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Abstract For the second lowest order Raviart—Thomas mixed method, we
prove that the canonical interpolant and finite element solution for the vector
variable in elliptic problems are superclose in the H (div)-norm on mildly struc-
tured meshes, where most pairs of adjacent triangles form approximate paral-
lelograms. We then develop a family of postprocessing operators for Raviart—
Thomas mixed elements on triangular grids by using the idea of local least
squares fittings. Super-approximation property of the postprocessing operators
for the lowest and second lowest order Raviart-Thomas elements is proved un-
der mild conditions. Combining the supercloseness and super-approximation
results, we prove that the postprocessed solution superconverges to the exact
solution in the L2-norm on mildly structured meshes.
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1 Introduction and preliminaries

Gradient recovery methods for Lagrange elements have been studied exten-
sively by many authors, see, e.g., [30,29,3,4,5,27,28,26] and references therein.
Let u be the exact solution of Poisson’s equation and uy, be the finite element
solution from Lagrange elements. In general Vuy, rather than u is the main
quantity of interest. Gradient recovery methods aim to get a new approxima-
tion pp, to Vu by postprocessing uy or Vuy. Comparing to Vuy, pp is often
H'-conforming and pj, superconverges to Vu in some situation. In addition,
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pr, can be used to develop a posteriori error estimators. The recovery-based
a posteriori error estimators are popular for their simplicity and asymptotic
exactness, see, e.g., [29,4,27].

To derive recovery-type superconvergence, a common ingredient is the so-
called supercloseness estimate showing that the canonical interpolant and finite
element solution are superclose in some norm. In this paper, we consider the
second lowest order Raviart—-Thomas (denoted by RT}) mixed method for the
second order elliptic equation, namely, (1.5) with » = 1. We shall prove that
the canonical interpolant 7} p and the finite element solution p;, are superclose
in the H(div)-norm under mildly structured grids, i.e., most pairs of adjacent
triangles in grids form O(h!T%)-approximate parallelograms except for a region
with measure O(h?), see Definitions 2.1 and 2.2. The supercloseness result in
this paper generalizes a result for the RTy mixed method in [19]. For Poisson’s
equation, Brandts [7] proved a supercloseness estimate for RT) on three-line
grids, i.e., each edge in grids is parallel to one of three fixed lines.

To relax the restriction on mesh structures in supercloseness analysis, we
give a constructive proof for Theorem 3.2 instead of using the odd-even ar-
gument and the Bramble-Hilbert lemma employed in [6,7]. For Lagrange ele-
ments over («, 3)-grids, the authors in [3] transferred the local error [, V(u—
ur) - Voup, on each element T to line integrals using the divergence theorem,
where u; is the linear Lagrange interpolant. Then line integrals are grouped in
terms of tangential components of Vuvy, by delicate triangular integral identi-
ties. However, it’s not clear how to handle the local error [.(p —II}p) - qp for
the RT, element in a similar fashion. Our key observation is that RT;. elements
satisfy the divergence-free property, i.e., div(py4+1 — II]pr4+1) = 0 on each tri-
angle T provided p,+1 € Pr11(T)% Hence p,+1— I} pr+1 = V3w, 1o for some
Wyt2 € Prio(T) and it can be handled by Green’s theorem, see Section 5.

For mixed methods, the finite element solution p;, approximating the vec-
tor variable p € H(div, {2) is the main quantity of physical interest. As far
as we know, existing postprocessing/recovery techniques for p and py, are re-
stricted to strongly structured grids, e.g., three-line, translation invariant and
rectangular grids, see, e.g., [11,14,13,7]. As grids become increasingly unstruc-
tured, the rate of superconvergence of ||p— K, II,pl|o, deteriorates, where ITj,
is the canonical interpolation and K} is some postprocessing operator. In ad-
dition, most of the existing results of recovery methods focus on the lowest
order case while the analysis of recovery operators for higher order elements is
limited, especially on irregular grids. In this paper, we construct a new family
of recovery operators R} for RT, (r > 0) elements by fitting the numerical
solution pj with a vector polynomial of degree r + 1 in the least squares(LS)
sense on each local patch surrounding each vertex in triangular grids. We shall
show that RY and R} have nice super-approximation property under mild and
easy-to-check conditions. The order of approximation of R} is almost indepen-
dent of the mesh structure. Combining the supercloseness and R}, we finally
obtain the superconvergence of the postprocessed RT and RT} solutions to
the exact solution, see Theorem 4.4.
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Recovery by local least squares fitting is not a new idea. The famous
Zienkiewicz—Zhu(ZZ) superconvergent patch recovery G, is based on it, see,
e.g., [30,29]. For linear elements, |Vu — G, Vul| = O(h?) under strongly reg-
ular grids (see [17]), that is, each pair of adjacent triangles form an O(h?)
approximate parallelogram. Alternatively, Zhang and Naga [28] proposed a
different LS-based patch recovery operator Gj, for Lagrange elements of degree
r by postprocessing the scalar function u rather than Vu. Roughly speaking,
[Vu — Ghul| = O(h"™+1) provided each LS problem has a unique solution on
each local patch. R} can be viewed as a Raviart-Thomas version of GZH. In
practice, the excellent superconvergence property of Gj is attributed to the
unique solvability of vertex-based LS problems, which is difficult to prove on
unstructured grids. For example, [22] is mainly devoted to the analysis of the
uniqueness of the LS solution for G}, on unstructured grids. As far as we know,
there is no similar analysis for G} with » > 2. We shall give a practical crite-
rion of uniqueness for G7 on unstructured grids, which also works for R}, see
Theorem 4.1.

In this paper, we consider the second order elliptic equation

—div(az(x)Vu + a1(x)u) + ag(x)u = f(x), =€ 12, (1.1a)
u=g(z), xecaf, (1.1b)

where div = V- is the divergence operator, as, ag are scalar-valued and a; is
vector-valued, 2 C R? is a bounded and simply-connected Lipschitz domain.
Assume that as, a1, ag are sufficiently smooth on 2 and as > A > 0 for some
constant A. Let

p =axVu+ aqu,

a:agl, b:aglal, c=agp.

Equation (1.1) is equivalent to the first order system

ap—bu—Vu=0, x¢cl (1.2a)
—divp+cecu=f, xe€l (1.2b)
u=g, x¢c I (1.2¢)

Let @ = H(div, ) := {q € L*(2)? : divqg € L?*(2)} and V = L?(02). The
mixed formulation for (1.2) is to find the pair {p,u} € Q x V, such that

(apv q) - (qa bu) =+ (dlvqa u) = <q : n,g}, (13&)
—(divp,v) + (cu,v) = (f,v), (1.3b)

for each pair {g,v} € @ x V. Here (-,-) denotes the L2-inner product on 2.

Let 73, be a collection of triangles that forms a triangulation of 2. Let hy =
IT|2 be the diameter of T', where |T'| is the area of T Let h = maxpe7, hy < 1
be the mesh-size. T, is assumed to quasi-uniform, namely, maxrep, hr <
Co(minreT;, hr) for some generic constant Cp. The quasi-uniformity implies
the minimum angle condition (MAC), namely, there exists a fixed constant
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© > 0, such that § > @ > 0 for any angle 0 of any triangle T' € 7;,. Given a
one-dimensional or two-dimensional subset U C R?, let

P-(U) = {v: v is a polynomial on U of degree < r}

denote the space of polynomials of degree < r. Let &, &}, 5,‘? denote the set of
edges, interior edges and boundary edges in Ty, , respectively. Let A, denote the
set of vertices in 7j. Several kinds of local patches are useful for finite element
superconvergence analysis. For z € N}, let w, be the union of triangles in
Trn sharing z as a vertex. For e € &, let w, be the union of triangles in 7T
sharing e as an edge. For T € Tj, let wp be the union of 7" and triangles in
Tr sharing at least one vertex with 7'. The local nodes, edges , and triangles
in U are Np(U) = {z € N}, : 2 € U}, E(U) = {e € &, : e C U}, and
Tn(U) ={T € Ty, : T C U}, respectively.
For r > 0 and T € Ty, define the space of shape functions

RT(T) := {(”1) 4 g (:”1) v, € Po(T), i =1, 2,3} . (1.4)
V2 o
The RT, finite element spaces are

F={agn € Q:qnlr € RT.(T), VT € Trn},
Vi=A{vn, €Vl € Pe(T), VT € Tp}.

The mixed method for (1.3) is to find {p},u}} € Q} x V}, such that
(aph; gn) — (qn, buy) + (div gn, up) = (gn -1, 9), an € Qp, (1.5a)
—(div py, vn) + (cun, vn) = (f, vn), vh € Vi (1.5b)

Under mild assumptions, Douglas and Roberts [12] proved the well-posedness
and a priori error estimates for the method (1.5).
Given a positive integer s and a sufficiently smooth function v, let

|D%v| = Z

a5V
Ox ]t 0xg?
a1+as=s

o~ +a2 ‘

For a domain U, the Sobolev seminorms and norms are defined by
s s - p 5
vlepr = ([ 1D70P)2, ollp = (3 [0l ).
U m=0

[Vlm,u = [V|m2u,  vllmo = V]m2v,

Sobolev norms with oco-index and norms of vector-valued functions are gener-
alized in usual ways. )

Let |v|pm.u = (ZTeTh |v|72n,T)5 denote the mesh-dependent semi-norm
w.r.t. Tp. We say A < B provided A < C'B, where C' is a generic constant that
may change from line to line, and depends only on the shape regularity of T
measured by Cy or ©. We say A ~ B if A < B and B < A. The regularity
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condition will be indicated on right hand sides of estimates. In addition to Qj,
and V;, we need the standard nodal finite element space

Wi ={w e C(N2) :w|lr € P(T), VYT € Tp},

where C(£2) is the space of continuous functions on 2. We present two well-
known inequalities that will be used in the rest of this paper.

Theorem 1.1 (Interpolation error) Let I} : C(£2) — W} denote the La-
grange interpolation of degree r. For T' € Ty, and r > 1, it holds that

2
lv=Tpolloyr S A 7 0lhrsrr, 1<v < o0 (1.6)

Theorem 1.2 (Trace inequalities ) For T € T;, and v € H*(T), it holds
that

_1 1
0,0T ,S hT2 HU||07T + h%”vUHO”]". (17)

0]

2 Local error expansions

Fig. 1 A local triangle T" and associated quantities.

We begin with geometric identities on a local element 7'. It has three ver-
tices {z}3_,, oriented counterclockwise, and corresponding barycentric coor-
dinates {\,}3_;. Let ex denote the edge opposite to zj, 0 the angle opposite
to ek, £ the length of e, dji the distance from zj to ey, tx the unit tangent
to ey, oriented counterclockwise, ny the unit outward normal to ey, O, the
tangential derivative, 9y, the normal derivative, and 03, ,,, the second mixed
derivative, see Fig. 1. Corresponding quantities on triangles 7" and T" have
superscripts / and // respectively. The subscripts are equivalent mod 3, e.g.,
Ly = 101,00 = 0s.

We have the rotational gradient V+*v = (—0,,v,0,,v)T, and the adjoint
V X q=0,,q2— 0z,q1. V- and Vx are related by Green’s formula

/Vlw-q:/ wq-t—/waq, (2.1)
T ar T
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where t is the unit tangent to 0K oriented counterclockwise. For v € R?,
define v+ = (—vq,v1). Clearly, nj- = i, ti = —ny.
Now we introduce basic definitions for RT;. elements. For e € &, let

{(wj, gj)}T‘|r1 denote the Gaussian quadrature rule on e, where {g,} are quadra-

ture points and {w;} are corresponding weights. {(w;,g;)}’ rH

P2T+1 (6), i.e.,

T, is exact for

r+1

/v = le| Y wjuv(g;) for all v € Payya(e), (2.2)

e =1

where |e| is the length of e. Let v; € P,(e) be the polynomial that is w;l at

g; and 0 at the rest of quadrature points. For T' € Tp, let {\; }T(TJrl /% be the
nodal basis function of Lagrange elements of degree r — 1 on T ({\;} = 0 if
r=0; {\} = {1} if r = 1). We can specify degrees of freedom of RT, elements

as
NJ : |/q 'I’Le’l}], N’%’m = |T|/qm)‘la

where n. is a unit normal to e, ¢ = (¢1,¢2)T,and 1 < j <r+4+1, 1 <l <r(r+
1)/2,m = 1,2. By (2.2) and the definition of v;, we have N?(q) = q(g;) - ne
provided q € P,y1(e)?. For ¢ € H'(2)?, the RT, interpolant IIJq € QF
satisfies

Ni(IIrq) = Ni(q), Ni(II1q) = Ni™(q),

for all indices j,l,m, and e € &,,T € Tp,. The existence and uniqueness of 11} q
is always guaranteed. In addition, II; is stable in the L°°-norm

175 qllo.00.r < |l T €T (2.3)

For v € V, the interpolant P/ v is the L% projection of v onto V;. There is a
nice commuting property about P, II; and div, i.e.,

div(IT;q) = P} (divq), Vqc H'(2). (2.4)

The following interpolation error estimates hold, see, e.g., [12].

lg — Thqllo,e S A" alnrt1,0, (2.5a)
| div(g — IT;q)llo,0 S h"H| div qln,ri1,0, (2.5b)
v — Provllo.e < hr+1|v|h,r+1,9- (2.5¢)

In the rest of this section, we will present variational error expansions
for the RTy element. Comparing to RTy, the theory of RT; is much more
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complicated. Let d be the diameter of the circumscribed circle of T'. For each
edge ey, there are several associated geometric quantities

Mh,k 5760 (354 (Ek 1 €i+1)2 - 46%(%71 + E%H)),
M}Q,k = M21,k 1440d€1€2€3(€k 1 E%H), M%Q,k 1440d2€2€2€§’
1
Hie = 288001005 Ay = G (4G — (G — G =366+ 6G40)),
M%Q,k = Mgl,k = —Mh,ka N%z,k = _N%z,ka

and second order differential operators {D] lk}1§i1j7132

DiYy=tp- 05, D13 =Diy=t, 0f

tpng)
DIt =m0}, D =D3 =n;-0? D =mny - 02
2,k — Tk Uty 2.k — P2,k — Tk " Uty mys 2,k — Tk " Un, -

nk’

We define the second order differential operator By (q) := 2123 =1 M;l kD{lk (q).
The next lemma is our main tool for estimating the global variational error
whose proof is left in Section 5

Lemma 2.1 For py € Po(T)? and wy € Po(T),

/(PQ*HhPZ - Vhw, = Z/ By (p2 atsz

Built upon Lemma 2.1, we derive the local error expansion for general p.

Theorem 2.1 For wy € Po(T),

[ o= 1ip)- v . - Z / P23, ws + O pla 1V wa o -
Proof Let pr be the quadratic interpolant of p. By Lemma 2.1, we have

[ o= 11ip) - V. - / (id - 1)) (p - pr) - V'
T T

3
+3 )02 ws + Z P)O2 ws (2:6)

k=1"¢k k=1"¢k
=1+ 11+ 111,

where id is the identity operator. The inequalities (1.6) and (2.3) give the
upper bound

11| < |(id — 1) (p — pr) o7V wa o7
< hel|(id = I12) (p — p1)llo,00.7 |V w2l lo,r
< hrllp = prllo,e,r |V w2llo.7
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Using the trace inequality (1.7), inverse inequality, and p!; , = O(h7.),

3
111 S 11Be(pr = P)llo.c, 107, w2l0.c,
k=1
3 1 1
S (hp?l1Br(pr — p)llo,r + hi|Br(pr — p)|i.r)
k=1

_1 1
x (hp 2 | D*wslo,r + h2|D*wal1,7)

_ 1 1 P
(hy? |hk(pr — P) o + hi|hh(pr — P)|s,r) x (W™ 2|V wsllo7)

A
-

< W lpls, ||V wello7

(2.8)
Combining (2.6)—(2.8) , we prove the theorem. O

Our supercloseness estimates in this paper hold on mildly structured grids
described as follows, see, e.g., [16,3,27,22,15].

Definition 2.1 For e € &7, let T,T" € Tj, be the two adjacent elements
sharing e. Define e; = €| = e. By going along 0T and 97" counterclockwise,
we obtain other two pairs of corresponding edges eq, €5 and eg, 5. We say w, =
TUT" is an O(h'*)-approximate parallelogram provided |e;| = |ef|+O(h!T%)
fori=1,2,3.

Definition 2.2 Assume & is the disjoint union of two subsets &} | and &f 5.
We say the triangulation 7y, satisfies the («, 5)-condition provided for each e €

Ep 1y we an O(h'**)-approximate parallelogram, while Zeesg lwe| = O(hP).

Although the expression of By is complicated, it suffices to keep the following
in mind.

1. {By}i_, are second order differential operators of magnitude hi.:

2
Bi(a) = O(hy) Y 02:0u,a-

i,5,l=1

2. Fore € &, we have w, = TUT". Let t. denote the unit tangent and and n.
the unit normal to e whose directions are induced by T'. Let a = ﬁ fT a

and a’ = ‘—;‘ fT, a. Let B, be the operator based on T and B/, based on

T'. If w, is an O(h**®)-approximate parallelogram, then on the edge e, we
have the cancellation

2
aB.(q) — a'B.(q) = O(h™ @)y N™ 9,8, g (2.9)

i,7,m=1
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Indeed, w, is an approximate parallelogram implies that ¢, = ¢ + O(h'T®),
ty, =t} + O(h*), sinf, = sin 0, + O(h*), d = d’' + O(h'T*). Combining these
estimates with @ = @'+ O(h), (2.9) follows from the telescoping type inequality

n n
[[a-TT0
i=1 i=1

S i |ai — bz| Hmax(aj, bj)
i=1

J#

3 Supercloseness estimates

In this section, first we prove a superconvergence estimate for variational error
which is a foundation of supercloseness estimates.

Lemma 3.1 Let Tp, satisfy the (a, 8)-condition and a be the piecewise con-
stant with alp = ﬁ fT a for each T € Tp,. For wy, € W,QL, it holds that

— min(1,0,2
(a(p — ip), V*:wy) S R2nE2) (Iply o o + |pls.e) [ VEws 0,0

Proof By Theorem 2.1 and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the left hand side
is

(a(p — 1I;p), V>wp)

3
S5 [ aBiwden + Y 0 lplrlViul
k

TET, k=1"¢ TET
(X + X ) [ (@) - aB@)ow,
e€ER L e€€p ,UED ¢

+O0(0?)pls,el Vi whllo,e = I + 11+ O(h%)|pls,0 ||V who,0.

0,7
(3.1)

Here the notations in (2.9) are adopted and B.(p) = 0 if e € £7. By the
cancellation (2.9), the trace inequality (1.7), and the inverse inequality,

1S ST wimine) | D2p)g || D2wplo.c

eEgﬁJ

< Z pEmin(he) (=3 | D2p)|o 7 + h2 || D3pllo.r) (™2 | D?wh lo.7)
eEgﬁJ

5 Z h2+min(1,a)HpH&THVLwhHO,T
eEgﬁJ

< p2Fmine) | p|ls o[V wpflo.g-
(3.2)
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For e € &7 ,, there is no cancellation. Let 2= Ueeep ,ugowe- Using 12| =

O(h™(1.8) and the inverse inequality, the sum over Ep o is

s S BD?plos / 102w,

e€Ep JUEY

5 h2|p|2,oo,.(2 Z / |VJ_’LUh| (33)

eGSﬁgUng

in(1 B
< REnG D ply o[ VEwnl 5.

Combining (3.1)—(3.3) we prove the theorem. O
Subtracting (1.5) from (1.3) gives the error equation
(a(p — Py, an) — (an, bu— uj)) + (divgnu—uj) =0, que Q. (3.4a)
—(div(p — pp),vn) + (c(u —up),vn) =0, wvp €Vy. (3.4b)
Douglas and Roberts [12] have shown the standard a priori error estimates:
12— phllo.o S R ullrye,0,
| div(p — pj)llo,e S B ullrts,0, (3.5)
lu = upllo.o S B lullr146,0.0,

where 0,0 = 1 if r = 0 and 0,0 = 0 if » # 0. In addition, [12] gives the
well-known supercloseness result for the scalar unknown w

125w = upllo. S A2 lullrsrs,0.0- (3.6)

(3.6) holds on unstructured meshes and implies that || div(II}p — p})lo,o is
supersmall. For convenience, let &, := II} p — pj,.

Theorem 3.1 For general shape regular Tp, and r > 0,

| div(IZ;p — pp)llo,2 S B2 ]|ull24rss,0,0-

Proof Let
div éh

Vh =
" divénlfo,e

evy.
By (2.4) and (3.4), we have
| div &0, = (div &p,vp) = (P, divp — divpy, vp)
= (div(p — p}),vn) = (u — PLu,cop) + (Pju— uj, cop).
It then follows from (2.5), (3.5), (3.6), and ||vp|l0,2 = 1 that
| div énllo,e = (u — Pyu, cvn — Py (cvn)) + O 2)||ull24+r46,0,0
= O(*" ) ||ullr+1,0lcvnln 1,0 + OB ) ull2srts,0,0

= O(h"*)[ull2r+5,0,0-

In the last step, we use v, |r € P,(T) and the inverse inequality. a
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Before proving the superconvergence estimate of || II}p — p} ||o,«, it is nec-
essary to discuss the L? de Rham complex in R?:

HY(2) Y5 0y o,

Here V = L?(£2) is equipped with the standard (-,-) inner product. Since we
are dealing with variable coefficients, Q is equipped with the weighted L? inner
product (-,-), given by

(Q1,Q2)a = (GQ1;Q2)a q1,q2 € LQ(Q)Q

The weighted L2-norm is ||qll. = (aq,q)z. Clearly, |lqllo.c =~ |g|lo for all
q € L*(2)?. Similarly, we have the discrete subcomplex

r—+1 vt r o div Is
Wy — Q) — V= 0. (3.7)

Let @ denote the direct sum w.r.t. (-, -)q. Since {2 is simply connected, (3.7) is
exact and the discrete Helmholtz/Hodge decomposition (see, e.g., [1,2,9,18])
holds:

w = VWt @ grad, Vi, (3.8)

where grad,, : V; — Qj is the adjoint of —div: Q) — V; w.r.t. the weighted
inner product (-, -)q, namely, (agrad, v, qn) = —(vs,div g) for all g, € Q5.

The last ingredient for our supercloseness analysis is a discrete Poincaré
inequality.

Lemma 3.2
[vrllo,e < [l grad, vnlla, v € V.

Proof div : Q) — V) is surjective and there exists g, € Q) and div gy = vp,.

In addition, g can be chosen (see [23]) such that ||gnlle = |lgnllo.2 S llvnllo.o-
It then follows

lvall5. = —(agrad, v, qn) < |l grady, valallvallo.o,
which completes the proof. O

With the above preparations, we are able to prove supercloseness estimates
for the RT; mixed methods.

Theorem 3.2 Assume that Ty, satisfies the («, 8)-condition. Then

min(% B
[Tip — pp|| S K222 (1ply o 0 + ||p|

3,9)-

Proof For simplicity, the super-index r = 1 is suppressed in the proof. Consider
the discrete Helmholtz decomposition

&, == IIp — py, = V>wy, @ grad,, vp, (3.9)
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for some {vp, wy} € V) x WE. Let g, = grad,, vs/|| grad,, vp||. By Lemma 3.2
and Lemma 3.1,

| grady, valla = (grad, va, qn)a = —(vn, div qn)

div{h .
m) S divénllo,e S A 2 ullrso46,0-

(o (3.10)

It remains to bound V4twy,. Let g, = V4 wy,/||[V+Ewp|lo. The orthogonality
implies

[V*tw o = —(alp — Hnp), qn) + (a(p — pr),qn) == 1 + I1. (3.11)
I is split as
I'=((a—a)(p—Inp),qn) — (a(p — IInp), qn).

By ||a — allo,c0,2 = O(h), (2.5) and Lemma 3.1,

in(L o 8
|I| 5 h3|p|2,Q + h2+m1n(é7aa2)(|p|2,oo,9 + Hp|

5,.0)- (3.12)
By divgy =0, ||gnllo,o = 1, (3.4) and (3.6),

qh, b(u - Uh))
b~qh,u—Phu+Phu7uh)

IT = (
= (

3.13
(b-qn— Palb- i) — Pa) + OO ulse )
O(h")|b - qnln.2.clul2,o + O(h?)|ull3 0.
Since qp,|r € P1(T)?, the inverse estimate implies
b-anlor S lanlor + 10" aullor < b o
(3.13) then reduces to
IT = O(h*)||ul|3,0- (3.14)
Then the theorem follows from (3.10)—(3.12), and (3.14). O

4 Superconvergent recovery

In this section, we introduce a new recovery operator R}, : Qj — VV}:+1 X W,Z‘H.
For q;, € Qj, it suffices to specify nodal values of R} qy. Here a node is the
location of the degree of freedom of Lagrange elements, which can be a vertex of
a triangle or an interior point of an edge/ triangle. For vertices 21, 2o, 23 € N},
let Z1z5 denote the edge with endpoints z1, 2o and Z1z5z3 the triangle with
vertices z1, 22, z3. It} is defined in three steps.
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Step 1. For each vertex z € Ny, let Rjqn(z) = q.(z), where q. €
Pr11(w.)? minimizes the quadratic functional

r+1

Flo= > S WVi(g)-N(an)

e€&p(wy) j=1

r(r+1)/2 2 )
+ >3 ST (W g) - N an)
TeTh(w:) I1=1 m=1

subject to g € Ppy1(w,)%
Step 2. For each node z in the interior of an edge e = Z125 € &, let

Riqn(2) := (1 = a)qz,(2) + aq=,(2), a=|z—z]/le].
Step 3. For each node z in the interior of the triangle T' = Z1z223 € Ty, let

han(2) = 14z, (2) + a2q,(2) + 3¢24(2),

where ag, oo, aig are barycentric coordinates of z w.r.t. z1, 2o, and z3.

In some cases, w, needs be enlarged to ensure that the above LS problem
has a unique solution. Since I} depends only on the degrees of freedom of the
RT, element, R} q is well-defined for all ¢ € Q and R} I} q = R}, q. Recall that
Ni(a) = a(g;) -ne if € Pria(T)? and e € E,(T).

To clarify the recovery procedure, we give details to two important cases:
RTy and RT; elements.

Example 1. RTy elements on triangular meshes. In this case, RYgqy, is
a continuous piecewise linear function. At step 1, let {ej}jzl = &Ep(w,). Let
m; = (mj1,mj2)7 be the midpoint of e; and n; = (n;1,n,2)T be a unit normal
to ej. Then q, = (c1+caw1 +c322, ca+csr1+c6x2)T € Pr(w,)? is the minimizer
of

Fla) =" (a(my) - n; — an(m;) -n;)",

Jj=1
. 2
subject to g € Py (w,)”.

Equivalently, ¢, = (c1,...,c6)T satisfies the normal equation ATA.c, =
Ald., where d. = (gn(m1) - na,...,qn(my) -ny)T, A, = (af,...,al)7
isan NV x 6 matrix, a; = (njl,mjlnjl,mjgnjl,njg,mjlnjg,mjgnjg). Then

Ruqn(z) = q.(2) for z € Nj,.

To avoid ill-conditioned A, on graded meshes, we calculate g, by scaling
it properly. Let h, = |wz|% and q. () = g.(z + h.@) = (¢1 + CoZy + C3Z2,Ca +
5@y + Ce2)T. Then é, = (é1,...,¢6)T solves ATA.é, = Ald,, where A, =
((Alllr, ceey d})T, dj = (7’Lj1, mﬂnﬂ, mjgnjl, nj2, mjlnjg, mjgnjg), mj = (mj —
Z)/hz = (mjl,mjg). Then R?th(z) = (61,64)1-.
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Example 2. RT; elements on triangular meshes. In this case, R}th is a
continuous piecewise quadratic function. At step 1, let {e;}7_; = €n(w.) and
{Ti}y = Th(w:). Let

2

. €1+ coxp + c3x2 + C4$% + csx172 + C6$% 2
q. = 3 € Pa(w:)
C7 + C8x1 + CoTo + C10T] + C11X1X2 + C1275

minimize

Fla) =Y (ala;)-nj — an(e;)-ny)” + (a(y;) -ny — anlyy) - ny)°

j=1
A 1 2
+ (_/ qm — 77 dh, ) ) quQ(w )25
22\ Jy o g Jy, o :
where g = (Q17Q2)T,Qh = (Qh,17Qh,2)T7 xT; = %ajJr 3_6\/§bj, Y; = 3_6‘/§a]—+
3+6‘/§bj, and e; = a;b;. Equivalently, ¢, = (c1,...,c12)T solves the normal

equation ATA.c, = Ald,, where

d. = (qn(z1) - n1,qn(y1) - 11, qu(x2) - N2, qR(Y2) - N2, . . .,

() 1 1 1 )T
qn\YJ) NJ, 7777 dh,1y 77 qn,2y -« -5 77 qh,2 )
ITa| Jr, Ty| Jr, Tl Jr,

and A, = (aj,...,ad; ;)7 isa (2J +2L) x 12 matrix,

azj—1 = (nj&j,nj2€;), az; = (n1nj,nj2n;),
& = (Lzjy, mj0, 25, mjnaj2, 25),

n; = (1)yjl;ij;y_?hyjlij;y?Q% 1 S] S Ja
1

T (1,21, z2, 2%, 2129, 23,0,0,0,0,0,0),
1 T,

A2N421—1 =

asN o] = (0,0,0,0,0,0, l,xl,xg,x%,zlscg,zg), 1<I<L.

1
|ﬂ| Ty
Then R} qn(z) = q.(z) for z € N},. At step 2, for the midpoint z of the edge
e = Z122, Rnqn(z) = (q:,(2) + q-,(2))/2. one can again introduce the scaled
polynomial q. (&) = g.(z + h.&) in practice.

Assume that the solution of each local LS problem at each vertex z is
unique. By definition R}, preserves (r + 1)-degree polynomials, namely, R} q =
q on T for q € P,y1(wr)?, which leads to the super-approximation property
llg — Rqllo.o = O(h"*2). However, it’s not obvious that these local LS prob-
lems are uniquely solvable. The next obvious lemma gives several statements
equivalent to uniqueness.

Lemma 4.1 The following statements are equivalent:

1. There exists a unique q, at z.
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2. A,c =0 implies c = 0.

3. II}q. =0 on w, implies q. = 0.

Hence it suffices to study the unisolvence of II7 on P,41(w,)?. II} is moment-
based interpolation while nodal interpolation is often easier to analyze. The

next lemma reduces Statement 3 in Lemma 4.1 to the case of Lagrange inter-
polation.

Lemma 4.2 Assume II]q. = 0 on w,. Then q, = Viw for some w €
Priz(ws). In addition, for e € Ep(w,), w(l) = 0 at any Lobatto quadrature
point 1 on e.

Proof II}q. =0 and (2.4) imply
divg, = div(q. — I} q.) = divq, — P} divq. = 0.

Hence q. = V+w for some w € P, yo(w.). Given e = ab € &,(w.),

w(b)—w(a):/atew:/qz-ne:/H,Zqz-nezo.

Hence w(z) = ¢ for all vertices z in w,. By subtracting ¢ from w, we can
assume that w vanishes at all vertices. For v € P, (e),

/w@tevz—/vatew:—/qz-nevz—/ﬂflqz-nev:(),
e e e e

and thus

/wf; =0 forall v € Pr_i(e). (4.1)
Note that on e = ab, the Lobatto quadrature [ f = Zgif w;f(l;) is exact
for f € Poryi(e), where l; = a + (b — a)l}-, {l}};if are zeros of the polyno-
mial j—; (8”11 — s)") and {y; };Zf are corresponding weights. Let ¥ be the
polynomial which is uj_l at I; and 0 at rest of the (r — 1) interior quadrature
points {l; 2221#] in (4.1). Then w(l;) = [ wo = 0. The proof is complete. O

The next theorem gives practical criteria of checking the well-posedness of
R and R}.

Theorem 4.1 Let z be a vertex in Ty. If #T (w,) > 5 and the sum of each
pair of adjacent angles in w, is < T, then there exists a unique q, at z for RY.
If #T (w.) > 4, then there exists a unique q. at z for R} .

Proof Assume I17q. = 0 on w,. By Lemma 4.2, q. = V+tw for some w €
Pria(w,). If r = 0, then w € Pa(w,) vanishes at all vertices in w, and thus
w = 0 by Theorem 2.3 in [22]. Hence g, = 0.

If r =1, w € P3(w,) vanishes at all vertices and midpoints of edges in w,.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that z = (0,0) and the reference
triangle 7" spanned by (0,0), (0,1), (1,0) is in Tp, (w:).
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(. 0)

(1,0)

(@.f)
Fig. 2 A local patch containing the reference triangle.

If w is reducible, then the zero set w~'(0) is the union of three straight
lines(counting multiplicity) or the union of a straight line and a conic. Clearly
three lines cannot pass all vertices and midpoints in w, provided #7(w,) > 4.
If w™1(0) contains a conic branch C, then C must contain at least two vertices
a,b in w, because #7T,(w,) > 4. However, C' cannot pass through (a + b)/2
by elementary geometry.

Hence reducible w cannot vanish at all nodes in w, and we can assume

3 2 2 3 2 2
W = C1T] + C2x]x2 + C3X1X5 + C4X5 + C5X5 + CeX1T2 + C7T5 + €8T + CoZa

is irreducible. Furthermore, we can assume one of the coefficients of highest
order terms is 1, say ¢; = 1(similar argument for cq,c3 or ¢4 = 1). Let (a, 8)
be the vertex outside 7" next to (0,1), see Fig. 2. Solving the linear system of
equations

w(1,0) = w(0,1) = w(1/2,0) = w(0,1/2) = w(1/2,1/2)
a f+1 a f
M%WW<5—?>W<?5)Q

3—-3a . ~ 3ala—1)
1+87 77 BA+RB)”

Note that 8 # 0, 8 # —1 in (4.2), otherwise the irreducible cubic curve w=1(0)
intersects with a line at five distinct points, which is impossible by Bézout’s
theorem (see [25]). Also o # 1 otherwise it violates the topology of the patch
w.. Hence o/ = —¢y/cy1. Let (o, 3') be the vertex outside 7' next to (1,0).
Similarly we have o//3 = —ca/cy. Then it forces (o, 8) = (o, '), which
contradicts #7,(w,) > 4. Hence w =0 and g, = 0.

Therefore by Lemma 4.1, there exists a unique g, for r =0, 1. O

we have

C1 =

(4.2)

We say a vertex z is good if the condition in Theorem 4.1 holds at z, otherwise
it is a bad vertex. In practice, T, typically has a few bad vertices, e.g., boundary
vertices. There are several ways of dealing with a bad vertex z. If z is directly
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connected to a good vertex z’, one can define w, := w,, and thus A, is of full
column rank. A more convenient way is to empirically add some extra elements
to the patch w, in practice, e.g., enlarge w, by one layer. Alternatively, one
can solve a rank-deficient local least squares problem, which might reduce the
rate of superconvergence of Rj .

In the rest of this paper, we assume that

At each vertex z, there exists a unique g,.

Using the uniqueness of the LS solution, we obtain the boundedness of R} .

Theorem 4.2 For g, € Q) and T € Ty,

”qu”O,TzS Hq|01WT’ r=0,1.

Proof For z € N}, Let omin and opmax be the minimum and maximum sin-
gular values of A, respectively. The goal is to show that o, is uniformly
bounded away from 0. MAC implies #7,(w.) < Npax = 27/6. Hence it suf-
fices to consider the case #7j(w,) = N for some fixed N < Ny ax. In this case,
#Er(w,) = 2N. Let N7 = 2N, Ny = 6 provided » = 0 and N; = 6N, Ny = 12
provided r = 1. Let Mn,xn, and Sn,xn, be the set of N; x N matri-
ces and Ny x N, rank-deficient matrices, respectively. It is well known that
Omin = dist(Az, SNy xN, ), the distance (measured by matrix 2-norm) from A,
to rank-deficient matrices. dist(-, Sy, xn,) is continuous on My, xn,. Recall
that AZ is the scaled LS coefficient matrix determined by w,. Consider all
possible w, and define

A, = {AZ € My, xN, : #Th(w.) = N,w, satisfies MAC}.

Clearly A, is a compact set in My, «n, and any A, € A, is of full rank
by the uniqueness assumption. Hence opni, = dist(AZ,SleNz) > C; > 0,
where C depends only on the minimum angle ©. The maximum singular
value opax < Co, where Cy only depends on 2. For g5, € 95,

6] < I(ATAL) |2 ATd:| < 0,7 Tmaxld: |

5, . min (4.3)
< 1 Callanllocow. < hzllgnllow.
where | - | is the Euclidean norm. Finally by (4.3), we have
IRhanllor S BlIRLGwllo.cor S hleE:| S llgnllowrs
which completes the proof. O

The super-approximation property of Ry follows from the uniqueness and
boundedness results.

Theorem 4.3 For q € H 72(02),

0.0 Sh 2 qlrye.0, =01

lq — Ryq
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Proof Let T =Zz1z223 € T, and Ty C 2 be a smallest local triangle containing
wr. Let @41 € Pry1(T1)? be the degree-(r + 1) local Lagrange interpolant of
q using based on T7. By the uniqueness assumption, %} g,41 = @41 on 7. It
then follows from R} II] = R} that

| W15 (gre1 — @)lo,r- (4.4)

Using the boundedness from Theorem 4.2, the stability in (2.3), and (1.6),
| BRI, (4r+1 — q) S Hx(gr1 — q)
< T (gr1 — q) S hllgrr —

Combining (4.4), (4.5) and the shape regularity 75, completes the proof. O

(4.5)
< gl -

In the end, we present the superconvergent recovery estimate.
Theorem 4.4 Assume that Ty, satisfies the («, B)-condition. Then

in(l o 8
S hT+1+mm(é’a’ 2)(|p|r-‘r1,oo,!? + HpHr-i-Q,Q)’ r=0,1

lp—

Proof The theorem follows from

lp — Ryppllo,e < [lp — Ripllo.e + | RL (5P — P)llo,o;
Theorems 4.2 and 4.3, Theorem 3.2(r = 1) or Theorem 4.5(r = 0) in [19]. O

5 Proof of Lemma 2.1

The following elementary triangular identities hold:

cosOp = (Gr_y + Gy — 00)/(20—1lpy1), siny = lp/d, dy = lp_10341/d,

Np—1 = —sinOp 1ty — cosOpp1ny, Mgy = sinbi_1t, — cosOp_1ny,
2 2 .2

O, _, = cos 9k+18 —2cosO41 s1n9k+18tknk + sin 9k+18nk,

2 _ 2 .2 2

8tk+1 cos? 0, 10, +2cos Ok sin b 18tknk +sin” 010, -

(5.1)
For each edge e, we define several associated geometric quantities {aé- LE1<i,,1<2

1

04%1,1@ 24d€2£k 1£k+1(3£k (gk 1 £i+1)2)7

04%2,1@ = Oéuc 12d2£ f 1£k+1(€i—1 —£i+1)a 04%2,1@ 6d3€ +1£k 15

O‘%l,k 4863(€k 1 €k+1)(9€4 (Ek 1 €k+1) )a

2 _ .2 _ 1 2 _ 1
Ay = Moy | = —Qq1 gy Qg = Qg -
To prove Lemma 2.1, we introduce cubic bubble functions

o = Mg, Uk = M1 Mep1 (Am1 — Ag1), 1<k <3.
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By counting the dimension, it is clear that {t;}7_, can span polynomials in
Ps(T') that vanish at {z;}3_, and midpoints of {e;}3_,. In fact, {¢}3_, has
been used to derive superconvergence of quadratic Lagrange elements (cf.[15])
and a posteriori error estimators (cf.[5]).

Lemma 5.1 For ps € P2(T)?,
P2 — Hﬁpg = VL’LU
where

w = ajy 4Dy P2¢0+Z Dy(p2)y, V1< B <3
Proof By II}(ps — II}p>) = 0 and using Lemma 4.2, we have
p2 — I} ps = VL(Z ki) (5.2)

For a unit vector d and the directional derivative dq, the definition of R71(T")
implies that O311}ps is proportional to d. Then applying d* - 9% to (5.2) gives

3

dL : a;pg = chagwk. (5.3)

By direct calculation,
Ogtho = 60ar1Oarada)s, (5.4a)
O3br = 604 k—10a k41 (0ark—1 — Oadkr1), 1<k<3 (5.4b)
In particular, 97 o = 0 and 93 ¢; = —126;,/¢;. By (5.4) and (5.3) with

d = t;, we have
4 2 Ek

cp = Enk 03, P2 = D2 Lp2), 1<k<3. (5.5)

It remains to determine ¢g. (5.3) with d = ny, implies that
DY (p2) = cody, Yo + crOy, Vi + cr105, Yr—1 + cry10y, Vi1, (5.6)

By ank)\k = —1/dk, 8nk)\k+1 = COS Gk—l/dk-i-l, ank)\k_l = COS 9k+1/dk—1, (5.4)
with d = ny, (5.5), and (5.6), we obtain

dip—1dpdi11 29
=— D
“0 6 cosOr—1 cos 41 ! k(pQ)
1% cos cos Oy,
+ gl (50 28 ) Dt
T di—1 dit1 5.7)
Gy dey (10 cosfry DI (p) '
12 cosOry1 \ di di+1 2k—11P2

Ki“ diiq 1 cosbpyq
el TRL (g PR ) pl
12 cos 9k—1 <Cl1C * dk—l ) 2 k+1(p2)

Then using (5.1) and (5.7), we obtain ¢y = « lkD w(D2),1 <k <3. O
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Now we can prove Lemma 2.1. In the proof, we shall use the integral
formula

/)\Tl)\g”)\g” _ : 2|T|mq!malms! ) /le)\72712 _ : le|mq!ma!
T e

m1+m2+m3+2!’ m1+m2+1)!’
(5.8)

where A1, Ao are barycentric coordinates w.r.t. the edge e.

Proof Using (2.1) and Lemma 5.1, we have

/(pQ—thz Ly = Z/ lewg-tk—/wAwg =I+1I. (5.9)
T

Recall that ¢, = A\g—1Ar+1 and let I, be the linear interpolation. Then using
the hierarchical representation

wy — Ihwy = Zf qﬁk@fkwg, (5.10)
and A = 2V A\k—1 - VA1 = —2c0s0;/(dk—1dk+1), we obtain
38
Awsy = e Zﬁiék,lﬁkﬂ cos 0,07 ws. (5.11)
k=1

It then follows from Lemma 5.1, (5.11), and [, ¢ = |T|/60, [ ¢ = 0,1 <
k < 3, that

3
|T| 1 2 2
II = ,%ckoQ = 7240|T| Z colipli—10k+1 cos 0x0f, wa
(5.12)
= ~120 Z/ ]l kD (pg)fk cot Hkatk’wg
By the elementary identity ¢, = cc;f:;g:lnkﬂ — cc;ffgk ny_1, Lemma 5.1, and

Yy = =L, (¢7)/2, we have
3
1 311 N cos 1 cos O 41
725/6 EkDQ’k(pQ)wkv w2 sin 0y, =1 sin 0y, Mt

- 4 cosOi—1 .o coS8 k41 .9
Z 24/ ¢ DQ k p2 <matktk1w2 - matktIvFIwQ) :
(5.13)
Then using the quadrature rule (5.8),

5 cosOi—1 .o cosOp4+1 .9
=5 Zf D3 (p2) <m5tkt“w2 ~ ong, Dt )
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In addition, (5.10) gives

0, e )
2 _ 2 k1 o2 k=1 A2
atktk—1w2 - _2&6716%“}2 + 21l atk+1w2 - 2 1 W25
0, 7 G
2 2 +1 a2 k=1 a2
atktk+1w2 - _2€k+1 atkw2 B 20y, atk“wQ + 201y 41 to—a 2
Therefore,
3
1 0o coslpi1  cosb_1
= — k Dll +1
1440 ; / {sin@k 21(P2) =770 lr 1
Gy Uk (5.14)
mp2qk*1(p2) COS ek + £k+1 COSs ek_;’_l
%H 11 C 2
_ mDMH(pQ) 7 cos Ok—1 + cosOy | ¢ O, w2
Combining (5.9), (5.12), (5.14) and using (5.1), we obtain Lemma 2.1. O

6 Numerical experiments

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Fig. 3 Delaunay initial grid on a square.

We test our recovery operators R} with r = 1,2, 3 by the Poisson equation
—Au = fin 12,

where (2 and u will be given in the next three experiments. Readers are referred
to [19] for numerical results on recovery superconvergence of the RTj element.
The experiments are implemented using the iFEM package [3] in Matlab 2018b.
In tables, |- || is the L%norm || -||o,, ‘nt’ denotes the number of triangles. The
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Fig. 4 (left)Regular refinement, 5504 elements. (right)Newest vertex bisection, 5504 ele-
ments.

order of convergence is p such that error~ ndof™ %, where ndof is the number
of degrees of freedom. The value of p is computed by least squares.
Problem 1. In the first experiment, let 2 be the unit square [0, 1]? and

u = exp(x1 + x2) sin(2mwx1 ) sin(wxs)

be the exact solution. We test the performance of R}. Due to Theorem 4.1,
we do not enlarge the patch w, when z is an interior vertex. If z is a boundary
vertex, extra neighboring elements are added to w, such that #w, > 8. It
turns out that all local least squares problems are uniquely solvable. We start
with the Delaunay triangulation in Fig. 3, and computed a sequence of meshes
by regular refinement, i.e., dividing an element into four similar subelements
by connecting the midpoints of each edge, see Table 1. We also computed a
sequence of meshes by newest vertex bisection (cf. [20,8]), see Fig. 4 and Table
2.

For regular refinement, the sequence of grids satisfies («, §)-condition with
(o, B) = (00, 1). For RT; elements, Theorem 3.2 predicts that ||II\p — p} || =
O(h?%), which is confirmed by Table 1. In view of the high order recovery
superconvergence |p — R}p:| = O(h*1), our supercloseness estimate ||p —
R}p;|| = O(h*?) in Theorem 4.4 may be suboptimal.

The sequence of grids created by newest vertex bisection is far from uni-
formly parallel, i.e., almost no pair of adjacent triangles forms an O(h!*%)
approximate parallelogram with some positive a. Hence there is no super-
closeness in Table 2. Surprisingly, we still observe apparent superconvergence
for [|[p — Rj,py |-

Problem 2: Although our supercloseness estimates only work for RTj and
RT) elements, we perform numerical experiments on the recovery operators
R? and R} for RT, and RT3 elements. We use the same (2, u, and initial mesh
with regular refinement in Problem 1. Local patches w, is chosen in the same
way as in Problem 1. The numerical results are presented in Tables 3 and 4.
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As mentioned in Problem 1, the sequence of grids satisfies («, §)-condition
with (a, 8) = (00, 1). Unlike RTj and RT} elements, there is no supercloseness
phenomenon for RT» and RT3 even on regularly refined meshes. However, it
can be observed that the rate of recovery superconvergence is at least ||p —

vpr || = O(h"+2) with r = 2, 3. Therefore, the supercloseness estimate is not
a necessary ingredient of superconvergence analysis. We conjecture that the
superconvergence is due to a large number of locally symmetric patches, see
[24] for the theory of Lagrange elements.

Problem 3. Postprocessing superconvergence is often used to develop
recovery-type a posteriori error estimator and adaptive FEMs. In the end,
we test the adaptivity performance of R} on the domain 2 = [—1,1]?\ 2,
where () is a right triangle whose smallest angle is w = 7/24, see Fig. 5(left).
Let

2
x ™ r
0) = rz=—w si p) — —
u(r,0) =r Sm<27r—w ) T
where (1, 6) is the polar coordinate. The corresponding source f = —Au = 1.
We use the classical adaptive feedback loop (cf. [10,21])

SOLVE — ESTIMATE — MARK — REFINE.

It will return a sequence of meshes {7}, }¢>0 and numerical solutions {pp, }¢>o.
The algorithm starts from the initial grid 7, in Fig. 5(left). In the procedure
ESTIMATE, ne.r = ||R},,p},, — Py, llo.7 serves as a posteriori error estimator on
each triangle T € 7T,. The procedure MARK selects a collection of triangles

M, C Tp, such that
S onir =03 Y nip
TeM, TE€Ts,

Then the elements in M, and necessary neighboring elements are refined by
local mesh refinement strategy to yield a conforming subtriangulation 7y, ,
of Tp,. In particular, we use regular refinement with bisection closure in the
procedure REFINE, see Fig. 5(right) for an adaptively refined triangulation.
The numerical results are presented in Fig. 6.

It can be observed that the adaptive algorithm yields optimal rate of con-
vergence and apparent recovery superconvergence. A distinct feature of the a

1
posteriori error estimator ny, := ||R}, 0}, — Ph,llo.e = (Xrer, Mir)? is the
e
well-known asymptotic exactness:

. The _
im ——— =
oo [|p - py, |

0,02

which can be numerically confirmed using the rates of superconvergence in
Fig. 6 with a triangle inequality, see, e.g., [4,27] for details.
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Table 1 RT; with regular refinement

nt | lp—ppll [ 1 —pill | lIp— Rpppll

86 | 3.176e-1 2.207e-2 5.186e-1
344 | 8.000e-2 7.852¢-3 5.5600-2
1376 | 2.006e-2 1.397¢-3 5.344e-3
5504 | 5.022e-3 2.461e-4 4.929¢-4
22106 | 1.256e-3 4.336¢-5 4.616e-5
order 1.998 2.501 3.414

Table 2 RT} with bisection refinement

nt | [lp—pull [ e —ppll | llp— Ripyl

86 | 3.176e-1 | 4.297e-2 5.186e-1

344 | 1.325e-1 1.092e-1 7.453¢-2
1376 | 3.401e-2 |  2.682e-2 1.005e-2
5504 | 8.60de-3 |  6.607e-3 1.610¢-3
22016 | 2.164e-3 | 1.637¢-3 3.336¢-4
order | 1.979 2.020 2.605

Table 3 RT» with regular refinement

nt [ [p—pill | ;e —p;ll | llp — Rypl

86 | 2.378¢-2 5.201c-3 1.505¢-1

344 | 3.022e-3 5.488e-4 1.0056-2
1376 | 3.792e-4 6.501e-5 5.247c-4
5504 | 4.745e-5 8.002e-6 2.551e-5
22106 | 5.933¢-6 9.953¢-7 1.351e-6
order 2.993 3.080 4.215

Table 4 RT3 with regular refinement

nt | lp—pill | 11Ep—p3ll | lIp — Rip7ll
86 | 3.733¢-3 | 3.394c-3 1.022e-2
344 | 2.359e-4 | 2.140c-4 1.180e-3
1376 | 1.478¢-5 1.338¢-5 2.668¢-5
5504 | 9.242e-7 |  8.35de-7 6.377e-7
22106 | 5.777e-8 | 5.217¢-8 2.116e-8
order | 3.995 3.998 5.257
1 1
0.5 0.5
0 S 0 =
-0.5 -0.5
1 1
1 0.5 0 0.5 1 -1 0.5 0 0.5 1

Fig. 5 (left)Initial grid for the adaptive algorithm. (right)Adaptive grid, 2026 elements.
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Fig. 6 Error curves for RT1.

7 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we develop supercloseness estimate for the second lowest order
RT element and a family of postprocessing operators Rj, for higher order RT
elements applied to second order elliptic equations. Since both the analysis of
supercloseness and postprocessing operators are local, our superconvergence
results can be adapted to Neumann and mixed boundary conditions. In prac-
tice, R}, can be extended to 3-dimensional RT elements in a straightforward
way although the theoretical analysis in this paper may need significant modi-
fications, e.g., the supercloseness estimate and well-posedness of the local least
squares problem would be more complicated. Readers are also referred to [13]
for numerical experiments on a different postprocessing operator for the lowest
order RT elements in R3.
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