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CONVERGENCE OF THE HIPTMAIR-XU PRECONDITIONER FOR
H(curl)-ELLIPTIC PROBLEMS WITH JUMP COEFFICIENTS (II):
MAIN RESULTS

QIYA HU *

Abstract. This paper is the second of two articles, in which we aim to prove the convergence of
the Hiptmair-Xu (HX) preconditioner (originally proposed by Hiptmair and Xu [14]) for H(curl)-
elliptic boundary value problems with jump coefficients. In this paper, based on the auxiliary results
obtained in our first article [Hu, STAM J. Numer. Anal., 59(2021), pp.2500-2535], we establish two
new regular decompositions for low-dimensional edge finite element functions in three dimensions,
which, under suitable assumptions on the distribution of the coefficients, are stable up to a poly-
logarithmic factor of the meshwidth with respect to weighted norms defined by the coefficients. Using
these regular decompositions, we analyze the convergence of the HX preconditioner for the case of
strongly discontinuous coefficients. We show that the HX preconditioner is asymptotically optimal
up to a poly-logarithmic factor in the meshwidth and is not severely affected by large jumps of the
coefficients across the interface between two neighboring subdomains.
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1. Introduction. On a bounded Lipschitz polyhedron © C R3 consider the
following H(curl, Q)-elliptic boundary value problem:

curl(acurlu)+ fu=f in Q,
uxn=0 on £ (1.1)

where f € (L%(Q))? is a given vector field, « = a(x) and 3 = B(x) are spatially
varying, scalar-valued, positive coefficients in L°°(£2), that are piecewise constant
with respect to a partition of {2 into polyhedral Lipschitz sub-domains.

Generically, o and § will jump across interfaces between sub-domains. Variants of
the boundary value problem arise in various applications, for instance, as eddy
current models in computational electromagnetics [2]. In this case, the coefficients
characterize different homogeneous materials.

The most widely used Galerkin finite element discretization of is Nedéléc’s
edge finite element method [25]. Usually, the resulting sparse linear systems of equa-
tions are solved by some preconditioned iterative method. As pointed out in [9] [28§]
[29], the construction of efficient preconditioners for such linear systems is much more
difficult than in the case of scalar second-order elliptic boundary value problem dis-
cretized by means of Lagrangian finite elements.

Nevertheless, several efficient preconditioners for the edge finite element dis-
cretization of have been found, see, for example, [I] [9] [13] [14] [I7] [18] [19]
[26] [27] [28]. In particular, the HX preconditioner proposed in [14] is very popular.
The application of the HX preconditioner involves solving four discrete scalar elliptic
boundary value problems, which allows reusing existing codes.

Stable discrete Helmholtz decompositions or so-called regular decompositions are
a key tool in the convergence analysis of HX preconditioners. Using standard discrete
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regular decompositions, their mesh-independent performance was shown for quasi-
uniform sequences of meshes [I4]. However, this theory cannot deal with large varia-
tions of the coefficients. Although numerical results indicate that the HX precondi-
tioner is not much affected by large jumps of the coefficients [21], it remained an open
problem whether the bounds from [I4] for the condition numbers achievable by HX
preconditioning remain valid also in the case of coefficients o and 8 with large jumps
(refer to Subsection 7.3 of [14]).

This issue was first discussed in [3I] for the case with two sub-domains, i.e., a
simple transmission problem. The main challenge was that stability estimates for stan-
dard discrete regular decompositions had always relied on unweighted norms, which do
not involve the coefficients o and 3. The first important attempt towards a coefficient-
aware discrete Helmholtz decomposition was made in [I7], where a weighted discrete
Helmholtz decomposition, which is almost stable with respect to the weight function
o = 3, was constructed and studied. Moreover, using this weighted Helmholtz de-
composition in that paper the desired robust convergence result for the preconditioner
proposed in [I9] was proved. Unfortunately, the weighted discrete Helmholtz decom-
position constructed in [I7] cannot be applied to analyze the HX preconditioner for
the case with large jumps of the coeflicients.

In the present paper, we introduce a new concept “thorny vertex” associated
with the distribution of jumps of the coefficient « in order to reveal the essence
of the problem of dealing with discontinuous coefficients. Based on the auxiliary
results obtained in [I5] and adapting some ideas presented in [I7], we establish new
discrete regular decompositions for low-dimensional edge finite element functions in
three dimensions, and show that the decompositions, on quasi-uniform and shape-
regular sequences of meshes and in weighted norms involving the coefficients o and 3,
are nearly stable with respect to the mesh size h (i.e., stable up to a poly-logarithmic
factor of h), and uniformly stable with respect to large jumps of the coefficients under
suitable geometric constraints on the coefficients.

We would like to emphasize a key difference between the results obtained in this
paper and [I7]: In this paper both « and S may have jumps and those may be
independent of each other; While [I7] imposed restrictions on the behavior of the
coeflicients, those are no longer needed for this work.

As an application of the proposed regular decompositions, we show that the PCG
method with the HX preconditioner for solving the considered system has a nearly
optimal convergence rate. Nearly optimal means that the convergence rate at worst
grows only poly-logarithmically like O(|log h|?) with a positive integer g as h — 07,
and more importantly, does not suffer much from large jumps of the coefficients «
and [ across the interface between any two neighboring subdomains.

Building on our first article [I5], the present paper is organized as follows. In
Section 2, we describe a domain decomposition based on the distribution of coeffi-
cients and define some edge finite element subspaces. Section 3 introduces some new
concepts and presents two new discrete regular decompositions. Using these regular
decompositions, we analyze the HX preconditioner for the case with strongly discon-
tinuous coefficients in Section 4. The new regular decompositions are constructed and
analyzed in Section 5.

For the convenience of readers, we give a list of some important notations intro-
duced and repeatedly used in this paper:



symbol position of its definition
[Vl 2+ (cur1 .0 2.2
vz 2.3
Sk 3.1
3y, S Definition @l
Ty 3.2
ViE(Q) 3.3
a*, 3¢ 3.4
P(u) Definition (3.4
Pas (1) Definition |3.8
Su in front of Theorem

2. Preliminaries. This section introduces subdomain decompositions and some
fundamental finite element spaces.

2.1. Sobolev spaces. For an open and connected bounded domain O C R3, let
H(O) be the standard Sobolev space. Define the Sobolev spaces

H(curl; 0) := {v € L*(0)?; curlv € L*(0)*}
and
Hy(curl; O) := {v € H(curl; O); v xn =0 on 00}.

2.2. Domain decomposition based on the distribution of coefficients.
For precise descriptions of the new regular decompositions, we first decompose the
entire domain () into subdomains based on the surfaces of discontinuity of the coeffi-
cients a(x) and B(x) of (L.1).

Associated with the coefficients a(x) and §(x), we assume that the entire domain
Q can be decomposed into Ny open Lipschitz polyhedral subdomains Q;, Qs - -+, Qx;,
such that Q = Up° Q. and the variations of the coefficients a(x) and B(x) are not
large in each subdomain k. Without loss of generality, we assume that, for k =
1,2,...,No,

a(x) =ap and B(x) =Bk, Vx € Q, (2.1)

where each «aj, or i is a positive constant. Such a decomposition is possible in many
applications when {2 contains several media. The results established in this paper
still hold if the coefficients a(z) and (z) are not constants but have small variations
in some subdomains. Note that a subdomain €2; may be a non-convex polyhedron,
which is a union of several convex polyhedra. In this sense, our assumption is not
restrictive and does cover many practical cases.

The subdomains {Qk}gil are of different nature from those in the context of the
standard domain decomposition methods: {Qk}kNil is decomposed based only on the
distribution of jumps of the coefficients a(x) and () (so Ny is a fixed integer, and
the size of each Qy, is O(1)).

2.3. Edge and nodal element spaces. Let 2 be equipped with a family of
tetrahedral triangulations 7 with the mesh size h. We assume that the families of
triangulations 7, with A — 07 are shape regular and quasi-uniform (refer to [15]).
The Nedelec edge element space, of the lowest order, is a subspace of piecewise linear
polynomials defined on 7y, (refer to [3] and [25]):

Vi () = {v € Ho(curl:Q); v|x € R(K), VK € Th}
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where R(K) is a subset of all linear polynomials on the element K of the form:
R(K):{a+b><x; a,bc R?, XEK}.

Let &, denote the set of edges of T,. Then, for any v € V3(2), its tangential
components are continuous on all edges e € &, and v is uniquely determined by its
moments on all fine edges e:

My (v) = {)\e(v) = /v~teds; ee€ 5}L}
e
where t. denotes the unit vector on edge e. We write e to denote any edge or union
of edges, either from an element K € 7T or from a subdomain. For a vector-valued
function v with appropriate smoothness, we introduce its edge element “projection”
rpv (refer to [I5]) such that rpv € V, (), and rpv and v have the same moments as
given in My, (v).

As we will see, the edge element analysis also frequently involves the nodal element
space. For this purpose, we introduce Z5,(2) to be the standard continuous piecewise
linear finite element space associated with the triangulation 7y,.

Let G be a subdomain of 2, where G is a union of elements in 7,. Associated

with G, we respectively use V},(G) and Z,(G) to denote the natural restriction of
V1 (2) and Z,(Q2) on G.

2.4. Weighted norms. Let o and § denote the coefficients appearing in (|1.1)).
For H(curl) functions, we define

No
1
Vlizz@ = Q_arlvl§a,)? v e H(curl; Q)
r=1

and

No
IVl eur.0) = O arlleurl v[[§ o + B, lIvII5q,)?, v e H(curl; Q). (2.2)

r=1

For H' functions, we define

No
1
Ipllers o) == O BAIVEIG @, + BrlplEe, )2, pe H' Q)
r=1
and
No
1 5
IVl = O (vl g, + B:lIVIE0.))2, v e (H () (2.3)
r=1

The stability estimates derived in this paper will be based on the above weighted
norms.

3. Main results. In this section, we present new discrete regular decompositions
associated with the distribution of discontinuous coefficients such that the decompo-
sitions are nearly stable with respect to the weighted norms defined in Subsection
2.4.



It is often a knotty problem to construct and analyze preconditioners for partial
differential equations with jump coefficients. If there are internal cross-points in the
distribution of jump coefficients, multilevel preconditioners for second-order elliptic
problems are not uniformly convergent with respect to the jumps of the coefficients,
unless the distribution of coefficients satisfies some additional assumptions, for exam-
ple, the quasi-monotonicity assumption (see [10] and [24]), which is a relatively weak
assumption. In this section, we try to establish discrete regular decompositions for
general cases without the quasi-monotonicity assumption. To this end, we need to
introduce some new concepts and notations.

3.1. Upper intersection sets and thorny vertices. In this subsection, we
introduce two new concepts upper intersection set and thorny vertez.

In the following, we always use V to denote a vertex of one polyhedron obtained
from the domain decomposition described in Subsection 2.2. Let N'(Q) (resp. N'(99))
denote the set of vertices Vv in  (resp. on 99). For a vertex v € N (Q) UN(9Q), let
Qv denote the set of all polyhedra ), that contain v as one of their vertices.

Let Q4,---,Qn, be the subdomains defined in Subsection 2.2. For a subdomain
Qi (1 <k < Np), let S be the union of the (closed) intersection sets of 9§, with 9
or 0 (I # k) that satisfy a; > ay, namely,

Se=|J (0% o) 02 noQ). (3.1)

arzag,l#k

When the maximum max;<,<n, e, is achieved on {2, we have S;, = 9Q;, N 2, which
may be the empty set. In general the set Si is a union of some faces, edges and
vertices, which may be non-connected. For convenience, if a vertex in Sy does not
intersect with any face or edge in Sk, then it is called an “isolated vertex” in Sg.
Similarly, we can define an “isolated edge” in Sk.

DEFINITION 3.1. The set Sy defined by ts called the upper intersection set
of the subdomain .

The structure of the upper intersection set S can describe the distribution of the
coeflicients corresponding to all the subdomains adjacent to Q.

DEFINITION 3.2. A vertex V. € N(Q) UN(99Q) is called a thorny vertex with
respect to the distribution of the coefficients a1, aa, - -+ , an, if there exists a polyhedron
Q. € Sy such that v is an isolated vertex in its upper intersection set S.

A thorny vertex v can also be defined as follows. There exists a subdomain
Q€ Sy such that: (i) if v € N(Q), for any other polyhedron Q,, that belongs to
Sy and corresponds to the coefficient satisfying o, > a, the intersection of Q, with
Q, is just the vertex v, i.e., Q. N Q. = v; (ii) if v € MN(09), the intersection of €2,
with 98 is just the vertex v, and the local maximum of «(x) on the union of all the
polyhedra in Sy is achieved on €,..

A thorny vertex v in N(Q) (resp. N(09Q)) is called an internal thorny vertexr
(resp. a boundary thorny vertex).

A typical example of internal thorny vertex is the central vertex in the “checker-
board” domain described below.

EXAMPLE 3.1. Set Q = [0,1]3, and let Q be decomposed into a union of four

polyhedra {Q}i_,, where (see Figure 4)
1, 1
2} ’ Q2 - [27
Define a(x) =1 on Q1 UQq, and a(x) = e <1 on Q3UQy, i.e, ay = ag =1 and
ag =ayq < 1.

2=, P, Q= (0.1 % [0 )\, = (0.1 x [ 1)\,



Figure 1: A “checkerboard” domain 2: the vertex v is an internal thorny vertex.

The domain shown in Figure 1 is called “checkerboard” domain. In this
example, the vertex v at the center of ) is an internal thorny vertex because V is an
isolated vertex in the upper intersection set Ss.

Let us give another example to explain Definition [3.1] and Definition

Q4

Qs

4Nz

Qz

Q3

O

Figure 2: upper intersection set and thorny vertex.

EXAMPLE 3.2. Consider the subdomains shown in Figure 2.

Case (i): a1 > ag > ag > ag > ay. The upper intersection set Sz contains an
isolated edge 023 N Oy but the vertex V is not a thorny vertex.

Case (it): oy > ag > as > a3z > as. The vertex V is a internal thorny vertex
because it is an isolated vertex in the upper intersection set Sy.

A thorny vertex v can be roughly understood as: there exist two polyhedra such
that their intersection is just vV and they correspond to larger coefficients than any

other polyhedron containing v as its vertex.

DEFINITION 3.3. Let Vv be a thorny verter. Two subsets 3y, and S5 of Sy

are described as follows: a polyhedron Q. € %, if and only if each polyhedron Q..
belonging to v and satisfying o, > . has the property Q. N Q. = V; a polyhedron
Q. € 3 if and only if there is at least one polyhedron €., € Sy such that oy > o
and the intersection of Q. and Q. is a face or an edge containing V.

According to Definition for Case (ii) of Example [3.2) we have Y, = {1, 0}
and 3§ = {Q2,Q3,Q5} (see Figure 2).



For any two polyhedrons Q,, ; € 3%, we have Q, N = V.

REMARK 3.1. The set Sy can be decomposed into a union of two disjoint sets
3y and S5, Moreover, neither S, nor S5, 4s the empty set. In fact, 35, contains at
least Q, mentioned in Definition[3.9 and the polyhedron achieving the locally mazimal
coefficient. Note that I3, is a real set of Sy (otherwise, V is not a thorny vertex), so

S§ is not the empty set.

The following result follows directly from the definitions of 35, and ;.
Proposition 3.1. Let v be a thorny verter and 2, € 35,. Then, for each polyhedron
Q; that belongs to Sy and has a common face or a common edge with 2., we have
O €35 and o < a.

As we will see, the introduction of thorny vertices helps us to build a weighted-
stable regular decomposition of edge element functions for more complicated coeffi-
cient distributions.

3.2. A discrete regular decomposition. In this subsection, we describe a
regular decomposition for the case with thorny vertices.

Let V. denote the set of all thorny vertices generated by the domain decomposition
and the distribution of coefficients. For v € V,, we use ny to denote the number of
subdomains contained in I%,. Let VI (resp. V9) denote the set of internal thorny
vertices (resp. boundary thorny vertices). Define

Ny 1= Z (nyv — 1)+ Z ny. (3.2)

Veyir vey?

For convenience, the number n, is called the multiplicity of thorny vertices. This
value reflects the number of thorny vertices and the distribution of coefficients on the
polyhedron subdomains containing a thorny vertex.

As we will see in Proposition 3.3, a function vy, € V;,(2) does not automatically
admit a stable discrete regular decomposition when V, # @, unless v, meets an
additional condition associated with each thorny vertex. Such a condition can be
formally written as Fyvy = 0, where Fy denotes a functional associated with the
thorny vertex V. The functional Fy can be defined in different manners and its
different definitions do not affect the application of the main results (see the next
section). In this subsection, we present a special definition of Fy, as in Theorems
3.3 and 3.4 in Section 3 of [I5]. To define such a functional, we first introduce some
notation.

For v; € Vi, let {Q; };Y; denote all the subdomains in S5, . For Q;, (r =
1,--+,my), we choose a face F; of Q; such that v; is a vertex of F; , and further
choose an edge E;, of F; (see Figure 3 for the simplest case with m; = 2). When
OF;, N0 # 0 (so it is a union of edges of §2;.), we choose E;. C IF;_ N IN.



Ej,

Figure 3: Two polyhedrons that share an internal thorny vertex

Let s be the arc-length variable along OF; , taking values from 0 to [;,, where [;,
is the total length of OF;_ and t = 0 (and ¢t = l;,) corresponds to the vertex v;. As in
[28], for an edge finite element function vy, we define (r = 1,--- ,m;)

‘ 1 liy.
coFir = - / (Vi - tor, )(s) ds
0

i’V‘

and
t
i (1) = / (Vi - tor, — Cor")(s)ds + ¢, , Vt€[0,0;],
0

where the constant c;_ is chosen such that ¢€E” has an average value of zero on E;, .
Then, the tangential component vy, - tor, of v admits the decomposition (see [28])

(v -tor, (1) = GO/ + (@, (0, £ 0.0, (r=1-my).
Define the functional
Fiavi= 00, () — 60 7 (1),  r=2mi (Vi€ VI
or
FipVpy i= ¢2§ir (li,), r=1,-,my (vi € V).
With the help of the functionals {F; .}, we can define a subspace
Vi) i=Avp, e Vi ()« Fipvp, =0 foreach rand i =1,---,n.}. (3.3)
Note that the condition F; ,vj; = 0 implies that
S (i) = 0w (i), r=2,mi (Vi€ VM)

and t = [;, corresponds to the thorny vertex v, for {1, , the condition F; ,v;, = 0 means
that vy, should have some “continuity” at v; € V™. Of course, when there is no thorny
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vertez, we have V;*(Q2) = V,,(Q). It is clear that dim(V;*(Q2)) = dim(V4(2)) — n., so
the multiplicity of thorny vertices is just the codimension of the space V;* ().
For convenience, we introduce the following two sets:

I = Uyey, SV, ¢ = {0 \S* (3.4)

Proposition 3.2. For each Q. € 3¢, the upper intersection set S, does not contain
any isolated vertex, i.e., S, is a union of faces and edges only.
Proof. Let Q. € J¢. Assume that v is an isolated vertex in S,. By the definition
of S,, there is a polyhedron € satisfying oy > «, such that Q; N Q, = v, which
means that v is a thorny vertez by Definition [3:2] Moreover, for any polyhedron €,
belonging to Sy and satisfying o, > a., we have Q,» N ), = v (otherwise, V is not
an isolated vertex). Thus Q, € 35, C 3* by Definition which contradicts the
condition that €2, € J¢. Therefore, S, is a union of faces and edges only. O
As in [I5], a connected union I' of some faces is called a connected Lipschitz
union of some faces if there is no isolated vertex in T' (see Figure 4), a more detailed
explanation was given in Subsection 2.3 of [I5]. A union [’ of some faces is called a
union of connected Lipschitz unions of faces if T' is a (possibly non-connected) union
of I'y,--- ,T'y, with T'; being a connected Lipschitz union of some faces (j =1,---,J).
v

Figure 4. F; and Fo are two opposite lateral faces of the four-sided pyramid
G, and F3 denotes another lateral face that has a common edge with each of
F1 and Fo. The set I' = F; UFo U F3 is a connected Lipschitz union of three
faces (left), but the set I' = F; UFs is a connected non-Lipschitz union of two
faces (right), where the point v is an isolated vertex of T'.

We define a function h € Rt — p(h) as follows: p(h) = 1 if, for all the subdo-
mains Qf in I, the upper intersection set Sy, is a union of connected Lipschitz unions
of some faces of Q; otherwise, p(h) = log(1/h).

In applications, the coefficients {ay} and {8} may be dependent on or indepen-
dent of each other (for the latter case, the ratio ay /8 may be large or small). Then
all the coefficients {ay } and {5k} have three possible relations: (1) the ratio By /ay is
nether large nor small; (2) the ratio S /oy, is not small but may be large; (3) the ratio
Br/ak is not large but may be small. As we will see, for different situations, we need
to use different stability estimates in the regular decompositions developed in [I5].
For example, for the third case, we have to use the stability of a vector-valued H'!
function with respect to the curl semi-norm (a complete norm-controlled stability
of the vector-valued H' function is not practical for this case). To cover all three
situations, we have to carefully investigate the coefficients.

DEFINITION 3.4. Let > 1 be a given constant (independent of the mesh size



10

h). We say that the coefficients {ax} and {fr} belong to the problem class P(u) if the
coefficients {ay} and {Bx} satisfy three conditions:

Condition A. The coefficients on any two neighboring subdomains ; and €;
have the property

Bi < up; when o; < aj. (3.5)
Condition B. For every Q, € %, on which the coefficients do not satisfy the
relation pu~tay < Br < pay, the upper intersection set Sy (if it is non-empty) meets
one of the following two requirements:
(i) if Br. > pag, then Sk is a (possibly non-connected) union of some faces of Q;
(ii) if B < u~ Loy, then Sy is a connected union of some faces and edges of Q.
Condition C. The coefficients ay and By, for Qi € I* have the relation:

Br < no, VQ € S, (36)

In the above Condition B, when the coefficients on j satisfy the relation
prag < By < pag, the set Sk need not meet a stricter requirement than that Sy is
a (possibly non-connected) union of some faces and edges of €, which is naturally
met by Proposition 3.2.

REMARK 3.2. It can be seen from Definition[3.]) that P(u1) C P(u2) when py <
wa. The smallest class P(1) (= 1) contains all the coefficients {ay} and {B} with
B = a. Assume that coae < B < Cyax for two given positive constants co and Cy, which
is a common assumption in existing works [14), [17]. Then the coefficients {ay} and
{Br} belong to the class P(p) with p = max{Cy, 1/co} (without additional assumption
on Si).

From now on, we shall always use C' to denote a generic constant only depend-
ing on the sub-domains ), shape-regularity and quasi-uniformity of the mesh, but
independent of the meshwidth h and the coefficients a and 3. For convenience, we
introduce two new notations < and <,. For any two non-negative quantities z and

1

y, © < y means that x < Cy for some constant C described above, and = <, v
means that x < C(u)y for some constant C(u) only depending on the sub-domains
Qp, shape-regularity and quasi-uniformity of the mesh and the parameter p in the
problem classes P(u) and Py (u) defined later, but independent of the meshwidth h
and the specific values and the detailed structure of the coefficients « and .

The following theorem presents a general result for a weighted discrete regular
decomposition.

THEOREM 3.5. Assume that the coefficients {ay} and {8y} belong to the problem
class P(). Then, any function v, € V;*(Q) admits a decomposition of the form

v =Vpr +rwr + Ry, (3.7)

for some py, € Zp(Q) and wy, € (Z,(Q))® and Ry, € Vi(Q). Moreover, we have the
estimates

184 pllo0 Su 10> (1/B)p™ () [Vl 11 e, (33)
and

IWhll 1) + b IR L2 () Sy log? (1/h) ™ (B) 1Va |+ (curt, @) (3.9)
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where the constant mq is independent of both h and the coefficients a and .

The following result can be obtained directly from Theorem [3.5]

COROLLARY 3.6. Assume that the coefficients satisfy coa < f < Coav for two
given positive constants co and Cy. Then, every function vy, € Vi¥(Q2) admits the
decomposition, , which satisfies the stability estimates (@ and (@) with p =
max{Co,1/co}.

It is natural to wonder whether additional constraints are indeed necessary for a
function vy to admit a stable regular decomposition for the case with thorny vertices.
The following conclusion can be obtained by considering a counterexample.
Proposition 3.3 The space V" (€2) in Theorem [3.5|cannot be replaced by V}, () itself.
Proof. We need only to construct a counterexample. To this end, we consider the
“checkerboard” domain (see Figure 1). Let ¢ < 1 be a very small positive number.
We define the coefficients @ and S as follows: a(x) =1 and (x) =€ on 27 U9, and
a(x) = B(x) = e on Q3 U Q4. For this example, there is only one thorny verter v at
the center of 2 and 35, contains two cubes 2 and 25, which implies that n, = 1. It
is easy to see that the coeflicients in this example satisfy Condition A, Condition
B and Condition C in the definition of the class P(u).

Fori=1,2,let ¢n; € Zn(€2;) be anodal finite element function satisfying ¢p; =0
on 9Q; N IN. Construct an edge finite element function vy, such that: (i) vy, = Ve ;
on Q; (i =1,2); (i) Ae(vs) = 0 for any edge e in Q3 UQy; and (iii) v}, has continuous
tangential components on every fine edge on (0823 U 0Q4) N (021 U 003). Tt is easy
to see that vy, € V3 (2) even if ¢p 1 # ¢n 2 at v (an edge finite element function may
be discontinuous at a node). Note that vj, does not vanish on Q3 U Q4 because vy,
has non-zero degrees of freedom on (923 U 9Q4) N (021 U 9Qs). In the following, we
explain that the function v, must satisfy an additional constrain if it admits a regular
decomposition satisfying all the requirements in Theorem [3.5] (with p(h) = 1).

We assume that v, admits the regular decomposition . For convenience, set
G = Q1 UQy. By the definition of vy, we have curl vy, = 0 on G. Then, the estimate
(3.9) implies that

(Walre + 07 Rallo.g S log(1/h)p™ ()2 ([vallo + [Vallr- curtosun.))-

For a fixed h, let € — 07, the above inequality infers that w;, = Ry, = 0 on G (note
that w;, vanishes on 02 N OG). Therefore, by the regular decomposition, we have
vy, = Vpy, on G with py, € Z,(Q2). For i = 1,2, set pj; = prla, and let F; C 9Q; be a
face containing v as one of its vertex. For this example, we have F; N 9Q # 0, so we
can choose a vertex v; on 0F; N OS2 such that p ; vanishes at v;. In the following, we
calculate the arc-length integrals of vy, - top, on OF;.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the arc-length coordinate of the point
v; is just 0. For convenience, we use ty to denote the arc-length coordinate of the
center vertex V. By the condition v, = Vpj, on ;, we deduce that

ty ty
/ v - taFidS = Vph’i . taFidS = ph,i(t\/’) (’L =1, 2).
0 0

Since pp, € Z,(82), we have pp, 1(tv) = pr2(tv). Thus

ty A%
vy, - top,ds = v, - tap,ds.
0 0
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Namely, the function v, must satisfy the condition Fvj, = 0 with

ty ty
Fvp = / vy, - tgp,ds — / v, - tor, ds. (3.10)
0 0

Then, this proposition is proved. O

Proposition 3.3 tells us that, for the case with thorny vertices, additional con-
straints are indeed necessary for a function v, that admits a stable regular decom-
position. For this particular example, the functional in the subspace V() can be
replaced by F given in , but the conclusion is not valid for general situations.
It is easy to see that the condition in V;*(Q) is also satisfied for this particular vy,
constructed in the above example.

3.3. The case without thorny vertex. In this subsection, we consider a
particular case without thorny vertex, which has some connection with the quasi-
monotonicity assumption introduced in [24].

The original definition of the quasi-monotonicity assumption is somewhat compli-
cated (see Definitions 4.1 and 4.6 in Subsection 4.1 of [24]). Thanks to the introduction
of the upper intersection set, the quasi-monotonicity assumption can be described in
a succinct manner: the distribution of the coefficients ay,aq,- -, an, satisfies the
quasi-monotonicity assumption if, for each subdomain €, the upper intersection set
Sy, is the empty set or a union of some faces of (), i.e., there is no isolated edge or
isolated vertex in Sy.

In order to compare the considered case with the quasi-monotonicity assumption,
we would like to introduce a new concept.

DEFINITION 3.7. We say that the distribution of the coefficients a1, aa, - - -, an,
satisfies the generalized quasi-monotonicity assumption if, for each subdomain Qy, the
upper intersection set S is the empty set or a union of some faces and edges of i,
i.e., there is no isolated vertex in S.

It is clear that the generalized quasi-monotonicity assumption is weaker than the
quasi-monotonicity assumption.

The following result comes from Proposition 3.2 and Definition
Proposition 3.4. There is no thorny verter if and only if the distribution of the
coeficients aq, ag, - - -, ay, satisfies generalized quasi-monotonicity assumption.

This proposition implies that, when the coeflicients oy, as, - - , an, satisfies gen-
eralized quasi-monotonicity assumption, we have S* = () and 3¢ = {Qk}gil.

DEFINITION 3.8. Let u > 1 be a given constant. We say that the coefficients
{ag} and {Bi} belong to the problem class Ppr(u) if the distribution of the coefficients
a1, 00, an, satisfies the generalized quasi-monotonicity assumption, and the co-
efficients {ay} and {Bi} satisfy Condition A in Definition and the following
condition:

Condition B’. For every Qy, on which the coefficients do not satisfy the relation
uwtag < Br < payg, the upper intersection set Sy (if it is non-empty) meets one of
the following two requirements:

(i) if Br > pay, then Sy is a (possibly non-connected) union of some faces of Qy;

(ii) if Br < pu~tag, then Sy is a connected union of some faces and edges of .

1

For the case considered in this subsection, we have the following result
THEOREM 3.9. Assume that the coefficients {ay} and {8y} belong to the problem
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class Ppr(p). Then, any function vy, € Vi (Q) admits a decomposition of the form
v = Vp, + W, + Ry, (3.11)

for some p, € Zp(Q) and wy, € (Z,())? and Ry, € Vi, (). Moreover, p, wy, and
Ry, satisfy the estimates

thHHé(Q) Su P (W) IVall e (curl, @) (3.12)
and
Iwhllr @) +h R 2 @) Sp o™ () IVall i+ curt, ) (3.13)

where the constant mo (> 2) is independent of both h and the coefficients o and .

REMARK 3.3. If the upper intersection set Sk is a union of connected Lipschitz
unions of some faces of Qi for each subdomain Q, then the factor p™°(h) in
and can be dropped.

The following result can be obtained directly from Theorem

COROLLARY 3.10. Assume that the coefficients satisfy the generalized quasi-
momnotonicity assumption and the relation coa < B < Cyav for two given positive con-
stants co and Cy. Then, every function vy € V3 () admits the decomposition ,
which satisfies the stability estimates and with 1 = max{Cop, 1/co}.

The assumptions in Theorem [3.9]are satisfied in relevant settings as in the example
constructed in Subsection 6.1 of the paper [21]. This example reads as follows.

EXAMPLE 3.3. Let Q = [0,1]3 be the unit cube, and be divided into two polyhedra
Dy and Dy (see Figure 5). There are two choices of the coefficients: (a) a =1 on Q,
B=1o0n D and = 10% (withk = —8,--- ,8) on Dy; (b)) B=10nQ, a =1 on D,
and o = 10% (with k = —8,--- ,8) on Dy. A uniform triangulation is used on Q.

Figure 5: The unit cube split into two symmetrical regions (left: Dy; right: Do)

For this example, regarding Dy, as Q, the upper intersection set Sy is a connected
union of faces for k = 1,2, which means that the generalized quasi-monotonicity
assumption is satisfied. For Case (a), we have a1 = ag and 1 = a3 < (2 when
k=1,---,8; we have ay = o and 2 < ff; = a3 when k = —8,--- ,0, so Condition
A in Definition [3.4 and Condition B’ in Definition [3.8| are met for = 1. For Case
(b), when k = —8,--- ,0 we have as < a1 and B3 = a3 = fB1; when k =1,--- ,8 we
have oy < ap and 1 = ag = B2, so Condition A in Deﬁnition@ and Condition
B’ in Definition [3.§] are also satisfied for y = 1. Then the coefficients in this example
belong to the problem class Py, (u) with u = 1. Therefore, Theorem holds and
the resulting decomposition is uniformly stable.
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4. Application to analysis of the HX preconditioner with jump coef-
ficients. In this section, we apply the discrete weighted regular decompositions de-
scribed in Theorems [3.5] and [3.9] to analyze the convergence of the HX preconditioner
for the case with jump coefficients.

4.1. The HX preconditioner. First, we recall the HX preconditioner proposed
in [I4] for the linear system of equations arising from the finite element Galerkin

discretization of (|1.1J).
The discrete variational problem of ((1.1)) is: to find u, € V() such that

(acurluy, curlvy) + (Bup, vi) = (£,vy), Vv, € Vi (Q). (4.1)
As usual, we can rewrite this in the operator form
Apuy, =1y, (4.2)
with Ap : V3 (2) = V() defined by
(Apup,vy) = (acurluy, curlvy) + (Bup, vi), un, vi € Vi(Q).
Let Ay : (Z1(Q))2 — (Z1(22))? be the discrete elliptic operator defined by
(—Apv,w) = (aVVv,Vw) + (Bv,w), v,w € (Z,(Q))3,

and let AY : V(Z,()) — V(Z(Q)) be the restriction of Ay, on the space V(Z(12)),
whose action can be implemented by solving a Laplace equation. Additionally, let Jy, :
Vi(Q2) — V() denote the standard Jacobi smoother of Ay, where J;, corresponds
to the diagonal preconditioner for the stiffness matrix of A, and was characterized
by (7.1) of [14].. Then the HX preconditioner By, of Aj, can be defined by

By, :=J, ' + 15 (—A) '8 + Th(AY) ' T},

where 1, : (Z,(Q))® — Vi,(Q) is the restriction of the interpolation operator rj, on
(Zn(2))3, and T}, : V4 (2) = V(Z,()) is the L? projector.

It has been shown that the condition number of the preconditioned system is
independent of the meshwidth & (see Theorem 7.1 in Subsection 7.1 of [14]):

cond(BrAp) < C

with C' > 0 independent of h. However, it is unclear how the constant C' depends on
the jumps in the coefficients « and .

4.2. Convergence of the HX preconditioner for the case with jump
coefficients. In this subsection, we derive a new convergence result for the precon-
ditioner By, in the case where the coefficients o and § have large jumps. This new
result follows from Theorems [3.5] and

Let n, and V;*(Q) be as defined in Subsection 3.2. We use A, 11(Bj;'A;) to
denote the minimal eigenvalue of the restriction of B,;lAh on the subspace V;*(£2), and
define ki, +1(B;, " Ay) as the reduced condition number (see [30]) of B;, ' A}, associated
with the subspace V,*(9). Namely,

/\max (B}:IAh)

n B, 'A)) = 2 Th TR
e B BT
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Under the framework introduced in [30], the convergence rate of the PCG method
with the preconditioner Bj for solving system is determined by the reduced
condition number /€n*+1(B;1Ah), and the number of iteration required to achieve a
given accuracy of the approximation weakly depends on the codimension n,, instead of
the space V;*(Q) itself (i.e., the choice of the functionals {F; ,-}). If there is no thorny
vertez, then we have n, = 0 and V;*(Q) = V},(Q), which means that ,,1(B; 'A})
is just the standard condition number cond(BglAh). In this part, we focus on the
estimate of ﬁn*H(B;lAh).

Let the function h — p(h) be defined as in Subsection 3.2, so it takes a value of 1
or log(1/h). The following results can be proved in the standard manner (the details
can be found in Subsection 4.2 of [16]).

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that the coefficients {ay} and {Br} belong to the problem
class P(u). Then, the reduced condition number of the preconditioned system satisfies

Ko +1(Bj, ' Ap) Sy log?(1/R)p™ (). (4.3)

When the coefficients {ax} and {Bi} belong to the problem class Ppr(p) (there is no
thorny vertez), we have

cond(Bj, ' Ap) Sy p™ (). (4.4)

In particular, if every set S is a union of connected Lipschitz unions of some faces
of Qi for each subdomain Qy, we have

cond(B;'Ap) Sp 1. (4.5)

Proof. We need only to prove the inequality by Theorem and we can derive
and in the same manner (but using Theorem [3.9). For any v; € V;*(Q),
let wy, € (Zn())3, pr € Zn(Q) and Ry, € Vi, (Q2) be defined by the decomposition in
Theorem 3.5} i.e.,

vip = Vp, +rpwh + Ry, (4.6)

By the auxiliary space technique for the construction of preconditioner (refer to [14]),
it suffices to verify that

(Ah(Vph), Vph) + (Ahwh,wh) + (JRh,Rh) 5# 10g2(1/h)pm0 (h)(Ath,Vh). (47)

From (3.8)), we have

(An(VPR), Von) S 182 Vi3 S log(1/R)p™ () (e curl vi |2 o + 18242 o)
< 1og?(1/h)p™ () (Anvi, V). (4.8)

It follows from (3.9)) that

(Dnwh, wi) = [Whll3 ) Splog®(1/h)p™ (W) V|7 (cur: o)
Sy log®(1/Rh)p™ (h)(Apvh, Vi) (4.9)

and

(JRha Rh <

~

— 1 1
h=2[ a2 R[5 o Sy log®(1/h)p™ ()l curl vy G g
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Su log?(1/h)p™ (R)(Anvi, V). (4.10)

Then, the inequality (4.7) is a direct consequence of (4.8))-(4.10). O

REMARK 4.1. In most applications, there are relatively few thorny vertices, even
if many different media are involved in the entire physical domain. Thus, the codi-
mension ny s often a small positive integer independent of both h and the jumps in
the coefficients « and B (but it depends on the distribution of the coefficient {ay}).
Then, by Theorem [{.1] and the framework introduced in [30], the PCG method with
the preconditioner By, for solving the system achieves fast convergence, provided
that the coefficients {ax} and {Br} belong to the class P(u) with a mild parameter p.
In particular, the convergence rate is nearly optimal up to a poly-logarithmic factor
in the meshwidth h and is not destroyed by large jumps of the coefficients o and
across the interface between any two neighboring subdomains.

5. Proofs. In this section, we prove the main results Theorems and
The basic idea is to transform the general case involved in Theorems [3.5] into the
particular case considered in Theorems [3.9] so we first prove Theorem [3.9]

5.1. Analysis for the case satisfying the generalized quasi-monotonicity
assumption. In this subsection, we focus on the proof of Theorem [3.9] Throughout
this subsection, we always assume that the coefficients {ay} and {8} belong to the
problem class Pys(u).

From now on, we say that two subdomains €, and Q,+ do not intersect if Q,NQ, =
(); otherwise, the two subdomains intersect each other. For a polyhedron G in {Q4},
we use Z¢ to denote the union of all the polyhedra that belong to {Q} and intersect
with G. The following result will be used repeatedly.

LEMMA 5.1. Let G be a polyhedron in {Q} and T' be the union of some faces
and edges of G. Then, there exists an extension Ey mapping Zy(G) into Zp () such
that, for any function ¢ € Zn(QG) that vanishes on T, the function Ey¢y satisfies the
following conditions: (1) Enén = ¢n on G; (2) supp En¢n C Eg; (3) when G' C Eg
and G' NG C T, we have Ep¢n, =0 on G'; (4) it fulfills the stability estimates

[Endnllie < Clog(1/h)||¢nllic  and [|Exgnllon < Cllénllo.c- (5.1)

In particular, if T' does not contain any edge, the factorlog(1/h) in the above inequality
can be removed.

Proof. When T is a union of only some faces of G, the results can be proved as in the
proof of Lemma 4.5 in [20].

For the case that I' contains edges, we define the extension in the same manner
as Wp,1 in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [I5]. Assume that G has ny faces, which
are denoted by Fi,--+ ,Fp,. Set Fo = U?ilaFj. For each F;, let g, be the finite
element function defined in [5] and [29]. This function satisfies Jf,(x) = 1 for each
node x € F;\0F;, Up,(x) = 0 for x € JG\F; and 0 < ¥p, < 1 on G. Let 7,
denote the standard interpolation operator into Z,(G), and define gsz = mh(VF, én)
G=1, ).

When F; C I', we define the extension (;EI;” of qﬁgj as the natural zero extension
because (bgj = 0 on I'. We need only to consider the faces F; that are not contained in
I'. Let G; C ZE¢ be the polyhedron having the common face F; with G. As in Lemma

4.5 of [20], we can show there exists an extension QNSEJ of (bg’ such that qNSI;J € Zn(Q);
qggj = ¢£j on G; q~5£7 vanishes on Q\(GUF; UGj); él,jj is stable with both H! norm
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and L? norm. Define

nf
.
Engn =i+ > b7

Jj=1

where ¢9 € Z;,(Q) denotes the zero extension of the restriction of ¢, on 9. Then,
the extension Ej ¢ meet all the requirements in this lemma. O

In the rest of this section, for a nodal finite element function ¢;, we always use ¢y,
to denote its extension as defined by Lemma [5.1} For convenience, such an extension
is simply called a stable extension.

For a subdomain €, let S be the upper intersection set defined by . In the
analysis below, we will consider four cases simultaneously (where p > 1 denotes a
given constant in the definition of the class Pys(u)):

Case (i): B < p~tay and Sy is the connected union of faces of Qy;

Case (ii): Bx < pu~'ay and Sy is the connected union of faces and edges of Q;

Case (iii): ax < p~ !Bk and Sy is the union (possibly non-connected) of some
faces of Qy;

Case (iv): pu~ '8 < ap < pBr and Sy is the union (possibly non-connected) of
some faces and edges of €.

For Cases (i) and (ii), we use the first particular conclusion of Theorem 3.1 in
Section 3 of [I5] to build a regular decomposition on Q. For Cases (iii) and (iv),
we respectively use the second particular conclusion and the general conclusion of
Theorem 3.1 in Section 3 of [I5] to do so.

For convenience, for v;, € V,(Q2), we define two general “norms”, ||v||«q, and
(IVills.0., as follows: ||[vy|l.q, = |lcurl v |loq, for Cases (i) and (ii), or ||[va|« .0, =
[IVhllcurt,o, for Cases (iii) and (iv); || Vi |40, = [[Vrllo,q, for Case (iii), or ||va]l#.0, =
IVh|lcurlq, for the other cases.

As in Subsection 3.2, we define the positive function pg(h) as follows: pi(h) =1
when S is an empty set or is a union of connected Lipschitz unions of some faces of
O, ; otherwise, pr(h) = log(1/h) (if Sk contains an isolated edge or a non-Lipschitz
union of faces).

5.1.1. A decomposition for edge element functions. In this part, we build
a suitable regular decomposition for functions v, € Vj,(Q).

The basic ideas come from [I7] and can be described as follows. We first decom-
pose {QT}iV:O1 into a union of non-empty subsets 1, - - -, ¥, satisfying the following
conditions: (1) any two polyhedra in the same subset ; do not intersect each other;
(2) for any two polyhedra Q,, and €2, belonging to two different subsets ¥; and
¥, respectively, with [ < j, we have ay, > a;,; if Q. and )., intersect each other.
Then we in turn construct the desired decomposition on the subdomains in the
subsets X1, -+, Y.

Specific definitions of {3;} were described in Section 5 of [I7], from which we see
that the value of the positive integer m only depends upon the distribution of the
coefficients {ay}. Without loss of generality, we assume that

Zl = {Q’nl_1+17 in_1+27 e ,in}

with ng = 0 and n; > nj—q (I = 1,---,m). It is clear that ¥; contains (n; — n;_1)
polyhedra.
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We are now ready to construct the desired decomposition (3.11)) for any vy, in
Vi (). We do so by three steps absorbing the idea of the inductive approach. In the
following, we always use vy, to denote the restriction of v;, on a subdomain €,.

Step 1: Decompose v, on all the polyhedra in ;.

For Q, € ¥, (i.e., 1 <7 < ny), the function vy, , vanishes on the set S’T = 00,.NO1,
which is a union of some faces of €2,.. Using Theorem 3.1 in Section 3 of [15] (regarding
Vh,r and S, as v, and T, respectively), we have the decomposition:

r=Vphr +1rWh, + Ry, (5.1)

where pp, , € Zn(Q), Whr € (Z1(2))% and Ry, € Vi (9Q,), and they vanish on S,

Moreover, we have
IWhrllLe, + 2 Rl S 1Vherllo, (5.2)
and

e, Slvielsa.- (5.3)

Let ppr € Zp(R) and Wy, € (Z5(Q))? be the stable extensions of py, . and wy, .,
respectively. Moreover, let Ry, € Vj,(€Q) denote the natural zero extensions of Ry, ..
Then, we set

Vhr = Vih, +hWh, + Ry, for all r such that Q, € ¥;. (5.4)

Step 2: Decompose vj, on all the polyhedra in .
Consider a subdomain €2, from 5. For ease of notation, we introduce the index
set

A} ={i; 1<i<mn;suchthat 0Q; NN, #0}, Q. €% (1>2).

Define the remainder

and

S = 09, no;) | J(0Q, noQ).

i€AL

From 1 and j we have A.(v} ) =0fore C S,. Tt is clear that S, is
a subset of the upper mtersectzon set Sy. Thus by Condition B’ in the definition of
the class Pps(u), the set ST is a union of faces and edges. Then, using Theorem 3.1 in
Section 3 of [15] again, there exist p;; . € Z,(), Wi, . € (Zn(Q,))* and R, . € Vi ()
such that they have zero degrees of freedom on S, and satisfy

= Vp;‘w, + rhw;kw, + R;"W on Q. (5.6)

Moreover, we have (according to specific case)

Wi lle, + 7RG o, S pr(h)
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and
1w llo.c, + P50, S or(W)IVE [l 4.0, (5.8)
By , and , we obtain the decomposition of v, on €, € ¥5 as
Vie = Vi, + Y Bni) Fra(Wh, + Y Whi) +Ri .+ > Ra. (5.9)
i€EAL 1€EAL 1€AL

Let pj, . € Zp(2) and W}, . € (Z1())? denote stable extensions of ph and W
respectively. Additionally, let f{;‘” € V() denote the standard extension of R} . by
zero onto §2. Because Ph.r Wi, and Ry | have zero degrees of freedom on Sm Lemma

implies that the extensions pj, ., wj, . and f{’;” vanish on every {; € ¥;. Then,
we set

Vhr = VDh . +ThWp, . + RZT for all 7 such that Q, € ¥o. (5.10)

Step 3: Obtain the final desired decomposition of vy,.

Assume that the decompositions of v, on all polyhedra belonging to X1, s,
-+, ;1 are built. We now consider the index [ > 3, and will build up a decomposi-
tion of v in all subdomains 2, € ¥;.

As in Step 2, we introduce another index set:

A7t ={4; ny+1<i<mn;suchthat 9Q;NON, # 0}, Q.€% (1>3).
Define the remainder

V;;,r = Vh,r — Z {’h,i - Z ‘N/Z,i on €, (5.11)

iGA}‘ l’eAle 1
and

S=U U 02 no)| Joa.no).

i€AL jeAl!

By 1} and the definitions of v;, ; and v}, ;, we know that A (v;"w) =0 for all

e C S,. Thus, using Condition B’ in Deﬁnition and Theorem 3.1 in Section 3 of
[15] again, we find pj, ,. € Zn(Q,), W}, . € (Z1(2,))* and Ry, . € Vi(,) such that

v;,r = Vp;‘m, + rhw’fw + R’;W on ., (5.12)
and they have zero degrees of freedom on S,. Moreover, we have

e, + RS lo.g, S pr(W)VE 4l g, (5.13)

[Wh,

and

Wi, lloe. + 1Pk lLe. S or(WIVh.llxa.- (5.14)

Using (5.11)) and (5.12)), we have the following decomposition for vy, on each Q, € ¥

Ve =V@h,+ Y Brit Y, Ph)t Wit Y Wait Y Wi,

1€AL ieAlm?t 1€AL ieAlt
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+R;,+ Y Rui+ Y Rjp,; on Q. (5.15)
i€AL ieAl™?

As in Steps 1 and 2, we can extend Ph. W, and Ry onto the entire domain
(~2 to obtain pj, ., wj . and f{;‘w Then, by Lemma the extensions p;, ., W, . and
;kw, vanish on every Q; € X; for 1 < j <[ —1. Next, we define

Vhr = VDh . +TaW, . + f{fw for all r such that Q, € ¥;. (5.16)
It is clear that Ac(v} ) =0 for all e € S,
Continuing with the above procedure for all [ until [ = m EL we build up a
decomposition of vy, over all the subdomains €24, Q, ..., Qp, such that
ni Nm
V= Vet Y. Vi.=Vpn+raw,+ Ry (5.17)
r=1 r=ni+1

where pj, € Z,(Q2), wp, € (Z1,(22))? and Ry, € V,(Q) are given by

ni Nom n1 MNm
Ph= Phrt D Php Wh= Wart > Wi (5.18)
r=1 r=1

r=ni+1 r=n1+1
and
R,=> Run,+ Y Rj,. (5.19)
r=1 r=ni;+1

REMARK 5.1. We must emphasize that, for each Q, € 3 2 <1< m), the
extensions py, ., Wy, . and Ry - vanish on every Q; €X; for 1 <j<1—1; otherwise,
the decomposition is not yet valid. This is why we require py, ,., Wy, . and Ry,
to vanish on S, as guaranteed by Theorem 3.1 in Section 3 of [15]. Hence, we had
to build various regular decompositions in [15].

5.1.2. Stability of the decomposition. This part is devoted to the proof of
the stability estimates in Theorem based on the regular decomposition defined in
the previous subsection.

The following results can be obtained directly from the definitions of ||v .[|2
and [V |3 -

Proposition 5.1. Let Q, C Q and vy, € V(). For Cases (i)-(iv), we always have

allvil?q, S arlleurlvi|§ o, + Bllvalldq, (5.20)

and
Belvallyq, S arlleurlvallg o, + Brllvalls g, - (5.21)
O

IThis is a recursive process. Decompositions on the subdomains in 31 and 32 have been built
by Step 1 and Step 2, then we establish a decomposition on the subdomains in X3 by the above
procedure (for I = 3), and we further build a decomposition on the subdomains in 34 by the above
procedure (for [ = 4), and so on.
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Let us recall two definitions introduced in Subsection 5.1.2 of [I7].

DEFINITION 5.2. For a subdomain ),., another subdomain 2, is called a “parent”
of Q. if @ N Q. # 0 and o > .

DEFINITION 5.3. A parent of subdomain €2, is called a level-1 ancestor of 2.,
and a parent of a level-1 ancestor of 2. is called a level-2 ancestor of .. In general,
a parent of a level-j ancestor of ;. is called a level-(j + 1) ancestor of Q.

For a polyhedron 2, € 3; (I > 2), let A (a) denote the set of all level-j ancestors
of Q,.. Note that Agj)(a) may be the empty set for some j. For such §2,., we use L,.(a)
to denote the number of non-empty sets Aij ) (a). Without loss of generality, we assume
that the sets Agj)(a) are non-empty for j =1,---, L.(a).

Let p,(h) be as defined at the beginning of this section, and set p(h) = maxi<,<n, pr(h).
For a subdomain §2,., define a norm as

IVl e eurr,) = (@rlleurl v[g o, + Bellvlg e, )2, v € Hicurl; ).
(curl,Q,.) Re Ko

The following auxiliary result can be viewed as an extension of Lemma 6.1 in Section
6 of [17].

LEMMA 5.4. Assume that Condition A in Definition (and Definition @)
is satisfied. For a subdomain Q,. from ¥ (1 > 2), let v}, be as defined in Steps 2 and
3 for the construction of the decomposition of any vy € V,(Q) in Subsection |5.1.1}
Then vy, ,. admits the following estimates

L. (a)
1 « .
i [[vh e, Spllvallgseura,) + Z p* (h) Z IVl (eurr)  (5:22)
J=1 ieAY (a)
and
i L,(a) 4
B Q2 Su HVhHH*(curLQr) + Z ng(h) Z ”VhHH*(curl,Qi)- (5.23)
J=1 ieAY) (a)

In particular, if all of the sets S, are connected, the norm H*(curl,-) in can
be replaced by the corresponding curl semi-norm.

Proof. The proof contains some different details from that of Lemma 6 1 in [I7]. W
prove by induction, and start with the case of [ = 2. It follows from ) and (| .
that

curl Ry, ilo.0,)-

leurl v llo.o, S lleurl vy, lloo, + Y (lcurl (raWs,;)
i€EAL
(5.24)
By Proposition 4.1 in [I5] and Lemmal[5.1] we deduce that
[eurl(rp,wh,i)llo,o, = llcurlwpiflo.o, S pi(h)|wh,ill1,0,-
Moreover, by the inverse estimate and the definition of RM, we have
leurl Ry illo., < 77 [Railloo-

Substituting the above two inequalities into (5.24)) and using (5.2)) yields

leurl v, o0, < leurlvalloo, + Y pi(h)[[Vall.o;
1€AL
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S lleurlvillog, +p(h) Y- Ivalle;-

ieAM (a)
Furthermore, by the relation «,. < «; for ¢ € Afnl) and the inequality (|5.20) we obtain
1 . 1
ay ||CUT1Vh,r 0,9, < o/ [Jeurl VhHO,m + p(h) Z ”VhHH*(curl,Qi)' (5.25)

ieAt ()

Similarly, using (5.3) and (5.21)), together with Condition A in Definition (and
Definition 7 we can show that

oo to(h) D [Vala-eun e
ieAlM (a)

Combining the above inequality with (5.25)), we know that ((5.22)) and (5.23) are valid

for all the subdomains 2, in Xs.
Now, assume that ((5.22)) is true for all subdomains 2, € ¥; with | < n. We need
to verify (5.22)) for all subdomains 2, € ¥,,41. It follows from (5.11)) that

1 1
B v rllo.o, Sp 67 v

curl vy, lloq, S leurlvy oo, + Y [eurl ¥ oo,
1€EAL

+ ) Jleurl¥; o, - (5.26)
1EAT

Similarly as (5.25)) was derived, one can check that (by (5.10), Lemma [5.1] and (5.7))
leurl¥nillog, S pi(h)(Iwnillie, + 27 Ralloe) S pF (W) IVhilleo, (@€ A,
leurl v illo.e, < pih)(IWh illne; + 27 RS illog:) S pF()IVE e, (i€ A7)

Combining these estimates with (5.26]) gives

1 1 1
of leurlvi llo.o, S o [curlvillog, +p%(h) Y of Vil
1€AL

+ 02 (h) Y afviilleon (5.27)
i€AT

*,82;

Here we have used the fact that o, < «; for i € AL U A”. Noting that for i € A?, we
have Q; € ¥; for some [ < n. Thus, by the inductive assumption,

1
Y- atlviilleo, £ D Ivallas eun oy

i€AD 1€AT
+ Z Z pzj(h) Z ||Vh,HH*(curl,Qk)' (528)
ieAD j=1 keA? (a)

But, for all subdomains 2, € ¥,,41 and ¢ € A, we know L;(a) < L,(a) and AZ(-j)(a) =
() for j > L;(a) by definition, so we have the relation

Li(a) L,(a)

SY Y SYY Y S Y L 6w

€AY J=1 kA () ITL IEAT peaAD (@) IFL keAltV(a)
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Combining this with the fact that A£j+1)(a) = for j > L.(a), we get

Li(a) L,(a)—1
)IDIED LD DD
i€eA j=1 keAEj)(a) j=1 keAYTD (q)

From this identity and (5.28)) it follows that

1
ST azlviilee £ 37 Ivalla eurtan
iEAD iEAT
L, (a)
+ Z p2j(h> Z ||Vh||H*(curl,Qk)~ (530)
Jj=2

keAY) (a)

Substituting this into (5.27)), and using (5.20)) and the identity

Z + Z = Z for Q, € ¥,41,

1€AL 1EAT iEA(Tl)(a)
we can immediately derive that

L,(a)

1 1 .

af [eurl v flo.o, S af [eurlviloq, + Y p2(h) > Vallauroy- (5:31)
i=1 keAl) (a)

Similarly, by using (5.8) and (5.21)), and noticing Condition A in Definition [3.4] (and
Definition 7 we can show that

Ly(a)
1 1 .
BEIVEello.e, S B2 Ivallog, + D p7(h) Y IIvalla- carton)-
i=1 keAl (a)

Combining the above inequality with ([5.31]), we prove (5.22)) and (|5.23) for all subdo-

mains €2, € 3,41, thus we complete the proof of the estimates by the mathematical
induction.

The final conclusion can be seen directly from the above proof (refer to the proof
of Lemma 6.1 in [17]). O

Proof of Theorem We are now ready to prove Theorem We start with the
estimate of ||Wh|% ) for each subdomain Q, in ¥y, ie., 1 < r < ny. For this
case, we have wy|q, = Wy, with wy,, being defined by (note that any two
of the subdomains €1,---,€,, do not intersect). Then, it follows from and
Proposition 5.1 that

IWnllZ 0, S arlviell o, S arleurlvallg o, + B llvall g, (5.32)

Next, we consider all the subdomains €2, in ¥s. From the construction in Step 2,
we have

Wy, Q,-

Q, =W, + (Z Whi)

€A
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It follows by the triangle inequality that

IwhllLa, SIWh e, + Y [IWhil
i€EAL

1,0, (5.33)

Because wj, . = wj, . on (2, we obtain the following inequality from (5.7)

%5,

Lo, < e[V lla.-

Substituting this and (5.2)) (noting the stability of the extension) into ([5.33) leads to

e, S oIVl + D7 IVarlha.. (5.34)
i€AL

[wh

Then, by inserting the coefficient « and using ([5.22) for I = 2, we readily have that,
for all subdomains €, € ¥,

1
|*7Q7‘ + Z af ”Vh,i”*,Qz:
1EAL

Su M) IVillar- curt.on +0°(0) Y Ivala- caro- (5:35)
i€EAL

1 1
atl|wallLe, Sppr(h)ad|v,,

Here, we have used the fact that . < o for i € AL, which comes from the definitions
of 21 and 22.

Finally, we consider all the subdomains €2,. from the general class ¥; with [ > 3.
By the definition of wy, (see (5.18)), we have that, for wy, in €.,

Wh=Wih, o+ Y Wit Y Wi (5.36)
i€EAL ieAl?
Then,
Iwallve, S IWh e, + D IWniie, + Y IWhilie. (5.37)
i€Al ieal!

By Lemma [5.1] we have

1, (’L € A}‘)

Wil S pi(h)[Wh.i

and

[Wh,i Lo, (€ AT

lLe. < pi(h)[Whil
Together with (5.2) and (5.7), this leads to
IWh.illLa, < pi(B)[[vallsa, (i€ A)

and

IWhille, < pF(WIVE e, (i€ ATY.
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Substituting (5.13)) and the above two inequalities into ([5.37) yields

| ;TSpT()‘V}lTH*Q +Zpl *Q+ Z pz ‘vhz

’LEAl 1€Al 1

v.0,-(5.38)

Inserting the coefficient «,. into the above inequality and using ((5.22)) and the relation
a, < a; (fori € As,])(a)) gives
L, (a)

0p Sp eIVl - eurro,) + e () D p7(h) D vallae curo,)-
J=1 iEAg‘j)(a)

—~

It is clear that the set AY )( ) contains only a few indices z' and that L ~(a) is a finite
number. Combining the above estimate with those in and ( , we obtain

||vhHH*(curl Q, ))

Ny L:(a) 4
+ Z pr(h) D7 P () D Ivalli euron
r=ni+1 j=1 ’LGASJ)(G)
No
S}L p2m(h) Z th”?'-]*(curl,ﬂr)’ (539)

where m = max (2L,(a) + 1). It follows from ([5.39)) that
1<r<No

1 m
O arllwalie,)? Su o™ (WIValli-euro)-

In an analogous way, but using (5.23) and Condition A in Definition we can
verify that

1
182 whllo.q, llpallay@) Sp ™ (WIVAllE- curo)-

The term [|Ry|%. (o) can be estimated more easily. This completes the proof of
Theorem 3.9 O

5.2. Analysis for the case with thorny vertices. In this subsection, we
present a proof of Theorem Here we assume that the coefficients {ay} and {8}
belong to the problem class P(u). To make the analysis easier to understand, we first
describe the basic idea of the proof.

For a thorny vertez v, let 35, be the set defined in Definition and let & and
3¢ be defined in Subsection 3.2, i.e.,

J* = Uvey, Sy, = {0 \S"

If there is no thorny vertex (i.e., §* = (), which implies that 3¢ = {Qk},ivil), then
the distribution of the coefficients satisfy the generalized quasi-monotonicity assump-
tion by Proposition 3.4. Then, the desired regular decomposition can be directly
obtained by Theorem This inspires us to separately construct regular decompo-
sitions on the polyhedra belonging to 3* and J¢. Unfortunately, building the desired
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regular decomposition on the polyhedra in &* is somewhat technical, because the
union of all these polyhedra is a non-Lipschitz domain. For convenience, each poly-
hedron in $* is called a thorny polyhedron. Theorems 3.3 and 3.4 in Section 3 of [15]
provide the basic tool for building the desired regular decompositions on the thorny
polyhedra. However, as a thorny polyhedron may have several thorny vertices, such
a decomposition cannot be directly obtained. Hence, we have to construct auxiliary
subdomains, each of which contains only a thorny vertez.

5.2.1. Auxiliary subdomains associated with thorny vertices. For v, €
V., let {2, }%, denote all the polyhedra in 3y, For each polyhedron €, , we cut its
angle containing v; as in Example 4.2 in Subsection 4.1 of [I5], and use D;, to denote
the cut domain (see the left one in Figure 6 and compare it with Figure 2).

Figure 6. left: The green part denote cut domains; right: residual domain from Qy

The cut domains satisfy the following conditions: (i) each cut domain D;_ is the
union of some tetrahedron elements contained in €, ; (ii) each D; is a Lipschitz
polyhedron with a Lipschitz constant that is independent of h (it has a size of O(1)
and can be regarded as a small perturbation of a usual polyhedron); and (iii) for two
different thorny vertices v; and v, the cut domains D, and Dj, do not intersect each
other, i.e., D; N Dj, = 0. Set

Dy =Un.. ot ={Ja..
r=1

r=1

It is clear that Dy, is a real subset of €)Y, . Moreover, both (X, and Dy, are non-
Lipschitz domains like the one considered in Theorem 3.4 in Section 3 of [15].

Let A* denote the set of indices k such that  has at least one thorny vertex.
Define the residual domains of the cut domains as (see the right one in Figure 6)

=%\ |J Di (kenr), D= ]
D;,. CQu keA*

Then, every Q‘Z is a Lipschitz polyhedron with a Lipschitz constant that is independent
of h. Define

pr={J oy, =11 U % %= J % ad 22=D7UqL
\4

VeV, Vi€V, QreSs, QeSS

i

Then, the domain 2 can be decomposed into

Q=D*uD?UQ=D*UQ’.
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The main idea is to construct the desired regular decompositions on D* and Q7 in
turn, where the decomposition on D* is defined by regular decompositions on €2y, for
all thorny vertices v;.

An extension result associated with each DY, will play a key role in the proof of
Theorem [3.5

LEMMA 5.5. For a subdomain Dy; , there exists an extension operator E; ;, map-
ping Zn(Dy,) into Zp(Q) such that, for any function ¢n € Zn(Dy;,), the function
E; non satisfies the following conditions: (i) E; p¢n = ¢pn on D{‘,i ; (1) for any subdo-
main G C Q\D(‘/i, the function E; p¢p vanishes at all nodes on BG\D{Z ; (111) E; ndn
is discrete harmonic in every subdomain G C Q\D{h and has the stability estimate

IEindnllia < Clog(1/h)l[énllr,ps, - (5.40)

The proof of this lemma is essentially contained in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in
Subsection 4.2 of [15]: the extension E; ¢ can be constructed and analyzed as the
extension pp 1 constructed there.

5.2.2. Proof of Theorem We can now build a regular decomposition of
vy, € V5 (Q) and establish the corresponding stability estimates. The proof is divided
into three steps.

Step 1. Build regular decompositions on the auxiliary subdomain D*.

Because v, € V*(Q), the definition of V,*(Q) (see Subsection 3.2) implies that
the function vy, satisfies the key assumptions in Theorem 3.4 in Section 3 of [15] for
each subdomain 3, . Therefore, we can build a regular decomposition of v, on every
O, ie.,

Vi =Vpy, p +rawWy, , T Ry, 5 oon Oy, (5.41)

where py; ;, € Zn(Qy,), Wy, € (Zh(QQi))3 and Ry, € Vi(Qy,). Moreover, the
following estimates hold:

1PV, 1l 0., Slog(1/B)[Vhillearta,,, V4, COF, (5.42)
and
1wy, wllie., + 2 HRY, pllo.q, Slog(1/h)llcurl villoq, , Vi, C Q. (5.43)

As Dy, C €y, and D{“/ OD{“/J_ = () for ¢ # j, we can naturally define pj € Z,(D*),
w; € (Zp(D*))? and Rj, € V3, (D*) as follows:

Pi =Py Wi =W RI=Ry, on Dy (W, €W.).
Then, we have the decomposition
vy = Vp;, +rpwi + Rj, on D*. (5.44)

Step 2. Build a regular decomposition on the global domain 2.

Let F; p, be the extension operator given in Lemma For the function pj, we
define its extension pj, € Zn () as pj, = > v, cy, Einpy, ), (here we have not used the
extension given by Lemma because Dy, is a non-Lipschitz domain). Similarly, we
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can define an extension W} of w; such that Wi € (Z,(Q)). Let R} € V4 (Q) be the
natural zero extension of R} . Define the remainder

vl =v;, — (Vp, + W) +R;) on Q. (5.45)

It follows from that v,‘;’ vanishes on D*. By the definition of the cut domains,
there is no thorny vertez on the residual domain D?. Moreover, by Proposition 3.2,
the domain QS does not contain any thorny vertex, and so there is no thorny vertex
on the domain Q7. Therefore, from the assumptions given in Theorem we know
that Condition A and Condition B in the definition of the class P(u) are satisfied
for all subdomains in Q7. Note that the domain Q2 is a union of Lipschitz polyhedra
with Lipschitz constants that are independent of h, so we can apply Theorem to
build a regular decomposition of V}? on Qaﬂ

vl =vpl +rp,wl +RY on Q7 (5.46)
where pg, wg and RQ have zero degrees of freedom on D*NQNP. Then, we can naturally

define their zero extension functions p? € Z,(Q), W9 € (Z,(Q))® and RY € Va(Q),

and we have the following decomposition by (5.46)) (because vg vanishes on D*):

v =Vpl +rpwl + R on Q. (5.47)

Moreover, using Theorem on 92 and noting that jig, vag and fig vanish on D*,
we obtain the following estimates

||I52||HL§(Q) 5# pm(h)vaHH*(curl,Qa) (5.48)
and
12 ) + 2 R L2 () Su 2™ (WIVEll i+ (curt,00) - (5.49)

Here the exponent m is generally smaller than the exponent mg in Theorem
because the number of subdomains Q5 C Q2 is less than Nj.

Define
pn =Dy, + 05, wip=wj+Ww], R,=Rj+R.
By and , we obtain the final decomposition
vy, =Vp, +rpwp + Ry, on Q. (5.50)

Step 3. Verify the weighted stability of the regular decomposition.

Let G denote a generic subdomain (Lipschitz polyhedron) contained in Q2 and
let ag and B denote the restrictions of the coefficients on G. We use A} to denote
the set of indices i, for which the corresponding cut domain D, C Dy, has a common
face or common edge with G. By definition, the extension function pj does not vanish
on G if and only if there exists a thorny vertex v; and a cut domain D; C D{‘,i such

that i, € A%, which means that G C D? U Qe°. In particular, we have
pr=0 on Q2\(D?UQ°).

2The main results established in [I5] still hold when the considered polyhedra are replaced by
general Lipschitz polyhedra with Lipschitz constants independent of h, where the “edge lemma” and
“face lemma” needed to be used can be proved as in Subsection 5.2 and Subsection 5.3 of [4] by
using the discrete norms
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Let G € D? U Q°. By the definition of 5} and (5.40), we can deduce that

17716 S log(t/h) D IIpillip, <log(1/h) D lphv,

1,9, -
ir€AY ir€AY
This, together with (5.42)), gives
1716 S log®(1/h) D [Valleur s, (5.51)
ir€AY

From the definitions of D*, D? and Q°, we have ag < o, and we further obtain
Be < uBi, by Condition A in Definition [3.4} It follows from (5.51)) that

1
1.6 Splog”(1/h) > BE [Vhlleura,, -

i €AY

l ~
B b

This, together with Condition C in the definition of the class P(u), leads to
1551l 12, 00y Splog” (1/R) [V (eur,0r)-
Note that p} = pj on D*. Thus, using again,
15522, (2) Spo 1og” (L/B)[Vall b1+ (eurt,00)- (5.52)
Similarly, we have
Wil + bR p2 ) Splog® (1/B) Vil i+ (curt,)- (5.53)
It follows from that

||v2||H*(curl,Qa) 5/14 th”H*(curl,Qa) + Hﬁ;kL”Hé(Q)

+ lenWh || 7+ (cur,0) + ||RZ||H*(cur1,Q)-

Substituting this into and using —, yields
15511 r13, ) S 0™ () 10g® (1/B) [Vl 11+ (curr ) - (5.54)
Similarly, we have
Wil oy + B HIRT N 22 0) Spe 2™ (0) 108 (L/B) Vel - (cur,0)- (5.55)

Finally, using the definitions of p, wp and Ry, given in Step 2, and combining

(5.52)-(5.55)), we obtain the desired stability estimates (3.8]) and (3.9).
U

REMARK 5.2. If there are no thorny vertices, we have V;*(Q2) = V3(Q?) and
D* = (). In this case, Step 1 in the proof is unnecessary and the above logarithmic
factor can be dropped.
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