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Abstract. Certain energy-conservative Galerkin discretizations for nonlinear dispersive wave equations have
revealed an unusual convergence behavior: optimal convergence is attained when continuous Lagrange finite
element spaces of odd polynomial degree are employed, whereas the use of even-degree polynomials leads to
reduced accuracy. The present work demonstrates that this behavior is intrinsic to the structure of the finite
element spaces themselves. In particular, it is shown to be closely connected to the standard L2-projection of
derivatives, which possesses a super-approximation property exclusively for odd polynomial degrees. We also
examine the implications of this feature for an energy-conservative Galerkin approximation of the regularized
long-wave equation where the energy is a cubic functional. Although the resulting scheme conserves both mass
and energy, we further show that the impulse is approximated with high accuracy, and we establish a priori

error bounds for the associated semi-discrete formulation.

1. Introduction

This work primarily establishes a property of one-dimensional continuous Lagrange finite element spaces
that exhibits a fundamental distinction between odd- and even-degree piecewise polynomials. Let Vk

h denote
the standard Lagrange finite element space of continuous, periodic, piecewise k-degree polynomial functions
over a grid with uniform mesh length h. For a sufficiently smooth function u, the stability of the L2-projection
together with its standard error estimate in the L2-norm implies that

(1) ‖P [(Pu− u)x]‖ ≤ ‖(Pu− u)x‖ ≤ Chk ,

for some constant C > 0 independent of h, where P : L2 → Vk
h is the usual L2-projection onto the finite element

space. However, this bound is not optimal. In this work, we prove that if u is a periodic function in Ck+2 for
k = 2κ+ 1 with κ = 0, 1, 2, . . . , then ‖P [(Pu− u)x]‖ = O(hk+1). In addition, when k = 1 and u is periodic in
C5, the sharper estimate ‖P [(Pu−u)x]‖ = O(h4) holds. By contrast, for even degrees k = 2κ with κ = 1, 2, . . . ,
the estimate (1) remains optimal, and no further improvement can be achieved. The analysis presented in this
work is carried out under periodic boundary conditions, although the main results remain valid under other
boundary conditions including Dirichlet boundary conditions.

The super-approximation property described above is not restricted to the one-dimensional setting. The
same theoretical arguments extend naturally to two-dimensional tensor-product Lagrange finite element spaces
defined over rectangular grids, where an analogous distinction between odd and even polynomial degrees is
expected. However, numerical experiments indicate that this behavior may not persist on general triangu-
lations. In particular, [4] reports that for a conservative finite element method applied to two-dimensional
Boussinesq systems similar to the one presented here, the convergence rate remains optimal and independent
of the polynomial degree of the finite element space.

This property explains the observations of [28], where a clear distinction between odd- and even-degree
Lagrange finite element spaces arose in the numerical treatment of nonlinear dispersive systems. That work
introduced a conservative method preserving a cubic energy functional, and optimal convergence was observed
only for odd-degree spaces. Since the same mechanism operates in cubic energy-conserving schemes, we demon-
strate its relevance by presenting an energy-conserving finite element method for the regularized long wave
(RLW) equation, also known as the Benjamin–Bona–Mahony equation, which serves as a fundamental model
in this class of problems.

The RLW equation was originally derived for the study of long surface water waves of small amplitude over
a flat bottom, as an approximation of the Euler equations in water wave theory and as a regularization of the
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Korteweg–de Vries (KdV) equation [7, 31, 25, 12]. In dimensionless but unscaled variables, the RLW equation
can be written in the form

(2) ut + ux + uux − uxxt = 0 .

where u = u(x, t) denotes the free surface elevation of the water from its rest position, while x and t are the
spatial and temporal independent variables.

Ideally, a water wave equation should not only possess well-posedness properties, asymptotic justification,
and the existence of classical solitary waves, but also be applicable to practical problems and satisfy fundamental
conservation laws such as mass and energy. For flat-bottom topography in a non-dissipative continuous medium,
it is common to also consider impulse (momentum) conservation. Impulse is typically represented by a quadratic
functional, which remains invariant when the physical system is translation-invariant in the x-direction [6]. The
RLW equation is known to admit only three independent and non-trivial conservation laws, the mass, impulse
and energy conservation laws [30].

Multi-symplecticity of some nonlinear and dispersive wave equations is another powerful structure directly
related to these conserved quantities [17, 18]. The RLW equation is also equipped with a multi-symplectic
structure [15, 34, 13, 14]. Due to the uniqueness of the three fundamental conservation laws of the RLW
equation, its multi-symplectic conservation law happens to be equivalent to impulse conservation. However,
since the impulse functional is no longer preserved when the bottom topography is uneven [21], energy and
mass conservation remain the only reliable measures that can serve as high-accuracy indicators in long-term
numerical simulations [22, 4, 1, 23].

In this work, we introduce a modified finite element method that preserves both a cubic energy functional
and mass. When odd-degree polynomials are employed, the numerical solutions converge with the optimal
order O(hk+1), whereas for even-degree polynomials the convergence is suboptimal, of order O(hk), reflecting
the inherent dichotomy of the finite element spaces. Moreover, the approximation of the derivative ux exhibits
the same order of convergence as u, revealing a notable super-approximation property. Although the proposed
modified Galerkin method does not preserve the impulse functional, it approximates it with an error of O(hk+1).
Other similar Galerkin finite element methods for the RLW equation are presented in [20].

The structure of the manuscript is the following: In Section 2 we prove the approximation property of the
L2-projection that bisects the Lagrange finite element spaces. The demonstration of how this property affects
the convergence of an energy-conservative Galerkin method to the RLW equation is demonstrated in Section 3.
The conclusions are presented in Section 4.

2. A dichotomy of finite element spaces

2.1. Approximation spaces. For the purposes of the analysis, and for the sake of simplicity, we consider the
interval I = [0, 1]. For any N > 0, let h = 1/N and define the partition ∆ = {x0, x1, . . . , xN} of [0, 1] where
0 = x0 < x1 < · · · < xN = 1 and xi = ih for each i = 0, 1, . . . , N . This partition is periodically extended to a
partition of R by setting xjN+s = xs for all j ∈ Z and s = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1. Let k ∈ Z with k ≥ 1. We define the
Lagrange finite element space

Vk
h = {φ ∈ Cp : φ|[xi−1,xi] ∈ Pk for i = 1, 2, . . . , N} ,

where Cp = {f ∈ C(R) : f(x) = f(x + 1) for all x ∈ R}, and Pk denotes the space of polynomials of degree

at most k. In what follows, Ck
p is the set of functions u in Cp such that the j-derivative u(j) is also in Cp for all

j = 1, . . . , k.
In this work, we employ the Sobolev space Hs

p , consisting of 1-periodic functions in Hs, equipped with the

norm ‖ · ‖s evaluated over one period. We also use the space L2(0, 1) = H0(0, 1) with the standard L2-norm
induced by the inner product (·, ·). In addition, ‖ · ‖∞ will denote the usual L∞-norm.

Our proof relies on a direct-sum decomposition Vk
h = S1

h ⊕ S2
h, following closely the construction in [16]. We

define

S2
h = {φ ∈ Vk

h : φ(xi) = 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , N} ,
and set S1

h = (S2
h)

⊥, the L2-orthogonal complement of S2
h. Note that when k = 1 we have S2

h = {0}. Let π1
and π2 denote the corresponding L2-projections onto S1

h and S2
h, respectively. The associated L2-projection on

Vk
h is then given by P = π1 + π2.
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The projection π2 is defined locally on each interval Ii = (xi−1, xi), i = 1, 2, . . . , N , by requiring that for any
v ∈ L2,

(π2v, q)Ii = (v, q)Ii for all q ∈ P
i,0
k = {q ∈ Pk : q(xi−1) = q(xi) = 0} ,

where (·, ·)Ii denotes the usual inner product on L2(Ii).
Any p ∈ S2

h restricted in Ii can be written in the form p(x) = (x−xi)(x−xi−1)s(x), where s ∈ Pk−2(Ii). The
space Pk−2(Ii) has dimension k − 1, and because the interval I consists of N sub-intervals, we conclude that
the subspace S2

h has dimension (k − 1)N . A basis of S2
h may be constructed using the functions φj : [0, 1] → R

defined by

φj(x) = x(1 − x)bk−2, j−1(x), j = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1 ,

where

bk−2, j−1(x) =

(
k − 2

j − 1

)
xj−1(1− x)k−1−j , j = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1 ,

are the Bernstein polynomials of degree k − 2. These polynomials are linearly independent and span the space
Pk−2(0, 1).

The dimension of S1
h is dimS1

h = dimVk
h − dimS2

h = N , and each function in this space is determined by its
values at the nodes xi. To construct a basis for this space, we make use of the function

ψ(x) =
1

k!

1

x(1− x)

dk−1

dxk−1

[
xk+1(1− x)k

]
, x ∈ [0, 1] ,

which satisfies ψ(0) = 0, ψ(1) = 1, and

(3)

∫ 1

0

ψ(x)p(x) dx = 0 for all p ∈ P
0
k = {p ∈ Pk : p(0) = p(1) = 0} .

The construction of ψ relies on the following characterization theorem for orthogonal polynomials; see [32, Th.
12.5, p. 141]:

Theorem 2.1. Let w : [a, b] → R be a continuous function. A function v ∈ C[a, b] satisfies the orthogonality
conditions

∫ b

a

w(x)v(x)p(x) dx = 0, p ∈ Pm ,

if and only if there exists a function f ∈ Cm+1(a, b) such that

w(x)v(x) = f (m+1)(x), a ≤ x ≤ b ,

with

f (j)(a) = f (j)(b) = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . ,m .

In addition, we will need the following properties of ψ:

Lemma 2.1. If k = 2κ+ 1, κ = 0, 1, . . . , then∫
1

0

ψ2(x) dx =
1

k(k + 2)
,(i)

∫
1

0

ψ(x)ψ(1 − x) dx =
1

k(k + 1)(k + 2)
,(ii)

∫
1

0

xjψ(x) dx =
1

k(k + 2)
, j = 1, 2, . . . , k,(iii)

∫
1

0

ψ(x) dx =
1

k(k + 1)
,(iv)

∫
1

0

(1 − x)jψ(x) dx =
1

k(k + 1)(k + 2)
, j = 1, 2, . . . , k,(v)

ψ′(0) =
k + 1

2
, ψ′(1) =

k2 + 2k − 1

2
,(vi)

∫
1

0

ψ′(x)ψ(1 − x) dx =
1

k + 1
.(vii)

Proof. The identities (i), (ii) are established in [16], as well as (iii) for j = 1. Equation (iii) can be extended for
j = 2, 3, . . . , k by induction, using the relation xj = xj−1(x − 1) + xj−1 together with (3).

Since the function ψ(x) + ψ(1− x) − 1 belongs to P
0
k, it follows from (3) that

∫ 1

0

[ψ(x)2 + ψ(x)ψ(1 − x)− ψ(x)] dx =

∫ 1

0

ψ(x)(ψ(x) + ψ(1− x) − 1) dx = 0 ,
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and, combined with (3) and (ii), this yields (iv). Using the identity (1−x)j = (1−x)j−1− (1−x)j−1x, together
with (3), equation (v) can be established by induction.

From the definition of ψ, and using the Leibniz rule for the (k − 1)-st derivative of a product, we obtain

ψ(x) =

k−1∑

j=0

(
k − 1

j

)
(k + 1)!(−1)j

(k + 1− j)!(j + 1)!
xk−j(1 − x)j ,

which, for k = 1 gives ψ(x) = x, and for odd k ≥ 3, yields

ψ(x) = xk − (k − 1)(k + 1)

2
xk−1(1 − x) + s(x) +

k + 1

2
x(1 − x)k−1 ,

where s ∈ P
0
k satisfies s′(0) = s′(1) = 0. Thus,

ψ′(x) = kxk−1 +
(k − 1)(k + 1)

2
xk−1 + s̃(x) +

k + 1

2
(1 − x)k−1 ,

with s̃ ∈ P
0
k, and therefore (vi) follows.

The function s : [0, 1] → R, s(x) = ψ′(x) − xψ′(1)− (1 − x)ψ′(0) belongs to P
0
k−1, and thus

∫ 1

0

s(x)ψ(1 − x) dx = 0 ,

which yields
∫ 1

0

ψ′(x)ψ(1 − x) dx = ψ′(1)

∫ 1

0

xψ(1 − x) dx+ ψ′(0)

∫ 1

0

(1− x)ψ(1 − x) dx .

Finally, Equation (vii) follows from the right-hand side of the above identity together with (iii), (v) and (vi). �

Remark 2.1. For any even integer k, the right-hand side of (ii) is −1/(k(k + 1)(k + 2)), and the right-hand
side of (iv) is 1/((k + 1)(k + 2)), while ψ′(0) = −(k + 1)/2.

We consider the functions

L(x) =

{
ψ(1− |x|), |x| ≤ 1
0, |x| > 1

, Qj(x) =

{
φj(x), x ∈ [0, 1]
0, otherwise

, j = 1, 2, . . . k − 1 ,

and 1-periodic functions of the form

w(x) =
∑

m∈Z

[
dmL(h

−1x−m) +
k−1∑

ν=1

cm,νQν(h
−1x−m)

]
,

where, for fixed h > 0, the coefficients satisfy dm+N = dm and cν,m+N = cν,m. Alternatively, such a function
can be written in the form

w(x) =

N∑

i=1

[
diℓi(x) +

k−1∑

ν=1

ci,νqi,ν(x)

]
,

where for j = 1, 2, . . . , N and ν = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1:

ℓj(x) =
∑

m∈Z

L(h−1x−mN − j), qj,ν(x) =
∑

m∈Z

Qν(h
−1x−mN − j + 1) .

It is straightforward to verify that ℓi(xj) = δij , where δii = 1 and δij = 0 for i 6= j. Finally, for i = 1, 2, . . . , N
and ν = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1, we have

qi,ν(x) = Qν

(
x− xi−1

h

)
.

The functions ℓi, i = 1, 2, . . . , N , are linearly independent and span S1
h. For instance, if ai ∈ R satisfy

N∑

i=1

aiℓi(x) = 0 for all x ∈ [0, 1] ,

then evaluating at x = xj gives aj = 0. If V = span(ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓN ), we have that V ⊂ S1
h, and since V and S1

h

have the same dimension, they coincide.
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Remark 2.2. Note that if k > 3, then q′i,ν ∈ S2
h for ν = 2, . . . , k − 2.

2.2. Estimation of the projections π1, π2. Let k = 2κ + 1, κ = 0, 1, . . . an odd integer and v ∈ L2 be a
1-periodic function. From the previous analysis, we write (π1v)(x) = d1ℓ1(x) + d2ℓ2(x) + · · ·+ dN ℓN(x), where
the vector d = (d1, d2, . . . , dN )T is the solution of the N ×N linear system Ad = b, where b = (b1, b2, . . . , bN)T

with bi = (v, ℓi), and A is the Gram matrix with entries aij = (ℓj, ℓi), for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N .
From (i) and (ii) of Lemma 2.1 we have

A =
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)
Circulant(2k + 2, 1, 0, . . . , 0, 1) ,

where Circulant(2k+2, 1, 0, · · · , 0, 1) denotes the circulant matrix whose first row is given by the entries in the
argument. This matrix is symmetric and positive definite. Thus, there exist constants σ1 > 0 and σ2 > 0,
depending on k independent of h, such that

(4) σ1h|β|2 ≤ 〈Aβ,β〉 ≤ σ2h|β|2 for all β ∈ R
N ,

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the standard inner product on R
N , and | · | the corresponding norm.

Indeed, from [35], if α1 = a11, α2 = a12, and αN = a1N , then the eigenvalues λm, m = 1, 2, . . . , N , are given
by evaluating the polynomial α(z) = α1 + α2z + αNz

N−1 at z = exp(2πim/N). Consequently, we obtain

λm =
2h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)

(
k + 1 + cos

2πm

N

)
,

which completes the proof of (4).
Furthermore, we can express A as

A =
2h

k(k + 2)

(
IN + Ã

)
,

where IN is the N ×N identity matrix. Since ‖Ã‖∞ = 1/(k+1) < 1, where ‖ · ‖∞ denotes the maximum norm
for square matrices, it follows that

‖A−1‖∞ ≤ (k + 1)(k + 2)

2h
.

Thus, for γ ∈ R
N and α ∈ Z, we have

(5) |γ|∞ = O (hα) if and only if |Aγ|∞ = O
(
hα+1

)
,

where | · |∞ denotes the maximum norm on R
N .

Similarly, if we write

(π2v)(x) =

N∑

i=1

k−1∑

m=1

ci,mqi,m(x), x ∈ [0, 1] ,

then the vector ci = (ci,1, ci,2, . . . , ci,k−1)
T is the solution of the system

Bci = γi ,

where γi ∈ R
k−1 has entries (γi)ν = (v, qi,ν), ν = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1, and B is the (k − 1) × (k − 1) matrix with

entries bm,ν = (qi,ν , qi,m)Ii = h(φν , φm). The matrix B is symmetric and positive definite. Therefore, there
exist constants σ3 > 0 and σ4 > 0, depending on k but independent of h, such that

(6) σ3h|γ|2 ≤ 〈Bγ,γ〉 ≤ σ2h|γ|2 for all γ ∈ R
k−1 .

We are now in a position to estimate both π1 and π2.

Lemma 2.2. Let k = 2κ+1, κ = 0, 1, . . . and let v ∈ L2 be a 1-periodic function, and let C1 and C2 be positive
constants independent of h. Then, for α > 0 and β > 0, the following hold:

(7) if max
1≤i≤N

|(v, ℓi)| ≤ C1h
α for some α > 0, then ‖π1v‖ ≤ C̃1h

α−1 ,

and

(8) if max
1≤i≤N

1≤m≤k−1

|(v, qi,m)| ≤ C2h
β for some β > 0, then ‖π2v‖ ≤ C̃2h

β−1 ,

5



for some positive constants C̃1 and C̃2 independent of h.

Proof. We write π1v = d0ℓ0 + · · ·+ dN ℓN . Then,

(9) ‖π1v‖2 = (v, π1v) =

N∑

i=1

(v, ℓi)di .

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with the hypothesis in (7), we have

‖π1v‖2 ≤ C1h
αN1/2

(
N∑

i=1

d2i

)1/2

= C1h
α−1

√
h

(
N∑

i=1

d2i

)1/2

.

Therefore, if we denote C̃1 = C1/σ1, then using (4) and (9), we obtain

‖π1v‖2 ≤ C̃1h
α−1

√
〈Ad,d〉 = C̃1h

α−1
√
〈b,d〉 = C̃1h

α−1‖π1v‖ ,
which gives the estimate in (7).

Similarly, if π2v =
∑N

i=1

∑k−1
m=1 ci,mqi,m, then

(v, π2v) =

k−1∑

m=1

N∑

i=1

(v, qi,m)ci,m .

Because
(

N∑

i=1

(v, qi,m)ci,m

)2

≤
N∑

i=1

|(v, qi,m)|2
N∑

i=1

|ci,m|2 ≤ C2
2h

2β−1
N∑

i=1

|ci,m|2 ,

we obtain

‖π2v‖2 ≤ C2h
β−1/2

k−1∑

m=1

(
N∑

i=1

|ci,m|2
)1/2

= C2h
β−1

k−1∑

m=1

√
h

(
N∑

i=1

|ci,m|2
)1/2

.

The estimate in (8) then follows from this inequality with the help of (6). �

We now proceed with an error estimate for π1v.

Lemma 2.3. Let k = 2κ+ 1, κ = 0, 1, . . . and let v ∈ Ck+1
p . Then there exists a constant C > 0, independent

of h, such that

(10) max
1≤i≤N

|(π1v − v)(xi)| ≤ Chk+1‖v(k+1)‖∞ .

Proof. Let γ ∈ R
N has entries γi = (π1v)(xi) − v(xi) for i = 1, 2, . . . , N . Then the entries of the product Aγ

are

(11) (Aγ)i = (v, ℓi)−
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)
[(2k + 2)vi + vi+1 + vi−1], 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

where vi = v(xi), for i = 1, 2, . . . , N , and vN = v0 and vN+1 = v1.
On the other hand,

(v, ℓi) =

∫ xi

xi−1

v(x)ℓi(x) dx+

∫ xi+1

xi

v(x)ℓi(x) dx

=

∫ xi

xi−1

v(x)ψ

(
x− xi−1

h

)
dx+

∫ xi+1

xi

v(x)ψ

(
xi+1 − x

h

)
dx

= h

∫ 1

0

[v(xi − h(1− x)) + v(xi + h(1− x))]ψ(x) dx .

If we define wi(x) = v(xi − h(1 − x)) + v(xi + h(1 − x)) and we denote v
(j)
i the j-th derivative of v at xi,

then using Taylor expansions of v around xi we obtain

wi(x) = 2vi +
2h2

2!
(1− x)2v′′i + · · ·+ 2hk−1

(k − 1)!
(1− x)k−1v

(k−1)
i + hk+1ri,k(x;h) ,

6



where the residual ri,k(x;h) satisfies max0≤x≤1 |ri,k(x;h)| ≤ Ck‖v(k+1)‖∞, for some positive constant Ck de-
pending on k but independent of h. The dependence of ri,k on h is due to the presence of h inside the argument

of v(k+1).
Therefore,

(12)

(v, ℓi) = h

∫ 1

0

[
2vi +

2h2

2!
v′′i (1 − x)2 + · · ·+ 2hk−1

(k − 1)!
v
(k−1)
i (1− x)k−1

]
ψ(x) dx

+ hk+2

∫ 1

0

ri,k(x;h)ψ(x) dx .

Using the properties (v) and (iv) of Lemma 2.1 for ψ, we then have

(13) (v, ℓi) = h

[
2

k(k + 1)
vi +

1

k(k + 1)(k + 2)

(
2h2

2!
v′′i + · · ·+ 2hk−1

(k − 1)!
v
(k−1)
i

)]
+ hk+2r̃i,k ,

where r̃i,k denotes the last integral in (12).
Similarly, using Taylor expansions of vi+1 = v(xi + h) and vi−1 = v(xi − h) about xi, we obtain

(14) (2k + 2)vi + vi+1 + vi−1 = 2(k + 2)vi +
2h2

2!
v′′i + · · ·+ 2hk−1

(k − 1)!
v
(k−1)
i + hk+1ρi,k(h) ,

where |ρi,k(h)| ≤ C̃k‖v(k+1)‖∞ with C̃k > 0 independent of h and v.
Multiplying (14) with h/(k(k + 1)(k + 2)) and subtracting from (13), shows that for (11) there exists a

constant C, independent of h, such that

|(Aγ)i| ≤ Chk+2‖v(k+1)‖∞, i = 1, 2, . . . , N .

Finally, the equivalence of (5) implies |γ|∞ ≤ Chk+1‖v(k+1)‖∞ for i = 1, 2, . . . , N , which completes the proof
of the estimate (10). �

In addition to the previous error estimate, for odd values of k, the projection π1 satisfies a super-approximation
property.

Lemma 2.4. Let k = 2κ + 1, κ = 0, 1, . . . and let v ∈ Ck+2
p . Then, there exists a positive constant C,

independent of h, such that

(15) max
1≤i≤N

|(π1v − v, ℓi)Ii | ≤ Chk+3‖v(k+2)‖∞, Ii = (xi−1, xi) .

Proof. Writing π1v =
∑N

i=1 diℓi and defining βi = (π1v − v, ℓi)Ii , we have

βi =

∫ xi

xi−1

[
di−1ℓi−1(x)ℓi(x) + diℓ

2
i (x)

]
dx− (v, ℓi)Ii

= h di−1

∫ 1

0

ψ(x)ψ(1 − x) dx+ h di

∫ 1

0

ψ2(x) dx− (v, ℓi)Ii .

Using the properties (i) and (ii) of Lemma 2.1 for ψ, this simplifies to

βi =
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)
[di−1 + (k + 1)di]− (v, ℓi)Ii .

Thus, the vector β with entries βi can be written as

β =
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)

[
d̃+ (k + 1)d

]
− c ,

where c is the vector with entries (v, ℓi)Ii , and d̃ is the vector with d̃i = di−1. Because A is circulant and
d = A−1b with bi = (v, ℓi), we then have

β =
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)
A−1

[
b̃+ (k + 1)b

]
− c ,
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where b̃ has entries b̃i = bi−1. Consequently,

(Aβ)i =
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)

[
(v, ℓi−1) + (k + 1)(v, ℓi)− (2k + 2)(v, ℓi)Ii − (v, ℓi+1)Ii+1

− (v, ℓi−1)Ii−1

]

=
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)

[
(v, ℓi−1)Ii − (k + 1)(v, ℓi)Ii + (k + 1)(v, ℓi)Ii+1

− (v, ℓi+1)Ii+1

]

=
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)
[(v, (k + 1)ℓi − ℓi+1)Ii+1

− (v, (k + 1)ℓi − ℓi−1)Ii ] .

If we denote the terms in the brackets by γi = (v, (k + 1)ℓi − ℓi+1)Ii+1
− (v, (k + 1)ℓi − ℓi−1)Ii , then

γi = h

(∫ 1

0

v(xi + hx)[(k + 1)ψ(1− x)− ψ(x)] dx−
∫ 1

0

v(xi − hx)[(k + 1)ψ(1− x) − ψ(x)] dx

)
.

Using Taylor expansions of v(xi ± hx) about xi, we obtain

(16) v(xi + hx)− v(xi − hx) = 2hxv′i +
2h3

3!
v
(3)
i x3 + · · ·+ 2hk

k!
v
(k)
i xk + hk+1Ri,k(x;h) ,

where |Ri,k(x;h)| ≤ Ch‖v(k+2)‖∞ for some positive constant C independent of h and v depending on k.
From the properties of ψ, we have

∫ 1

0

xj [(k + 1)ψ(1− x) − ψ(x)] dx = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , k ,

which implies

|γi| ≤ Ckh
k+3‖v(k+2)‖∞ .

Hence,

|(Aβ)i| =
h

k(k + 1)(k + 2)
|γi| ≤ C̃kh

k+4‖v(k+2)‖∞ ,

where Ck, C̃k are positive constants that depend on k but are independent of h and v. By the equivalence (5),
it follows that there exists a positive constant C, independent of h, such that |β|∞ ≤ Chk+3‖v(k+2)‖∞, which
establishes the estimate (15). �

2.3. The dichotomy property. Now we are ready to prove the main results of this section.

Theorem 2.2. (i) Let k = 2κ + 1, κ = 0, 1, 2, . . . , and u ∈ Ck+2
p . Then there exists a constant Ck > 0

independent of h and u such that

(17) ‖P [(Pu− u)x]‖ ≤ Ckh
k+1‖u(k+2)‖∞ .

(ii) If k = 1 and u ∈ C5
p , then there exists a constant C1 > 0, independent of h and u, such that

(18) ‖P [(Pu− u)x]‖ ≤ C1h
4‖u(5)‖∞ .

Proof. First we prove (i). It’s worth noting that when κ = 0, the proof becomes considerably simpler because
S2
h is reduced to just {0}, and the computations related to elements of S2

h are no longer required. However, to
avoid repetition, we present a single proof that includes k = 1. Let u ∈ Ck+2

p and define the error e = Pu− u.
Then, using the decomposition of P , we have

Pu = π1u+ π2u =

N∑

i=1

diℓi +

N∑

i=1

k−1∑

m=1

ci,mqi,m ,

and

P (ex) = π1(ex) + π2(ex) =

N∑

i=1

δiℓi +

N∑

i=1

k−1∑

m=1

γm,iqm,i .

From the definition of the L2-projection, we have

‖P (ex)‖2 = (ex, P (ex)) =

N∑

i=1

(ex, ℓi)δi +

N∑

i=1

k−1∑

m=1

(ex, qi,m)γi,m .
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To establish (17), it suffices to show the existence of a positive constant C, independent of h and u, such that

|(ex, ℓi)|+ |(ex, qi,m)| ≤ Chk+2‖u(k+2)‖∞ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N, 1 ≤ m ≤ k − 1 .

This is due to (7) and (8) of Lemma 2.2.
To estimate (ex, ℓi), we first decompose it using the projections π1 and π2:

(19) (ex, ℓi) = ((π1u)x, ℓi) + ((π2u)x − ux, ℓi) .

For the first term, using property (vii) of Lemma 2.1 for ψ, we obtain

(20) ((π1u)x, ℓi) = di−1(ℓ
′
i−1, ℓi) + di+1(ℓ

′
i+1, ℓi) =

1

k + 1
(di+1 − di−1) .

For the second term, integration by parts gives

((π2u)x − ux, ℓi) = −(π2u− u, ℓ′i) .

We now consider the function pi ∈ S2
h defined by

pi(x) =






ℓ′i(x)− ℓ′i(x
−
i )ℓi(x)− ℓ′i(x

+
i−1)ℓi−1(x), x ∈ Ii ,

ℓ′i(x)− ℓ′i(x
+
i )ℓi(x)− ℓ′i(x

−
i+1)ℓi+1(x), x ∈ Ii+1 ,

0, otherwise,

where Ii = (xi−1, xi). Since pi is continuous and vanishes at xi, pi(xi) = 0, by definition of π2, and the
orthogonality of S1

h and S2
h, we have

(π2u− u, ℓ′i) = (π2u− u, ℓ′i)Ii + (π2u− u, ℓ′i)Ii+1

= (π2u− u, pi)Ii + ℓ′i(x
−
i )(π2u− u, ℓi)Ii + ℓ′i(x

+
i−1)(π2u− u, ℓi−1)Ii

+ (π2u− u, pi)Ii+1
+ ℓ′i(x

+
i )(π2u− u, ℓi)Ii+1

+ ℓ′i(x
−
i+1)(π2u− u, ℓi+1)Ii+1

= −ℓ′i(x−i )(u, ℓi)Ii − ℓ′i(x
+
i−1)(u, ℓi−1)Ii − ℓ′i(x

+
i )(u, ℓi)Ii+1

− ℓ′i(x
−
i+1)(u, ℓi+1)Ii+1

.

This can be further simplified to

(21)
(π2u− u, ℓ′i) = − 1

h
ψ′(1)(u, ℓi)Ii −

1

h
ψ′(0)(u, ℓi−1)Ii +

1

h
ψ′(1)(u, ℓi)Ii+1

+
1

h
ψ′(0)(u, ℓi+1)Ii+1

=
1

h
ψ′(1)

[
(u, ℓi)Ii+1

− (u, ℓi)Ii
]
+

1

h
ψ′(0)

[
(u, ℓi+1)Ii+1

− (u, ℓi−1)Ii
]
.

On the other hand,

(u, ℓi)Ii+1
=

∫ xi+1

xi

u(x)ψ

(
xi+1 − x

h

)
dx = h

∫ 1

0

u(xi + hx)ψ(1 − x) dx ,

(u, ℓi)Ii =

∫ xi

xi−1

u(x)ψ

(
x− xi−1

h

)
dx = h

∫ 1

0

u(xi − hx)ψ(1 − x) dx ,

and

(u, ℓi+1)Ii+1
= h

∫ 1

0

u(xi + hx)ψ(x) dx, (u, ℓi−1)Ii = h

∫ 1

0

u(xi − hx)ψ(x) dx .

Substituting these inner products into (21), leads to

(22) (π2u− u, ℓ′i) =

∫ 1

0

[u(xi + hx)− u(xi − hx)] [ψ′(1)ψ(1− x) + ψ′(0)ψ(x)] dx .

Note that from the properties (iii), (v) and (vi) of Lemma 2.1 for ψ we have that
∫ 1

0

xj [ψ′(1)ψ(1− x) + ψ′(0)ψ(x)] dx =
1

k + 1
, j = 1, 2, . . . , k .

Using Taylor expansions of u(xi + hx) and u(xi − hx) about xi, we obtain

(π2u− u, ℓ′i) =
1

k + 1

(
2hu′i +

2h3

3!
u′′′i + · · ·+ 2hk

k!
u
(k)
i

)
+ hk+1Ri,k(h) ,

where |Ri,k(h)| ≤ Ckh‖u(k+2)‖∞, with Ck > 0 independent of h and u.
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Similarly, using Taylor expansions for u(xi + h) and u(xi − h), we have

(π2u− u, ℓ′i) =
1

k + 1
(u(xi + h)− u(xi − h)) + hk+1R̃i,k(h) ,

where |R̃i,k(h)| ≤ C̃kh‖u(k+2)‖∞ for some constant C̃k > 0 independent of h and u. Combining this with (19)
and (20) gives

(23) (ex, ℓi) =
1

k + 1
((di+1 − ui+1)− (di−1 − ui−1))− hk+1R̃i,k(h) .

Applying Lemma 2.3 with v = v(x) = u(x+ h)− u(x− h) and using (23), we then obtain

|(ex, ℓi)| ≤ Chk+2‖u(k+2)‖∞ .

Note that due to periodicity (π1v)(x) = (π1u)(x+ h)− (π1u)(x− h).
For (ex, qi,m), we have

(24) (ex, qi,m) = −(e, q′i,m) = −(π1u+ π2u− u, q′i,m) = −(π1u, q
′
i,m)− (π2u− u, q′i,m) .

It suffices to consider m = 1 and m = k− 1, since each of the two inner products on the right-hand side of (24)
vanishes for m = 2, 3, . . . , k − 2 and k > 3 (see Remark 2.2). Note that if k = 3, then m = 1 or m = k − 1 = 2,
and such cases are analyzed below.

Case m = 1: Let

pi(x) = q′i,1(x)− q′i,1(x
+
i−1)ℓi−1(x), x ∈ Ii ,

so that pi(xi−1) = pi(xi) = 0. Then

−(π1u, q
′
i,1)− (π2u− u, q′i,1) = −q′i,1(x+i−1) [(π1u, ℓi−1)Ii + (π2u− u, ℓi−1)Ii ]

= −q′i,1(x+i−1)(π1u− u, ℓi−1)Ii ,

which implies

(ex, qi,1) = q′i,1(x
+
i−1)(π1u− u, ℓi−1)Ii−1

.

Using (15) of Lemma 2.4 and the fact that q′i,1(x
+
i−1) = 1/h, we obtain

|(ex, qi,1)| ≤ C1h
k+2‖u(k+2)‖∞ ,

for some constant C1 > 0, independent of h and u.
Case m = k − 1: Similarly, we have

(ex, qi,k−1) = −q′i,k−1(x
−
i )(π1u− u, ℓi)Ii .

Thus, from (15) of Lemma 2.4 and the fact that q′i,k−1(x
−
i ) = −1/h, we obtain

|(ex, qi,k−1)| ≤ C2h
k+2‖u(k+2)‖∞ ,

for some constant C2 > 0, independent of h and u, and the proof of (i) is complete.

For the case (ii), recall that for k = 1, we have S2
h = {0}. Let e = Pu − u. Then Pu =

∑N
i=1 diℓi, and

P (ex) =
∑N

i=1 δiℓi. Moreover,

‖P (ex)‖2 = (ex, P (ex)) =
N∑

i=1

ζiδi ,

where ζi = (ex, ℓi). In particular, similarly to (20),

ζi = ((Pu)x − ux, ℓi) =
1

2
(di+1 − di−1)− (ux, ℓi) .

Let ζ denote the vector with entries ζi. Then,

(Aζ)i =
1

2
(u, ℓi+1 − ℓi−1)−

h

6
(ux, 4ℓi + ℓi+1 + ℓi−1) = (12v − h

6w, ℓi) ,
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where v(x) = u(x + h) − u(x − h) and w(x) = 4ux(x) + ux(x + h) + ux(x − h). Using Taylor expansions of u
and ux around x, we can write

v(x) = 2hux(x) +
h3

3
u(3)(x) + h5r(x;h), w(x) = 6ux(x) + h2u(3)(x) + h4r̃(x;h) ,

where |r(x;h)| + |r̃(x;h)| ≤ c‖u(5)‖∞, for some constant c > 0 independent of h and u. Consequently,

|(Aζ)i| ≤ c̃h6‖u(5)‖∞ ,

for some constant c̃ > 0, independent of h and u. The last estimate together with (5) and (4) then yields the
desired estimate (18). �

Repeating the preceding construction for even values of k, one obtains that the estimate (1) cannot be
improved.

Remark 2.3. The previous results hold exactly the same if one assumes that v ∈W r,∞
p instead of v ∈ Cr

p .

2.4. Experimental validation. We experimentally validate the Theorem 2.2 using the function u(x) =
sin(2πx) on the interval [0, 1]. The interval was discretized into N(m) subintervals of length h = 1/N(m)
for m = 1, 2, . . . , 5, and the error Ek

m = ‖P [(Pu − u)x]‖ was computed for k = 1, 2, . . . , 7 using the FEniCS
library of Python [2]. The experimental convergence rate rm approximating the exponent r of the inequality
‖P [(Pu− u)x]‖ ≤ Chr was estimated such that

rm =
log10(E

k
m−1/E

k
m)

log10(N(m)/N(m− 1))
.

The results presented in Table 2.4 confirm the theoretical predictions. In particular, they show that the
convergence rate is 4 for piecewise linear elements (k = 1), k + 1 for odd values of k > 1, and k for even values
of k > 1. Different values of N(m) were used for different values of k because, as k increases, the errors become
extremely small and are affected by finite-precision effects, which make the estimation of the convergence rate
inaccurate. For this reason, the experiments are also limited to k ≤ 7.

h k = 1 k = 2 k = 3 k = 4 h k = 5 k = 6 h k = 7
0.1 – – – – 0.2 – – 0.5 –
0.05 4.051 1.755 4.147 3.844 0.1 6.243 5.526 0.25 8.442
0.02 4.011 1.946 4.034 3.966 0.066 6.095 5.842 0.125 8.206
0.01 4.002 1.990 4.007 3.994 0.05 6.049 5.921 0.1 8.105
0.005 4.001 1.997 4.002 3.998 0.04 6.030 5.953 0.05 8.040
theory 4 2 4 4 theory 6 6 theory 8

Table 1. Convergence rates of the error Ek
m = ‖P [(Pu− u)x]‖ (periodic boundary conditions)

2.5. Other approximation properties of Vk
h . We close this section by reviewing some approximation prop-

erties and an inverse inequality that will be used in the error estimates of the subsequent sections.
Let k ≥ 1 be an integer, and let ∪N

i=1{qi,1, qi,2, . . . , qi,k−1} be a basis of S2
h. We define the operator Ih : Cp →

Vk
h by

Ihv =
N∑

i=1

[
v(xi)ℓi +

k−1∑

m=1

ci,mqi,m

]
,

where the coefficients ci,1, ci,2, . . . , ci,k−1 are chosen such that, on each interval Īi = [xi−1, xi], the function Ihv
is the interpolating polynomial of v at the points xi−1 + j/h, j = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1. For the interpolation error we
have the following estimate, and we provide an elegant proof for the sake of completeness:

Proposition 2.1. Let u ∈ Hk+1
p . Then

(25) ‖u− Ihu‖+ h‖(u− Ihu)x‖ ≤ hk+1‖u(k+1)‖ .
Proof. Let rh(x) = u(x) − (Ihu)(x). Then rh has at least k + 1 distinct roots in each interval Īi. By applying

Rolle’s Theorem inductively, we obtain that r
(ν)
h , for ν = 1, 2, . . . , k has k+1−ν distinct roots in Ii. In particular,
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for ν = k, if ξi is a root of r
(k)
h in Ii, then for all x ∈ Īi, r

(k)
h (x) =

∫ x

ξi
r
(k+1)
h (y) dy =

∫ x

ξi
u(k+1)(y) dy . By Cauchy-

Schwarz inequality, [r
(k)
h (x)]2 ≤ h

∫ xi

xi−1
[u(k+1)(y)]2 dy . Integrating over Ii gives ‖r(k)h ‖2L2(Ii)

≤ h2‖u(k+1)‖2.
Summing over i = 1, 2, . . . , N , yields ‖r(k)h ‖ ≤ h‖u(k+1)‖. Applying the same argument recursively, we obtain

‖r(n−1)
h ‖ ≤ h‖r(n)h ‖, for n = k, k − 1, . . . , 1, and the desired estimate follows. �

It is worth noting that, for any χ ∈ Vk
h , there exists a constant C, depending on k and independent of h,

such that

(26) ‖χ′‖ ≤ Ch−1‖χ‖ .
This is the standard inverse inequality for one-dimensional Lagrange finite element spaces, and its proof follows
the same lines as in the classical references cf. eg. [19]. Finally, using the previous estimates for the interpolant
and the inverse inequality, we obtain the classical error estimate ‖u − Pu‖ + h‖(u − Pu)x‖ ≤ Chk+1‖u(k+1)‖
for any u ∈ Hk+1

p . For more information, we refer to [19].

3. Application to a conservative finite element method

We consider the initial-periodic boundary value problem for the RLW equation [8]:

(27)

ut + ux + uux − uxxt = 0 for x ∈ (a, b) and t > 0 ,

∂ixu(a, t) = ∂ixu(b, t) for t ≥ 0 and i = 0, 1, . . . ,

u(x, 0) = U0(x) for x ∈ [a, b] .

This problem effectively mimics the Cauchy problem on R and is therefore particularly suitable for studying
long-time propagation phenomena, including the interaction of solitary waves and the resolution properties of
arbitrary initial conditions.

Any sufficiently smooth solution u = u(x, t) of (27) satisfies the following conservation laws:

d

dt
M(t;u) = 0, where M(t;u) =

∫ b

a

u dx (Mass) ,(28)

d

dt
I(t;u) = 0, where I(t;u) = 1

2

∫ b

a

u2 + u2x dx (Impulse) .(29)

d

dt
E(t;u) = 0, where E(t;u) = 1

2

∫ b

a

u2 +
1

3
u3 dx (Energy) .(30)

Note that these are the only independent conservation laws of (27), cf. [30]. It is apparent that the RLW
equation is a Hamiltonian partial differential equation, with the Hamiltonian functional given by E . In this
framework, it can be expressed in the canonical form

(31) ut = −D δE
δu

,

where D = (I − ∂xx)
−1∂x is a skew-adjoint operator, and δE/δu denotes the Gateaux derivative of the Hamil-

tonian E .

3.1. A conservative finite element semi-discretization. While the following analysis also holds on any
interval (a, b), we focus again on the simpler case Ī = [a, b] = [0, 1], and use a uniform grid as in the preceding
sections.

A modified Galerkin/finite element semi-discretization of (27) is defined as follows: Determine ũ : [0, T ] → Vk
h

for k = 1, 2, . . . , such that

(32) (ũt, χ) + (P [ũxt], χx) = (P [ũ+ 1
2 ũ

2], χx) for all χ ∈ Vk
h ,

with initial condition ũ(x, 0) = P [U0(x)] and T > 0 the maximal time of existence of the analytical solution u
of (27). This semi-discretization is energy-conservative, and we have the following:

Proposition 3.1. Any solution ũ(·, t) ∈ Vk
h of the semi-discretization (32) of the initial-periodic boundary value

problem (27) conserves the mass and energy functionals in the sense that

d

dt
M(t; ũ) = 0 and

d

dt
E(t; ũ) = 0 .
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Proof. The mass conservation follows directly from (32) by choosing χ = 1. To prove energy conservation,
rewrite (32) as

(33) (ũt, χ) = (P [ũ+ 1
2 ũ

2 − ũxt], χx) for all χ ∈ Sh .

Denote R = ũ+ 1
2 ũ

2 − ũxt and set χ = P [R] in (33). Due to the periodic boundary conditions, we then have

(34) (ũt, R) = (ũt, P [R]) = (P [R], P [R]x) = 0 .

On the other hand,

(ũt, R) = (ũt, ũ+ 1
2 ũ

2 − ũxt) =
1
2

∫ 1

0

(ũ2 + 1
3 ũ

3)t − (ũ2t )x dx = 1
2

d

dt

∫ 1

0

ũ2 + 1
3 ũ

3 dx =
d

dt
E(t; ũ) .

Combining this with (34) yields the desired energy conservation. �

The semi-discretization (32) can also be expressed in the form:

(ũt, χ) + (w̃t, χx) = (z̃, χx) for all χ ∈ Vk
h ,(35)

(ũxt, ψ)− (w̃t, ψ) = 0 for all ψ ∈ Vk
h ,(36)

(z̃, φ) = (ũ+ 1
2 ũ

2, φ) for all φ ∈ Vk
h .(37)

In analogy, we can write the RLW equation as

ut − wxt = −zx,(38)

w = ux,(39)

z = u+ 1
2u

2 .(40)

Note that if u(x, 0) = U0(x), then naturally w(x, 0) =W0(x) = U ′
0(x). We therefore consider as initial conditions

of the semi-discrete system (35)–(37) the projections

(41) ũ(x, 0) = PU0(x) and w̃(x, 0) = PW0(x) = P [U ′
0](x) ,

for all x ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 3.1. From (36), we have w̃t = P [ũx]t. Integrating in time over any interval [0, t], gives w̃ = P [ũx] +
w̃(x, 0) − P [U ′

0] = P [ũx] + PW0 − P [U ′
0]. Using the initial condition (41), we immediately obtain

(42) w̃ = P [ũx] .

3.2. Proof of convergence. In this section, we prove that the semi-discrete solution ũ exists and converges
to the classical solution with optimal order when k ≥ 1 is an odd integer for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Theorem 3.1. Let u ∈ C([0, T ];Ck+2
p ) be the unique solution of the initial-periodic boundary value problem

(27), and let k = 2κ + 1 for κ = 0, 1, . . . . Then, for sufficiently small h > 0, there exists a unique solution
ũ(·, t) ∈ Vk

h of the semi-discrete problem (32) (and equivalently of (35)–(37)) for all t ∈ [0, T ], and a constant
C > 0 independent of h such that

‖u− ũ‖ ≤ Chk+1, ‖ux − P [ũx]‖ ≤ Chk+1 and ‖ux − ũx‖ ≤ Chk .

Proof. We define

ζ = u− Pu, ρ = Pu− ũ, σ = w − Pw, θ = Pw − w̃, τ = z − Pz, ξ = Pz − z̃ .

Note that w̃ = P [ũx] and z̃ = P [ũ + 1
2 ũ

2]. Throughout the analysis, we will use a generic positive constant
C independent of h. We also assume that the exact solution is bounded, i.e., there is a constant M such
that ‖u‖ + ‖ux‖ ≤ M for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Then, for sufficiently small h, the semi-discrete solution satisfies
‖ũ(·, 0)‖+ ‖w̃(·, 0)‖ ≤ 2M .

Upon choosing appropriate basis functions ϕi(x), i = 1, 2, . . . , kN for the finite element space Vk
h , the semi-

discrete solution can be represented as a linear combination of the basis functions:

ũ(x, t) =

kN∑

i=1

ui(t)ϕi(x) and w̃(x, t) =

kN∑

i=1

wi(t)ϕi(x) .
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Denote y the vector y = (u,w)T where u = (u0, u1, . . . )
T and w = (w0, w1, . . . )

T . Then, the finite element
system (35)–(37) can be written as a system of nonlinear ordinary differential equations

(43) My′ = F(y) ,

where

M =

(
A B

B A

)
,

with Aij = (ϕi, ϕj), Bij = (ϕi, ϕ
′
j), and F = (z,0) with zj = (z̃, ϕ′

j). Here, A is symmetric and positive

definite, while B is skew-symmetric. Moreover, for any vector x = (x1,x2)
T we have

xTMx = xT
1 Ax1 + xT

1 Bx2 + xT
2 Bx1 + xT

2 Ax1 > xT
1 Bx2 + xT

1 (x
T
2 B)T = 0 ,

which shows that M is positive definite and therefore invertible.
For the system y′ = M−1F(y), the mapping M−1F is locally Lipschitz as well as F. Thus, there is a t∗ ≤ T

such that the system (35)–(37) has a unique solution (ũ, w̃) satisfying ‖ũ‖+ ‖w̃‖ ≤ M̃ for all t ∈ [0, t∗], for some

constant M̃ > 0 independent of h.
We define ωw = P [wxt]− wxt, ωz = P [zx]− zx and ωu = P [u2]− u2. Then, for χ ∈ Vk

h , we have

(ρt, χ) = (P [ut], χ)− (ũt, χ) = (P [wx]t − P [zx], χ) + (w̃t − z̃, χx)

= (P [wxt]− wxt, χ) + (wxt, χ) + (w̃t, χx)− (P [zx]− zx, χ)− (zx, χ)− (z̃, χx)

= (ωw, χ)− (wt − P [wt], χx)− (P [wt]− w̃t, χx)− (ωz, χ) + (z − Pz, χx) + (Pz − z̃, χx)

= (P [ωw], χ) + (P [(σt)x], χ) + (P [(θt)x], χ)− (P [ωz], χ)− (P [τx], χ)− (P [ξx], χ) .

Equivalently, in operator form, this gives

(44) ρt = P [ωw + (σt)x + (θt)x − ωz − τx − ξx] .

From (36) and (39), we have that for any ψ ∈ Vk
h

(θ, ψ) = (Pw − w̃, ψ) = (w − w̃, ψ) = (ux − P [ũx], ψ) = −(u− ũ, ψx)

= −(u− Pu, ψx)− (Pu− ũ, ψx) = −(ζ, ψx)− (ρ, ψx) = (P [ζx], ψ) + (P [ρx], ψ) .

Hence, we obtain the identity

(45) θ = P [ζx + ρx] .

Using the last formula, we have

‖P [ρx]‖ = ‖θ − P [ζx]‖ ≤ ‖θ‖+ ‖P [ζx]‖ .
According to Theorem 2.2, we have ‖P [ζx]‖ ≤ Chk+1. (If k = 1 and u ∈ C5

p , the exponent in the last estimate
is 4. However, this won’t improve the error estimate because, for instance, (47) below). Using this estimate, we
obtain

(46) ‖P [ρx]‖ ≤ Chk+1 + ‖θ‖ .
Let φ ∈ Vk

h . Then,

(ξ, φ) = (Pz − z̃, φ) = (Pu− ũ, φ) + 1
2 (P [u

2]− ũ2, φ) = (ρ, φ) + 1
2 (P [u

2]− u2, φ) + 1
2 (u

2 − ũ2, φ)

= (ρ, φ) + 1
2 (P [u

2]− u2, φ) + 1
2 ((u + ũ)(u− ũ), φ) = (ρ, φ) + 1

2 (ωu, φ) +
1
2 ((u + ũ)(ζ + ρ), φ) .

Taking φ = ξ in the previous relation yields

‖ξ‖2 ≤ ‖ρ‖‖ξ‖+ Chk+1‖ξ‖+ ‖u+ ũ‖∞(Chk+1 + ‖ρ‖)‖ξ‖ ,
which can be simplified to

(47) ‖ξ‖ ≤ C(hk+1 + ‖ρ‖) .
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Now, we can proceed with the main estimate. From (44) and (45) we have

(ρt, ρ) + (θt, θ) = (P [ωw + (σt)x + (θt)x − ωz − τx − ξx], ρ) + (θt, P [ζx + ρx])

= (ωw − ωz, ρ) + (P [(σt − τ)x], ρ)− (θt, P [ρx])− (ξx, ρ) + (θt, P [ζx]) + (θt, P [ρx])

= (ωw − ωz, ρ) + (P [(σt − τ)x], ρ)− (ξx, ρ) + (θt, P [ζx])

= (ωw − ωz, ρ) + (P [(σt − τ)x], ρ) + (ξ, P [ρx]) +
d
dt (θ, P [ζx])− (θ, P [(ζt)x]) .

The last term in the previous inequality can be bounded using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

(θ, P [(ζt)x]) ≤
1

8
‖θ‖2 + 2‖P [(ζt)x]‖2 ≤ C(‖P [(ζt)x]‖2 + ‖θ‖2) .

By Theorem 2.2, ‖P [(ζt)x]‖ ≤ Chk+1. Therefore,

(48) (θ, P [(ζt)x]) ≤ C(h2(k+1) + ‖θ‖2) .
Similarly, using the inequalities (47) and (46), we obtain

(49) (ξ, P [ρx]) ≤ C(h2(k+1) + ‖ξ‖2 + ‖θ‖2) ≤ C(h2(k+1) + ‖ρ‖2 + ‖θ‖2) .
Thus,

(50)
1

2

d

dt
(‖ρ‖2 + ‖θ‖2) ≤ C(h2(k+1) + ‖ρ‖2 + ‖θ‖2) + d

dt (θ, P [ζx]) .

Integrating this relation yields

(51) ‖ρ‖2 + ‖θ‖2 ≤ Ch2(k+1) +
1

8
‖θ‖2 + 2‖P [ζx]‖2 + C

∫ t

0

(‖ρ‖2 + ‖θ2‖) ,

where, from now on, C depends on t∗. Taking into account that ‖P [ζx]‖ ≤ Chk+1, we can simplify (51) to

(52) ‖ρ‖2 + ‖θ‖2 ≤ Ch2(k+1) + C

∫ t

0

(‖ρ‖2 + ‖θ2‖) .

Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain the optimal error estimate

(53) ‖ρ‖2 + ‖θ‖2 ≤ Ch2(k+1) ,

for all t ∈ [0, t∗], which immediately gives

(54) ‖u− ũ‖2 + ‖ux − P [ũx]‖2 ≤ Ch2(k+1) .

Finally, using (53) and the inverse inequality (26), we have

‖ux − ũx‖ ≤ ‖(u− Pu)x‖+ ‖ρx‖ ≤ C(hk + h−1‖ρ‖) ≤ Chk .

Choosing h > 0 sufficiently small such that ‖ũ‖ ≤ ‖u‖ + Chk+1 < 2M for 0 ≤ t ≤ t∗, we ensure that the
numerical solution ũ will remain bounded in L2 up to t = t∗. Similarly, since ‖ux − P [ũx]‖ ≤ Chk+1, we have
‖w̃‖ ≤ ‖ux‖ + Chk+1 < 2M for 0 ≤ t ≤ t∗. By standard extension arguments from the theory of ordinary
differential equations, we conclude that the solution (and the error estimates) can be extended to the full interval
t ∈ [0, T ]. �

Remark 3.2. If k = 2κ for κ = 1, 2, . . . , we have that ‖P [εx]‖ ≤ Chk, where ε = ζ or ζt. Therefore, modifying
the proof of Theorem 3.1 accordingly, we have that ‖u− ũ‖ ≤ Chk, ‖ux−P [ũx]‖ ≤ Chk and ‖ux− ũx‖ ≤ Chk−1.

Remark 3.3. It was shown in [3] that if u(·, t) ∈ C5
p , then in the space of periodic cubic splines, ‖P [(v−Ihv)x]‖ =

O(hk+1), where Ih is the cubic spline interpolant. Consequently, the proof of Theorem 3.1 can be modified to
remain valid if we consider periodic cubic splines with small changes.

Building on the preceding analysis, we show that the conservation of the impulse functional I for any smooth
solution ũ of (35)–(37) is approximated with high accuracy.

Proposition 3.2. If ũ(·, t) ∈ Vk
h with k = 1, 2, . . . be a solution of the initial value problem (35)–(37), (41),

and let h > 0 sufficiently small. Then, there exists a constant C > 0, independent of h, such that

(55) max
t∈[0,T ]

|I(t; ũ)− I(0; ũ)| ≤ Chr ,

where r = 2k if k = 2κ+ 1 with κ = 0, 1, . . . , and r = 2k − 2 if k = 2κ with κ = 1, 2, . . . .
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Proof. Taking χ = ũ and using (42) in (35), gives

(56) (ũt, ũ) + (P [ũx]t, ũx) = (z̃, ũx) = (P [ũ+ 1
2 ũ

2], ũx) =
1
2 (P [ũ

2], ũx) =
1
2 (ũ

2, P [ũx]) .

Thus,

(ũt, ũ) + (ũxt, ũx) + (P [ũxt]− ũxt, ũx) =
1
2 (ũ

2, P [ũx]− ũx) .

Using the definition of the L2-projection, we write the last relationship into the form

d

dt
I(t; ũ)− (P [ũxt]− ũxt, P [ũx]− ũx) =

1
2 (ũ

2 − P [ũ2], P [ũx]− ũx) ,

which is equivalent to

(57)
d

dt
I(t; ũ) = 1

2

d

dt
‖P [ũx]− ũx‖2 + 1

2 (ũ
2 − P [ũ2], P [ũx]− ũx) .

Using Theorem 3.1, we have that ‖P [ũx]− ũx‖ ≤ ‖P [ũx]−ux‖+ ‖ux− ũx‖ ≤ Chk if k = 2κ+1 for κ = 0, 1, . . .
while ‖P [ũx]− ũx‖ ≤ Chk−1 for k = 2κ, κ = 1, 2, . . . . Therefore, after integration of (57), and taking absolute
values, we obtain

|I(t, ũ)− I(0, ũ)| ≤ 1
2‖P [ũx]− ũx‖2 + 1

4T ( max
t∈[0,T ]

‖ũ2 − P [ũ2]‖2 + max
t∈[0,T ]

‖P [ũx]− ũx‖2) ,

which completes the proof. �

Commenting on the standard Galerkin method applied to the RLW equation is known to be conservative
in the sense that it preserves the impulse functional I but not the energy. In general, the standard Galerkin
method has been used alongside the symplectic two-stage implicit Gauss–Legendre Runge–Kutta method, which
is also known to preserve quadratic conservation laws due to its symplecticity. This combination has ensured
conservative and highly accurate simulations for the KdV equation while studying blow-up phenomena [9], as
well as for the KdV–KdV system [10, 11] in the study of generalized solitary waves. For the RLW equation, the
standard Galerkin method has been studied theoretically in [36, 5], although its conservation properties were
never the main focus.

3.3. Experimental validation. For the numerical validation of Theorem 3.1 and Remark 3.2, we consider
the periodic initial-value problem (27) with a suitable nonzero right-hand side so that the function u(x, t) =
et sin(2π(x − 2t)) on the interval [0, 1] is an exact solution of the modified problem for all t ∈ [0, 1]. The
corresponding semi-discrete formulation (35)–(37) is then solved for h = 1/N for various values of N using the
classical fourth-order Runge–Kutta method. The time step ∆t is chosen sufficiently small so that (∆t)4 ≪ hk+1.
The resulting errors, ‖u − ũ‖, ‖ux − P [ũx]‖ and ‖ux − ũx‖, are recorded at t = 1 for k = 1, 2, . . . , 6. Figure
1 shows logarithmic plots of these errors versus the mesh size h for k = 1, 2, . . . , 6. The data form straight
lines with slopes close to 2, 4, and 6, respectively, which confirms the expected convergence behavior. It is also
noteworthy that, for even values of k, the convergence rates associated with the spaces Vk−1

h and Vk
h are nearly

the same, yet the errors are consistently smaller in the latter case.
It is worth noting that the computation of P [ũx] was not explicitly required, as we instead used the corre-

sponding values of the auxiliary variable w̃ to evaluate the errors ‖ux − P [ũx]‖ due to Remark 3.1.

3.4. Energy-conservative fully discrete scheme. The semi-discrete system (35)–(37) is a system of ordinary
differential equations of the form My′ = F, where

M =

(
A B

B A

)
,

A and B matrices with Aij = (ϕi, ϕj) and Bij = (ϕi, ϕ
′
j), and F = F(y) (see also the proof of Theorem 3.1).

To integrate this particular system numerically, we first need to invert the matrix M.
In case A and B are circulant, a linear system of the form MX = F with unknown vector X = (x,y)T can

be solved using the Fast Fourier Transform as a system of two equations with two unknowns x and y. For
example, in the case of cubic splines or piecewise linear elements, denote the Discrete Fourier Transform matrix
and its inverse (implemented via the Fast Fourier Transform) by F and F−1. Also, consider a,b be the first
rows of the matrix A and B, respectively. Then, the algorithm for the solution of our system is presented in
Algorithm 1.
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Figure 1. Experimental convergence rates for k = 1, 2, . . . , 6

Algorithm 1 Solution of block circulant system using FFT

Set DA = diag(Fa) and DB = diag(Fb)
Set ẑ = F−1z

Compute ŷ = (DBD−1
A

DB −DA)−1DBD−1
A

ẑ

Compute x̂ = D−1
A

(ẑ −DBŷ)
The solution is x = F x̂ and y = F ŷ.

In the case of Lagrange elements with k > 1, the matrices A and B are banded but not circulant, and
thus the inversion of the matrix M can be performed efficiently using the block Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury
(SMW) iterative method for nearly circulant matrices of [27].

Assume that we have inverted the matrix M and denote the resulting initial-value problem as

(58)

d

dt
y(t) = f(t,y(t)), t ∈ (0, T ],

y(0) = y0,

where y is the unknown vector function. In order to preserve the energy functional E we employ the so-called
Relaxation Runge–Kutta methods [24, 33]. For a uniform timestep ∆t ∈ (0, 1) we consider a uniform grid
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Figure 2. Variation of (a) mass M, (b) impulse I, (c) energy E , and (d) relaxation parameter
γn for k = 1

0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tK = T with ti+1 = ti + (i + 1)∆t for all i = 0, 1, . . . ,K − 1. We also consider an explicit
Runge–Kutta method with s stages described by the Butcher tableau

c A

bT ,(59)

where A = [aij ]
s
i,j=1 is an s×s lower-triangular matrix with zeros in the principal diagonal, and b = [bj ]

s
j=1 and

c = [cj ]
s
j=1 are s-dimensional vectors. Note that here the matrix A and the vector b are different from those

in Algorithm 1. Let yn be an approximation of y(tn), then the explicit Runge–Kutta method that corresponds
to the Butcher tableau (59) can be expressed as

ỹi = yn +∆t

i−1∑

j=1

aij f(tn + cj∆t, ỹ
j), i = 1, 2, . . . , s,(60)

y(tn +∆t) ≈ yn+1 = yn +∆t

s∑

i=1

bi f(tn + ci∆t, ỹ
i).(61)

Let

dn =
s∑

i=1

bi fi,

with fi = f(tn+ci∆t, ỹ
i), then the corresponding relaxation Runge–Kutta method is formulated by the replace-

ment of the update formula (61) with an update in the same direction as the previous formula but of a different
length:

y(tn + γn∆t) ≈ yn+1
γ = yn + γn∆tdn,(62)

where yn = yn
γ , for n = 1, 2, . . .. The parameter γn is called the relaxation parameter such that

E(tn + γn∆t;yn+1
γ ) = E(tn;yn),

where E is the energy functional (30). The resulting equation is a quadratic equation in terms of γn∆t, which
can be solved efficiently using Newton’s method to avoid possible catastrophic cancellation errors [26, 29]. The
relaxation Runge–Kutta method is practically adapting the time step ∆t at every timestep to ∆tnγ = γn∆t.

To demonstrate the approximation properties of the energy-conservative method we considered the initial-

periodic boundary value problem (27) in [−100, 100], with a generic initial condition U0(x) = e−x2/10 for times
up to T = 100. Such an initial condition is not a traveling wave, and thus the method will be unbiased during
the computation of the conserved quantities. For this experiment we used h = 0.1 and ∆t = 0.01.

Figures 2 (a), (b), and (c) illustrate the absolute errors in mass, impulse, and energy, respectively. As
anticipated, the mass and energy are conserved up to machine precision, while the error in impulse is O(10−5).
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ũ
)|)

slope 2

slope 6

V1
h V2

h V3
h V4

h

Figure 3. Experimental convergence rates of impulse I for k = 1, 2, 3, 4

In Figure 2(d) we observe that the relaxation parameter γn is 1 + O(10−10), verifying again the theoretical
estimates of [24]. Similar results were observed for k > 1, but we omit them for brevity.

In conclusion, we validate the convergence rate of the Impulse functional I. We use the same initial condition
U0 as before in the interval [−50, 50], and compute the errors maxtn |I(tn; ũ) − I(0; ũ)| for h = 1/N with
N = 100, 200, 500, 800, 1000 for k = 1, 2, 3, and N = 100, 200, 400, 500, 800 for k = 4 up to T = 10. For
k = 1, 2, 3, we use ∆t = 0.01, while for k = 3 and k = 4, we use ∆t = 0.001 and ∆t = 0.0005, respectively.
The results shown in Figure 3 present logarithmic plots of the errors versus h and clearly confirm the predicted
convergence-rate pattern of Proposition 3.2 for k = 1, 2, 3, 4. For k > 4, the errors are already at the level of
machine precision, making it difficult to experimentally verify convergence rates of order 8.

4. Conclusions

In this work, we proved that the L2 projection of sufficiently smooth and periodic function u onto Lagrange
finite element spaces of periodic piecewise polynomial functions satisfies ‖P [(Pu − u)x]‖ = O(h4) if k = 1,
‖P [(Pu − u)x]‖ = O(hk+1) if k = 2κ + 1, κ ≥ 1, and ‖P [(Pu − u)x]‖ = O(hk) if k = 2κ, κ ≥ 1. This
approximation property of finite element spaces directly influences the convergence of energy-conservative finite
element methods applied to certain nonlinear and dispersive wave equations. We illustrate this effect by deriving
a priori error estimates of a finite element method for the regularized long-wave equation that conserves a cubic
energy functional and the linear mass functional. The theoretical findings are further confirmed by numerical
experiments.

References

[1] A. Ali and H. Kalisch. On the formulation of mass, momentum and energy conservation in the KdV equation. Acta Applicandae

Mathematicae, 133:113–131, 2014.
[2] M. Alnaes, J. Blechta, J. Hake, A. Johansson, B. Kehlet, A. Logg, C. Richardson, J. Ring, M. Rognes, and G. Wells. The

FEniCS Project Version 1.5. Archive of Numerical Software, 3(100):9–23, 2015.
[3] D. Antonopoulos and V. Dougalis. Error estimates for Galerkin approximations of the “classical” Boussinesq system. Mathe-

matics of Computation, 82(282):689–717, 2013.
[4] D. Antonopoulos and D. Mitsotakis. Bona–Smith-type systems in bounded domains with slip-wall boundary conditions: The-

oretical justification and a conservative numerical scheme. Journal of Scientific Computing, 102:1–42, 2025.
[5] D. Arnold, J. Douglas, and V. Thomée. Superconvergence of a finite element approximation to the solution of a Sobolev

equation in a single space variable. Mathematics of Computation, 36:53–63, 1981.
[6] B. Benjamin. Impulse, flow force and variational principles. IMA Journal of Applied Mathematics, 32:3–68, 1984.
[7] B. Benjamin, J. Bona, and J. Mahony. Model equations for long waves in nonlinear dispersive systems. Philosophical Trans-

actions of the Royal Society of London. Series A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 272(1220):47–78, 1972.
[8] J. Bona and V. Dougalis. An initial-and boundary-value problem for a model equation for propagation of long waves. Journal

of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 75:503–522, 1980.

19



[9] J. Bona, V. Dougalis, O. Karakashian, and W. McKinney. Conservative, high-order numerical schemes for the generalized
Korteweg–de Vries equation. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series A: Physical and Engineering

Sciences, 351:107–164, 1995.
[10] J. Bona, V. Dougalis, and D. Mitsotakis. Numerical solution of KdV–KdV systems of Boussinesq equations: I. The numerical

scheme and generalized solitary waves. Math. Comp. Simul., 74:214–228, 2007.
[11] J. Bona, V. Dougalis, and D. Mitsotakis. Numerical solution of Boussinesq systems of KdV–KdV type: II. Evolution of radiating

solitary waves. Nonlinearity, 21:2825–2848, 2008.
[12] J. Bona and R. Smith. The initial-value problem for the Korteweg-de Vries equation. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal

Society of London. Series A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences, 278:555–601, 1975.
[13] J. Cai. Multisymplectic numerical method for the regularized long-wave equation. Computer Physics Communications,

180(10):1821–1831, 2009.
[14] J. Cai. A new explicit multisymplectic scheme for the regularized long-wave equation. Journal of Mathematical Physics,

50:013535, 2009.
[15] Q. Chang, G. Wang, and B. Guo. Conservative scheme for a model of nonlinear dispersive waves and its solitary waves induced

by boundary motion. Journal of Computational Physics, 93(2):360–375, 1991.
[16] M. Crouzeix and V. Thomée. The stability in Lp andW 1

p of the L2-projection onto finite elements function spaces. Mathematics

of Computation, 178:521–532, 1987.
[17] A. Durán, D. Dutykh, and D. Mitsotakis. On the multi-symplectic structure of Boussinesq-type systems. I: Derivation and

mathematical properties. Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena, 388:10–21, 2019.
[18] A. Durán, D. Dutykh, and D. Mitsotakis. On the multi-symplectic structure of Boussinesq-type systems. II: Geometric dis-

cretization. Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena, 397:–16, 2019.
[19] A. Ern and J.-L. Guermond. Theory and practice of finite elements, volume 159. Springer, 2004.

[20] L. Guo and H. Chen. H1-Galerkin mixed finite element method for the regularized long wave equation. Computing, 77:205–221,
2006.

[21] S. Israwi. Variable depth KdV equations and generalizations to more nonlinear regimes. ESAIM: M2AN, 44:347–370, 2010.
[22] S. Israwi, H. Kalisch, T. Katsaounis, and D. Mitsotakis. A regualarized shallow-water waves system with slip-wall boundary

conditions in a basin: Theory and numerical analysis. Nonlinearity, 35:750–786, 2022.
[23] H. Kalisch, Z. Khorsand, and D. Mitsotakis. Mechanical balance laws for fully nonlinear and weakly dispersive water waves.

Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena, 333:243–253, 2016.
[24] D. Ketcheson. Relaxation Runge-Kutta methods: Conservation and stability for inner-product norms. SIAM J. Numer. Anal.,

57:2850–2870, 2019.
[25] D.J. Korteweg and G. de Vries. XLI. On the change of form of long waves advancing in a rectangular canal, and on a new type of

long stationary waves. The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philosophical Magazine and Journal of Science, 39(240):422–443,
1895.

[26] D. Mitsotakis. Computational mathematics: An introduction to numerical analysis and scientific computing with Python.
Chapman and Hall/CRC Press, New York, 2023.

[27] D. Mitsotakis. On iterative methods based on Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury splitting. Applied Numerical Mathematics,
201:282–289, 2024.
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