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INTERIOR PENALTY MIXED FINITE ELEMENT METHODS OF
ANY ORDER IN ANY DIMENSION FOR LINEAR ELASTICITY
WITH STRONGLY SYMMETRIC STRESS TENSOR *
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Abstract. We propose two classes of mixed finite elements for linear elasticity of any order, with
interior penalty for nonconforming symmetric stress approximation. One key point of our method is
to introduce some appropriate nonconforming face-bubble spaces based on the local decomposition of
discrete symmetric tensors, with which the stability can be easily established. We prove the optimal
error estimate for both displacement and stress by adding an interior penalty term. The elements
are easy to be implemented thanks to the explicit formulations of its basis functions. Moreover, the
methods can be applied to arbitrary simplicial grids for any spatial dimension in a unified fashion.
Numerical tests for both 2D and 3D are provided to validate our theoretical results.
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1. Introduction. Mixed finite element methods for linear elasticity are popu-
lar methods to approximate the stress-displacement system derived from Hellinger-
Reissner variational principle. However, it is more difficult to develop the stable mixed
finite element methods for linear elasticity than that for scalar second-order elliptic
problems, as the stress tensor is required to be symmetric due to the conservation of
angular momentum. One way to circumvent this difficulty is to use composite element
techniques [30, 6]. Another approach is to use some well-known H(div) elements to
relax the symmetry. One main technique is to introduce a Lagrange multiplier approx-
imating the non-symmetric part of the displacement gradient while enforcing stress
symmetry weakly [2, 7, 12, 18, 19, 33, 22].

The first stable non-composite finite element method for classical mixed finite
formulation of plane elasticity was proposed by Arnold and Winther in 2002 [8]. In
this class of elements, the displacement is discretized by discontinuous piecewise Py
(k > 1) polynomial, while the stress is discretized by the conforming Pj42 tensors
whose divergence is Py, vector on each triangle. The analogue of the results in 3D case
were reported in [1, 4]. All the results in this series have some features in common:
the degree of polynomial for the displacement should satisfy k£ > 1. The similar idea
can be applied to the rectangular element, see [3, 17, 25].

Recently Hu and Zhang [27, 28] and Hu [23] proposed a family of conforming
mixed elements for R™ that have fewer degrees of freedom than those in the earlier
literature. For k > n, this class of elements are optimal in the sense that the dis-
placement is discretized by discontinuous piecewise Py polynomial, while the stress is
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discretized by the conforming Py1 tensors. These elements also admit a unified the-
ory and a relatively easy implementation. For the case that £ < n —1, the symmetric
tensor spaces are enriched by proper high order H(div) bubble functions to stabilize
the discretization [29]. Similar mixed elements on rectangular and cuboid grids were
constructed in [24].

There have been also numerous works in the literature on nonconforming mixed
elements. For rectangular or cuboid grids, we refer to [35, 36, 26, 10, 32]. For simplicial
grids, we first refer Arnold and Winther [9] (2D) and [5] (3D). These elements contain
the displacement space with & = 1, but it is suboptimal as only the first order accuracy
can be proved for the displacement. In [21], Gopalakrishnan and Guzmén developed a
family of simplicial elements for £ > 1 in both two and three dimensions. The optimal
convergence order for the displacement can be proved under the full elliptic regularity
assumption but the convergence order of L? error for stress is still suboptimal.

All the aforementioned simplicial elements have the constraint that & > 1. For
the lowest order case k = 0 in 2D, Cai and Ye [15] used the Crouzeix-Raviart element
to approximate each component of the symmetric stress and piecewise constants for
the displacement. Their method was proved to be convergent by adding an interior
penalty term to weakly enforce the continuity of the stress. As the authors claimed,
their elements can be extended to higher spatial dimensions, but it is not clear how
the elements can be extended to higher orders.

The purpose of this paper is to construct a family of mixed finite elements (k > 0)
for simplicial grids in any dimension. Precisely, the piecewise P}, vector space without
interelement continuity is applied to approximate the displacement. To design the
piecewise Py1 spaces for the stress, the crucial point is to introduce the conforming
div-bubble spaces [23] and nonconforming face-bubble spaces, with which the stability
can easily be established. We then add the spaces with two classes of spaces to obtain
the desired approximation property. The first class is locally defined with elementwise
degrees of freedom, while the second class does not have local d.o.f. but has a very
small dimension. Any space between these two classes can be proved to be convergent.
Especially, the finite element space proposed in [15] in lowest order lies in this case.
Moreover, our first class of space is precisely the space proposed in [21] when k& > 1,
while the d.o.f are slightly different.

Due to the discontinuity of the normal stress on each interior face, the stress-
displacement mixed formulation is modified by adding an interior penalty term to
weakly enforce the continuity, which is a standard technique for discontinuous Galerkin
methods and also adopted in [15]. The convergence of our mixed finite element method
is studied according to the three ingredients step by step: stability, approximation
and consistency, with which a constructive proof can be obtained naturally. More im-
portantly, based on our knowledge, our second class of spaces in lowest order has the
smallest dimension among all the mixed finite elements on simplicial grids regardless
whether the symmetry of stress is imposed strongly or weakly.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we present
the local decomposition of discrete symmetric tensors. In section 3, we define two
classes of finite element spaces for symmetric tensors in any space dimension from the
perspectives of both stability and approximation property. In section 4, the interior
penalty mixed finite element method is proposed, and its well-posedness and error
analysis are given subsequently. We then discuss the reduced elements in section 5
and prove that the nonconforming elements have to be applied in our framework when
k <n—1. Numerical tests in both 2D and 3D case will be given in section 6 and the
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concluding remarks will then arrive to close the main text.

2. Local Decomposition of Discrete Symmetric Tensors. In this paper,
we consider the following linear elasticity problem with Dirichlet boundary condition

Ao —€e(u) =0 in Q,
(2.1) dive = f in Q,
u=20 on 012,
where 2 C R™. The displacement and stress are denoted by u : Q — R™ and o :
Q — S, respectively. Here, S represents the space of real symmetric matrices of order
n X n. The compliance tensor A : S — S is assumed to be bounded and symmetric
positive definite. The linearized strain tensor is denoted by €(u) = (Vu + (Vu)T)/2.
The mixed formulation of (2.1) is to find (o,u) € ¥ x V = H(div,Q;S) x
L?(;R™), such that

(2.2) { (Ao, 1) + (divr, u)g

0 V1 e 3,
(f, U)Q Yo e V.

(dive, v)a

Here H(div,;S) consists of square-integrable symmetric matrix fields with square-
integrable divergence. The corresponding H (div) norm is defined by

17150 = 1780 + 1divrl§ o, V7€ H(div,S).

The L?(Q; R™) is the space of vector-valued functions which are square-integrable with
the standard L? norm.

Throughout this paper, we shall use letter C' to denote a generic positive constant
independent of A which may stand for different values at its different occurrences. The
notation x <y means x < Cy and x ~ y means ¢ S y < .

2.1. Preliminaries. Suppose that the domain 2 is subdivided by a family of
shape regular simplicial grids 7, = {K}. Let hx be the diameter of element K,
h = maxy hx be the mesh diameter of 7. The set of all faces of T, is denoted by
Fpn = {F} with the diameter hp for face F. The set of faces can be divided into two
parts: the boundary faces set }',? = F,NON, and the interior faces set F} = F, \ ]-",‘?.
For any F' € F}, the set of all elements that share the face F' is denoted by Ty, 7. The
unit normal vector with respect the face F' is represented by vp.

Let F' € F} be the common face of two elements K and K, and 1/;5 and v
be the unit outward normal vectors on F with respect to K+ and K, respectively.
Then we define the jump [-] on F € F} for 7: QS by

(2.3) (7] :=7Tvf + 770,

For a given simplex K, its vertices are denoted by aq,--- ,a,+1. The face that
does not contain the vertex a; is denoted by F;. The barycentric coordinates with
respect to K are represented by Ai(x),- -, Apy1(z). For any edge e;; = a; — a; of
element K, i # j, let ¢;; be the unit tangent vectors along this edge, namely

aj; — a; a; — ay

tii = = .
T ey —ail e

Then we have the following important result describing the relationship between the
simplex K and S.

LEMMA 2.1. The symmetric tensors {t;;t%.

ij» Yi<j} form a basis of S.
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Proof. See Lemma 2.1 in [23]. O
These symmetric matrices tijtiTj of rank one are the basis ingredients when con-
structing the finite elements for the symmetric stress tensors. One of the most com-
monly used properties of these basis functions is
(2.4) tijthve, =0 < Vs #i,j.

When applying the standard Pj1 Lagrangian element for each entry of the sym-
metric tensors, we obtain the following Pj41(S) Lagrangian element:

(2.5) Yiini=1{T€ HY(S) | 7|k € Pry1(K;S)}.

Collect all the face-bubble functions in Xf_, ,, we have the following H'(S) face-
bubble function space

n+1 n+1
(2.6) hlhf =\ TE€E HY;S) | 7|k € Z( H Aj)Pri1-n(K;S)
i=1 j=1,j#i

Here we define P,,(K) = {0} if m < 0. Clearly, the H'(S) face-bubble function space
is nonempty only when k > n — 1.

2.2. Local decomposition of polynomial spaces. In this subsection, we in-
troduce some polynomial spaces and discuss their relationships.

2.2.1. Some polynomial spaces in simplex K. We first give the following
lemma that simplifies the reader’s understanding.

LEMMA 2.2. Suppose {1o," -+, }(q > 0) are linearly independent, and {F, k =
0,1,---} are independent for 1 <1< q. Then for any k > 0,

a a
{Hd)l’nl,Zml = k} are linearly independent functions.
1=0 1=0

Let \g = 1. For a n-dimensional simplex K, it is well-known that {\;,l =
0,1,---,n+1} is a set of linearly dependent functions, which forms a basis of P; (K;R)
if any one of them is removed. In light of Lemma 2.2, P, (K;R) can be written as

n+1 n+1
Pr(IKR) = span{H /\;nl,Zml = k} ,
1=1 1=1

or for i > 1,

n+1 n+1 n+1 n+1
Pr(K;R) = span H A Z m; = k p = span H PV Z m; <k
1=0,li 1=0,1%i I=1,1%#i 1=1,li
Now we introduce the spaces by removing two functions in {\;,l =0,1,--- ;n+1}.

If A\p and A;(1 <14 <n) are removed, we have the following space

n+1 n+1

(2.7) PE’Q(K;R) := span H PV Z my =k
1=1,i#i 1=1,i#i
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If i, \j(1 <i#j <mn) are removed, we have

(2.8)

. n+1 n+l ntl ntl

P GR) =spang [T A" >0 mi=kp=spanq J[ A" Y mu<k
=010 1=0l#ij =LiFg =LA

2.2.2. Natural restriction and extension operators. The restriction oper-
ator is defined as

(2.9) R;: Pp(K;R) — Pp(Fi;R), Ripp:=p

Fi» Vpépk(K;R).

For any F; C 0K, we have \;|r, = 0 and for [ # i, )\fi = \|F, are exactly the
barycentric coordinates on F;. For any p € P(F;;R), it can be uniquely written
under the basis {)\fi,l #1,7}, ie.

n+1
p= Z Cm H )\fi7ml.

|m|=k  1=0,l#i,j

Then the extension operator is denoted as

& Pu(FsR) o Pu(KGR)  0<jAi<n+1,

(2.10) . ntto
Elp:= Z Cm H A
|ml=k  1=0,l#i,j

With the help of R; and 5'17 , we have the following properties:
LEMMA 2.3. It holds that

RiE] = idp, (pm), Vi # 0.
ker(R;) N Pr(K;R) = APr-1(K;R). )
PYUK;R) = range(E0), Py (K;R) = range(&)) = range(é’j).
PYK;R) = Pu(FsR), VI <i<n+l.
P (K3 R)|p, = Pr(FiR), PLY(KR)|p, = Pr(FjR), VI <i<j<n+1.
6. A\PYI (K R) N\ PYHKR) = {0}, VI<i#j<n+l.
Proof. The properties 1-5 are derived from the definition of natural restriction
and extension operators. For any p € )\i’Pg’j (K;R)N )\ng’%(K;R), we immediately
have R;p =0 and p = )\jé’?q, where ¢ € Py (F;;R). Then

G fo o

0=Rip=\'Ri€lq = \"q,

which implies ¢ = 0 thus p = 0. O
Without loss of clarity in what follows, we will use same notation \; for barycentric
coordinates of both K and F.

2.2.3. Local Decomposition of Py 1 (K;R). We first give the following lemma.
LEMMA 2.4. Let R : V = W and £ : W+ V be bounded linear operators between
Banach spaces. If X = RE is an isomorphism on W, then

(2.11) V = ker(R) @ range(&).
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REMARK 2.5. Tuke R =R; and £ = 8;7 i Lemma 2.4, we immediately have

(2.12) Pro(lR) = \Pro1 (K R) & PUI(K;R)  0<j#i<n+l

Let PL(Fj;R) C Pry1(Fj;R) be the L? orthogonal complement Py (Fj;R) in
Prt1(Fj;R), namely for 1 < j <n+1,

Pri1(Fj;R) =TI} g Pry1 (Fj;R) @ (I — 11 g ) Prya (Fj; R)
= Pe(F;;R) © Py (Fj;R),

where H% 7 is the L? projection operator to Pk (F;;R). Now we present the local
decomposition of Pyy1(K;R) as follows.
THEOREM 2.6. For any given 1 <1 < j <n-+1, it holds that

Pry1 (K R) = A\ Pe_1 (K R) @ N EVPL(Fis R)

(2.13) ; ;
@ NEPL(Ej; R) @ EP; (Fj; R).

Proof. Take R = R, £ = \iEXIY ;, +EH(I-T1Y 1, ) in Lemma 2.4. A simple calcu-
lation shows that X = RE : Pyy1(Fj;R) = Pry1(Fj;R). Since dim(Pyy1(Fj;R)) <

oo, we only need to check that X is one-to-one to prove it isomorphism. For any

p; € ker(X), we have
0= .)Epj = Rj)\ié’?H%Fjpj + Rjgjz:(f — H%Fj )pj = )\il'[gijpj + (I - Hg,Fj )pj.

Apply H% F, On both sides, we have
H%,Fj ()\ing,Fjpj) =0 or / )\ng,Fjqu = O, Vq S Pk(FJ,R),
Fj

which implies H%Fjpj = 0 by taking ¢ = Iy, ;pj. Then (I—H%Fj )p; = 0 thus p; =0.
In light of Lemma 2.4, we have

(2.14) Pr1(K;R) = ker(R;) @ range(E).

From Lemma 2.3 and (2.12),

ker(R;) N Prs1 (K3 R) = \,Pu(EGR) = A ()\iPk_l(K; R) & E9P,(F;; R))

(2.15) )

= /\i)\j'Pkfl (K; R) D )\jg?’Pk(Fi; R).
And
(2.16) range(§) = NiEOP(Fj; R) + EPL(Fj; R).

If p € NiE)Pr(Fj; R)NEI Py (Fj; R), then Rjp € APr(Fj; R)NP (Fy;R) = {0}, which
implies p € ker(R;). Then we have p = 0 in light of (2.14), which means the sum in
(2.16) is direct. Take (2.15) and (2.16) into (2.14), we obtain the local decomposition
(2.13). O

For the last term in (2.13), we will show its symmetry with respect to ¢ and j.
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LEMMA 2.7. It holds that
(2.17) EIPE(FjiR) = EIPE(F; R).

Proof. Note that EJiPk(Fj;R) = Eij’Pk(Fi;R), then for any p € 8;’P,i-(Fi;R) and
q; € Px(F;;R), there exists p; € Prt+1(Fj;R) and ¢; € Pr(F;; R), such that
p=Epi @ =Ri&jg;-
Hence, p € 557’,& (F3; R) implies that

F;

Define the affine mapping A% : F; — F}; by
AM(ag) = ag,s #i,j and A" (a;) = a;.
It is straightforward that
A (@) = A (A (@), s #0,5 and AT () = A7 (A (@),
and
(Ri€31;)(@) = [5(A¥ (@) VF; € Pu(FyiR).
Then (2.18) implies
0= [ p(a9 (@) (A @)z = der(DA) T [ pi0)a; )
where DA% is the Jaboci of A»J. Then p; € Pi-(Fj;;R) thus p € EJ%P,CL(FJ-;R).
Therefore, & PH(Fj;R) C EiPL(F;R). O

2.3. Local decomposition of Pj11(K;S). In light of Theorem 2.6 and Lemma
2.1, we immediately have the local decomposition of Pj41(K;S) as
(2.19)

P (K;S) = P ()\i)‘jfpkfl(K; R) & A, PL (K R)
1<i<j<n+1

& NPY (K R) @ EPE(F; R))tijtz;-.

Therefore, we can define the following three spaces:
1. local conforming div-bubble function spaces (see also [23])

(2.20) Sit1,0p(K) = @ )\i)\j'Pk_l(K;R)tijtg;.
1<i<j<n+1
2. local face-bubble function spaces
ik-ﬁ-l,h,f(K) = @ (Ai'Pg’j(K;R) EB)\J"PS’%(K;R)) tijtT

179
1<i<j<n+1
(2.21) nt1

=P ki1, 5 (K),
=1
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where
n+1 .
& 0,i/7-.
(2.22) Skrrnre (K) = €D NPY(K; Rt
j=1,j#i

3. local nonconforming div-bubble function spaces

(2.23) Skrins(K) = @ EPF(F;R)t].
1<i<j<n+1
The following local decomposition of Pj11(K;S) then follows from the definition

of spaces and (2.19) directly.
THEOREM 2.8. It holds that

(2.24) Pres1(K;S) = Spi1.np(K) @ Sps 1, (K) @ Sipr np(K).

2.4. Unisolvent set of degrees of freedom for local face-bubble function
spaces. From (2.22) and Lemma 2.3, we have

n+1
R = X:%R4ﬁ%K®ﬁM%m)
j=1.j#i
n+1
Z )\j'Pk (Fl, R)tij
j=1,5#i

= T'Di Pu(Fy;R™),

Skprnr (K)vr,

where Di =diag(A1, s N1, Nty s Ang1), T = (i, S tiie1, tiigt, s ting1) €
R™*", Tt is apparent that det(7%) # 0, and one inner product of Py (F;; R™) can be
defined as

(2.25) (o 0p = /F Dip-q  Vp,q € Pi(F;R").
Therefore, the unisolvent set of d.o.f. for ik+17h)Fi (K) can be written as

(2.26) Ng (1) :z/ TUR - Y € Prp(Fi;RY).
F

i

Basic functions for a specific set of degrees of freedom. Denote {¢p, 1t =1,---, C§+n_1}
as a basis of Py, (F;; R). For convenience, ¢, ; are normalized such that |T1\ Jr 05 =
1. Then

Pk(Flan) = Span{SDFi,temu t= 17" . 7C]I:+n717m = 17" : ,TL},

where e, (m =1,---,n) are the unit vectors in R™. Hence, the set of d.o.f. defined
in (2.26) is equivalent to

(227) N;ilm(ﬂ') ::/ TUR,PF,t " €m t = 17... 7Cl]§+n—17 m = 1,... M.

7
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THEOREM 2.9. The basis functions for N;Im() can be written as

l
G 1 i 0.i
(2.28) ro= T D T Netit,
B3]yt g VT VE

where Y1 i1 i aljti; = er, and 909; € Pg’%(K;R) are uniquely determined by
A 1 A G
0, 0,
(2'29) <90j,;7 SDFi;t>)\j = |F| ~/1V )‘j(pj,;(pFi,t = Ost t=1,-- ,C,]:_H_k,
? i

Proof. The lemma is followed by

, N N
NE™(g3) = ( o FsoF) om
F;

1 A S
l 0,7
= 1R QAP Priatij | - em
\igi<ng 1, i Y
l
= 5st E aijtij *Em = 5st5lm-

1<j<n+1,j#i

We can have the explicit formulation of the coefficient ozﬁj in (2.28) as follows.
LEMMA 2.10. Given i, for any vector v, we have

(2.30) v=" > v (VA)leylty

1<j<n+1,j#i

Proof. For up, € P1(K), we write uj, = Z"“ ujAj. Let € = Vuy, € R™. Then,

i=j
n+1
Klv-&= (0, Vup)k = > (0, VA)ku; = > (0, V) k() —u)
i=1 1<j<nt1 i

= > (0, VN)xkleilty - &

1<j<n+1,j#i
which implies (2.30). O
In light of Lemma 2.10, we have

1 et (VN)leijl, o3
|Fz| )‘j(pj,s

! sl T
ai; = e (VAj)lei| and ¢p = P— tijth.
1<j<ntl gz 00T

REMARK 2.11. For the lowest case k = 0, we immediately obtain that op, 1 =1

and <p9)’i = n,Vi,j by (2.29). Therefore, basis functions (2.28) have the following
formulation

1 (VA))]ess
(2.31) il = 5 ne - (VAj)legly o1
N . tij " VF,
1<j<ntl,j#i :
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In light of the formulation of qﬁ,l in (2.28), we have the following properties of

the face-bubble quFl by standard scaling argument.
LEMMA 2.12. For any K € Ty, and F; C 0K, we have

(2.32a) I3 llo.c < B,
(2.32D) o3 laiv.re S Ry
(2.32) I3 vrllor < "D

3. Stability and Approximation Property. For the discretization of dis-
placement, the most natural space is the full C~! — P}, space

(3.1) Vien = {v € L*(UR") | v|x € Pr(K;R™)}.

For the discretization of symmetric stress, we try to find some good approximation
spaces under the constrain that the degree of polynomials are at most k£ + 1. To this
end, we will discuss the effects of different components in the local decomposition
(2.24).

3.1. Stability for RkL: conforming div-bubble function spaces. Combine
the local conforming div-bubble functions in (2.20) element by element, we obtain the
conforming div-bubble function spaces

(3.2) EkJrlJ-L_’b = {T | 7'|K S Zk+1,h,b(K)7 VK € 771},

which satisfies the Tvp = 0 for any F' € Fp. Hu [23] also proved that Xjyq 5 are
exactly the full H(div;S) bubble function spaces. We note that the conforming div-
bubble spaces are non-trivial when the degrees of stress tensor spaces are quadratic at
least (k+1 > 2). Xg41,1,6 was introduced in [23] to control the orthogonal complement
of the rigid motion space. Precisely, let

Ri(K) := {v € Pr.(K;R") | (Vv + VovT)/2 =0},

3.3

( ) Ry == {vEVkﬁh |’U|K€Rk(K), VKGIEL},

and

(3.4) RiH(K) := {v € Pr(K;R") | (v,w)x = 0 for any w € R(K)},

Ry :={v € Vis | vk € RE(K), VK € T}

It is easy to check that Ry = Vp j, namely the rigid motion space in lowest order is
piecewise constant vector space. Together with the higher order case given by Hu
[23], we have the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.1. It holds that

(3.5) divSgi1np = R Yk >0.

Proof. The proof is presented here for the completeness. First, (3.5) is trivially
true for £ = 0. Now, we assume k > 1. The definition of Ry, implies divEjyy1 5 C Rkl.
Next we prove that only the zero function v € Rj-(K) satisfies

(3.6) / divr - v = —/ T:€e(v)=0 V1 € g1, np(K).
K K
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By Lemma 2.1, there exists a basis of S dual to {tijtiTj, 1<i<j<n+1} under the
inner product (A, B) := A : B, denoted as {M;;,1 < i < j < n+ 1}. Notice that
€(v) € Pr-1(K;S), let

6(1)) = Z QijMij qij € ,Pkfl(R).

1<i<j<n+1

Take T = Y1 c;jep i1 NiNidijtijts; in (3.6) to have

0= Y [ e

1<i<j<n+1

which implies g;; = 0, thus v € Ry (K) N R;-(K) = 0. O

It follows from the definition of Rj and Rkl that Vi, = R @ Rkl. Therefore,
for any given vy € Vi p, there uniquely exist vy r € Ry and vy, g1 € Rkl such that
Uh = Un,R + Up pL. By L? orthogonality,

lon, 211§ + o, r2 I3 = llonl3-

When constructing the stable pair ¥4 5 — Vi, of mixed finite elements for elasticity,
one key step is to find the stable 74, € ¥y 5, that divr), = v;,. The following lemma
implies that the conforming div-bubble spaces solve the orthogonal complement of
the rigid motion.

LEMMA 3.2. For any vy, g1 € R,f(K), there exists 71 € Xg+1.0,6(K) such that

(3.7) divry = vy e I71llaiv S llvn, e lo-

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 3.1 that div : Sjpi14(K) — R (K) is onto.
Then the quotient mapping div : Sgi1,55(K)/ ker(div) — R;-(K) is isomorphism.
Therefore, there uniquely exists 71 € ker(div)t N Xyy1.4.5(K) such that

divry = vy, gt
It then follows from the definition of 7; and scaling argument that

71llaiv S [ldivrillo = [[vp, g llo-

3.2. Stability for R;: face-bubble function spaces. In light of Lemma 3.2,
the remaining question for stability is to solve the rigid motion, namely to find the
stable 7o € X415 that divyTe = vy, r. Here divy, is the div operator element by
element. And the discrete div norm is denoted by

I ldn = > (ITI5x + ldivrll5 ) V7 € Shpan US
KeTn

The stability of mixed finite elements for linear elasticity comes down to the following
lemma.

LEMMA 3.3. Assume that Y1, C L*(Q;S) is any space equipped with norm
Il that satisfies:
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1. Ypg1,np C Xgg1,hs
2. ||7llaiv,n S Il for all T € Xpqp;
3. 7l div.n = | Tl, for all T € H(div;S).
Then the following two statements are equivalent:
1. For any vy, € Vi, there exists Tj, € Xjy1,5 such that

(3.8) divirn =on  ll7all S lowlo-

2. For any vy, r € Ry, there exists To € Xy, such that

(3.9) / Tgy-pz/vh,R-p, Vp e Ru(K) and ||l < llon.zlo.
OK K

Furthermore, a sufficient condition for the above two statements: there exists a linear
operater Iy : H'(Q;S) + y11. such that the following diagram is commutative

HY(Q;S) — 8 L2(Q;R™)
(3.10) lnz lPR
Ykt1n _divn Ry,
where Pr is the L* projection from L*(Q;R") to Ry.
Proof. Tt is easy to check that (3.9) can be derived from (3.8) by taking vy, = vj, g.

On the other hand, by the stability of continuous formulation (see [8, 4] for 2D and
3D cases), for any vy, € Vi p,, there exists 7 € H'(Q;S), such that

divr = vy, 71l < llvallo-

Let v = vpr + v g1 € Ry @ Rkl. In light of (3.9), there exists 7o € Y11, such
that

/ m%p=/vwrn p e Ri(]) and |72l < lonrllo < lonllo-
OK K
Or,
/ (divr —divre) -p=0  Vp € Ry(K).
K

which yields vy, — divpTe € Ré‘. Then it follows from Lemma 3.2 that there exists
T1 € Xjk+1,h, sSuch that

divry = vp —divpT2 [[71laiv S [[diveTe — vrllo < [[72]ldiv,n + [vsllo S [lvnllo-
Let 7, = 71 + 72 so that div, 7, = v, and
Il < ll71llaiv + N2l S lonllo-

For any vy, r € Ry, in light of the stability of continuous formulation again, there
exists 7 € H'(%;S) such that

divF =vnr |7 S lvnrllo-



S. WU, S. GONG, AND J. Xu 13

By taking 7o = —IIo7 in the commutative diagram (3.10), we immediately have

/ Tgl/'p:—/dth(Tg)'p:/diV+'p=/’Uh)R'p Vp € Ri(K),
oK K K K

and

72l < (M2l 7 {1 < lvn,zllo,

which give rise to (3.8). O

Lemma 3.3 motivates us to find proper face-bubble function spaces to meet (3.9).
We will use the terminology “recover”, which means finding a suitable face-bubble
function space such that the solution 75 of (3.9) exists.

In light of (2.26), %) 1.4 ¢(K) can be glued together to obtain the face-bubble
function spaces as follows.

(311) ikJrl’hhf = {T

Tk € f]kJth,f(K), and the moments of Tvp }

up to degree k are continuous across the interior faces

We will prove later that X415 5 are able to recover the Py (F;R™), which meet the
requirement (3.9) since Ry|r C Py(F;R"). The discussion on the proper subspace of
Ykt1,h,r to meet (3.9) will be given in Section 5.

3.3. Approximation property option I: nonconforming div-bubble func-
tion spaces. Obviously, the spaces Xy41.np ® ik+11h7f do not have the approxima-
tion property. Based on the local representation (2.24), our first option is to add the
nonconforming div-bubble function spaces by combining the ikJ’,lJI’b(K) element by
element:

(3.12) Seitny = {7 | Tl € Sprrnp(K), VK € Tp}.

Then we have the following fully nonconforming spaces.

Fully Nonconforming Spaces. The first class of finite element spaces E,(:leyh for

symmetric stress tensors can be written as

L N N
E;ll)h = 2kt 1,hb @ Xkt 1,h,f D Xkt1,0,0
(3.13) ={T =T+ T+ T | T € kit hbs Tf € ShtthifrTb € Dhri b}
={7 | 7|k € Pr4+1(K;S), and the moments of Tvp

up to degree k are continuous across the interior faces}.

The last equality is derived from the following lemma. Let V,F,F’ T denote,
respectively, the number of vertices, faces, interior faces and simplexes in the trian-
gulation.

LEMMA 3.4. It holds that

E,(izl’h ={7 | 7|k € Pp+1(K;S), and the moments of Tvp

up to degree k are continuous across the interior faces}.
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(
k+

1/ . ~ ~
E/(H—)l 5~ From the direct sum of Xg 11,5, 7, Xgq1,0,0 and Xgi1,n,p, we know

Proof. Denote the right hand side as £ )1,h' It is easy to check that Z,(Cl_zlﬁ C

dim(T), ) = dim(Sesp,p) + Am(Sparpp) + dm(Spernp)

(TL + 1)nck—l T + (’I’L + 1)ncn—2 T

ok
=nCy_14xF + 5 ntk—1 5 ktn—1 s

and

: v (n+1)n i
dlm(zl(wr)l,h) = Tcsillwrl’ﬂ‘ - nCrliflJrkF .
Then we obtain dim(E,(clJth) = dim(El(i;)Lh) by the fact that F + F* = (n + 1)T for
the n-dimensional simplicial grids. O

Degrees of Freedom. Based on the property of 2k+17h1f, Yk41,np and ikJrlJ-L’b,

the unisolvent set of d.o.f. for 21(3421 5 is the following set of linear functionals:

(3.14a) Np™(T) = (TvF, Fiem)F For all faces F of K,
(314b) N?((T) = (T, 0)}( Vo < EkJrlJ-L_’b(K) &) ikJrl_’hqb(K).
1

THEOREM 3.5. Let K be a simplex in R™. Any T in Z,(H_l 5 18 uniquely determined
by the d.o.f. given by (3.14).

Proof. The local dimension of d.o.f. and dim(Py+1(K,S)) are both WCZI}CH.
Thus, we only need to show that if all the d.o.f. applied to 7 € Px11(K,S) vanish,
then 7 vanishes. Let 7 = 7 + ‘l~'f + Ty € 2k+1,h,b(K) ©® Ek+17h7j'(K) © Ek+1,h,b(K),
then we immediately obtain 75 = 0 from Theorem 2.9. Take 8 = 7, + T in (3.14b)

to find that 7 = 0. O

3.4. Approximation property option II: P;(S) Lagrangian Element.
For the purpose of approximation property, the second class of additional spaces is
the standard Py1(S) Lagrangian finite element space f ,, ;, defined in (2.5).

Minimal Nonconforming Spaces. In most cases, the direct sum property between

X541 and ik+1)h7f @ Xk41,h,b does not hold. Here we first modify the face-bubble
function spaces (3.11) on the boundary as

kit f.0 = 4T € Spyrng | TV =0, on F}.

Namely, the face-bubble functions related to the boundary are removed. Then, the

. 2 .
second class of finite element spaces E;ﬂ le ,, for stress tensors is

(3.15) Zl(c?l,h = ikJrl,h,f,O + (2k+1,h,b + Eg-‘,—l,h)'

We will prove the direct sum property in lowest order case (k = 0) for the strongly
regular grids which are defined as

, —
(316) a1a; Halla’i VE = KﬂK/aK = [alaaQa' o aan+1]7K/ = [allva’Qv" ! aan+1]-

LEMMA 3.6. For the lowest order case (k= 0), the following holds for the strongly
reqular grids:

(3.17) Stnr0 NS, = {0}
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Proof. Let T € X1, 70N X4 s then

- ¥ ey

FeF} =1

For any FF = KNK' € Fi, K = [a1,a2, - ,ant1) and K’ = [a}, a2, -+ ,ant1], let
0r = > -, },’lqb},’l, then supp(fr) = K U K’. Note that Op|x € Z?:; Ait1ithR,
then

n+1 n+1
T T
Or|x = E Vi iNit1,it Or|x = E Vi it ity -
i—2 i—2

It is easy to see that 7 € H'(Q;S) implies [@r]|r = 0, which yields

n+1
Z Ai {VK,i(tlT,iVF)tl,i - ’YK/,i(t,{/JVF)tl/i} |r = 0.
i=2
Notice that A\;,;7 = 2,--- ,n+1 are linear independent basis functions on F, t{qu #0

and t1; Jf t1-; due to the strongly regular assumption, we immediately have v ; =
Yir,s = 0. Thus, @ = 0 so that 7=0. O

For the lowest order case on strongly regular grids, the basis functions of 252])1 can

be obtained by the union of basis functions of ¥ 5, o (2.31) and the standard basis
functions of P;(S) Lagrangian element. For high order elements on general grids, the
basis functions and d.o.f. of ¥yy1np + X5, , were reported in (23, 27, 28]. At this
point, the union of two sets of basis functions may not be independent, in which case
the iterative methods still work, see [20, 31].

From the analysis in Section 4, any spaces X1 5 that satisfies 21(3421 n C Xky1,n C

E,(:JZUI can be proved to be convergent in our framework. Thus, the two classes of
finite elements are the minimal and maximal in this sense, respectively. Especially
for the lowest order case, the element proposed in [15] lies in this framework. Below
we will give the comparison of the global dimension of d.o.f. between different spaces
in lowest order case.

The d.o.f. for Egl,)L given in (3.14) show that the global dimensions of Egl,)L are

3T + 2F in 2D and 12T 4+ 3F in 3D. In comparison, the global dimensions of 252])1

are at most 2F° 4+ 3V in 2D and 3F? + 6V in 3D. We would like to mention that in
Cai and Ye’s construction [15], the global dimensions are 3F and 6F in 2D and 3D,

respectively. The relationship between V.F and Tis V:F : T~ 1:3: 2 in 2D

case, thus the proportion of the global dimension of Ef})l, Eﬁl and the space in [15] is

approximately 12 : 9 : 9 in 2D case. In 3D case, however, we have V:F: T~ 1:12:6

for the uniform grid. Then the proportion of the global dimension of Eﬁ})w E§2,)I and

Cai and Ye’s element is approximately 108 : 42 : 72 in 3D case.

4. Consistency: Interior Penalty. In this section, we will give the interior
penalty mixed finite element method for the linear elasticity. Without specification,
we will use ¥j11 5, to represent the E,(izl’h defined in (3.13) or E,(jzl’h defined in (3.15),

since both of them are suitable in both the formulation and numerical analysis.
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4.1. Interior Penalty Mixed formulation. Our interior penalty mixed method
is to find (O'h, uh) S EkJrl,h X Vk,h; such that

(4 1) ah(o'h7‘rh)+bh(‘rh;uh) =0 Y1 €2k+17h,
' br(on, vr) = (f,vn)a Yoy, € Vien,

where the bilinear forms are defined as
(4.2a)

ap(o, ) = (Ao, 7)o +1 Z hpt / o] - [7] Vo, T € Xpp1,n UL,

; F
FeFi

(4.2b)

bp(o,v) = Z (dive,v) i Vo € Y1 pUBve Vi, UV

KeTh

Here n = O(1) is a given positive constant. We then define the following star norm
for EkJrl,h U as

@3) 7120 = > (175 +AvTllE ) +0 D hptliFllE - V7 € Sy n U,
KeTh FeF}

4.2. Stability Analysis. According to the theory of mixed method, the stability
of the saddle point problem is the corollary of the following two conditions [13, 14]:
1. K-ellipticity: There exits a constant C' > 0, independent of the grid size such
that

(4.4) an(Th, Th) ZC”Th”i,h YT, € Zp,

where Zh = {'Th (S Ek-{-l,h | bh(Th,Uh) = 0, Vvh S Vk,h}~
2. The discrete inf-sup condition: There exits a constant C' > 0, independent of
the grid size such that

b
(4.5) inf sup _bnlTh;vn) >
vn€Vin r,eSipan [IThll«nl[vnllo

Since divp i1, C Vin, we know divyT, = 0 for any 7, € Zj. This implies
the K-ellipticity (4.4). It remains to show the discrete inf-sup condition (4.5) in the
following lemma.

LEMMA 4.1. For any T € Hl(Q; S), there exists Ty € Eiy1,n Such that

(4.6) / (r—7nvr-p=0, VpeP(F;R") and |7nlen STl
F

Proof. Since ¥j1,;, contains the piecewise Pj1 continuous functions, we can de-
fine a Scott-Zhang [34] interpolation operator I, : H(€;S) — {T € HY(Q;S) | 7|k €
Pr+1(K;S)} such that

hllm = Intlloe + IVInTllox SIIVTllox VK € Th
Define 7, € ¥j 41, as

k
Cn 1+k

(4.7) =TT+ Y i i (/F(T — InT)VrpF,s '€z> o3,

FeFil=1 s=1

RS
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where the face bubble function qﬁ,’l satisfies supp(q&}’l) = Th.r, and for each K € Tp,
is defined as (2.28). From the definition of 74, we obtain

k
n Cn 1+k

/ (th — InT)vppp = Z Z Z (/ (T = IyT)vpprs -el)/ ¢;ZUF/QOF1¢
! F/

Fe]—"ll 1 s=1

k
n Cn 1+k

- Z Z Z </ T_IhT)VF<PF,s'61) e0ppost

FeFil=1 s=1
:/,(T—IhT)Vplwpgt VF' € F}.
and
/,(Th — IpyT)vp -p= /I(T—IhT)VF/ p VEF' € FP p e Pu(F;RY),

since Scott-Zhang interpolation operator preserves the boundary condition. Thus we
have

/(‘r—‘rh)up-p:() Vp € Pp(F;R™).
F

With the help of Lemma 2.12 and local trace inequality,

k
n Cn 1+k

||Th_IhT||d1VhN Z Z Z

Fe]—"ll 1 s=1

2
N
&% ||<2iiv,h,sz

/ (T —InT)vrprs - €

k
n Cn 1+k

N
SN N e —nrweld plerslli e D 165 13k

FeF =1 s=1 K'€Th,r

A

n
s Z Z(hl}l 7 = In7II§ & + hic|T — InTI3 )R "y
KeTy, I=1

n
Do hll T = hrlo g+ m = LTl S T
KeT; I=1

A

And

3

k
n Cn71+k 2

_ 1
PR LA DS (T — Inm)veers el 67115 F
FeF} FeFil=1 s=1 F

Cr itk

<S> Z Z P = L) vr B pllers3 phpm ™!

Fe]-‘lll 1 s=1

n
<SSt (il = DTl + Rl — It )
KeTy, =1

n
S T = LTl + | - Lrli i S I
KeTy =1
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Then we have

ITnllen < 7 = InTllen + T [laiv,n S 171

O
Essentially, we define an operator H'}jl‘;»’* : HY(;S) — Yk+1,n in the construction
(4.7) as

k
Cn—1+k

Hif‘}’*r =1+ Z Z Z (/F(T — InT)VFPQF,s 'ez) Cb?l'

FeFl=1 s=1

Then we know that divy, Range(I—H'ii}’*) C Rt Letdivy, "(RE) == {7 € Spy1np | divaT €

Rkl}, then Lemma 3.2 implies a stable linear operator HiiZ’* : divgl(RkL) = Xkt 1 hb-

Define TI§"™* .= Hii}’* + I (1 — H%i}’*), we immediately have the following com-
mutative diagram:

HY(S) — s L2(Q:R™)

(4.8) lnfjv’* ln;’l

divh

Yky1h —— Vi

where I19 is the L? projection operator on Vj . In summary, we have the following
theorem.

THEOREM 4.2. For any f € L?(2,R"™), the discrete variational problem (4.1) is
well-posed for (Sx+1,n, || - l,n) and (Vin, || - [lo)-

Proof. 1t follows from the definition of | - || that it is stronger than | - | div,a-
Notice that Rg|p C Prp(F;R™), we immediately obtain that (3.9) in Lemma 3.3 is
satisfied, which implies the stability of the finite elements. O

4.3. Error Estimate. Let (o,u) € ¥ x V be the exact solution of (2.1), then

(4.9) ap(oc —op, Th) + bp(Th,u —up) = <[7-h],u>fi V71 € ki1,
' bh(O' — O'h,’Uh) =0 Yup, € Vk,h7
where ([7p],u)F: = ZFG}‘; JplTh] - w is the consistency error. From the well-

posedness of the discrete variational problem (4.1) and the error estimate by Babuska
[11], we have the following theorem.

THEOREM 4.3. For any f € L?(Q,R"), let (o,u) € X x V be the exact solution
of problem (2.1) and (o p,up) € Tgr1,n X Vi be the finite element solution of (4.1).
Then
(4.10)

| (ruly ) 5]
lo—nlon+llu—unlo S  inf  (lo—rlontlu—enlo)+ sup —
ThE€Xk41,h ThE€Sk+1,n ”Th'

v €V, h

*,h

Proof. Define the bilinear form

an((o,w)T, (1,0)") & ap(o,7) + bp(T,u) — by (0, v),
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which satisfies the inf-sup condition on ¥j41 5 x Vi 5 due to the Theorem 4.2. There-
fore, for any (0, wn)? € Sgpr1.n X Vi,

dh((eh — Op,WH — Uh)Ta (Thvvh)T)
b+ [[onllo

10n — onllsn+ llwn —unllo S sup
ThE€EXk+1,n HT|
v €V, n

an((0n — o, wp —u)", (T, 00)7) +{[T4],u) 5

= sup
ThESian [Tallen + llvnllo
v €Vi,n

MEARDES
S10n = ollon+ lwn —ullo+  sup ————"
Th€Xk41,n HTh”*;h

The desired result (4.10) then follows from the triangle inequality. O
For the consistency error, we have the following lemma.
LEMMA 4.4. Assume that u € H*1(Q;R™), it holds that

[([n]s ) 7 |

*,h

(4.11) sup

< P g
Th€Xk+1,n ”Th'

Proof. For any T, € Xj41 1, it follows from the Poincaré inequality and standard
scaling argument that

DN ERTEID SR N ANCES]

FeF} FeF;,
< Z T inf U —
S 2 h]HO’Fpepk(F;Rn) lw—pllo,r
FEF}
k4+1/2
<N Miralllorhi 2 ulksr 7
FeF}
1/2 1/2
_ 2(k+1
<SS AR g STVl g
FeF} FeF}

S| n o ] g

We have the following approximation property of the finite element spaces.
LEMMA 4.5. Assume that o € HFT2(;S), u € HFL(Q;R™), then
(4.12a) inf o —Thllen <A o ke,
Th€Xk41

(4.12b) inf  flu—wvnllo <P ulpgr.
VR €V, n

Proof. The approximation (4.12a) follows from

wh <o = Lo |lgivn < Ao ke,

inf o—T
ThE€Xk+1,h ” h|
since the Scott-Zhang interpolation operator I}, preserves symmetric Pyy1 functions
locally. The approximation property of V}, can be proved by taking v, = H?Lu on the
left side of (4.12b). O
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In light of Theorem 4.3, Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.4, we have the following error
estimate.

THEOREM 4.6. Assume that the exact solution of problem (2.1) satisfies o €
HE2(Q;S), uw € H*L(Q;R™). Then

(4.13) wh F lu—unllo S PPH(|0 kg2 + Juligr)-

lo— ol

5. Discussion and Reduced Elements. In the proof of Theorem 4.2, we use
the fact that Ry|p C Pr(F;R™). Actually, the normal components of face-bubble
functions are only needed to recover the moments of rigid motion on each face. Notice
that

R” k=0,

(5.1)
R+ Kz k> 1,

Rk(K)—{

where K represents the space of real skew-symmetric matrices of order n x n. This
means the rigid motion on each face are at most linear. This observation gives us
some space to reduce the dimension of face-bubble function spaces.

In light of Lemma 3.3, the remaining question is how to pick up some face-bubble
functions in ik+17h,f to recover the moments of Ry|p. For the lowest order case,
Ro|r = Po(F;R™) and dim(2 (K )ve|r) = n, which means that our nonconform-
ing finite elements are optimal and the interior penalty term has to be added. For
the higher order case k > 1, Ri|r C P1(F;R"™). Traditionally, it suffices to recover
the normal component of stress up to moments of P;(F;R™) to make the elements
stable. Table 1 and 2 illustrates the dimension of Ry|r, P1(F;R"), Tv|p of ik+17h7j’
and %f ., ;, ¢ in 2D and 3D. We would like to emphasize that the H'(S) face-bubble
function spaces Xy .,  , satisfiy

(5.2) Yit1nf CEkt1,hf N X pe
k Rilr | Po(F5R?) or Pi(F5R?) | Tvlp of Siqang | Tv|r of S5 05 f
k=20 2 2 2 0
k= 3 4 4 2
k=2 3 4 6 4
Table 1: The dimension of Ri|r, Tv|r of Ski14 s and 3¢, , in 2D
k Ri|r PO(F;]RS) or 731(F;]R3) TV|F of Ypr1ny | TV|F of Xhiq g
k=20 3 3 3 0
k=1 6 9 9 0
k=2 6 9 18 3
k=3 6 9 30 9

Table 2: The dimension of Ri|p, TV|F of ik+1)h7f and X7, 5, ¢ in 3D

We can observe that the H!(S) face-bubble function is not enough to do the
job when k£ < n — 1. A natural question: can we pick up some H(div) conforming
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functions of degree k + 1 whose normal component will recover the Py (F;R™)? For
general grids, the answer is negative when 1 <k <n — 1.
LEMMA 5.1. Given any K = [a1,- -+ ,any1] and F; C OK. For T € Pr1(K;S),

Tv|p, =0 Vs £ 1,

is equivalent to

n+1 .
(5.3) Te Y NPUIGRE & > AN Pro1 (K R)tit.
J=1,j# 1<i<j<n+1

Proof. We only prove the case that [ = 1 for simplicity. Denote
T = Z p”t”tw Pij € Pk+1(K;R).
1<i<j<n+1
It follows from Tv|p, =0 (Vs # 1) that

Z pwtw ZJVF _Zpsj sj tSJVFs) 0 8227 7n+17
1<i<j<n+1 J#s

which yields psj|r, = 0 (j # s), since tZ}VFS # 0 and {ts;,j # s} are linearly
independent. Therefore,

(5'4) bij = {

/\i/\jﬁij S )\i)\ijfl(K;R) 2<1 <j<n+ 1,
A;jD1j € AiPr(K;R) 1=1,2<j<n+1

From (2.12), p1; in (5.4) can be decomposed as pi; = ]5?’1 + \ip1; € ’Pg’i(K;R) @
M Pr—1(K;R) and consequently
n+1

T= Z )\JpJ tOJtOJ Z Aijpijtijt z;

1<i<j<n+1

On the other hand, it is easy to check that (5.3) implies 7v|p, =0 (s =2,--- ,n+1).
Then we finish the proof. O

THEOREM 5.2. Given any interior face F = [ag, -+ ,an41] = KNK', K =
[a1, a2, ,ant1] and K' = [a}, a2, - ,any1]. Suppose V{i1, -+ ,is} C {2,---,n+
1}, s<n-—-1,

(5.5)  la1,ai, -+ ,a:], and [a}, i, ,a;,] are not in the s — dim hyperplane,

then it is impossible to pick the H(div, K U K’;S) of degree k + 1 conforming face
bubble functions to recover the moments of P1(F;R™) when k <n — 1.

Proof. For any face bubble function 7 € H(div, K U K’;S), from Lemma 5.1 we
know

n+1 n+1
TV|p € Z AjPr(F;R)t; N Z AjPr(F;R)ty ;.
=2 =2

Moreover, it can be written in the following form
_ Amz Amn+1 S 0
TU|p = CmAy A m; 2 0,
|m|=k+1

where ¢, is the coefficient vector. We collect the monomial terms of 7v|p in the
following two cases:
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1. There exists ¢ such that m; = 0. Thus, at least one term of Ao, -, A\y11
does not appear, then the coefficient ¢, belongs to span{ti;,, - ,t1;,} N
span{tys;,, -+ ,t1/i, }, which lies in Fj by the assumption (5.5). In this case,
Cm - Vr = 0.
2. a; > 0 for all s = 1,2,--- ;n. Since £k < n — 1, the only possible term is
A1 -+ A, with a constant vector as coefficient.
Therefore,

TV|F = C1,1,-~,1/\2 co )\n+1-
Namely,
dim ({7v|F | 7 is H(div, K U K') conforming face-bubble}) < 1 < dim(P; (F;R")),

which means the normal components of conforming face-bubble functions can not
recover the moments of P (F;R™) when £k <n—1.0

REMARK 5.3. Theorem 5.2 admits Ry|r since the dimension of its normal com-
ponents can be great than 1 for 1 <k <mn—1.

From Theorem 5.2, the nonconforming finite elements of degree k + 1 have to
be used to construct the face-bubble function spaces when k& < n — 1. Let {pp, t =
1,---,n} be a basis of P;(F;R). Then we only need the corresponding n? face-bubble
functions ¢35 (s,1 = 1,--- ,n) defined in (2.28) to recover the moments of P; (F; R™).
These elements reduce the local dimension of nonconforming face-bubble functions
from anj_H_k to n?, which does work when 2 < k <n — 1.

For the case that k > n, one of the significant results proposed by Hu [23] is that
the H'(S) face-bubble functions can recover the moments of P;(F;R"), which can
be seen from the second case in the proof of Theorem 5.2. Precisely, on face F' =
[ag, -+ ,ani1], the normal components of H'(S) face-bubble functions \a - - - A,y 1 1P1 (K; R)Svg
will recover the moments of Py (F;R™) since Svp = R™. Thanks to the H(div) con-
formity of the H'(S) face-bubble functions, the interior penalty term is degenerated
to be zero consequently. On the other hand, Theorem 5.2 also indicates that we need
enough H (div) bubble functions that contain the factor Ay --- Ap41 to satisfies (3.8).

LEMMA 5.4. Given any interior face F' = [ag, - ,an4+1] = KNK', K =
l[a1, a2, ,ant1] and K' = [a},a2, - ,ant1]. For any 7 € H(div, K U K';S) N
Posr(K UK';S) that
(56) T|K7T|K’ S )\2)\2' "An+1P1(S)7

then there exists @ € H' (K U K';S) N Ppy1(K U K';S) such that 7 — 0 € X401 pp.
Proof. Due to the H(div) conformity of 7, we know that

TU|F € Ao+ - A1 Pr(F; R™).
Since Svr = R", there exists 8 € H' (K U K';S) N P41 (K U K’;S) such that
0c)Xy - N1 P1(S) and Ovlp = TV|p.
Thus,
(r—0)|p=0 and (7 —0)

Fizoa 7;:27"'5’”_'—15

which yields 7 — 0 € ¥, 11 5. O

The above lemma means that H(div;S) face-bubble functions in the form of (5.6)
can be derived by the combination of H!(S) face bubble function and proper div-
bubble function. In this sense, the finite elements proposed by Hu [23] are optimal
for the case that k& > n.
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6. Numerical results. In this section, we give the numerical results for both 2D
and 3D cases. The simulation is implemented using the MATLAB software package
iFEM [16]. The compliance tensor in our computation is

1 A
=5 |(0—5—=tr(o), ),
Ao o <o’ ST r(o) >

where I,, € R™*" is the identity matrix. The Lamé constants are set to be u = 1/2
and A = 1.

6.1. 2D Test. The 2D displacement problem is computed on the unit square
Q) = [0,1]? with a homogeneous boundary condition that u = 0 on 9). Let the exact
solution be

- <e””yf1?y(1 —a)(1- y)> .

sin(ma) sin(7y)

The exact stress function o and the load function f can be analytically derived from
(2.1) for a given u.

The uniform grids with different grid sizes are applied in the computation. We
would like to emphasize that the uniform grids satisfy the strongly regular assumption
(3.16) so that the discrete systems when applying Eﬂl for stress can be solved by direct
solver, for example Matlab backslash solver. The parameter n in (4.2a) is set to be 1
in the 2D test.

Uh] u=unllo p™ [ llenlo " | lldivrenllo h™ | lllonlllor; k™ | dim Vo, dim ()
8 0.06731 - 0.17195 — 1.93423 - 0.03804 - 256 800

16 | 0.03355 1.00{ 0.07954 1.11| 0.97005 1.00{ 0.01391 1.45| 1024 3136
32 | 0.01676 1.00] 0.03886 1.03| 0.48539  1.00| 0.00496 1.49| 4096 12416
64 | 0.00838 1.00] 0.01931 1.01| 0.24274  1.00| 0.00176 1.50] 16384 49408

Table 3: The error, €;, = o — o}, and convergence order for 2D on uniform grids, Egl,)L

1/h| lu=unlo B [ llenllo A" | Ildivaenllo A" | lonllor; h" | dim Vo, dim S
8 0.11497 — 0.27495 — 1.93423 — 0.08925 — 256 595

16 | 0.06714 0.78 0.10042 1.45| 0.97005 1.00| 0.04116 1.12| 1024 2339
32 0.03578 0.91| 0.03294 1.61| 0.48539 1.00| 0.01613 1.35| 4096 9283
64 | 0.01832 0.97| 0.01066 1.63| 0.24274  1.00| 0.00593 1.44| 16384 36995

Table 4: The error, €, = o — o}, and convergence order for 2D on uniform grids, 252])1

First, we use 251])1 for the stress approximation. The errors and the convergence
order in various norms are listed in Table 3. The first order convergence is observed
for both displacement and stress. The L? error of the stress jump on interior edge
is convergent with order 1.5, as the theoretical error estimate (4.13). When applying
E?,)l for the stress approximation, the dimension of 3; ;, has been reduced by approxi-
mately 25%, see Table 4. To our supervise, the convergence order of L? error for stress
is much higher than the error estimate (4.13) when using 252])1' The phenomenon can
also be observed on the uniformly refined unstructured gridé, see Table 5.
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n

1/h] fu—unllo lerllo A" | Idivaenllo h™ | llloallloz A" | dim Vo, dim %)
8 0.07784 - 0.13044 - 1.53835 — 0.06441 - 352 813

16 0.04108 0.92 0.05275 1.31| 0.77269  0.99| 0.02627 1.29| 1408 3207
32 | 0.02142 0.94| 0.01988 1.41| 0.38678 1.00| 0.01014 1.37| 5632 12747
64 | 0.01097 0.97| 0.00724 1.46| 0.19344  1.00| 0.00375 1.44) 22528 50835

>

Table 5: The error, €, = o — o, and convergence order for 2D on unstructured grids,
»n(®
1,h

In Table 6, we list the errors of o5 and uj;, with finite element spaces 35 ; X Vi p,.
Again, we observe the optimal convergence rates of both stress and displacement.

(1)

Uh] Ju=unllo  p™ llenlo " | lldivrenllo h™ | lllonlllor; k™ | dimVi, dimS()
4 0.01983 - 0.04152 — 0.57945 — 0.02688 - 192 416

8 0.00503 1.98| 0.00821 2.34| 0.14651  1.98| 0.00509 2.40] 768 1600
16 | 0.00126 1.99| 0.00189 2.12| 0.03674  2.00| 0.00092 2.47) 3072 6272
32 | 0.00032 2.00[ 0.00046 2.03| 0.00924 1.99| 0.00016 2.49] 12288 24832

Table 6: The error, €;, = o — o}, and convergence order for 2D on uniform grids, E;l,)L

6.2. 3D Test. The 3D pure displacement problem is computed on the unit cube
Q) = [0,1]3 with a homogeneous boundary condition that u = 0 on 9. Let the exact
solution be

24
u=|2°|z(1-2)y(l —y)z(1l-2).
26

The true stress function o and the load function f can be analytically derived from
the (2.1) for a given solution u.

>

Un] Tu=unllo 2" llenllo 2" [ lldivaenllo b [ llonlllor; " | dim Vo dim=(
2 0.22624 - 1.05758 — 8.05894  — 0.21689 - 144 936

4 0.12549 0.85| 0.47884 1.14| 4.48971  0.84| 0.13908 0.64| 1152 7200

8 0.06345 0.98| 0.20060 1.25| 2.30280 0.96| 0.05726 1.28 9216 56448

16 | 0.03175 0.99( 0.09094 1.14| 1.15867 0.99| 0.02104 1.45| 73728 446976

Table 7: The error, €;, = o — o}, and convergence order for 3D on uniform grids, Egl,)L

The numerical results when applying two classes of spaces on 3D uniform grids
are illustrated in Table 7 and 8. Here we set the parameter of the penalty term as
n = 1 for the pair Egl})l — Vi, and nn = 0.1 for the pair 25221 — V. It can be observed
that, similar to the 2D case, the optimal orders of convergence are achieved for two
classes of spaces. We also note that the global dimension of the space for stress has

been reduced by approximately 60% for EgQ})l
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Uh] Ju=unllo 2™ llenlo " | lldivrenllo h™ | lllonlllor; k™ | dim Vo, dim S5
2 0.26120 - 1.39194 — 8.05894  — 0.28483 - 144 378

4 0.15504 0.75| 0.78910 0.81| 4.48917  0.84| 0.24513 0.22| 1152 2766

8 0.07923 0.97| 0.26868 1.55| 2.30280  0.96| 0.12466 0.98] 9216 21654

16 | 0.03937 1.01] 0.08303 1.69| 1.15867  0.99| 0.04932 1.34| 73728 172326

Table 8: The error, €, = o — o}, and convergence order for 3D on uniform grids, 3,7,

(2)

7. Concluding Remarks. In this paper we propose mixed finite elements of

any order for the linear elasticity in any dimension. According to the stability for R
and Ry, and the approximation property, we have the following choices for the finite

elements.
Stability of Ri- | Stability of Ry Approximation property
Skt1,h,0 v
Ykt1h,f v
Ykt1n,b if ¥p41,n,6 and Xg41,5,5 are chosen
kt1h v
Sttt E>n

Table 9: Different choices of spaces

Based on the Table 9, we have three choices that the three ingredients are satisfied:

1 Ykqimp + ik+1,h7f + ik+1,h7b. We also prove that the sum is direct based
on the local decomposition of discrete symmetric tensors. The lower order
(k <n—1) finite element diagrams of this class are depicted in Figure 1 and
2 for 2D and 3D, respectively.

2. Ykg1,np+ ik+17h,f + Ei+1,h- This class of finite elements does not have local
d.o.f. but has fewer global dimension.

3. Bkt1,np+ 2541y, for & > n. This class of conforming elements has been found
by Hu [23].

(I

k=1

Fig. 1: Element diagrams for f];clll p in 2D
gray circle: conforming div-bubble; black circle: nonconforming div-bubble
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|

(a) k=0

Fig. 2: Element diagrams for f),(clll_h in 3D

dark gray ball: conforming div-bubble; light gray ball: nonconforming div-bubble

For consistency, an interior penalty term is added to the bilinear form, which will

improve the convergence order but not affect the stability. One main advantage of
these finite elements is their convenience for implementation, since the basis functions
of nonconforming face-bubble function spaces can be written explicitly in terms of
the orthonormal polynomials. For the case that k < n — 1, we prove that the noncon-
forming elements have to be applied in the framework that the degree of polynomials
for stress are at most k + 1.
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