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Abstract We discuss the error analysis of the lowest degree Crouzeix—Raviart and
Raviart-Thomas finite element methods applied to a two-dimensional Poisson equa-
tion. To obtain error estimations, we use the techniques developed by Babuska—Aziz
and the authors. We present error estimates in terms of the circumradius and diameter
of triangles in which the constants are independent of the geometric properties of the
triangulations. Numerical experiments confirm the results obtained.
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1 Introduction

Let Q c R? be a bounded polygonal domain, and 77, be a triangulation of Q consisting
of triangular elements. In this paper, we consider an error analysis of the Raviart—
Thomas (RT) and piecewise linear (nonconforming) Crouzeix—Raviart (CR) finite
element methods applied to the Poisson equation

—Adu=f in Q, u=0 on 09, (1.1)

where f € L*(Q) is a given function. Let u and u$ be the exact and CR finite element
solutions, respectively. In standard text books, such as that by Brenner and Scott [4],
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the error of u$®, assuming u € H*(€), is estimated as

1/2
Z f |Vu—vu,fR|2dx] < Chluliz o), (1.2)
K

- =
KeTy,

where h := maxger, hik, hg := diamK, and C is a constant independent of u and & but
dependent on the chunkiness parameter of the triangulations 77 [4, Section 10.3].
The dependence on the chunkiness parameter in (I.2) means that, if a triangula-
tion 77, contains very “thin” triangles, we cannot apply (I.2). Note that the condi-
tion ‘u € H*(Q) does not hold in general, and we need to assume it explicitly. See
Assumption [T}

A similar error estimation of the CR finite element method under the maximum
angle condition was obtained in [15], in which the constant C depends on the maxi-
mum angle of the triangular elements. Related error estimations were also discussed
in [13].

The aim of this paper is to show the estimation

[Ju = ug®||, < CR + W)z o) (-3

holds, where R := maxger, Rk, Rk is the circumradius of a triangle K, and the con-
stant C is independent of u and h, as well as the geometric properties of 7. Because
C does not depend on the geometric properties of 77, we may apply (I.3) even if 77,
contains very “skinny” triangles.

Because the CR finite element method is non-conforming, a lemma similar to
Céa’s lemma is not available, and this fact complicates the error analysis of the CR
finite element method.

To overcome this difficulty, we first consider the error analysis of the RT finite
element method. Because this method is conforming, a Céa’s-lemma-type claim is
valid and we shall obtain error estimates of its solutions (Theorem [IT). In the proof,
we use techniques developed by Babuska and Aziz [2] and the authors [9,[10L11L12].
It is well known that the CR and RT FEMs are related [1,[8L[13./16]], and an error
estimation of the CR FEM (Theorem [13)) is obtained from that of the RT FEM.

Finally, we present results of numerical experiments that are consistent with the
theoretical results obtained.

2 Preliminaries
2.1 Notation and function spaces

Let R? be the two-dimensional Euclidean space with Euclidean norm [x| := (x} +
x)2 for x = (x1,x)"7 € R%. We always regard x € R? as a column vector. For a
2 x 2 matrix A and x € R?, AT and x" denote their transpositions. For a nonnegative
integer k, let P, be the set of two-variable polynomials with degrees of at most k.
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Let Ny be the set of nonnegative integers. For 6 = (61, 0,) € N2, the multi-index
@ of partial differentiation (in the sense of the distribution) is defined by

g O
0° = ﬁx = YW |5| =01 + 0.
Ox|' 0x;

Sometimes 8"?'v and §*Vv are denoted by v, and vy, respectively. For a two-variable
function v, its gradient is denoted by Vv = (v,,v,). The gradient Vv is regarded as a
row vector. Also, for a vector w := (wy, w;)", its divergence w, + wy, is denoted by
V - wor divw. Note that Vw is a 2 X 2 matrix,

Wix Wiy
Vw=("" "7,
Wax Way

Let Q c R? be a (bounded) domain. The usual Lebesgue space is denoted by
L*(). For a positive integer k, the Sobolev space HX(Q) is defined by H*(Q) :=
{ve L@)|8°v € LX(Q), 16] < k. The norm and semi-norm of H(€) are defined by

1/2

Vo ==

1/2
2 2
Zna&vuw@] . Vo :=[Z 0

|61=k 0<m<k

For a 2 X 2 matrix A = (a;j); j=1,2, its Frobenius norm ||Al|r is defined by ||A||12v =
Vi1 afj. Then, for w € (H'(Q))?,

2 2
|W|1’Q=f||VW||FdX.
Q

The inner products of L>(2) and (L*(R))? are denoted by (w,v)o, w, v € L*(Q),
and (W, q)o, W, q € (L*(€2))?. The space H} () is the closure of C°(2) ¢ H'(Q) with
respect to the topology of H'(€2). We may use IV@llo.o = |¢l1.o as the norm of HOl (D).
Then, H~'(Q) is the dual space of Hé (£) with norm

o6
o= sup Vf 9
¢6H$(Q) ” ¢”O,Q

where (-, -) is the duality pair of H~'(Q) and Hé (2). We also introduce the function
space

H(div, Q) := {w € (L*(Q))’ | divw € L)}
with norm

. 2 . 2 1/2
IWllaivy = (IWIIG o + Ildiv wilg o) -
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2.2 Model equation and its variational formulations
The weak form of (L) is
a(u,v) := Vu, W) = (f,v)o = {f,v), Vve Hé(Q). 2.1)

By the Lax—Milgram lemma, there exists a unique solution u € H(l)(.Q) for any f €
L*(Q) ¢ H™'(Q). From the definitions, the following inequality holds:

IVullo.o = Ifll-1.0 < Crallfllo.cs Vf e L(Q), 2.2

where the constant C; ; comes from Poincaré’s inequality on Q.
We impose the following assumption on ©:

Assumption 1 For an arbitrary f € L*(Q), the unique solution u of (1)) belongs to
H?(Q), and the following inequality holds,

leell2.0 < Ciall fllo.0s

where C\, is a constant independent of f.

It is well known that if Q is convex, then Assumptionis valid [6].
The model equation (T.1I)) has a mixed variational formulation:
Find (p, u) € H(div, Q) X L*(Q) such that

(P, Qo + (u,divq)o = 0, Yq € H(div, Q),

: 2 (2.3)
(divp,v)o + (fiv)e=0, VveL(Q).
The unique solvability of (2.3) is equivalent to the following inf-sup condition:
div q,
@avle ., pg)so. 2.4)

S —_—
vel2(Q) geH(div,2) [Vllo.olldl z@iv.0)

-1/2
It is easy to verify that 5(Q) := (1 + Cil) ! satisfies the inf-sup condition (2.4). For
the mixed variational formulation for the model equation (T.I)), readers are referred
to textbooks such as [3]], [[7], and [&]].

2.3 Proper triangulation and the finite element methods

Let K c R®bea triangle with vertices x;, i = 1,2, 3; let ¢; be the edge of K opposite
to x;. We always regard K as a closed set. A proper triangulation 77, of a bounded
polygonal domain € is a set of triangles that satisfies the conditions,

- If Ky, K, € T, with K| # K5, we have either K; N K; = @ or K; N K is a common
vertex or a common edge.
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With this definition, a proper triangulation 77, is sometimes called a face-to-face tri-
angulation, and there exists no hanging nodes in 7. The fineness of 77, is indicated
by h := maxger, hx, hx := diamK. We denote the set of edges in 7 by &;,. We also
set

Ei=lee& lecaQ), & =&\E.

Lete € 82 be shared by two triangles K| and K, with e = K| N K. Suppose that
vy € LA(K, UK,) satisfies vy x; € P1. Then, the jump of v, on e is defined and denoted
by [vi] := £(yk, (V) — ¥k,..(v)), where yg, .(v) (i = 1, 2) is the trace operator for v on
K; to the edge e, and the sign is taken arbitrarily and fixed on each e. Note that the
sign of [v;,] does not affect the following definition of S gR. The finite element spaces
for CR FEM are defined by

SeR = {vh € LX(Q)

vilk € P1, YK € T, and f[vh]ds =0,Ve e 8;},

fvhds =0,Ye € 82}.

Note also that, on e € 8;’, functions in SfR are continuous only at the midpoint of e.

The CR finite element solution u{* € S¢F for the model equation is, for f € L*(Q),
defined by

SG = {vh e S¢¥

an(uCr,vy) = Z f VuSR - Vupdx = (f,vp)g, Vv € SCR. (2.5)
KeT, VK

The norm associated with the bilinear form a,(-, -) is defined by ||yl := an(vp, vi)'/?
for v, € SR,
Regarding x € R? as variables, let R7 5  (P;)* be defined by

RT o :={ax+b|beR?> acR}c(P).
For the RT finite element method, the finite element spaces SfT and S }f are defined
by
SKT .= {p,, € (1)) | pilx € RT 0, VK € Ty, and py € H(div, .Q)},
SC = {vy € LAQ) | vilk € Po, VK € Ty).

For a vector field q € (H'(K))?, its RT interpolation 787 q on each K € 77 is defined
by

f(q—f‘,‘?q)-nds =0, =123,
where n is the unit outer normal vector on 0K. As dimR7 ¢ = 3, I ’,'}Tq is determined
uniquely. Note also that (" §Tq) -n is a constant on each e;, i = 1,2, 3. Then, the global
RT interpolation 77" q € S} is defined as I}\" q| = Iy’ q for each K € 7.
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0
K

_ lf f
0 0
MV =V .= — vds or v—rm.v)ds=0
K K K K( K)
0

for v € L*(K). This projection is extended as 75, : L*(Q) — S¢ by 7T0QV|K = n%v on
each K € T, for v € L*(R). Note that 7709 LX) - S f is an orthogonal projection.

The RT finite element method for the mixed variational equation (2.3)) is defined
by

Similarly, we define the projection 7}, on each K by

P Qo + @, divgy)o = 0, Vg, € SFT,

. . 2.6)
(div pp, vi)o + (f,vi)e = 0, Vv, € S5

Note that the RT FEM is conforming because SK” x S¢ c H(div, Q) x L*(£2). There-
fore, we may insert (q;,v;) € Sf' x S¢ into (2:3) and take the difference between

(2:3) and (2.6), which implies

P-Puque+w—ul divg)e =0, Vq, €Sy,

. " 2.7)
(div(p — pr),vi)e = 0, Yv, €855

In regard to the convergence of the RT finite element solution, we must consider the
discrete inf-sup condition

inf (div gz, vi)e
ness geskr Valo.ollanlla@ive)

k9

where B, is a constant independent of & > 0. This point will be considered in Sec-
tion 3.3

2.4 Relationship between the CR and RT finite element methods

It is well-known that the CR and RT finite element methods are closely related. Con-
sider the following finite element equations,

i e SEF such that ay (&%, vi) = (o fovi),»  Yvne S (2.8)

(Prs g + @, divgy)o =0, Vg, € SK,

Pn, 157) € SKT x S¢ such that (2.9)
! I " (div P, vi)o + (A% fovi)o =0, Vv, € S¢.
Then, on each K € 7, the equalities
o f 3 o f
i =" e Ykl pa= Vit - - xg), (2.10)

i=1

hold; here xx := (X; + X, + X3)/3 is the center of gravity of K. For details, readers are
referred to [}, 8], [13], [L6].
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2.5 Linear transformations of triangles

Let K be the triangle with vertices (0,0)7, (1,0)7, (0, 1)T. This K is called the refer-
ence triangle. Let @ > B > 0 and s> + > = 1, t > 0. An arbitrary triangle on R? is
transformed to the triangle K with vertices x; := (0,0)7, x; := (@,0)7, X3 := (8s,80) "
by a sequence of parallel translations, rotations, and mirror imaging. Let K,z be the
triangle with vertices (0,0)", (@,0)7, (0,8).

We define the 2 X 2 matrices as

_[1s [ =st _[a0
A'_(Ot)’ B:=A —(0 - ), D"ﬁ'_(O,B)' (2.11)

Then, K is transformed to K and Kop by the transformations y = AD.gx and 'y =
Dpx, respectively. Also, K,z is transformed to K by y = Ax. Moreover, any function
w € H'(K) is pulled-back to a function v € H'(K,p5) as H(K) > w > v:i=woA €
H 1(K(,ﬁ). A simple computation shows that BB has eigenvalues (1 F |s])/ 1. Hence,
the chain rule of differentiation implies that Vyv = (Vyw)B, [Vyv)? = |(Vyw)B|2, and

1 —1s]
t2

1+ |s]
tz

2 2 2
[Vyw|” < |[Vyovl” < [Vywl=.

With det A = ¢, we have Iv%K =fwf?, and I%MIVI%K . < |w|%K. Therefore, we obtain

O,K,,ﬁ
20,12 2
|W|%K °VIg k. VIo &
? <7 2 — = (1 +|sh——= (2.12)
|W|1’[( ( - |s|)|v|1»Knﬁ |V|1’K”ﬁ

2.6 Piola transformation

To transform the vector fields, we need to introduce the Piola transformation induced
by an affine linear transformation y = ¢(x) := Ax + b. Suppose that a triangle K is
mapped to K as K := @(K). Then, the Piola transformation is the pull-back of the
vector field p(y) (y € K) to a vector field q(x),

q(x) := A7'p(p(x)) = A”'p().
By the chain rule, we have
Vxq(x) = A7 (Vyp(p(x))A.
By a straightforward computation, we confirm the following lemma is valid.
Lemma 2 Let A be a 2X2 regular matrix and b € R%. Suppose that a triangle K c R?

is transformed to K by the affine linear transformation ¢(x) = Ax+b : K = ga(f).
Let &; be the edges of K, and e; := ¢(&;), (i = 1,2,3). Suppose that a vector field p
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and a function v on K are pulled-back to q(x) := A™'p(¢(x)) and #(x) = v(p(X)),
respectively. Then, the following equalities holds:

fvdivpdy:(detA)f_idiqux,
K K

nyv-pdyz(detA)ﬁVxﬁ-qu,
K K

fp-nds:(detA)fq~ﬁds, i=1,2,3,

where n and 1 are the unit outer normal vectors of K and K, respectively.

3 Error analysis of the CR and RT finite element methods

3.1 Babuska—Aziz’s technique

In this section, we use the technique introduced by Babuska and Aziz to claim that
squeezing the reference triangle perpendicularly does not reduce properties of the

approximation of the interpolations.
Let 5} ¢ H'(K) be defined by, fory = (1,0) or (0, 1),

1
551,0) = {v € HI(K) | f v(s,0)ds = f vds = 0}’
0 e
—_ 1 :
Eéoyl) = {V € HI(K) | f V(O, S)ds = f VdS - O}
0 e

Then, the constant A, is defined by

|V|()j5 |V|0j(\
Ay = sup —— = sup )
vezto Mg ezon M &

and called the BabuSka—Aziz constant. According to Liu—Kikuchi [14], A, is the
maximum positive solution of the equation 1/x + tan(1/x) = 0, and A, = 0.49291.
For the Babuska-Aziz constant, the following lemma is known.

Lemma 3 (Babuska-Aziz[2]) A, < .

Similarly, for K and K., we define the following sets:

=, = {ve(Hl(l?)>2|fv-nds=0, i=2,3},

E‘ZY'B = {V € (Hl(Ka,B))z ' fV'ndS =0,i= 2’3}’
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Note that v = (vi,v,)" € &, if and only if v; € E;O’]) and v, € E;l‘o). ‘We thus realize
that
lal, z
sup —K = A, < co. (3.1)
qeE; |Q|1,1?

For K c R%, moreover, we define the following sets:

X(K) = {v e H'(K) ' fvdx - 0},
K
XP(K) := {qe(Hl(K))Z'fq-ndszo, i=1,2,3}.

From the definitions, we obviously have X(zz)(f ) C B,, and X(zz)(Kaﬁ) C Egﬁ . Hence,
by [12] Lemma 4.2] and (3-I)), the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4 The constants

— Vi
B(zl)(K) = sup 0K o )
vexD(K) M, %
= lql lql
B(zz)(K) ‘= sup 0K < su 0K _ Ay < o0,

qeX?(K) lal; g gz ldl

that indicate the approximation efficiency of several interpolations on K are bounded.
Let an arbitrary v € Xél)(Kaﬁ) be pulled-back to ¥ := v o Dy € X;l)(f). We
immediately note that

B

2 _ a2 2 _Pis2 2 _a .
|v|(),[([w = Q’B|v|2,1?’ |Vx|o,1<[yﬁ = 5|Vx|0’f7 |Vy|o,1(aﬁ = Elvylo’[?’
which yields
A2 A2

VI3 I I

Kop 0.K 2 0K 2 (1) T2

T = T S (max{e f)’ 5 < (maxfe, BB (K.
Vi, 07"}*'0,1? + ﬁ'vﬂo,l? |V|1,?

Therefore, we obtain

V0o, =
B(zl)(Kaﬁ) = sup — < max{a,ﬁ}B(zl)(K).
veX D (Kop) V11K

Noting X(zz)(Kaﬁ) C Egﬂ , we similarly obtain

qlo., lqlo.x,, 1aly z
B(22)(K(,ﬁ) = sup £ < —% < max{a, B sup —— = max{a, 8}A;.
Xk, UKy gezor 1Ak P (e

Gathering the above inequalities, we obtain the following lemma.
Lemma 5 The following inequalities hold:
B"(K.p) < maxia, 1B (K), B (Kup) < maxia, B)A,.

Lemmameans that squeezing the reference triangle K perpendicularly does not
diminish the effectiveness of the approximation through the interpolations on K.
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3.2 Estimations on the general triangle.

As stated in Section an arbitrary triangle on R? is transformed to the triangle K
with vertices x; := (0,0)7, x5 := (a,0)7, x3 := (8s,B)7 by a sequence of parallel
translations, rotations, and mirror imaging, where S2+2=1,0 < B < «a, and
t > 0. Then, K is obtained from K,z by the linear transformation y = Ax, where
A is the matrix defined in (Z-T1). Let w € H'(K) be pulled-back to v € H'(Kqp) as
v(x) = w(Ax). Combining (2.12) and Lemma 5] we have

|ulo,x, -
BV(K):= sup Mok _ \5 qup e V2hi BV(K).

veX{V(K) NS ueX\V(Kp) 111K

Here, we used the assumption 0 < 8 < @ < hg := diamK.
To consider B(zz)(K ), we need to introduce the Piola transformation q(x) := A~'p(Ax)

forp e X(zz)(K). By Lemma we have q € X(zz)(Kaﬁ) and
B = [ Ipwidy = @et) [ ipeanpax
K Kop
= (detA) f Aq)Pdx < (1 + s f la(Pdx < (1 + Ishrlalg k-
Kop Kop

In the above inequalities, we used the fact that the singular values of A are (1 + s])!'/2
and (1 —|sDlql* < |Aql* < (1 +[sDlq.
Let Y and Y be 2 x 2 matrices with Y := AXA~!. Given the singular values of A
and A~!, we have
(1—Is))?

Y17 = IAXA™'E > (1 - [sDIXAT'[I7 > t—znxné-

Hence, it follows from V4q(x) = A‘lVyp(Ax)A that

Iplx = f IVyp(y)IFdy = (det A) f IVyp(AX)|[7dx
K I(L,ﬁ

e s (L=l
— o | iaaeaax> Sk
Kap

‘We thus obtain

2 2
Ipl5 ¢ _ (L lsh? ok, (1 +1s)* 19lox,,

Pl (=B lal,, 1=l Ial,

Assuming that the edge connecting x; and X3 is the longest edge of K, the follow-
ing inequality holds [10, Lemma 3.2]:

1+ |S| RK
<42 -K, 32
T o (3.2)
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To show this inequality, we first confirm that the following inequality is valid:

VI+lsl< V241492 =2ys,  0<Vy<l, —1<\7’ss%.

We then insert y := 8/« and use the laws of sines and cosines.
Combining (3-2) with Lemma 5] we obtain

1+ |qlo.x,,
B(zz)(K) = sup [Plo.x < || sup qlo.x,,
pex) PILE VT =T8T qex@ k. 1901.Kop
R
< 4V2=EBY (Kop) < 4 V2RiAs.
«
Theorem 6 Ler K be the triangle with vertices x, := (0,0)7, X, := («,0)7, x3 :=

(Bs,B)" such that0 < B < a, s> + 1> =1, t > 0. Suppose that the edge connecting Xz
and X3 is the longest edge of K. Then, there exist positive constants CY, i=1,2 that
are independent of K such that the following estimates hold:

%
B(zl)(K) = sup Vo < C;l)h;(, B(zz)(K) = sup lo.x < Cf)RK,

vexk) VLK qex2 ) lAl1x
where hg := diamK and R is the circumradius of K.

Remark: Because A, ~ 0.49291, we have ng) ~ 2.7883.

Remark: We present an example for the error estimates of B(zz)(K). Let K be the
triangle with vertices (1,0)7, (=1,0)7, and (0, ). Let

1+ n? S CU/
U= xy-— T X, q::Vu:(y th)'

Then, it is straightforward to verify
fq~nds:0, i=1,2,3,

that is, 787 q = 0, and

3+ 051+ 1)
lq - ]ﬁT(ﬂé,K = (T, lq - IﬁTQﬁ,K =2h,
la- T dlox 1+ _ Rk

la-I%qhx ~ 2v6h 26

Because q — I87q € X(Zz), this inequality means that the estimate B(ZZ)(K ) < CEZ)RK in
Theorem [6] cannot be further improved; that is, the parameter Ry is the best possible
parameter to measure the convergence of solutions.
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3.3 Poincaré—Wirtinger’s inequality on triangles

We consider the error analysis of the projection 71'(,)( : L*(K) — P on K and its
extension to 719, : LP(Q) — S¢ on Q.

From the definition, we have fK( f(x) — f)dx = 0, and therefore f — f € X;l) (K).
Hence, we obtain the following theorem from Theorem@ See also [12} Corollary 4.4].
Theorem 7

|f = 7% flox < Chklflik,  YFeH'(K), VK €T,
|f =7l < CVHIflo, VS eH'(Q),
where h := maxger, hg, and C;l) is the constant appearing in Theorem@

Corollary 8 For an arbitrary proper triangulation T, of a bounded polygonal do-
main Q, the following estimation holds:

If = 7oAl o < G Hflo,  Vf e L@,
where C(zl) is the constant appearing in Theorem@

Proof Because the projection ng :LX(K) —> S f is orthogonal, we have, for an arbi-
trary ¢ € H(l)(.Q),

(f-n2f.0), = (F —70f ¢ —700),
<|f =70 fo0 16 — 700, 0 < C ool Voo,

and

f - ﬂo f’ ¢
If =% fll o= sup (=it 9),
peH(Q) ”V(b”(),.()

< ¢ hfloo.
In the above inequality, we used the fact |f — n% flo.o < |floe- O
The important feature in the above Theorem [/| and Corollary [§]is that constant
Cgl) does not depend on the geometry of the triangulation 77, at all.
3.4 Error analysis of the RT interpolation

By definition, the RT interpolation 7% satisfies

q-IfqeXP(K), qeH'(@)
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on each triangle K € 77,. Therefore, it follows from Theorem@that, foreach K € 7,
la - I% qlox < C5'Relg — I gl - (33)

Moreover, the definition of X(zz)(K ) and the divergence theorem yield
f div(q - 7% q)dx = f (q—I%q) -nds = 0. (3.4)
K dK
Note that div(ZX"q) € P, because 78" q € RT . Hence, we realize that
1
div(I% q) = T f div qdx = 7% (div q). (3.5)
K
Setting constant aq to aq := n(l’{(div q)/2, we then have
(7% q) (x) = agx + by, by € B2,
Therefore, for q(x) = (g1(X), ¢2(x))" and x = (x,y)", we have
lg— I qlf ¢ = 1ql} ¢ +2 j;( agdx - 2aq fK divqdx
=g +2 f azdx — 2aq f div (7% q) dx
K K
=gl 5 — 2 f dgdx < gt g
K

In the above inequalities, we used the equality (3.4). Gathering (3.3), (3.5), Theo-
rem[7] and the above inequality, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 9 For an arbitrary q € (H'(Q))? with divq € H'(Q), the following esti-
mates hold:

la-7¥"a|,, < C¥'Rilali k., |divg—divIgq| < Cheldiv gl k.,
la- 7|, < CYRldli 0. |divq - div I} g, , < C} hidiv gl o,

where R := maxger, Rk, h := maxger, hg, and Cg), i = 1,2 are the constants ap-

pearing in Theorem|6|that are independent of T}, and q.

3.5 Discrete inf-sup condition for the RT finite elements

Following Mao—Shi [15]], we now discuss the discrete inf-sup condition for the RT
finite elements. Take v, € S}f as arbitrary, and consider the following Poisson prob-
lem:

—Aw = vy, in Q, w =0 on 9Q.
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Let q := —Vw. Suppose that Assumptionholds and C?R < 1. Then, recalling
that div(ZR" q) = 7%(div q), it follows from Theorems 7|and [9| that
. 1/2
7 ql5 o + iV} @)lf )
. 172
20qi3 o +2lq - I q o + V(TR @3 )

IR qllaiv.0) = (
. 172
< (2ql o + 2CP*R2qf} o + Idiv qlf )

IA

12 12
< (2B g+ i) = (2+C1,) " Maloe.
Moreover, we realize that
(diV(ffT(l)» Vh>Q = (”(())(div Q, Vh)Q = (divq,vy)o = (Vp, vh)o = |Vh|%,g,

and therefore,

(diV(I ), Vh)g O LY
I dlaver — (24c2,)"

Hence, we finally conclude that

(div q, vi)o S [Vilo,0
gest nlla@ive) (2+Cf2)1/2’

and obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 10 On the regularity of the solutions of the model problem, we impose
Assumption || Then, for a triangulation T, of Q that satisfies C;z)R < 1withR =
maxger, Rk, the following discrete inf-sup condition holds:

inf divanvie 1
neS§ qeser Valoollullraive) — (2+c 2)1/2

=: B.. (3.6)

Here, C;Z) is the constant appearing in Theorem@ and C\ , is the constant appearing
in Assumption[I}

3.6 Error analysis of the RT finite element method

Because of the inclusion SF” xS ¢ ¢ H(div, Q) x L*(Q2), the RT finite element method
(2.6) for the mixed variational formulation (23] is conforming, and the following
Céa’s-lemma-type estimation is known [5, Lemma 2.44].
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Theorem 11 Let (p,u) € H(div,Q) x L*(Q) be the exact solution of [23), and
(P uf") € SFT X S be the solution of the RT finite element method 2-6). Sup-

pose that Assumption |I| holds and C;z)R < 1. Then, we have the following error
estimations:

Ip = Prloe <21+, inf Ip — Qulluiv.o),
q;eSFT

RT -1y =
lu—uf"|,, < A +B) inf Ju—whlog+B" inf |p— qulog
” wheS < q,€SK7

where B, is the constant of the discrete inf-sup condition appearing in (3.6).

Gathering Theorems 7} [0} [I0] and[T1] we immediately obtain the following corol-
lary.

Corollary 12 Under the assumptions of Theorem [[1} we have the following error
estimations:

Ip - Piloo < CRIflog,  |u—uf"|), < CR+Wfloo,

where constant C depends on C;i), i =1,2and C\, but is independent of h, R, f, and
the geometric properties of T},.

3.7 Error analysis of the CR finite element method

In this section, we estimate the error [lu — u®||,, where u € H*(Q) N Hy(2Q) is the
exact solution of ), and u{® € SCF is the CR finite element solution defined by
(2-3). We impose Assumption [I]

We introduce the following auxiliary equations: for f € L*(Q),

~Aa=a%f inQ,  @=0 ondQ.
The CR FEM for this equation is defined by (2:8). Note that u — i satisfies
a(u—u,v)=(f - n%f, V)o, Yv € Hé(Q).
Therefore, from (2:2) and the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality (Corollary 8], we have
lu—aho < Cual|f =70 f]_, o < CLiCs R floe- (3.7)

Because ng L2(Q) > S }f is an orthogonal projection, we have, for an arbitrary
vy € S gR,

(f=ndfovn), = (F=mofovn—7gm), . |f = 70fly0 < 1floo.
Hence, Poincaré—Wirtinger’s inequality (Theoerm|7) yields

0, |2 0. |2
|Vh_ﬂgvh|O’Q: Z L|Vh—ﬂKV/1| dx

KeT),

< g f IVvil? dx < C3V202 v 2
ke, VK
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0 (1) : .— ,CR _ =CR CR ;
and |v;, — nth|0’Q < G, hlvpllp. Inserting v, := ;™ — i, " € S into

an (ui(t:R - IZER’ Vh) = (f - ﬂ?gfs Vh)Q = (f - ﬂOQf, vy — ﬂ'%vh)g ,
we obtain
“ugR - "‘/(fR”i S |f - ”?Jf|0,g l“lfR - ugR - ”Og(”gR - ’zi(rjR)'O,Q
< OO f = ndf] o ISR — S,
and
””gR - ﬁgR“h < Cél)h |f - ﬂ'?)f|o,g = Cél)h|f|0,!2~ (3.8)

As explained in Section ﬁfR is written as

Ty
Vis® = py + T(x - Xg)

on each K € T, where p, € S{” is the RT finite element solution defined by (2.9),
and Xy is the center of gravity of K. Setting p := Vi, we then find

-y = > fK B - Bn + (% )x — x)/2[" dx

KeTh

L 1
<2 -Pillot 5 3 kY f x - xxPdx
KeTy, K

3

o 1 IK|

=2lp- Ph%,g t3 § (7T(1)<f)2—12 § Ix; — x|
KeTy, i=1

I
<2Ap—Piloo+ 57 ) (R NIK]
KeTh

o 1
<2p-Pibo+ 55 f |f1Pdx.
Q

In the above inequalities, we used the result

2. _ Kl ' » _ Kl
ﬁ|x_xK| dX—B;b‘t_xKl SEhK

Setting p := Vi, it follows from Corollary |12 that
P~ Prlo.o < CR|g [, o < CRIflo0-
Therefore, we finally conclude
[l# - ag®||, < CR + )| floo- 3.9)

Gathering the estimations (3.7), (3-8), (3.9) with the triangle inequality, we obtain the
following theorem.
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Theorem 13 Letu € HZ(Q)ﬂHé(.Q) be the exact solution of (1), and u,fR €S %e be

the CR finite element solution 2.5). Suppose that Assumptionholds and C;Z)R <L
Then, we have the following error estimations:

llue = i, ¥lln < CR + D)l flo.g,

where constant C depends on Cg), i=1,2 Cy, and Cy,, but is independent of h, R,
[, and the geometric properties of T,.

4 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present the results of numerical experiments that confirm the ob-
tained error estimations. Let Q := (0, 1) x (0, 1). We compute the P; Lagrange and
the CR finite element solutions, . and u{*, respectively, for the model problem

—Au=2x(1-x)+2y(1-y) in O, u=0 on 09,

which has the exact solution u# = x(1 — x)y(1 —y).

To this end, we triangulate 2 with triangles of height 1/N and baseline length
1/M (see Figure 1), with a positive integer M and a positive and even integer N. The
triangulation has (2M + 1)N elements, and the numbers of freedom are MN + M +
3N/2+1and 3MN+M+5N/2 for the P; Lagrange and the CR elements, respectively.
In Figure 2, we give the finite element solutions obtained.

"-.
—
1=
.

AN
o late ate

k1

bbb iledaisladel
T g

‘:’.‘]’,“Hf”’!"!’

‘alabelas

Fig. 1 Triangulation used for Q with M = 4 and N = 20. The dots on the left indicate the degrees of
freedom of the Py Lagrange elements, and those on the right indicate the degrees of freedom of the CR
elements.

Setting N to be the closest even integer to M with @ = 1.5, we compute the error
of |u — uflyo and |lu — u$®||; for various M. The results are given in Tables and
Note that because C;z) ~ 2.7883 as stated before, the condition C(ZZ)R < 1 is satisfied
if R $ 0.3586. We clearly see that the behavior of the errors is consistent with [9]
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Fig. 2 Numerical solutions: P; Lagrange elements (left), CR elements (right). Note that the values of the
finite element solutions are somewhat exaggerated.

Theorem 3] and [10, Theorem 1.1] for P; Lagrange elements, and Theorem @ for
the CR finite elements. In particular, we emphasize that | — u}Ll
look stable, whereas |u—uf|; o/h and [lu—u$ ||, /h seem to diverge. This means that the
error estimations in terms of the circumradius R are essential and the best possible.

Table 1 Error |u — Mﬁh,z with various M and N ~ M'5.

1.o/R and [lu—ul*||,/R

M N h R lu—ullio  lw—ullio/h  lu—ullio/R
10 32 0.1000  0.1756  0.0167277 0.1672776 0.0952470
20 90 0.0500 0.1180 0.0108223 0.2164462 0.0916713
30 164  0.0333 0.0941 0.0085646 0.2569403 0.0909588
40 252 0.0250 0.0807  0.0073229 0.2929178 0.0907044
50 354 0.0200 0.0722  0.0065410 0.3270520 0.0905805
60 464  0.0166  0.0655 0.0059329 0.3559770 0.0905489
70 586  0.0142 0.0606  0.0054905 0.3843359 0.0905290
80 716  0.0125 0.0566  0.0051271 0.4101745 0.0905289
90 854  0.0111 0.0533  0.0048257 0.4343167 0.0905366
100 1000  0.0100 0.0505 0.0045726 0.4572635 0.0905472
Table 2 Error |ju — ufRIIh with various M and N ~ M'.
M N h R u—uFl = CFln/h = uCRI/R
10 32 0.1000 0.1756  0.0167791 0.1677918 0.0955398
20 90 0.0500 0.1180  0.0104671 0.2093425 0.0886627
30 164  0.0333 0.0941 0.0081263 0.2440346 0.0863037
40 252 0.0250 0.0807  0.0068669 0.2746769 0.0850560
50 354 0.0200 0.0722  0.0060827 0.3041381 0.0842343
60 464  0.0166  0.0655  0.0054908 0.3294498 0.0838012
70 586  0.0142  0.0606  0.0050614 0.3543016 0.0834546
80 716  0.0125 0.0566  0.0047136 0.3770886 0.0832266
90 854  0.0111 0.0533  0.0044273 0.3984651 0.0830631
100 1000 0.0100 0.0505 0.0041883 0.4188380 0.0829382
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