/2, j = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1:

p̂h = p+h , r̂h = r+h , ûh = u−
h (3.5)

or alternatively,

p̂h = p−h , r̂h = r+h , ûh = u+
h .

Sign of r̂h usually depends on the sign of higher order derivative term, which is positive in equation
(1.1). We define the fluxes at the boundary

(r̂h)1/2 = (rh)
+
1/2, (p̂h)N+1/2 = (ph)

−
N+1/2, (p̂h)1/2 = (ph)

+
1/2, (3.6)

and rest of the boundary fluxes can be chosen by imposing the mixed boundary condition and
compact support of U in Ω, that we have already mentioned in Remark 3.2. In this case, we have

(ûh)1/2 = U(a, t) = 0, (ûh)N+1/2 = U(b, t) = 0, (r̂h)N+1/2 = (rh)
−
N+1/2 = Ux(b, t) = 0.

(3.7)
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For the numerical flux function f̂h, we can use any monotone flux [57]. In particular, we use the
following Lax-Friedrichs flux

f̂h = f̂(u−
h , u

+
h ) =

1

2
(f(u−

h ) + f(u+
h )− δJuhK), δ = max

u
|f ′(u)|, (3.8)

where the maximum is taken over a range of u in a relevant element.

Remark 3.3. It is important to note that, for the sake of writing convenience, we adopt the
notation (v, w, z, s) ∈ V k

h instead of (v, w, z, s) ∈ T4 × Vk
h . The notation (v, w, z, s) ∈ V k

h signifies
that each element within the tuple belongs to V k

h . This choice is motivated by the fact that the time
variable does not play a role in defining the finite element space.

3.1. Stability and Error estimates. In this section, we analyze the L2-stability and error
estimates of the semi-discrete scheme (3.4)-(3.5) designed for the fractional KdV equation (1.1).

Lemma 3.4 (Stability Lemma). Let uh be the approximate solution obtained by the LDG scheme
(3.4)-(3.7) with the auxiliary variables ph, qh and rh. Then the LDG scheme (3.4)-(3.7) is L2-stable.
Moreover, there holds

∥uh(·, T )∥L2(Ω) ≤ e−2CT
∥∥u0

h

∥∥
L2(Ω)

, (3.9)

for any T > 0 and a constant C.

Proof. To carry out the stability analysis, incorporating (3.4), we define

B(u, p, q, r; v, w, z, s) :=
N∑
i=1

[
(ut, v)Ii − (f(u) + p, vx)Ii

+ (p, w)Ii −
(
∆(α−2)/2q, w

)
Ii

+ (q, z)Ii + (r, zx)Ii + (r, s)Ii + (u, sx)Ii

+
(
(f̂ + p̂)v

)
|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

− (r̂z) |
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

− (ûs) |
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

]
,

(3.10)

for all u, p, q, r ∈ H(Ω, I) and v, w, z, s ∈ V k
h . We observe that the interface fluxes can be simplified

as follows

N∑
i=1

(
(f̂ + p̂)v

)∣∣x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

=− (f̂1/2 + p̂1/2)v
+
1/2 + (f̂N+1/2 + p̂N+1/2)v

−
N+1/2

−
N−1∑
i=1

(f̂i+1/2 + p̂i+1/2)JvKi+1/2,

N∑
i=1

(r̂z)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

= −r̂1/2z
+
1/2 + r̂N+1/2z

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

r̂i+1/2JzKi+1/2,

and

N∑
i=1

(ûs)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

= −û1/2s
+
1/2 + ûN+1/2s

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

ûi+1/2JsKi+1/2.

Using the numerical fluxes (3.5)-(3.7) and the above identities, (3.10) can be rewritten as

B(u, p, q, r; v, w, z, s) =
N∑
i=1

[
(ut, v)Ii − ((f(u) + p) , vx)Ii

+ (p, w)Ii −
(
∆(α−2)/2q, w

)
Ii

+ (q, z)Ii + (r, zx)Ii

+ (r, s)Ii + (u, sx)Ii

]
+ IF(u, p, r; v, z, s),

(3.11)
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where numerical flux IF at interfaces is given by

IF(u, p, r; v, z, s) = −
(
f̂1/2 + p+1/2

)
v+1/2 +

(
f̂N+1/2 + p−N+1/2

)
v−N+1/2

−
N−1∑
i=1

(f̂i+1/2 + p+i+1/2)JvKi+1/2

+ r+1/2z
+
1/2 − r−N+1/2z

−
N+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

r+i+1/2JzKi+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

u−
i+1/2JsKi+1/2.

(3.12)

In order to estimate B, we choose test functions (v, w, z, s) = (u,−q + p+ r, u+ r, r − p) in (3.11)
to obtain

B(u, p, q, r;u,−q + p+ r, u+ r, r − p) =

N∑
i=1

[
(ut, u)Ii − (f(u), ux)Ii − (p, ux)Ii

− (p, q)Ii + (p, p)Ii + (p, r)Ii +
(
∆(α−2)/2q, q

)
Ii

−
(
∆(α−2)/2q, p

)
Ii
−
(
∆(α−2)/2q, r

)
Ii
+ (q, u)Ii

+ (q, r)Ii + (r, ux)Ii + (r, rx)Ii + (r, r)Ii

− (r, p)Ii + (u, rx)Ii − (u, px)Ii

]
+ IF(u, p, r;u, u+ r, r − p).

(3.13)

Applying the integration by parts, we have

(p, ux)Ii + (u, px)Ii = (up)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

and (r, ux)Ii + (u, rx)Ii = (ur)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,

and substituting these identities in equation (3.13), the compact form B reduces to

B(u, p, q, r;u,−q + p+ r,u+ r, r − p)

=

N∑
i=1

[
(ut, u)Ii − (f(u), ux)Ii − (p, q)Ii + (p, p)Ii

+
(
∆(α−2)/2q, q

)
Ii
−
(
∆(α−2)/2q, p

)
Ii
−
(
∆(α−2)/2q, r

)
Ii

+ (q, u)Ii + (q, r)Ii + (r, rx)Ii + (r, r)Ii

]
−

N∑
i=1

(up)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

+

N∑
i=1

(ur)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

+ IF(u, p, r;u, u+ r, r − p)︸ ︷︷ ︸
E1

.

(3.14)

In order to simplify E1, we observe that

N∑
i=1

(up)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

= −u+
1/2p

+
1/2 + u−

N+1/2p
−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

u−
i+1/2JpKi+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

p+i+1/2JuKi+1/2, (3.15)

and similarly,

N∑
i=1

(ur)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

= −u+
1/2r

+
1/2 + u−

N+1/2r
−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

u−
i+1/2JrKi+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

r+i+1/2JuKi+1/2. (3.16)
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As a result, the term E1 becomes

E1 = −
N∑
i=1

(up)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

+

N∑
i=1

(ur)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

+ IF(u, p, r;u, u+ r, r − p)

= u+
1/2p

+
1/2 − u−

N+1/2p
−
N+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

u−
i+1/2JpKi+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

p+i+1/2JuKi+1/2

− u+
1/2r

+
1/2 + u−

N+1/2r
−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

u−
i+1/2JrKi+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

r+i+1/2JuKi+1/2

−
(
f̂1/2 + p+1/2

)
u+
1/2 +

(
f̂N+1/2 + p−N+1/2

)
u−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

(f̂i+1/2 + p+i+1/2)JuKi+1/2

+ r+1/2(u+ r)+1/2 − r−N+1/2(u+ r)−N+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

r+i+1/2Ju+ rKi+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

u−
i+1/2Jr − pKi+1/2

= −f̂1/2u
+
1/2 + f̂N+1/2u

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

f̂i+1/2JuKi+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

r+i+1/2JrKi+1/2 + (r+1/2)
2 − (r−N+1/2)

2

= −f̂1/2u
+
1/2 + f̂N+1/2u

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

f̂i+1/2JuKi+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

(
(r+i+1/2)

2 − r+i+1/2r
−
i+1/2

)
+ (r+1/2)

2 − (r−N+1/2)
2.

Furthermore, we observe that

N∑
i=1

(r, rx)Ii =
1

2

N∑
i=1

r2
∣∣x−

i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

= −1

2
(r+1/2)

2 +
1

2
(r−N+1/2)

2 +
1

2

N−1∑
i=1

(
(r−i+1/2)

2 − (r+i+1/2)
2
)
. (3.17)

As a consequence, using r−N+1/2 = 0, we get

E1 +
N∑
i=1

(r, rx)Ii = −f̂1/2u
+
1/2 + f̂N+1/2u

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

f̂i+1/2JuKi+1/2 +
1

2
(r+1/2)

2 − 1

2
(r−N+1/2)

2

+

N−1∑
i=1

(
1

2
(r−i+1/2)

2 +
1

2
(r+i+1/2)

2 − r+i+1/2r
−
i+1/2

)

= −f̂1/2u
+
1/2 + f̂N+1/2u

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

f̂i+1/2JuKi+1/2 +
1

2
(r+1/2)

2 +
1

2

N−1∑
i=1

JrK2i+1/2.

(3.18)

Let us define F (u) =
∫ u

f(u) du. Hence we get

N∑
i=1

(f(u), ux)Ii =

N∑
i=1

F (u)|
u−
i+1/2

u+
i−1/2

= −
N−1∑
i=1

JF (u)Ki+1/2 − F (u)1/2 + F (u)N+1/2. (3.19)
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Taking into account (3.18) and (3.19) in (3.14), we end up with

B(u, p, q, r;u,−q + p+ r, u+ r, r − p) =

N∑
i=1

[
(ut, u)Ii − (p, q)Ii + (p, p)Ii +

(
∆(α−2)/2q, q

)
Ii

−
(
∆(α−2)/2q, p

)
Ii
−
(
∆(α−2)/2q, r

)
Ii
+ (q, u)Ii + (q, r)Ii

+ (r, r)Ii

]
+ F (u)1/2 − F (u)N+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

JF (u)Ki+1/2

− f̂1/2u
+
1/2 + f̂N+1/2u

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

f̂i+1/2JuKi+1/2

+
1

2

N−1∑
i=1

JrK2i+1/2 +
1

2
(r+1/2)

2.

(3.20)

Clearly, if (uh, ph, qh, rh) is a solution of scheme (3.4)-(3.7), then

B(uh, ph, qh, rh; v, w, z, s) = 0 for any (v, w, z, s) ∈ V k
h .

By using the Young’s inequality in (3.20), we have

((uh)t, uh)L2(Ω) +

N−1∑
i=1

JF (uh)Ki+1/2 + F (uh)1/2 − F (uh)N+1/2 + ∥ph∥2L2(Ω) +
(
∆(α−2)/2qh, qh

)
Ii

+ ∥rh∥2L2(Ω) − (f̂h)1/2(uh)
+
1/2 + (f̂h)N+1/2(uh)

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

(f̂h)i+1/2JuhKi+1/2

+
1

2
((rh)

+
1/2)

2 +
1

2

N−1∑
i=1

JrhK2i+1/2

≤ε ∥ph∥2L2(Ω) + c1(ε) ∥qh∥2L2(Ω) + ε ∥rh∥2L2(Ω) + c2(ε) ∥uh∥2L2(Ω) ,

(3.21)

where we have used the Lemma 2.7, and ci, i = 1, 2 are constants and ε > 0. Given that f̂(u−
h , u

+
h )

is a monotone flux, exhibiting non-decreasing behavior in its first argument and non-increasing
behavior in its second argument, we have

JF (uh)Ki+1/2 − (f̂h)i+1/2JuhKi+1/2 > 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1.

With the help of Lemma 2.5, the estimate (3.21) reduces to

(ut, uh)L2(Ω) + F (uh)1/2 − F (uh)N+1/2 − (f̂h)1/2u
+
1/2 + (f̂h)N+1/2(uh)

−
N+1/2 ≤ C ∥uh∥2L2(Ω) ,

where we have omitted the positive terms on the left-hand side. Imposing the boundary conditions,
we obtain

1

2

d

dt
∥uh∥2L2(Ω) ≤ C ∥uh∥2L2(Ω) . (3.22)

Using the Gronwall’s inequality, (3.22) yields the estimate

∥uh(·, T )∥L2(Ω) ≤ e−2CT
∥∥u0

h

∥∥
L2(Ω)

,

where the constant C is independent of uh. Hence the L2-stability is established. □

Remark 3.5. Following the Remark 3.2, we can extend our stability analysis for an alternate
choice of Neumann boundary condition consider in (3.7). More precisely, let us consider the
boundary data Ux(a, t) = Ux(b, t). We observe that setting r̂1/2 = r+1/2 and r̂N+1/2 = r−N+1/2

implies r+1/2 = r−N+1/2, resulting in 1
2 (r

+
1/2)

2 − 1
2 (r

−
N+1/2)

2 = 0. From (3.18), the stability estimate

follows. Alternatively, if we consider the boundary data U(b, t) = ρ(t), we can choose r̂N+1/2 = ρ(t),
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leading to 1
2 (r

−
N+1/2)

2 = 1
2ρ(t)

2 and subsequently, the stability estimate can be derived from (3.18).

These alternative choices of flux functions enrich our understanding of the stability under various
boundary conditions.

We derive an estimate for the L2-error of the approximate solution uh by using the aforementioned
stability result. This process unfolds in two steps: initially focusing on the linear convection term
f(u) = λu, λ ≥ 0 (see [57]), and then utilizing the linear case estimate to establish the error
estimate for the non-linear case [55]. In particular, we can take λ ≤ 0 with the modification in the
numerical flux by setting p̂h = p−h and ûh = u+

h . It is worthwhile to mention that error analysis for
(1.1) differs from [57, 55] in choosing the test functions and estimating the fractional term.

We begin with by defining the projection operators into V k
h . For any g ∈ L2(Ω), which is

sufficiently smooth, we define∫
Ii

(P±g(x)− g(x))y(x) dx = 0 ∀ y ∈ P k−1(Ii), i = 1, 2, · · · , N, and (P±u)±i∓1/2 = u(x±
i∓1/2),∫

Ii

(Pg(x)− g(x))y(x) dx = 0 ∀ y ∈ P k(Ii), i = 1, 2, · · · , N, (3.23)

where P± are special projection operators and P is the standard L2 projection. Let U be an exact
solution of (1.1) and uh be an approximate solution obtained by the LDG scheme (3.4)-(3.7). We
denote

P−
h u = P−U − uh, P+

h p = P+P − ph, Phq = PQ− qh, P+
h r = P+R− rh,

and

P−
e U = P−U − U, P+

e P = P+P − P, PeQ = PQ−Q, P+
e R = P+R−R.

If f(u) = λu, then f̂h = f̂(u−
h , u

+
h ) =

λ
2 (u

−
h + u+

h )−
|λ|
2 (u+

h − u−
h ). This is the Lax-Friedrichs flux

with |f ′(u)| = |λ| and the scheme (3.4) reduces to

((uh)t, v)Ii = (λuh + ph, vx)Ii −
(
f̂hv + p̂hv

)
|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,

(ph, w)Ii =
(
∆(α−2)/2qh, w

)
Ii
,

(qh, z)Ii = − (rh, zx)Ii + (r̂hz) |
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,

(r, s)Ii = − (uh, sx)Ii + (ûhs) |
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

,(
u0
h, v
)
Ii
= (U0, v)Ii ,

(3.24)

and the associated compact form can be represented as

Bλ(u, p, q, r; v, w, z, s) =

N∑
i=1

[
(ut, v)Ii − (λu+ p, vx)Ii

+ (p, w)Ii −
(
∆(α−2)/2q, w

)
Ii

+ (q, z)Ii + (r, zx)Ii + (r, s)Ii + (u, sx)Ii

+
(
(f̂ + p̂)v

)
|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

− (r̂z) |
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

− (ûs) |
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

]
,

(3.25)

where numerical fluxes û, p̂, r̂ are defined by (3.5) and boundary fluxes by (3.7). Let us consider

equations (3.20) with f(u) = λu, λ ≥ 0 and f̂(u−, u+) = λ
2 (u

− + u+)− |λ|
2 (u+ − u−) = λu−. As a
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consequence, the compact form transforms to

Bλ(u, p, q, r;u,−q + p+ r, u+ r, r − p) =

N∑
i=1

[
(ut, u)Ii − (p, q)Ii + (p, p)Ii +

(
∆(α−2)/2q, q

)
Ii

−
(
∆(α−2)/2q, p

)
Ii
−
(
∆(α−2)/2q, r

)
Ii
+ (q, u)Ii + (q, r)Ii

+ (r, r)Ii

]
+ F (u)1/2 − F (u)N+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

JF (u)Ki+1/2

− f̂1/2u
+
1/2 + f̂N+1/2u

−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

f̂i+1/2JuKi+1/2

+
1

2

N−1∑
i=1

JrK2i+1/2 +
1

2
(r+1/2)

2.

(3.26)

The following lemma will be instrumental for the subsequent error analysis.

Lemma 3.6 (See [52]). Let U ∈ C∞
c (Ω) and uh be an approximation of U in V k

h (Ω). Further
assume that (uh, v)Ii = (U, v)Ii , ∀v ∈ P k(Ii), i = 1, 2, · · · , N . For 0 < s < 1, the following
estimate holds ∥∥∆−s/2U −∆−s/2uh

∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ Chk+1, (3.27)

where C is a constant independent of h.

Theorem 3.7. Let U be a sufficiently smooth exact solution of equation (1.1) with f(u) = λu,
λ ≥ 0. Let uh be an approximate solution obtained by the LDG scheme (3.25). Then the following
error estimate holds

∥U − uh∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chk+ 1
2 , (3.28)

provided h is sufficiently small, and C is a constant independent of h.

Proof. We define

P = ∆(α−2)/2Q, Q = Rx, R = Ux.

Then U, P, Q and R satisfy (3.25), i.e.

Bλ(U,P,Q,R; v, w, z, s) = 0, for all v, w, z, s ∈ V k
h .

Since f(u) = λu, the equation (1.1) becomes linear and Bλ transforms into a bilinear operator.
Assume that (uh, ph, qh, rh) ∈ V k

h satisfies (3.24). Then we have

Bλ(uh, ph, qh, rh; v, w, z, s) = 0, for all (v, w, z, s) ∈ V k
h .

Hence we formulate the error equation

Bλ(U − uh, P − ph, Q− qh, R− rh; v, w, z, s) = 0 for all (v, w, z, s) ∈ V k
h .

The error can be represented as U − uh = P−
h u− P−

e U . Consequently, for all (v, w, z, s) ∈ V k
h , we

have the following identity

Bλ(P−
h u,P+

h p,Phq,P+
h r; v, w, z, s) = Bλ(P−

e U,P+
e P,PeQ,P+

e R; v, w, z, s). (3.29)

We choose (v, w, z, s) = (P−
h u,−Phq + P+

h p + P+
h r,P−

h u + P+
h r,P+

h r − P+
h p) in equation (3.29).

Taking into account the bilinear form (3.26), the left hand side of the identity (3.29) can be
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represented as

Bλ(P−
h u,P+

h p,Phq,P+
h r;P−

h u,−Phq + P+
h p+ P+

h r,P−
h u+ P+

h r,P+
h r − P+

h p)

=

N∑
i=1

[ (
(P−

h u)t,P−
h u
)
Ii
−
(
P+
h p,Phq

)
Ii
+
(
P+
h p,P+

h p
)
Ii
+
(
∆(α−2)/2Phq,Phq

)
Ii

−
(
∆(α−2)/2Phq,P+

h p
)
Ii
−
(
∆(α−2)/2Phq,P+

h r
)
Ii
+
(
Phq,P−

h u
)
Ii
+
(
Phq,P+

h r
)
Ii

+
(
P+
h r,P+

h r
)
Ii

]
+

N−1∑
i=1

(
JF (P−

h u)Ki+1/2 − f̂i+1/2JP−
h uKi+1/2

)
+ F (P−

h u)1/2 − F (P−
h u)N+1/2 − f̂1/2(P−

h u)+1/2 + f̂N+1/2(P−
h u)−N+1/2

+
1

2

N−1∑
i=1

JP+
h rK2i+1/2 +

1

2
((P+

h r)+1/2)
2,

(3.30)

and from equation (3.25), the right hand side of the identity (3.29) can be written as

Bλ(P−
e U,P+

e P,PeQ,P+
e R;P−

h u,−Phq + P+
h p+ P+

h r,P−
h u+ P+

h r,P+
h r − P+

h p)

=
N∑
i=1

[ (
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
Ii
−
(
λP−

e U + P+
e P, (P−

h u)x
)
Ii
+
(
P+
e P,−Phq + P+

h p+ P+
h r
)
Ii

−
(
∆(α−2)/2(PeQ),−Phq + P+

h p+ P+
h r
)
Ii
+
(
PeQ,P−

h u+ P+
h r
)
Ii

+
(
P+
e R, (P−

h u+ P+
h r)x

)
Ii
+
(
P+
e R,P+

h r − P+
h p
)
Ii
+
(
P−
e U, (P+

h r − P+
h p)x

)
Ii

]
+ IF(P−

e U,P+
e P,P+

e R;P−
h u,P−

h u+ P+
h r,P+

h r − P+
h p),

(3.31)

where numerical flux at interfaces IF is given by (3.12) with f̂h = f̂(u−
h , u

+
h ) =

λ
2 (u

−
h + u+

h ) −
|λ|
2 (u+

h − u−
h ). We observe that

(P−
h u)x ∈ P k−1(Ii), P−

h u+ P+
h r ∈ P k(Ii),

(P−
h u+ P+

h r)x ∈ P k−1(Ii), (P+
h r − P+

h p)x ∈ P k−1(Ii),

for all i = 1, 2, · · · , N . Since U , P , Q and R are sufficiently smooth, applying the projection
operators introduced in (3.23), we have(

λP−
e U + P+

e P, (P−
h u)x

)
Ii
= 0,

(
PeQ,P−

h u+ P+
h r
)
Ii
= 0,(

P+
e R, (P−

h u+ P+
h r)x

)
Ii
= 0,

(
P−
e U, (P+

h r − P+
h p)x

)
Ii
= 0,

and at the interfaces

(λP−
e U)−i+1/2 = 0, (P+

e P )+i−1/2 = 0, (P+
e R)+i−1/2 = 0,

and the approximation theory on the point values [8, Section 3.2] yields

(λP−
e U)−i−1/2 ≤ Chk+1

i , (P+
e P )+i+1/2 ≤ Chk+1

i , (P+
e R)+i+1/2 ≤ Chk+1

i ,

for all i = 1, 2, · · · , N . Therefore, for the fluxes at interfaces, we have

IF(P−
e U,P+

e P,P+
e R;P−

h u,P−
h u+ P+

h r,P+
h r − P+

h p) ≤ C

N∑
i=1

h2k+2
i ≤ C(Ω)h2k+1.

With the help of the above estimate, the bilinear form (3.31) can be estimated as

Bλ(P−
e U,P+

e P,PeQ,P+
e R;P−

h u,−Phq + P+
h p+ P+

h r,P−
h u+ P+

h r,P+
h r − P+

h p)

≤
N∑
i=1

[ (
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
Ii
+
(
∆(α−2)/2(PeQ)− (P+

e P ),Phq − P+
h p− P+

h r
)
Ii
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+
(
P+
e R,P+

h r − P+
h p
)
Ii

]
+ C(Ω)h2k+1. (3.32)

Using the Young’s inequality and also the triangle inequality, Lemma 3.6 and approximation
theorem in [8, Section 3.2] in equation (3.32), we get

Bλ(P−
e U,P+

e P,PeQ,P+
e R;P−

h u,−Phq + P+
h p+ P+

h r,P−
h u+ P+

h r,P+
h r − P+

h p)

≤
(
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

+ c1(ϵ)h
2k+2 + ϵ

(
∥Phq∥2L2(Ω) +

∥∥P+
h p
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥P+

h r
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

)
+ c2(ϵ)h

2k+2 + ϵ
(∥∥P+

h r
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥P+

h p
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

)
+ C(Ω)h2k+1.

(3.33)

where c1 and c2 are constants and ϵ > 0. Equation (3.29) implies

Bλ(P−
h u,P+

h p,Phq,P+
h r;P−

h u,−Phq + P+
h p+ P+

h r,P−
h u+ P+

h r,P+
h r − P+

h p)

≤
(
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

+ c1(ϵ)h
2k+2 + ϵ

(
∥Phq∥2L2(Ω) +

∥∥P+
h p
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥P+

h r
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

)
+ c2(ϵ)h

2k+2 + ϵ
(∥∥P+

h r
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥P+

h p
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

)
+ C(Ω)h2k+1.

(3.34)

Incorporating (3.30) in (3.34), and omitting the positive terms on the left-hand side, yields(
(P−

h u)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥P+

h r
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥P+

h p
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
(
∆(α−2)/2Phq,Phq

)
L2(Ω)

≤
(
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

+ C(Ω)h2k+1 + ϵ
∥∥P+

h p
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+ c1(ϵ) ∥Phq∥2L2(Ω)

+ ϵ
∥∥P+

h r
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+ c2(ϵ)
∥∥P−

h u
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

,

(3.35)

where we have again used the Young’s inequality, Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.8. Furthermore, we
have

1

2

d

dt

∥∥P−
h u
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

≤
(
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

+ C(Ω)h2k+1 + C
∥∥P−

h u
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

.

Since
∥∥P−

h u(·, 0)
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

= 0, using the standard approximation theory associated to the projection

operator [8, Section 3.2] and Gronwall’s inequality, we have

∥U − uh∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chk+ 1
2 .

This completes the proof. □

We extend the previous error estimate to accommodate a more general non-linear convection
term. In the process of formulating the error estimate for the nonlinear fractional KdV equation
(1.1), we introduce few lemmas concerning the measure between physical flux f and numerical flux

f̂h. Subsequently, we present our main result.

Lemma 3.8 (See Lemma 3.1 in [59]). Let ξ ∈ L2(Ω) be any piecewise smooth function. On each
interface of elements and the boundary point, we define

β(f̂ ; ξ) := β(f̂ ; ξ−, ξ+) =

{
JξK−1(f({{ξ}})− f̂(ξ)), if JξK ̸= 0,
1
2 |f

′({{ξ}})|, if JξK = 0,

where f̂(ξ) = f̂(ξ−, ξ+) is a monotone numerical flux consistent with the given flux f . Then β(f̂ ; ξ)
is bounded and nonnegative for any (ξ−, ξ+) ∈ R. Moreover, we have

1

2
|f ′({{ξ}})| ≤ β(f̂ ; ξ) + C∗|JξK|,

−1

8
f ′′({{ξ}})|JξK ≤ β(f̂ ; ξ) + C∗|JξK|2.
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Borrowing the idea from [55], our aim is to find the estimate for nonlinear flux f(u). To do this,
we define

N∑
i=1

Fi(f ;U, uh; v) :=

N∑
i=1

∫
Ii

(
f(U)− f(uh)

)
vx dx+

N∑
i=1

((
f(U)− f({{uh}})

)
JvK
)
i+1/2

+

N∑
i=1

(
(f({{uh}})− f̂)JvK

)
i+1/2

. (3.36)

Lemma 3.9 (See Corollary 3.6 in [55]). Let the operator Fi be defined by (3.36). Then the following
estimate holds:

N∑
i=1

Fi(f ;U, uh; v) ≤ −1

4
β(f̂ ;uh)JvK2 +

(
C + C∗(∥v∥L∞(Ω + h−1 ∥U − uh∥2L∞(Ω))

)
∥v∥2L2(Ω)

+ (C + C∗h
−1 ∥U − uh∥2L∞(Ω))h

2k+1.

Similar to [55], we deal with the nonlinear flux f(u) by making an a priori assumption. Let h
be small enough and k ≥ 1 such that

∥U − uh∥L2(Ω) ≤ h. (3.37)

The above assumption is unnecessary for linear flux f(u) = λu.

Theorem 3.10. Let U be sufficiently smooth exact solution of (1.1) in Ω. Assume that the
nonlinear flux f ∈ C3(Ω). Let uh be an approximate solution obtained by the semi-discrete LDG
scheme (3.4)-(3.7) with auxiliary variables ph, qh, rh. Suppose V k

h is a space of piecewise polynomials
of degree k ≥ 1 defined by (3.3). Then for small enough h, there holds the following error estimate

∥U − uh∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chk+1/2, (3.38)

where C is a constant depending on time T > 0, k and the bounds on the derivatives |f (m)|,
m = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. We define P,Q and R as

P = ∆(α−2)/2Q, Q = Rx, R = Ux.

It is straightforward to observe that for any (v, w, z, s) ∈ V k
h ,

B(U,P,Q,R; v, w, z, s) = B(uh, ph, qh, rh; v, w, z, s) = 0,

where the compact form B is defined in (3.10). Taking λ = 0 in (3.25), we obtain

B(U,P,Q,R; v, w, z, s)− B(uh, ph, qh, rh; v, w, z, s)

= Bλ(U,P,Q,R; v, w, z, s)− Bλ(uh, ph, qh, rh; v, w, z, s)−
N∑
i=1

Fi(f ;U, uh; v)

= Bλ(U − uh, P − ph, Q− qh, R− rh; v, w, z, s)−
N∑
i=1

Fi(f ;U, uh; v) = 0.

Choosing the test function (v, w, z, s) = (P−
h u,−Phq + P+

h p+ P+
h r,P−

h u+ P+
h r,P+

h r − P+
h p) and

using the fact that U − uh = P−
h u− P−

e U , the above identity yields

Bλ(P−
h u,P+

h p,Phq,P+
h r;P−

h u,−Phq + P+
h p+ P+

h r,P−
h u+ P+

h r,P+
h r − P+

h p)

= Bλ(P−
e U,P+

e P,PeQ,P+
e R;P−

h u,−Phq + P+
h p+ P+

h r,P−
h u+ P+

h r,P+
h r − P+

h p)

+

N∑
i=1

Fi(f ;U, uh;P−
h u).

From equation (3.26), (3.35) and Lemma 3.9, we end up with the following inequality(
(P−

h u)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥P+

h r
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥P+

h p
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
(
∆ (α−2)

2
Phq,Phq

)
L2(Ω)
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+
1

4
β(f̂ ;P−

h u)JP−
h uK2

≤
(
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

+ C(Ω)h2k+1 + ϵ
∥∥P+

h p
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+ c1(ϵ) ∥Phq∥2L2(Ω) + ϵ
∥∥P+

h r
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+ c2(ϵ)
∥∥P−

h u
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
(
C + C∗

(∥∥P−
h u
∥∥
L∞(Ω)

+ h−1 ∥U − uh∥2L∞(Ω)

))∥∥P−
h u
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+ (C + C∗h
−1 ∥U − uh∥2∞)h2k+1,

where c1, c2 are constants and ϵ > 0. Utilizing the inverse property ∥u∥L∞(Ω) ≤ h−1/2 ∥u∥L2(Ω)

and priori assumption (3.37), we obtain the estimate

h−1 ∥U − uh∥2L∞(Ω) h
2k+1 ≤ h−2 ∥U − uh∥2L2(Ω) h

2k+1 ≤ h2k+1.

Using Lemma 2.5 and the positivity of β from Lemma 3.8, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∥∥P−
h u
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

≤
(
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

+ C(Ω)h2k+1 + C
∥∥P−

h u
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

.

Since
∥∥P−

h u(·, 0)
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

= 0, again integrating with respect to t, we have

1

2

∥∥P−
h u(·, T )

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

≤
∫ T

0

(
(P−

e U)t,P−
h u
)
L2(Ω)

dt+ C(T,Ω)h2k+1 + C

∫ T

0

∥∥P−
h u(·, t)

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

dt.

Using the standard approximation theory of the projection operator [8] and Gronwall’s inequality,
we obtain the desired estimate (3.38). □

Remark 3.11. We have chosen an alternative flux at the interfaces of elements for û, p̂, and r̂ to
obtain the L2-stability and error estimate for the nonlinear flux f . Another choice of fluxes is the
central flux, sometimes referred to conservative flux, given by

p̂h = {{ph}}, r̂h = {{rh}}, ûh = {{uh}}.

Both choices of fluxes can be used, and the L2-stability and error estimates can be derived for the
central flux with straightforward adjustments to the proofs presented earlier. These adjustments
involve the following calculations:

N∑
i=1

(up)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

= −u+
1/2p

+
1/2 + u−

N+1/2p
−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

{{u}}i+1/2JpKi+1/2 −
N−1∑
i=1

{{p}}i+1/2JuKi+1/2

and
N∑
i=1

(ur)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

= −u+
1/2r

+
1/2 + u−

N+1/2r
−
N+1/2 −

N−1∑
i=1

{{u}}i+1/2JrKi+1/2 −
N−1∑
i=1

{{r}}i+1/2JuKi+1/2.

To prove conservative properties for the semi-discrete scheme (3.4) with conservative fluxes is a
complicated task, see [5] for more details. However, our numerical implementation have revealed that
the alternative fluxes consistently preform better than the central fluxes in terms of computational
efficiency. Although our current approach has yielded a convergence rate of k + 1

2 , it is essential to

note that different choices of numerical flux for f̂ can impact the convergence rate significantly.
This aspect, along with a fully discrete DG method with homogeneous mixed boundary conditions,
will be explored in our future work.

4. LDG for multiple dimension case

In this section, we extend the LDG scheme to multiple space dimensional equations involving
fractional Laplacian in each direction. We consider the following Cauchy problem:Ut +

d∑
i=1

fi(U)xi
−

d∑
i=1

(−∆)
αi/2
i Uxi

= 0, x := (x1, x2, · · · , xd) ∈ Rd, t ∈ (0, T ],

U(x, 0) = U0d(x), x ∈ Rd,

(4.1)

where T > 0 is fixed, U0d represents the prescribed periodic initial condition, and U is the

unknown solution. The non-local integro-differential operator −(−∆)
αi/2
i in (4.1) denotes the
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one-dimensional fractional Laplacian acting on the i-th component xi, for i = 1, 2, · · · , d, defined
as in Section 2. More precisely

−(−∆)
α/2
i u(x) =

∂α

∂|xi|α
u(x) = −−∞Dα

xi
u(x) + xiD

α
∞u(x)

2 cos
(
αiπ
2

) , 1 < αi < 2. (4.2)

The left and right Riemann-Liouville derivatives in the i-th component are given by

−∞Dα
xi
u(x) =

1

Γ(n− α)

(
d

dxi

)n ∫ xi

−∞
(xi − t)n−αi−1u(x1, · · · , xi−1, t, xi+1, · · · , xd) dt, (4.3)

xi
Dα

∞u(x) =
1

Γ(n− αi)

(
− d

dxi

)n ∫ ∞

xi

(t− xi)
n−αi−1u(x1, · · · , xi−1, t, xi+1, · · · , xd) dt, (4.4)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , d and n− 1 < αi < n, respectively. We decompose the fractional Laplacian (4.2)
as

−(−∆)
α/2
i u(x) =

d

dxi

(
∆i

αi−2

2

du(x)

dxi

)
=

d2

dxi
2

(
∆i

αi−2

2

u(x)
)
, (4.5)

where the fractional integral ∆i
−s/2, 0 < s < 1 is given by

∆i
−s/2u(x) =

−∞D−s
xi

u(x) + xiD
−s
∞ u(x)

2 cos
(
sπ
2

) . (4.6)

We discretize the domain Ωd =

(
d∏

i=1

Ii
)
, where Ii = [−1, 1], i = 1, 2, · · · , d. It is worth noting

that assuming the unit box as the domain simplifies the understanding of the method, but it is not
essential. We denote the triangulation Td of Ωd as follows:

Td := {Dτ : Dτ are non-overlapping polyhedra covering Ωd completely, τ = 1, 2, · · · ,Nd},

where Nd is the total number of triangles (we write triangle instead of polyhedra). We do not
consider hanging nodes. Associated with the triangulation Td, we define the broken Sobolev spaces
as follows:

H1(Ωd, T ) := {v : Ωd → R such that v|Dτ ∈ H1(Dτ ), τ = 1, 2, · · · ,Nd}.

For a function v ∈ H1(Ωd, T ), we denote the value of v evaluated from the inside of the triangle
Dτ by vint,τ and from the outside of the triangle Dτ by vext,τ . We define the finite-dimensional
discontinuous piecewise polynomial space V k

d ⊂ H1(Ωd, T ) as

V k
d = {v : Ωd → R such that v|Dτ ∈ P k(Dτ ), ∀τ = 1, 2, · · · ,Nd} (4.7)

and the finite element space W k
d as the space of tensor product of piecewise polynomials with

degree at most k in each variable on every element, i.e.

W k
d = {v : Ωd → R such that v ∈ Qk

(
d∏

i=1

Iiji

)
, ∀ji = 1, 2, · · · , Ni and i = 1, · · · , d}, (4.8)

where Iiji = [xi
ji−

1
2

, xi
ji+

1
2

] is a partition of interval Ii for ji = 1, 2, · · · , Ni, and Ni is the total

number of partition of interval Ii for all i = 1, · · · , d, and Qk is the space of tensor products of one
dimensional polynomials of degree up to k.

Now, we introduce the auxiliary variables P = (P1, P2, · · · , Pd), Q = (Q1, Q2, · · · , Qd), and
R = (R1, R2, · · · , Rd) such that

Pi = ∆i
(αi−2)/2Qi, Qi = (Ri)xi

, Ri = Uxi
, i = 1, 2, · · · , d.
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With this definition, the equation (4.1) can be rewritten as a system of equations

Ut = −
d∑

i=1

(fi(U) + Pi)xi
,

Pi = ∆i
(αi−2)/2Qi, i = 1, 2, · · · , d,

Qi = (Ri)xi , i = 1, 2, · · · , d,
Ri = Uxi

, i = 1, 2, · · · , d.

(4.9)

Now, employing a methodology akin to that of the preceding section, we present the LDG scheme.
Our objective is to determine approximations (uh,ph,qh, rh) := (uh, (p1h , · · · , pdh

), (q1h , · · · , qdh
),

(r1h , · · · , rdh
)) ∈ H1(0, T ;V k

d )× (L2(0, T ;V k
d ))d × (L2(0, T ;V k

d ))d × (L2(0, T ;V k
d ))d =: (T4 × Vk

d )
d

to the exact solution (U,P,Q,R) of (4.9). This is subject to the condition that for all test
functions v ∈ H1(0, T ;V k

d ) and wi, zi, si ∈ L2(0, T ;V k
d ), for all i = 1, 2, · · · , d, the following system

of equations holds for τ = 1, 2, · · · ,Nd:∫
Dτ

(uh)tv dx =

d∑
i=1

∫
Dτ

(
fi(uh) + (pi)h

)
vxi

dx−
∫
∂Dτ

(f̂h,nτ
+ p̂h,τ )v

int,τ dξ,∫
Dτ

pihwi dx =

∫
Dτ

∆i
(αi−2)/2qihwi dx, i = 1, 2, · · · , d,∫

Dτ

qihzi dx = −
∫
Dτ

rih(zi)xi
dx+

∫
∂Dτ

(r̂i)h,τz
int,τ dξ, i = 1, 2, · · · , d,∫

Dτ

rihsi dx = −
∫
Dτ

uh(si)xi
dx+

∫
∂Dτ

(ûi)h,τs
int,τ dξ, i = 1, 2, · · · , d,∫

Dτ

u0d
h v dx =

∫
Dτ

U0dv dx,

(4.10)

where ∂Dτ is the boundary of Dτ , and “the hats” are numerical fluxes which are defined by the
following:

f̂h,nτ = f̂h,nτ (u
int,τ , uext,τ ), p̂h,τ =

d∑
i=1

p+ihni,τ , (r̂i)h,τ = r+ihni,τ , (ûi)h,τ = u−
h ni,τ ,

(4.11)
for i = 1, 2, · · · , d and at the boundary of Ωd, choice of fluxes is obvious as U has compact
support. In this context, nτ = (n1,τ , n2,τ , · · · , nd,τ ) signifies the outward unit normal vector for
the triangle Dτ along its boundary ∂Dτ . The terms p+ih and r+ih denote the values of pih and rih
respectively, calculated from the plus side along an edge e (of element Dτ ), typically formed by
the boundaries of two adjacent elements. For a more detailed illustration, refer to [57, Figure 3.1].

The function f̂h,nτ (u
int,τ , uext,τ ) represents a monotone flux, which maintains Lipschitz continuity

in both arguments. It aligns with fnτ
(U) =

d∑
i=1

fi(U)ni,τ and behaves as a decreasing function in

uint,τ while being an increasing function in uext,τ . As an example, we select the Lax-Friedrichs flux

f̂h,nτ
(uint,τ , uext,τ ) =

1

2

(
d∑

i=1

(
fi(u

int,τ ) + fi(u
ext,τ )

)
ni,τ − γ(uext,τ − uint,τ )

)
, (4.12)

γ = max
U

|f ′
nτ

(U)|,

where the maximum is taken over relevant range of U .

Remark 4.1. We would like to remark that our further analysis applies specifically to the finite
element space W k

d , and not to the standard k-th degree polynomial space V k
d . The reason for this

distinction is that our primary technique involves a special tensor projection, denoted as P±, which
effectively removes certain jump terms that arise from higher-order derivative terms. However, in
our numerical experiments in section 6, we confirm the optimal order of convergence for the LDG
method when applied to V k

d .
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4.1. Error estimate. We would like to derive an error estimate for the equation (4.1). For
simplicity, let us consider it in two dimension, i.e. d = 2 with the notation (x, y) := (x1, x2). The
following analysis can be extended to the higher dimension case with the same line of technique.
Thus the equation (4.1) reads

{
Ut + f1(U)x + f2(U)y − (−∆)

α1/2
1 Ux − (−∆)

α2/2
2 Uy = 0, (x, y) ∈ Ω2, t ∈ (0, T ],

U(x, y, 0) = U0(x, y), (x, y) ∈ Ω2.
(4.13)

The semi-discrete LDG scheme (4.10) can be rewritten in the finite element space W k
d as: find

the approximations uh, p1h , p2h , q1h , q2h , r1h , r2h ∈ W d
h to the exact solution (U,P1, P2, Q1, Q2,

R1, R2) of (4.9) such that ∀v, w1, w2, z1, z2, s1, s2 ∈ W d
h and ji = 1, 2, · · · , Ni, i = 1, 2, we have

the following system of equations

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(uh)tv dy dx =

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(
f1(uh) + p1h

)
vx dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(
f2(uh) + p2h

)
vy dy dx

−
∫
I2
j2

(
(f̂1 + p̂1h)v

−)
j1+

1
2 ,y

dy +

∫
I2
j2

(
(f̂1 + p̂1h)v

+
)
j1− 1

2 ,y
dy

−
∫
I1
j1

(
(f̂2 + p̂2h)v

−)
x,j2+

1
2

dx+

∫
I1
j1

(
(f̂2 + p̂2h)v

+
)
x,j2− 1

2

dx,∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

pihwi dy dx =

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

∆i
(αi−2)/2qihwi dy dx, i = 1, 2,∫

I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

q1hz1 dy dx = −
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

r1h(z1)x dy dx+

∫
I2
j2

(r̂1z
−
1 )j1+ 1

2 ,y
dy −

∫
I2
j2

(r̂2z
+
1 )j1− 1

2 ,y
dy,∫

I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

q2hz2 dy dx = −
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

r2h(z2)y dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

(r̂2z
−
2 )x,j2+ 1

2
dx−

∫
I1
j1

(r̂2z
+
2 )x,j2− 1

2
dx,∫

I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

r1hs1 dy dx = −
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

uh(s1)x dy dx+

∫
I2
j2

(ûhs
−
1 )j1+ 1

2 ,y
dy −

∫
I2
j2

(ûhs
+
1 )j1− 1

2 ,y
dy,∫

I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

r2hs2 dy dx = −
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

uh(s2)y dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

(ûhs
−
2 )x,j2+ 1

2
dx−

∫
I1
j1

(ûhs
+
2 )x,j2− 1

2
dx,∫

I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

u0
hv dy dx =

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

U0v dy dx,

(4.14)

where “hat” terms in the above scheme are the numerical fluxes, which can be defined by

ûh = u−
h , p̂1h = p+1h , r̂1 = r+1h (4.15)

at interface {j1 + 1
2 , y}, j1 = 1, 2, · · · , N1 − 1 and

ûh = u−
h , p̂2h = p+2h , r̂2h = r+2h (4.16)

at interface {x, j2 + 1
2}, j2 = 1, 2, · · · , N2 − 1. Since U has compact support in Ω2, choice of fluxes

at the boundary of Ω2 is obvious. Further we choose any monotone fluxes for f̂1 = f̂1(u
−
h , u

+
h )

and f̂2 = f̂2(u
−
h , u

+
h ) at interface {j1 + 1

2 , y} and {x, j2 + 1
2} respectively, which have the uniform

dissipation property. To proceed further, we define the linear (in each component) compact form
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of the scheme (4.14)

B2(uh, p1h , p2h , q1h , q2h , r1h , r2h ; v, w1, w2, z1, z2, s1, s2)

=

N∑
j1=1

N∑
j2=1

[∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(uh)tv dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

p1hvx dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

p2hvy dy dx

+

∫
I2
j2

(p̂1hv
−)j1+ 1

2 ,y
dy −

∫
I2
j2

(p̂1hv
+)j1− 1

2 ,y
dy +

∫
I1
j1

(p̂2hv
−)x,j2+ 1

2
dx

−
∫
I1
j1

(p̂2hv
+)x,j2− 1

2
dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

p1hw1 dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

∆1
(α1−2)/2q1hw1 dy dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

p2hw2 dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

∆2
(α2−2)/2q2hw2 dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

q1hz1 dy dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

r1h(z1)x dy dx−
∫
I2
j2

(r̂1z
−
1 )j1+ 1

2 ,y
dy +

∫
I2
j2

(r̂2z
+
1 )j1− 1

2 ,y
dy

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

q2hz2 dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

r2h(z2)y dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

(r̂2z
−
2 )x,j2+ 1

2
dx

+

∫
I1
j1

(r̂2z
+
2 )x,j2− 1

2
dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

r1hs1 dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

uh(s1)x dy dx

−
∫
I2
j2

(ûhs
−
1 )j1+ 1

2 ,y
dy +

∫
I2
j2

(ûhs
+
1 )j1− 1

2 ,y
dy +

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

r2hs2 dy dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

uh(s2)y dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

(ûhs
−
2 )x,j2+ 1

2
dx+

∫
I1
j1

(ûhs
+
2 )x,j2− 1

2
dx

]
.

(4.17)

Lemma 4.2. For the linear form B2 defined by (4.17), we have the following estimate

B2(uh,p1h , p2h , q1h , q2h , r1h , r2h ;uh,−q1h + p1h + r1h ,−q2h + p2h + r2h , uh + r1h , uh + r2h ,

r1h − p1h , r2h − p2h)

=

N∑
j1=1

N∑
j2=1

[∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(uh)tv dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

p1hq1h dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

p2hq2h dy dx

+ ∥p1h∥
2
L2(I1

j1
×I2

j2
) + ∥p2h∥

2
L2(I1

j1
×I2

j2
) +

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(∆1
(α1−2)/2q1h)q1h dy dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(∆2
(α2−2)/2q2h)q2h dy dx−

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(∆1
(α1−2)/2q1h)p1h dy dx

−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(∆2
(α2−2)/2q2h)p2h dy dx−

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(∆1
(α1−2)/2q1h)r1h dy dx

−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(∆2
(α2−2)/2q2h)r2h dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

q1huh dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

q2huh dy dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

q1hr1h dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

q2hr2h dy dx+ ∥r1h∥
2
L2(I1

j1
×I2

j2
) + ∥r2h∥

2
L2(I1

j1
×I2

j2
)

]

+
1

2

N1−1∑
j1=1

Jr1hK2j1+1/2,y +
1

2

N2−1∑
j2=1

Jr2hK2x,j2+1/2 +
1

2
(r+1h1/2,y

)2 +
1

2
(r+2hx,1/2

)2.

(4.18)

Lemma 4.3. The LDG scheme (4.14)-(4.16) is L2-stable.

The proof of the above Lemma 4.2 and 4.3 follow the same line as in previous section for the
one dimension with the similar choices of test functions in both the direction, so we are omitting it.
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Following the approach from the one-dimensional case, we define the projection operators as in
[37]. Moreover, on a rectangle Ω2, we introduce the operators

Pv = Px ⊗ Pyv, P±v = P±
x ⊗ P±

y v, (4.19)

where the subscripts x and y indicate that the one-dimensional projections P and P± are defined
with respect to the corresponding variables. We enlisted some properties of the projection operators.
Let g ∈ L2(Ω2) be a sufficiently smooth function. Then we have

(1) L2-projection: ∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(
P±g(x, y)− g(x, y)

)
v(x, y) dy dx = 0, (4.20)

for any v ∈ (P k−1(I1j1)⊗ P k(I2j2)) ∪ (P k(I1j1)⊗ P k−1(I2j2)).
(2) At x-interface∫

I2
j2

(
P±g(x±

j1∓ 1
2

, y)− g(x±
j1∓ 1

2

, y)
)
v(x±

j1∓ 1
2

, y) dy = 0, ∀v ∈ Qk(I1j1 ⊗ I2j2). (4.21)

(3) At y-interface∫
I1
j1

(
P±g(x, x±

j2∓ 1
2

)− g(x, x±
j2∓ 1

2

)
)
v(x, x±

j2∓ 1
2

) dx = 0, ∀v ∈ Qk(I1j1 ⊗ I2j2). (4.22)

(4) Approximation of projection (4.19)

∥Pg − g∥L2(Ω2)
+ h ∥Pg − g∥L∞(Ω2)

+ h
1
2 ∥Pg − g∥Γh

≤ Chk+1, (4.23)

where C is a constant depends only on g.

We provide an error estimate for the LDG scheme (4.14)-(4.16) specifically tailored for two
dimensions. However, we opt not to reiterate the proof presented in the previous section concerning
one dimension. Instead, we present error equations and an energy inequality, which helps to follow
the proof in a similar structure, and for more details, we refer to [55].

Theorem 4.4. Let U be an exact solution of the Cauchy problem (4.13). We assume that U
is sufficiently smooth and nonlinear fluxes f1, f2 ∈ C3. Let uh be an approximate solution of U
obtained by the LDG scheme (4.14)-(4.16). Let W k

2 be the piecewise tensor product polynomials of
degree k ≥ 2. Then, the following error estimate holds for the small enough h

∥U − uh∥L2(Ω2)
≤ Chk+ 1

2 , (4.24)

where C = C
(
T, k, ∥U∥Hk , |f (m)

1 |, |f (m)
2 |

)
, m = 1, 2, 3.

We find the error equation for the scheme (4.14)-(4.16). As U,P1, P2, Q1, Q2, R1, R2 also satisfies
the scheme (4.14)-(4.16), we have the following cell error equation

Uj1j2(U, uh; v, s1, s2)−Fj1j2(f1, f2;U, uh; v) + Pj1j2(P1, p1h , P2, p2h ; v, w1, w2)

+Qj1j2(Q1, q1h , Q2, q2h ;w1, w2, z1, z2) +Rj1j2(R1, r1h , R2, r2h ; z1, z2, s1, s2) = 0,
(4.25)

where

Uj1j2(U, uh; v, s1, s2) =

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(U − uh)tv dy dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(U − uh)(s1)x dy dx−
∫
I2
j2

(
(U − ûh)s

−
1

)
j1+

1
2 ,y

dy

+

∫
I2
j2

(
(U − ûh)s

+
1

)
j1− 1

2 ,y
dy +

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(U − uh)(s2)y dy dx

−
∫
I1
j1

(
(U − ûh)s

−
2

)
x,j2+

1
2

dx+

∫
I1
j1

(
(U − ûh)s

+
2

)
x,j2− 1

2

dx,
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Fj1j2(f1, f2;U, uh; v) =

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(
f1(U)− f1(uh)

)
vx dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(
f2(U)− f2(uh)

)
vy dy dx

−
∫
I2
j2

(
(f1(U)− f̂1)v

−)
j1+

1
2 ,y

dy +

∫
I2
j2

(
(f1(U)− f̂1)v

+
)
j1− 1

2 ,y
dy

−
∫
I1
j1

(
(f2(U)− f̂2)v

−)
x,j2+

1
2

dx+

∫
I1
j1

(
(f2(U)− f̂2)v

+
)
x,j2− 1

2

dx,

Pj1j2(P1, p1h , P2, p2h ; v, w1, w2) =−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(P1 − p1h)vx dy dx−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(P2 − p2h)vy dy dx

+

∫
I2
j2

((P1 − p̂1h)v
−)j1+ 1

2 ,y
dy −

∫
I2
j2

(
(P1 − p̂1h)v

+
)
j1− 1

2 ,y
dy

+

∫
I1
j1

(
(P2 − p̂2h)v

−)
x,j2+

1
2

dx−
∫
I1
j1

(
(P2 − p̂2h)v

+
)
x,j2− 1

2

dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(P1 − p1h)w1 dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(P2 − p2h)w2 dy dx,

Qj1j2(Q1, q1h , Q2, q2h ;w1, w2, z1, z2) =−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

∆1
(α1−2)/2(Q1 − q1h)w1 dy dx

−
∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

∆2
(α2−2)/2(Q2 − q2h)w2 dy dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(Q1 − q1h)z1 dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(Q2 − q2h)z2 dy dx,

and

Rj1j2(R1, r1h , R2, r2h ; z1, z2, s1, s2) =

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(R1 − r1h)(z1)x dy dx−
∫
I2
j2

(
(R1 − r̂1)z

−
1

)
j1+

1
2 ,y

dy

+

∫
I2
j2

(
(R2 − r̂2)z

+
1

)
j1− 1

2 ,y
dy +

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(R2 − r2h)(z2)y dy dx

−
∫
I1
j1

(
(R2 − r̂2)z

−
2

)
x,j2+

1
2

dx+

∫
I1
j1

(
(R2 − r̂2)z

+
2

)
x,j2− 1

2

dx

+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(R1 − r1h)s1 dy dx+

∫
I1
j1

∫
I2
j2

(R2 − r2h)s2 dy dx,

for all v, w1, w2, z1, z2, s1, s2 ∈ W k
2 . Thus from the (4.17) and (4.25), we have an error equation

B2(U − uh, P1 − p1h , P2 − p2h , Q1 − q1h , Q2 − q2h , R1 − r1h , R2 − r2h ; v, w1, w2, z1, z2, s1, s2)

=

N∑
j1=1

N∑
j2=1

[
Uj1j2(U, uh; v, s1, s2) + Pj1j2(P1, p1h , P2, p2h ; v, w1, w2)

+Qj1j2(Q1, q1h , Q2, q2h ;w1, w2, z1, z2) +Rj1j2(R1, r1h , R2, r2h ; z1, z2, s1, s2)
]

=

N∑
j1=1

N∑
j2=1

Fj1j2(f, g;U, uh; v).

(4.26)

Now we define few notations related to the projection operators P and P± as follows

P±
h u = P±U − uh, Phu = PU − uh,

P±
h pi = P±Pi − pih , Phpi = PPi − pih , i = 1, 2,
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P±
h qi = P±Qi − qih , Phqi = PQi − qih , i = 1, 2,

P±
h ri = P±Ri − rih , Phri = PRi − rih , i = 1, 2,

P±
e U = P±U − U, PeU = PU − U,

P±
e pi = P±Pi − Pi, Pepi = PPi − Pi, i = 1, 2,

P±
e qi = P±Qi −Qi, Peqi = PQi −Qi, i = 1, 2,

P±
e ri = P±Ri −Ri, Peri = PRi −Ri, i = 1, 2.

We choose the test functions (v, w1, w2, z1, z2, s1, s2) = (P−
h u,−Phq1+P+

h p1+P+
h r1,−Phq2+P+

h p2+

P+
h r2,P

−
h u+ P+

h r1,P
−
h u+ P+

h r2,P
+
h r1 − P+

h p1,P
+
h r2 − P+

h p2) in the equation (4.26), also note that

U−uh = P±
h u−P±

e U (similarly for P,Q,R) and B2 is linear, we have the following energy inequality

B2
(
P±
h u,P

±
h p1,P

±
h p2,P

±
h q1,P

±
h q2,P

±
h r1,P

±
h r2;P

−
h u,−Phq1 + P+

h p1 + P+
h r1,−Phq2 + P+

h p2

+ P+
h r2,P

−
h u+ P+

h r1,P
−
h u+ P+

h r2,P
+
h r1 − P+

h p1,P
+
h r2 − P+

h p2
)

=B2
(
P±
e U,P±

e P1,P±
e P2,P±

e Q1,P±
e Q2,P±

e R1,P±
e R2;P−

h u,−Phq1 + P+
h p1 + P+

h r1,

− Phq2 + P+
h p2 + P+

h r2,P
−
h u+ P+

h r1,P
−
h u+ P+

h r2,P
+
h r1 − P+

h p1,P
+
h r2 − P+

h p2
)

+

N∑
j1=1

N∑
j2=1

Fj1j2(f, g;U, uh;P−
h u).

(4.27)

To figure out the estimates for the nonlinear fluxes f1 and f2, we need an a priori assumption
assumption stronger than the one-dimensional case. Specifically, for sufficiently small h, we assume
the following condition holds

∥U − uh∥L2(Ω2)
≤ h3/2. (4.28)

This stronger assumption is necessary due to the following inverse inequality in two dimensions,
which are characterized by the bound

∥u∥L∞(Ω2)
≤ Ch−1 ∥u∥L2(Ω2)

.

The assumption is the reason that we need k ≥ 2 restriction in the Theorem 4.4. Although, a
priori assumption is not necessary for the linear fluxes f1 and f2.

It is now clear that the linear part B2 corresponds to Bλ, and the nonlinear part Fj1j2 corresponds
to Fi for the one-dimensional problem outlined in the preceding section. The proof of Theorem 4.4
follows a similar approach to that of the one-dimensional case, where we establish estimates for
equation (4.27) incorporating the Lemma 4.2. We refrain from restating these bounds here.

5. Stability analysis of fully discrete LDG schemes

In this section, we focus on the stability analysis with an explicit fourth-order Runge-Kutta time
discretization. The spatial stability of LDG schemes are demonstrated in Section 3. It is worth
mentioning that the stability analysis under the higher-order time discretizations is a challenging
task, and at present we have pursued this analysis exclusively in the linear case. In particular,
for simplicity, we choose the flux function f(U) = 0. In order to carry out the stability analysis,
we define the LDG operators Dh

± and Dh
α for approximating first order derivatives and fractional

integral form

(Dh
±e, g) = −(e, gx)−

N−1∑
i=1

e±i+1/2JgKi+1/2, ∀e, g ∈ V k
h ,

(Dh
αe, g) =

(
∆α−2

2
e, g
)
, ∀e, g ∈ V k

h .

(5.1)
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In the above definitions, we are assuming either e+1/2 = 0 = g−N+1/2 or e−N+1/2 = 0 = g+1/2. The

following result states the behavior of the operator Dh+

.

Proposition 5.1 (Antisymmetry). The LDG operators Dh
± are antisymmetric. In particular, we

have
(Dh

+e, g) = −(e,Dh
−g), ∀e, g ∈ V k

h .

and we denote Dh
+
T
= −Dh

−.

Proof. Using (3.15), we deduce

(Dh
+e, g) = −(e, gx)−

N−1∑
i=1

e±i+1/2JgKi+1/2

= (ex, g)−
N∑
i=1

(eg)|
x−
i+1/2

x+
i−1/2

−
N−1∑
i=1

e+i+1/2JgKi+1/2

= (ex, g) +

N−1∑
i=1

e+i+1/2JgKi+1/2 +

N−1∑
i=1

g−i+1/2JeKi+1/2 −
N−1∑
i=1

e+i+1/2JgKi+1/2

= −(e,Dh
−g),

for all e, g ∈ V k
h . □

In a similar way, we can show that the operator Dh
α is also a symmetric operator. Using the

above LDG operators (5.1), we can represent the semi-discrete LDG scheme as (3.4)-(3.7) :(
d

dt
uh, vh

)
= (Lhuh, vh), ∀vh ∈ V k

h ,

where the operator Lh is given by Lh = −Dh
+D

h
αD

h
+D

h
−. Then semi-discrete scheme corresponds to

d

dt
uh = Lhuh. (5.2)

We consider the four-stage explicit fourth-order RK method for time discretization [48]:

un+1
h = P4(∆tLh)u

n
h, (5.3)

where the operator P4 is given by

P4(∆tLh) = I +∆tLh +
1

2
(∆tLh)

2 +
1

6
(∆tLh)

3 +
1

24
(∆tLh)

4.

We introduce some notations which will be used frequently in subsequent stability analysis.

• We say that the LDG operator Lh is semi-negative if (vh, (Lh + LT
h )vh) ≤ 0, ∀vh ∈ V k

h .
Moreover, we denote it by Lh + LT

h ≤ 0.
• We define [uh, vh] = −(uh, (Lh + LT

h )vh). It is a bilinear form on V k
h .

• We denote Lh := ∆tLh.

We introduce few definitions which are instrumental for the stability analysis.

Definition 5.2 (Strong stability). Let un be the approximate solution obtained by the fully discrete
scheme (5.3). Then the scheme (5.3) is said to be strongly stable if there exists an integer n0, such
that

∥un∥L2(Ω) ≤
∥∥u0
∥∥
L2(Ω)

, ∀n ≥ n0, (5.4)

provided CFL number is sufficiently small.

Definition 5.3 (Monotonicity stability). Let un be the approximate solution obtained by the fully
discrete scheme (5.3). Then the scheme (5.3) is said to have monotonicity stability, if we have∥∥un+1

∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ ∥un∥L2(Ω) , ∀n ≥ 0, (5.5)

provided CFL number is sufficiently small. Moreover, monotonicity stability implies the strong
stability.
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Lemma 5.4 (Energy equality [48]). Let un
h be the solution of fully discrete scheme (5.3). Then∥∥un+1

h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− ∥un
h∥

2
L2(Ω) = Q(un

h), ∀n ≥ 1,

where

Q(un
h) =

1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

3∑
i,j=0

αij [Li
hu

n
h,L

j
hu

n
h],

and

A = (αij)
3
i,j=0 = −


1 1/2 1/6 1/24

1/2 1/3 1/8 1/24
1/6 1/8 1/24 1/48
1/24 1/24 1/48 1/144

 .

In Lemma 5.4, Q(un
h) is referred as the energy change of the approximate solution, consisting of

two components: the numerical dissipation 1
576

∥∥L4
hu

n
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1
72

∥∥L3
hu

n
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

and the quadratic

form ∆t
3∑

i,j=0

αij [Li
hu

n
h,L

j
hu

n
h]. The next lemma establishes the negativity of the quadratic form,

also provides conditions for the strong stability.

Lemma 5.5 (See Lemma 2.4 in [48]). Let Lh be a semi-negative operator and

Q1(u) = ζ
∥∥L3

h(u)
∥∥
L2(Ω)

+∆t

m∑
i,j=0

ᾱij [Li
hu,L

j
hu], (5.6)

where ᾱij = ᾱji and m ≥ 2. If ζ < 0 and Ā = (ᾱ)
2
i,j=0 is negative definite, then there exists a

constant c0 > 0 such that Q1(u) ≤ 0 provided ∥Lh∥ ≤ c0.

For simplicity, we are using uniform time stepping. Since the semi-discrete scheme (3.4)-(3.7) is
spatially stable from the Lemma 3.4, that is(

d

dt
uh, uh

)
= (Lhuh, uh) ≤ 0,

the LDG operator Lh is semi-negative [47], i.e. Lh +LT
h ≤ 0. Furthermore, LT

h is well defined, and
using the Proposition 5.1, we get LT

h = Dh
+D

h
−D

h
αD

h
−.

The question of whether the classical fourth-order Runge-Kutta method is strongly stable
or not remained open until Sun and Shu partially addressed it in [48], where they provided a
counterexample showing that this method is not always strongly stable for semi-negative operators.
However, it is worth noting that the semi-negative operator provided in the counterexample in [48]
is not a DG operator. Another counterexample is presented in [53, Section 6], illustrating that
this method does not have monotonicity stability for semi-negative DG operators. However, in
[48], it was demonstrated that applying the classical fourth-order Runge-Kutta scheme for two
consecutive time steps, which can be viewed as an eight-stage, fourth-order Runge-Kutta method,
is strongly stable for semi-negative operators.

Theorem 5.6 (Two-step strong stability [48]). Let Lh +LT
h ≤ 0. Then the four-stage fourth-order

RK scheme (5.3) is strongly stable in two steps and we have∥∥un+2
h

∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ ∥un
h∥L2(Ω) ,

provided ∆t ∥Lh∥ ≤ c0, where c0 is a constant and ∥·∥ is an operator norm.

Recently, Sun and Shu in [47] have further generalize their results obtained in [48] for showing
stability of fully discrete Runge-Kutta scheme for semi-negative operators. We follow the idea from
[48] to prove that the scheme is strongly stable in three steps in the following theorem which helps
us to show the scheme (5.3) is strongly stable in the sense of Definition 5.4.
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Theorem 5.7 (Three-step strong stability). Let Lh + LT
h ≤ 0. Then the four-stage fourth-order

RK scheme (5.3) is strongly stable in three steps. Therefore, we have∥∥un+3
h

∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ ∥un
h∥L2(Ω) , n ≥ 0,

provided ∆t ∥Lh∥ ≤ c0, where c0 is a constant.

Proof. From the Lemma 5.4, energy equality implies∥∥un+3
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− ∥un
h∥

2
L2(Ω) = Q(un+2

h ) +Q(un+1
h ) +Q(un

h), (5.7)

where Q(un) is defined in Lemma 5.4. We find the estimates for Q(un+1
h ) and Q(un+2

h ) in terms of
un in its quadratic part by the following calculation:

Q(un+1) =
1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+1
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+1
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

3∑
i,j=0

αij [Li
hu

n+1
h ,Lj

hu
n+1]

=
1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+1
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+1
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

3∑
i,j=0

αij [Li
hP4(Lh)u

n
h,L

j
hP4(Lh)u

n
h]

=
1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+1
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+1
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

7∑
i,j=0

α̃ij [Li
hu

n
h,L

j
hu

n
h],

where

A0 = (αij)
2
i,j=0 = −

 1 1/2 1/6
1/2 1/3 1/8
1/6 1/8 1/24

 , A1 = (α̃ij)
2
i,j=0 = −

 1 3/2 7/6
3/2 7/3 15/8
7/6 15/8 37/24

 ,

as our interest in the first 3× 3 coefficient matrix, it is important to note that this is sufficient to
apply the result in Lemma 5.5. While the complete matrix can be obtained and is not difficult, it
involves a lengthy derivation. For brevity, we choose not to provide the complete matrix here, and
we refer to [48] for detailed information.

In a similar way, we obtain

Q(un+2) =
1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

3∑
i,j=0

αij [Li
hu

n+2
h ,Lj

hu
n+2]

=
1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

7∑
i,j=0

α̃ij [Li
hu

n+1
h ,Lj

hu
n+1
h ]

=
1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

7∑
i,j=0

α̃ij [Li
hP4(Lh)u

n
h,L

j
hP4(Lh)u

n
h]

=
1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

11∑
i,j=0

α̂ij [Li
hu

n
h,L

j
hu

n
h],

where

A2 = (α̂ij)
2
i,j=0 = −

 1 5/2 19/6
5/2 19/3 57/8
19/6 57/8 253/24

 .

Assuming ∥Lh∥ ≤ 2, we have the following estimates

1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+2
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

≤ 0,

1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n+1
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n+1
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

≤ 0,

1

576

∥∥L4
hu

n
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− 1

72

∥∥L3
hu

n
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

≤ − 1

144

∥∥L3
hu

n
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

.
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Hence (5.7) becomes∥∥un+3
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

− ∥un
h∥

2
L2(Ω) ≤ − 1

144

∥∥L3
hu

n
h

∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+∆t

11∑
i,j=0

ᾱij [Li
hu

n
h,L

j
hu

n
h] =: Q1(u

n
h),

where

A = (ᾱij)
2
i,j=0 = (αij)

2
i,j=0 + (α̃ij)

2
i,j=0 + (α̂ij)

2
i,j=0 = −

 3 9/2 9/2
9/2 9 73/8
9/2 73/8 97/8

 .

Since the eigenvalues of A are -21.9444, -1.64399 and -0.536623, it follows that A is negative definite.
Applying the Lemma 5.5, we obtain Q1(u

n
h) ≤ 0. Hence∥∥un+3

h

∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ ∥un
h∥L2(Ω) .

This completes the proof. □

Stability in two and three steps of the fully discrete LDG scheme (5.3) combined together proves
the following theorem.

Theorem 5.8. Let Lh + LT
h ≤ 0. Then the four-stage fourth-order RK LDG scheme (5.3) is

strongly stable. That is, we have

∥un
h∥L2(Ω) ≤

∥∥u0
h

∥∥
L2(Ω)

, ∀n ≥ 2,

provided ∆t ∥Lh∥ ≤ c0, where c0 is a constant.

Remark 5.9. We can define LDG operator Lh for the fully discrete LDG scheme in case of higher
dimension linear equation in a similar way. Whenever the operator Lh is linear, we can obtain the
L2-stability in case of multiple space dimensional equation (4.1).

6. Numerical Examples

In this section, our aim is to validate the proposed LDG scheme (3.4) for solving the fractional
KdV equation (1.1) with α ranging between 1 and 2. We have achieved the stability and error
analysis results for the semi discretized scheme of the form

d

dt
uh = Lhuh.

Our focus lies on verifying the performance of scheme using a low storage explicit Runge-Kutta
(LSERK) of fourth order [7, 26] time discretization method of the form

r(0) = un
h,

for j = 1 : 5{
kj = ajk

j−1 +∆tLhr
(j−1),

r(j) = r(j−1) + bjk
j ,

un+1
h = r(5),

where the weighted coefficients aj , bj and cj of the LSERK method given in [26]. The above
iteration in competitive with the classical fourth-order method (5.3) is considerably more efficient
and accurate than (5.3), as it has the disadvantage that it requires four extra storage arrays.

For the numerical computation of the fractional integral ∆α−2
2

, we redefine aI
2−α
x and xI

2−α
b in

the interval Ω by applying the linear transformations t 7→
(
x+a
2 + x−a

2 ξ
)
and t 7→

(
b+x
2 + b−x

2 ξ
)
to

the definitions (2.1) and (2.2), respectively. This results in:

aI
2−α
x u(x) =

1

Γ(2− α)

(
x− a

2

)2−α ∫ 1

−1

(1− ξ)1−αu

(
x+ a

2
+

x− a

2
ξ

)
dξ,

xI
2−α
b u(x) =

1

Γ(2− α)

(
b− x

2

)2−α ∫ 1

−1

(1 + ξ)1−αu

(
b+ x

2
+

b− x

2
ξ

)
dξ.
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With this setup, we can efficiently compute the fractional integral using the Gauss–Jacobi quadrature
with weight functions (1− ξ)1−α and (1 + ξ)1−α, where the condition 1− α > −1 is satisfied, as
required. For more details and algorithm, one may refer to [26, Appendix A] and [43]. The order
of convergence is defined for each intermediate step between element numbers N1 and N2 as

order =
ln(E(N1))− ln(E(N2))

ln(N2)− ln(N1)
,

where the error E can be seen as a function of number of elements N .

6.1. Compare with classical KdV. In this numerical example, we explore the behavior of the
LDG scheme (3.4)-(3.7) for the fractional KdV equation (1.1) by selecting the exponent α close to
2. The flux function is considered as f(U) = −3U2 and the exact solution of the KdV equation
Ut − 3U2 + Uxxx = 0 is used in [57]:

U(x, t) = −2 sech2(x− 4t), x ∈ [−10, 12], t ∈ [0, 1]. (6.1)

Since for α = 2 the equation (1.1) corresponds to the generalized KdV equation, we have shown
that the approximate solution obtained by the LDG scheme (3.4)-(3.7) converges to the exact
solution of the generalized KdV equation when α is chosen close to 2.

We initialize our simulation with the initial condition at t = 0 given by

U0(x) = U(x, 0) = −2 sech2(x), x ∈ [−10, 12], (6.2)

and compare the results at final time T = 1.
This numerical experiment allows us to verify theoretical results obtained in previous sections for

the LDG scheme (3.4)-(3.7) and it also captures the dynamics of the KdV equation for fractional
values of α close to 2 for the initial condition U0 defined in (6.2). The Table 6.1 represents the error
rates which are optimal even for coarser grids, provided the CFL condition number is sufficiently
small. Its graphical representation is depicted in Figure 6.1 with taking number of grid points
N = 160 and degree of polynomial k = 3. From the Figure 6.1, it is evident that as α tends to
2, specifically, for α = 1.900, 1.950, 1.999, approximate solutions converge to the exact solution
(6.1). We choose the polynomials of degree k = 1, 2, 3, and it is observed that for higher degree
polynomials, approximate solution converges more accurately.

α = 1.999

N/k
k=1 k=2 k=3

error order error order error order
N=40 2.02e-01 7.07e-02 1.13e-03

3.30 2.89 3.98
N=80 2.04e-02 9.52e-03 7.21e-05

2.55 2.95 3.98
N=160 3.46e-03 1.22e-03 4.57e-06

2.28 2.98 3.91
N=320 7.09e-04 1.54e-04 3.04e-07

Table 6.1. Error and order of convergence for fractional KdV equation (1.1) with
α close to 2 taking N elements and polynomial degree k.

6.2. Fractional Case. For the fractional value of α, we consider the following linear fractional
KdV equation: {

Ut(x, t)− (−∆)α/2Ux(x, t) = g(x, t), in [0, 1]× (0, 0.01],

U(x, 0) = U0g(x), on [0, 1],
(6.3)

with the initial condition U0g(x) = x6(1− x)6. Here g(x, t) is an additional source term, and we
choose

g(x, t) = e−t
(
−U0g(x)− (−∆)α/2(U0g)x(x)

)
,
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Figure 6.1. The exact solutions and approximate solution of (1.1) at T = 1 with
N = 80, k = 3 and fractional exponent α = 1.950, 1.970 and 1.999.

to obtain the exact solution U(x, t) = e−tx6(1 − x)6. We verify the order of convergence of the

α is chosen in between 1 and 2

α/N/k
k=1 k=2 k=3

error order error order error order
α = 1.1 N=20 8.22e-03 5.16e-04 1.10e-05

1.99 2.98 3.93
N=40 2.05e-03 6.45e-05 7.23e-07

2.00 3.00 3.99
N=80 5.14e-04 8.07e-06 4.52e-08

2.00 3.00 3.99
N=160 1.28e-04 1.01e-06 2.83e-09

α = 1.5 N=20 8.21e-03 5.16e-04 1.11e-05
1.98 2.99 3.92

N=40 2.06e-03 6.43e-05 7.23e-07
2.00 2.99 3.99

N=80 5.14e-04 8.08e-06 4.51e-08
2.00 3.00 4.00

N=160 1.28e-04 1.01e-06 2.82e-09
α = 1.8 N=20 8.28e-03 5.18e-04 1.12e-05

1.96 2.99 3.89
N=40 2.12e-03 6.45e-05 7.22e-07

1.98 3.01 3.97
N=80 5.23e-04 8.09e-06 4.48e-08

2.00 3.00 4.00
N=160 1.35e-04 1.01e-06 2.80e-09

Table 6.2. Error and order of convergence for different values of α for the example
(6.3) with the source term taking N elements and polynomial degree k.

scheme (3.4) with a very small final time T = 0.01. Table 6.2 displays the convergence rates and
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Figure 6.2. Approximate solution of fractional KdV equation at T = 1 with
N = 320, k = 3 for the fractional values α = 1.2, 1.4, 1.6 and 1.8, by choosing
smooth initial condition V0 in (6.4).

L2-errors obtained by implementing the LDG scheme with the initial data U0g for α = 1.1, 1.5,
and 1.8 respectively.

Afterwards, we investigate the performance of the LDG scheme (3.4) across different fractional
values of α, utilizing smooth initial data and without a source term. We examine the nonlinear
fractional KdV equation (1.1) incorporating the nonlinear flux f(U) = 1

2U
2. The simulation is

extended to a final time T = 1 incorporating smooth initial conditions with the Dirichlet boundary
conditions as described in [16]:

V0(x) = U(x, 0) =
1

4
sin(x), x ∈ (−2π, 2π). (6.4)

Due to unavailability of the exact solution, our focus lies solely on observing the behavior of the
approximate solution over time. In Figure 6.2, we observe the expected rightward movement of the
solution, consistent with the positive sign of the higher derivative for initial condition V0 in (6.4).

Furthermore, we carry out the numerical investigations for non-smooth initial data which is
defined in the interval [−5, 5] as

W0(x) = U(x, 0) =

{
1, −1 ≤ x ≤ 1,

0, otherwise.

Since the initial data W0 exhibits a jump discontinuity at two points, it belongs to L2(Ω) but not
to any other Sobolev spaces of positive indices. In this case, an exact solution is unavailable of the
fKdV equation (1.1). However, our primary objective is to understand the qualitative behavior at
the discontinuity of the solution produced by our scheme, rather than comparing it or determining
its convergence rate. In Figure 6.3 and 6.4, we use the grid points N = 320 and final time T = 0.001
and T = 0.005 respectively. We observe that the dispersion term forces the solution to evolve into
traveling waves. Even at early time stages, approximate solution breaks up in many oscillation
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Figure 6.3. Approximate solution at T = 0.001 with N = 320, k = 3 and initial
condition W0 of (1.1).

waves at the discontinuities. Furthermore, we note that as α increases between 1 and 2, the height
of the traveling waves increases but the number of oscillation decreases near discontinuity.

6.3. Examples of multiple dimensional equation. We consider the following equation in two
space dimensions with the source term gd:{

Ut − (−∆)
α1/2
1 Ux − (−∆)

α2/2
2 Uy = gd(x, t), x := (x, y) ∈ [−1, 1]2, t ∈ (0, 0.001],

U0d(x) = sin(πx) sin(πy), (x, y) ∈ R2,
(6.5)

where 1 < α1, α2 < 2. Since we do not have the exact solution for (6.5), we choose the source term
gd(x, t) as

gd(x, t) = e−t
(
−U0d(x)− π3 sin(πy)∆1

(α1−2)/2 cos(πx)− π3 sin(πx)∆2
(α2−2)/2 cos(πy)

)
such that we have the exact solution U(x, t) = e−t sin(πx) sin(πy). In this example, we choose
number of triangles as N = 2m2, m = 3, 4, · · · . The L2-errors and numerical order of accuracy
are depicted in Table 6.3. For various values of (α1, α2), we have obtained the optimal rates of
convergence for polynomials with degree up to 3.

Next we consider the following equation without the source term{
Ut − (−∆)

α1/2
1 Ux − (−∆)

α2/2
2 Uy = 0, x := (x, y) ∈ [−π, π]2, t ∈ (0, 0.1],

U0d(x) = sin(x) sin(y), (x, y) ∈ [−π, π]2.
(6.6)
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Figure 6.4. Approximate solution at T = 0.005 with N = 320, k = 3 and initial
condition W0 of (1.1).

Whenever (α1, α2) = (2, 2), the equation (6.6) becomes Ut + Uxxx + Uyyy = 0, and it has the exact
solution which is given by U(x, t) = sin(x+ t) sin(y + t). We wish to investigate the approximate
solution of (6.6) whenever (α1, α2) is close to (2, 2). The Table 6.4 provides L2-errors by using the
number of triangles N = 2m2, m = 4, 5, · · · . It is evident that the proposed LDG scheme with P k

elements provides a uniform (k + 1)-th order of accuracy even for the coarser meshes.

7. Concluding remarks

We have developed a stable LDG scheme for fractional KdV equation (1.1) and (4.13) in one
space dimension and multiple space dimensions. Although we have achieved a theoretical order of
convergence of k + 1/2 for the nonlinear flux, the numerical experiments demonstrate the optimal
order of convergence O(hk+1). Through extensive numerical experiments covering various values
of α, we have demonstrated the efficiency of the LDG scheme for one dimensional and multiple
dimensional problems. In cases where exact solutions were not available to validate the LDG
scheme, we have introduced an additional source term to obtain the exact solutions, allowing us to
obtain the convergence rates.

Indeed, while we have established the error estimates for the spatial discretization, obtaining error
estimates for the fully discrete scheme remains an ongoing task. This endeavor demands additional
insights and techniques, which we plan to address in our future work. Furthermore, extending the
stability analysis of the fully discrete scheme to the nonlinear case is another important aspect that
we intend to explore. Our future work will focus on proving stability and obtaining error estimates
in the nonlinear setup of the fully discrete LDG scheme.
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(α1, α2) is chosen in between (1,1) and (2,2)

(α1, α2)/N/k
k=1 k=2 k=3

error order error order error order
(α1, α2) = (1.1, 1.1) N=18 5.91e-02 1.42e-02 8.51e-03

1.80 3.07 3.89
N=32 2.09e-02 2.40e-03 9.11e-04

2.00 3.04 3.80
N=50 8.56e-03 6.12e-04 1.67e-04

1.97 3.00 4.07
N=72 4.16e-03 2.08e-04 3.78e-05

(α1, α2) = (1.4, 1.6) N=18 5.59e-02 1.31e-02 8.32e-03
1.98 2.94 3.88

N=32 1.95e-02 2.38e-03 8.92e-04
2.17 3.05 4.07

N=50 7.39e-03 6.09e-04 1.52e-04
1.99 3.04 3.98

N=72 3.57e-03 2.03e-04 3.49e-05
(α1, α2) = (1.8, 1.8) N=18 5.37e-02 1.27e-02 8.30e-03

1.97 2.94 3.93
N=32 1.73e-02 2.34e-03 8.66e-04

1.99 3.03 3.99
N=50 7.15e-03 6.07e-04 1.46e-04

2.00 2.98 4.00
N=72 3.45e-03 2.05e-04 3.41e-05

Table 6.3. Error and order of convergence for different values of (α1, α2) for the
2D example (6.5) with source term at time T = 0.001 taking N elements and
polynomial degree k.

(α1, α2) = (1.999, 1.999)

N/k
k=1 k=2 k=3

error order error order error order
N=32 5.97e-01 5.74e-02 3.20e-02

1.88 2.78 3.72
N=50 2.58e-01 1.66e-02 6.07e-03

2.10 2.81 3.88
N=72 1.20e-01 5.98e-03 1.47e-03

2.06 2.91 3.94
N=98 6.39e-02 2.44e-03 4.36e-04

Table 6.4. Error and order of convergence for (α1, α2) close to (2,2) to compare
equation (6.6) with the equation Ut + Uxxx + Uyyy = 0 at time T = 0.1 taking N
elements and polynomial degree k.
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