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Abstract

We present a low order virtual element discretization for time dependent Maxwell’s equations, which allow for the use
of general polyhedral meshes. Both the semi- and fully-discrete schemes are considered. We derive optimal a priori
estimates and validate them on a set of numerical experiments. As pivot results, we discuss some novel inequalities
for de Rahm sequences of nodal, edge, and face virtual element spaces.
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1. Introduction

The Virtual Element Method (VEM) was introduced in [8] as a generalization of the Finite Element
Method (FEM) that allows for the use of general polygonal and polyhedral meshes. Since its introduction,
the VEM has shared a wide success in the numerical analysis and engineering communities. After the
introduction of H' conforming spaces in [2, 8, 14], also H(div) and H(curl) conforming spaces in both
two and three space dimensions were proposed. Mixed finite elements for the diffusion problem in mixed
form in 2D were introduced in [13,19], while in [9-12] various families of discrete exact VEM complexes
of H* — H(div) — H(curl) — L? type were introduced in 2D and 3D. In the above contributions, all such
families of spaces are applied to the Kikuchi formulation of the magnetostatic equations, used as a simple
model problem to showcase the proposed discrete construction. A recent application for permanent magnet
simulations can be found in [23].

On the other hand, finite elements have been widely used for numerical modelling of Maxwell’s equations,
a very short representative list being [6, 16, 21, 29, 34, 36, 37, 39, 45]. Important applications involve, for
instance, the analysis and design of microwave devices [22], cavity resonators [32,40,43], coaxial cables and
waveguides [44], antennas and high-power amplifiers [28,30,41,42], electromagnetic scattering [31, 35].

Due to the complex geometries that are often faced in many applicative areas of electromagnetism, the
additional flexibility of general polytopal grids is an important asset, not only in generating an efficient
mesh to partition the domain of interest, but also in handling/gluing/adapting existing meshes. Among the
other polytopal technologies, in the realm of electromagnetism it is possible to find (in a nonexhaustive list)
polygonal finite elements [26], mimetic finite differences [33], hybrid high-order methods [20], and discrete
exact sequences [25].



The aim of the present paper is to use the discrete spaces introduced in [11] to develop a virtual element
discretization of the full time-dependent Maxwell’s equations. In order to ease the reader’s understanding,
we restrict the presentation and analysis to the lowest order case; the generalization of the scheme and the
analysis to the general order case, see, e.g., [10], would follow the same steps.

Structure of the paper. After introducing several Sobolev spaces at the end of this introduction, we present
the model problem in Section 2. The virtual element schemes for the semi- and fully discrete Maxwell’s
equations are detailed in Section 3; here, we also address the approximation properties in virtual element
and polynomial spaces, as well as the design of suitable stabilization terms. We develop convergence estimates
for the semi-discrete and the fully discrete cases in the spirit of [45], the latter restricted to the backward
FEuler case, in Sections 4 and 5. The error estimates show the optimal behaviour of the proposed method. In
order to investigate the practical performance of the scheme, we develop a set of academic numerical tests
in Section 6. Eventually, we state some conclusions in Section 7.

Notation and functional spaces. We employ the standard definitions and notation for Hilbert and Sobolev
spaces [1]. Given s € R and a Lipschitz domain D, we denote the Hilbert space of order s by H*(D). We
endow H?®(D) with the standard inner product, norm, and seminorms, which we indicate as (-,-)s.p, | - |s,p,
and || - ||s,p. The special case s = 0 consists of the Lebesgue space L?(D) of real-valued, square integrable
functions defined on D. We define Sobolev spaces of noninteger order by interpolation and Sobolev spaces
of negative order by duality. We analogously consider Sobolev spaces H*(9D) on the boundary 9D of D.

We recall the definition of some differential operators that we shall use in the paper. Let 0,, dy, and 0,
denote the partial derivative along z, y, and z. Given a two-dimensional vector-valued field v = (vy,vs) :
F C R? — R? and a scalar field v : F C R?> = R, we consider

divp v 1= 0zv1 + Oyva, rotp v := 0yv1 — Oz02, curlpv := (8yv, —&Cv)T.
In turn, given a three-dimensional vector-valued field v = (vi,v2,v3) : K C R® — R3, we consider
div v := 9yv1 + Oyva + 0,3, curlv := (ayvg — 0,02, 0,01 — Oyv3, Op3 — Byvl)T.

For Lipschitz domains D C R3, we introduce the Sobolev curl and div spaces of order s > 0

H*(curl, D) := {v € [H*(D)}? | curlv € [H*(D)}*},

H*(div,D) := {v € [H*(D)]* | divv € H*(D)} .
If s =0, we write H(curl, D) and H(div, D). We denote the unit vector that is orthogonal to the bound-
ary 0D and pointing out of D by np. Furthermore, we recall the existence of the two trace operators treyy :
H(curl, D) — [H~2(8D)]? and trqy : H(div, D) — H~2(dD) such that treus1(v) = v X np and tray (v) =
¢ -np for all v € H(curl, D) and ¢ € H(div, D), respectively; see, e.g., [36, Section 3.5]. According to
the standard notation, L>(D) is the Sobolev space of functions that are bounded almost everywhere and
W12°(D) the Sobolev space of functions in L> (D) whose first weak derivatives are also in L° (D). We shall
also consider curl- and div-spaces with zero boundary conditions such as
Hy(curl, D) := {v € H(curl, D) | treur1(v) = 0 on 8D},

Hy(div, D) := {v € H(div, D) | trqiv(v) =0 on 0D} .

Let X denote a scalar or vector Sobolev space of any order over the domain D C R?; (a, b) an open, connected

subset of R, and p a real number in the interval [1, 00]. The Bochner space [27] L?((a,b), X) is the vector
space of functions v with finite norm

1
b P
v(t)|5 dt ifpell,oo
- </ vl ) pell, o)

essSup(, ) [V(-)[x  otherwise.

Finally, for any two positive quantities a and b, we write a < b and a 2 b if there exists a positive constant ¢
such that a < ¢b and a > ¢b, respectively. We also write a =~ b if a < b and b < a. We require the constant ¢
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to be independent of the discretization parameters. In the following proofs, the explanation of the identities
and upper and lower bounds will appear either in the preceeding text or as an equation reference above
the equality symbol “=” or the inequality symbols “<”  “>” etc, whichever we believe it is easier for the
reader.

2. The continuous problem

We consider the strong form of Maxwell’s equations on a polyhedral domain Q@ C R? with Lipschitz
boundary 9: Given the initial data E° and B, find the electric field E and the magnetic induction field B
such that

¢E; + oE —curl(p"'B) =J in Q, Vt € [0,T1,

B; +curlE=0 in Q, Vt € [0,T], W
1

E(0)=E°, B(0)=B° in Q,

EXHQ:(L B-no=0 on@Q,

where the subscript ¢ denotes the first derivative in time (so throughout the paper we use ¢; instead of 9q/0t
for a given time-dependent quantity ¢(t)). Above, J, €, o, and u denote the electric current density that is
externally applied to the system, the electric permittivity, the electric conductivity, and the magnetic per-
meability. We consider homogeneous boundary conditions to ease the exposition, since the nonhomogeneous
boundary case presents further complications. We assume that the initial magnetic induction is a solenoidal
field, i.e.,

div B = 0. (2)
Taking the divergence of the second equation in (1), we readily deduce that
divB(t) =0 vt € [0,T]. (3)

The weak formulation of Maxwell’s equations reads as follows:
Find (E,B) € Hy(curl,Q) x Hy(div, ) such that
(eE; + 0B, w)o0 — (17 'B,curlw)y o = (J,w)oo Vw € Hy(curl, ), (4)
(0 "B, )0+ (utp,curlE)g g =0 Vip € Hy(div, ).

In the sequel, we shall assume that there exist strictly positive constants o*, ey, €, s, u* such that, for all
x € (), the material parameters satisfy

0<o(x)<o*, e, <e<e*, p <plz)upr. (5)

On the regularity of the solutions to (4). Under suitable assumptions on the regularity of the data, prob-
lem (4) admits a unique solution; see, e.g., [45, Theorem 2.1] and the references therein. We here recall
sufficient conditions from [45] leading to extra smoothness in space for the solutions to Maxwell’s equations
that will be needed in the following derivations. To the aim, given (u,v) € H = [L?(Q)]® x [L*(Q)]?, we
first introduce an operator A with domain

D(A) = " € H such that u € Hy(curl,Q) and curl(p~'v) € [L2(Q)]® } ,
v

where the operator A is given by

u —teurl(p™'v) + e tou u

A = v € D(A).

v curlu v



Introduce
Xn(Q,¢) :={u € Hy(curl,Q) | eu € H(div,Q)}, X(Q,p) :={u€ H(curl,Q) | pu € Hy(div,Q)}.

Let E and B be the solutions to (4). Assume that p or € is a constant function, o, i, and € are continuous,
and o /s € WHP(Q) with p > 3. Further assume

J e c3([0,T), [LA(Q))?), divJ € C2([0,T7], [L*(Q)]%),
(J(O)7O)T7 A(J(O)7 O)T + (Jt(0>7O)T € XN(Q>E) X MXT(Q>M)'

Then, as in [45, Theorem 2.3], we have that E(¢), B(t), E:(t), curl E(¢), and curl E; belong to H*(Q2), for
some s > 1/2, for all t € [0, T7.

3. The virtual element method

In this section, we construct the virtual element method for the variational formulation of Maxwell’s
equations (4) and discuss its main properties. We formulate the VEM on sequences of polyhedral meshes,
whose properties are discussed in Section 3.1. In Sections 3.2-3.4, we briefly review the definitions of the
lowest-order nodal, edge and face virtual element spaces and the design of computable discrete bilinear
forms. In Section 3.5, we recall from [11] that these spaces form an exact de Rham sequence and review
some related property. The design of the virtual element spaces follows the guidelines of [11]; see also [9,10,12].
In Sections 3.7 and 3.8, we present the semi-discrete and fully-discrete method.

3.1. Polyhedral meshes and mesh assumptions

Let {Q, }r be a sequence of mesh partitionings of the computational domain 2 labeled by the subscript h,
which stands for the mesh size parameter. Every mesh 2}, is a collection of open, bounded, simply connected
polyhedral elements K such that Q = J Keq, K. The mesh elements are nonoverlapping in the sense that
the intersection of any possible pair of them can only be either the empty set, a set of common vertices,
or a shared portion of their boundaries (which is a union of edges). The mesh size parameter is defined as
h = maxgeq, hri, where hx = supy ,cx [x —x'| is the diameter of K. Other characteristic lengths are the
face diameters hp = supy y ¢ [X—x'|, which are defined for any mesh face F', and the edge lengths hc, which
are defined for any mesh edge e. For all h, we denote the set of faces and edges by F;, and &,. Moreover,
we denote the set of faces of an element K € €, by FX and the set of edges of a face F € Fj, by £F.
Consistently with our previous notation, ng is the unit vector pointing out of element K, and bx and bg
are the centroids of K and F.

Let v > 0. A face F is said to be ~y-shape regular if there exists a a two-dimensional ball B with diameter
hp in the interior of F such that hg > vhp. Similarly, an element K is said to be ~y-shape regular if there
exists a three-dimensional ball B with diameter hg in the interior of K such that hg > vhg.

In the rest of the manuscript we assume that all the meshes 2, of a given sequence {2} satisfy these
conditions uniformly: there exists a real constant factor v € (0,1) independent of h such that
— all the elements K € Q and faces I’ € Fj, are y-shape regular;
— qhg < hp for every F € FK of every element K € Q,, and, analogously, vhr < h. for every edge e € EF
of every face F' € Fy,.

We assume that the (scalar and real valued) problem coefficients €, o, and p in (1) and (4) are piecewise
continuous over 25,. As a consequence, we can approximate them by the three piecewise constant functions g,
o, and 1 given by, in every mesh element K € Qp,

&/Z\K = E(bK), 8}( = O'(bK), ﬁK = ,u(bK) (6)
To perform the analysis of the method, we also need the additional regularity condition that, for every

element K € Qp,
u_l‘m Ok, €K € Wt (K). (7)
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On every mesh 2, we consider the broken Sobolev space of order s > 0
H* (@) 1= {v € [LA(Q) | vix € [H* (K VK €},

endowed with the seminorm

For all elements K, we define the local L%-orthogonal projector Iy : [L?(K)]> — [Po(K)]® onto constant
vectors as

(IE. c)ox = (B.c)ox  VE € [LA(K)J?, Ve € [Po(K)J". (8)
Given a function E € [H*(K)]3, 0 < s < 1, we have the standard approximation property
|E —TLE[ox < hklEls k-

3.2. Nodal virtual element spaces

Consider a mesh face F' € F;, and set
Xp =X—bp vx € F. (9)
The nodal virtual element space on face F' is

Vypode () i { € C'(F) | Aoy € PalF), e € Pa(e) Ve e €, [

V’Uh Xp = 0}
F

We use th’de(F ) in the definition of the nodal virtual element space on element K € €, which is given by
ypode () = {vh € CO(K) | Av, =0, vy € Vi*(F) VF € EF}.

Every virtual element function v, € V*°%€(K) is uniquely characterized by the set of its values at the
vertices of K, which we take as the degrees of freedom . This unisolvence property is proved in [11]. Then,
we introduce the global virtual element space of the functions that are globally defined on the computational
domain © and have zero trace on 0§

ypuode . {Uh € HY(Q) | on i € V% (K) VK € Qh}.
The degrees of freedom of V;"°4° are given by an H'-conforming coupling of the local degrees of freedom,
i.e., collecting all the internal vertex values.

For future reference, we also define the interpolant v; € V;2°% of a function v € C°(Q2) as the unique nodal
virtual element function with the same vertex values as v. Formally, this definition reads as

vr(v) == o(v) for all vertices v in £2,. (10)

Upper bounds for the approximation error v — vy are available in the literature; see, e.g., [15,18,38].
3.3. Edge virtual element spaces

Space definitions. The edge virtual element space on face F' € Fy, is

Ve (F) = {vh € [L2(F))? |divg vi € Po(F), rotp vy, € Po(F),

(11)

Vi, - te € Pyle) Ve € EF, /

Vh'XFO}a
F



where xp is defined as in (9). Next, we define the edge virtual element space on an element K € 2, as
VolE () = {vh € [L*(K)]? | divvy, =0, curlcurlvy, € [Po(K)]?,

(np X Vip) X 0p € Vzdge(F) VE € FE, v, - t. continuous at each edge e, (12)

/KcurIVh - (xx X po) =0Vpg € [Po(Kﬂg}a

where Xxx = x — by for all x € K. We note that (np X v ) X np corresponds to the projection of vp,|p
onto the tangent plane to F. The last integral constraints in (11) and (12) are required to allow for the
computation of the L? projector onto vector constant functions defined in (8); see [11, Section 4.1.2] for
more details.

Every virtual element function v, € V,e;dge(K ) is uniquely characterized by the constant values of vy -t. on
the edges e of K, which we take as the degrees of freedom. The unisolvence of this set of degrees of freedom
for the space Vzdge(K ) is proved, e.g., in [12]. A noteworthy property of the local edge virtual element space
is that the L?-orthogonal projector ITI9 defined in (8) is computable from the degrees of freedom of the edge
virtual element functions; see, e.g., [12]. We define the global edge virtual element space as

Vit = {vy € Holeurl, Q) | vic € VE(K) VK € 9},

This definition includes the homogeneous boundary conditions on 9f2. The global set of degrees of freedom
of Vzdge is obtained via an H (curl)-conforming coupling of the local ones.

Bilinear forms. As customary in the virtual element framework, we introduce local computable bilinear
forms

[+ Jedgec : VB (K) x Vit(K) - R,
mimicking the L? inner product (-, -)o k. In particular, we first introduce the stabilizing bilinear form S(fflge :
ViU (K) x V%8 (K) — R satisfying

SBee Vi, Vi) & [Vl Vi € ker(IT)) N V53¢ (K). (13)

Then, we define the local discrete counterpart of the L? inner product as
[Wh, Vi) gqge i = Mpun, I VA)o,x + Sigee(T— I up, (- TL)vy)  Vuy, vy, € VilE(K). (14)

The local discrete bilinear forms [-, -Jeqge, ik Satisfies the stability condition
Vi Vi aqgore = IVAllGc Yvn € VITE(K) (15)

and the consistency property
[po,V}L]edge’K = (Po,Vi)o.x  Ypo € [Po(K)P, vi € V"5 (K). (16)

Whereas property (16) follows from definition (14), property (15) requires the design of a suitable stabiliza-
tion satisfying (13). If we consider the stabilization

Sﬁge(uh,vh) = h3% Z Z (up, - te,vp - te)oe Yuy,, v, € Vo9& (K), (17)
FeFK ecEF
proposed in [11, formula (4.8)], then the stability bounds (15) are proven in [7, Proposition 5.5].

We introduce the global discrete bilinear forms

Eun, Viledge = Y E|x[Un, Vhleagex  Vun, vi, € Vi, (18)
KeQyp,



and

[Cup, Vi]edge = Z 0|k [Uh, Vh]edge, K Yuy, vi, € Vfldge~ (19)
KeQy,

In these definitions, we scale the local bilinear forms in the right-hand side of (14) by € and &. Moreover, in
the forthcoming analysis, we shall employ the mesh-dependent norm

2
|||vh|Hedge = [Vh7 Vh]edge;

which is induced by the scalar product defined in (18) by setting £ = 1.

Interpolation properties. 'We denote the interpolation in Vzdgc of a given vector-valued field v € H*(curl, Q),
1/2 < s <1 by v;. By definition, vy is the only function in Vzdge such that

/(v—v;)~te:O Ve € &,. (20)
We recall the following interpolation result; see [7, Proposition 4.5; Corollary 4.6].

Proposition 1 Let v € H*(curl,Q), 1/2 < s <1, and vy € Vzdge be its interpolant as defined in (20).
Then, for all K € Qp,, we have that that
v —vrllox < hi|v]s.x + hil| curl v]o x + 25 curl v, g, (1)
|| curl(v — vi)llo.x S hi|curlv|, k.

We shall use inequalities (21) in the forthcoming analysis of Sections 4 and 5.
3.4. Face virtual element spaces

Space definitions. Given an element K € €y, we define the face virtual element space as
Vi) = {1 € LLHR)P | divein € Po(F), curl i € [Po( K
W -np € Po(F)VF € £,
/Klph “(xKx X Po) =0 Vpg € [PO(K)]3}7

where we recall that x is defined as x — b for all x € K. Every virtual element function v, € fo‘ce(K ) is
uniquely characterized by the constant values of 4, - nr on the faces F' of F¥, which we take as the degrees
of freedom. The unisolvence of this set of degrees of freedom for the space VI2(K) is proved in [12]. A
noteworthy property of the local face virtual element space is that the L?-orthogonal projector IT9 defined
in (8) is computable from the degrees of freedom of the face virtual element functions; see, e.g., [12]. We
define the global face virtual element space as

viace . — {¢h € Ho(div, Q) | 9 x € VI*°(K) VK € Qh}.

This definition includes homogeneous boundary conditions on 9€2. The set of degrees of freedom of Vflace is
obtained via an H (div)-conforming coupling of the local ones, i.e., by collecting together the internal degrees
of freedom.

Bilinear forms. As in the edge element case, we introduce local computable bilinear forms

[.’ ] face, K : Vf?CE(K) X VZaCE(K) — Rv



mimicking the L? inner product (-, -)o r on V(K. In particular, we first introduce the stabilizing bilinear
form SE_ : Viace(K) x Viace(K) — R satisfying

face *
StreeWn,on) = [nlf  Vabn € ker(IT)) N V(K. (22)
Then, we define the local discrete counterpart of the L? inner product as

["/’m ¢h] face, K = ( 'l/’fu H ¢h)0 K+ Sface(( H%)’lp}w (I - H?L)d)h) v"/"fu ¢h € VzaCC(K)' (23)

The local discrete bilinear forms [+, -]face, k' satisfies the stability condition
[%h W] oo ic = 19nl3c Vabn € Vi(K) (24)
and the consistency property
[P0 1] ppceic = (Pos¥n)ox YPo € [Po(K)]%, 4y € Vii*°(K). (25)

Whereas (25) follows from definition (23), property (24) requires the design of a suitable stabilization
satisfying (22). We consider the stabilization, cf. [11, (4.17)],

St dn) :=hx > (np-n,np-dnlor Vi, ¢n € V(K. (26)
FeFK

The stability bounds (24) are proven in [7, Proposition 5.2]. Finally, we introduce the global discrete bilinear
form

[ %h, @h) e 7= D Az [$hs Phltace e Vabn, i € VI (27)
KeQy
In the forthcoming analysis, we shall employ the mesh-dependent norm

I8 ace = [ ] e Vb € VS,
which is induced by the scalar product defined in (27) by setting @ = 1.

Interpolation properties. We denote the interpolation in V2 of a given vector-valued field 1 € [H*(Q2)]3,
1/2 < s <1 by 4. By definition, 47 is the only function in V< such that

/F(w—@bz)-nF:O VE € F. (28)

We recall the following interpolation result; see [7, Proposition 3.2; Corollary 3.3].

Proposition 2 Let ¥ € [H*(div,Q)]?, 1/2 < s < 1, and 11 be defined as in (28). Then, for all K € Qy,
we find that

I = vrllox S Pildlsk,  |Idiv(e — i) K| divpls k. (29)
We shall use inequalities (29) in Sections 4 and 5.
3.5. Fzact sequence properties
We set
vodee .— {vh € Vi | curl(vy) = O} : (30)
As observed in [11, equation (4.33)], the following identity is valid:
Ve = y(vpede), (31)
Analogously, we set _
Viree .= {ahy, € VI | divep, =0} . (32)
As observed in [11, equation (4.35)], the following identity is also valid:
Vface — curl(V edge) (33)

In particular, the spaces V;Ode, Vzdge, and Vﬁfce form an exact sequence; see, e.g., [11,12].



Remark 1 As shown in [11], the following commuting diagram properties are valid:

- divBy = II9(divB) for a given vector-valued field B € H*(div,), 1/2 < s < 1, where 19 is the scalar
version of the L? projector in (8) and By is the face interpolation of B defined in (28);
— curlE; = (curlE); for a given vector-valued field E € H%(curl,Q)), 1/2 < s < 1, where on the left-

and right-hand sides we consider the edge and face interpolations of E and curl(E) that are respectively
defined in (20) and (28);

~ Yoy = (Vo)1 for a given scalar field v € H* (), where on the left- and right-hand sides we consider the
nodal and edge interpolations of v and Vv that are respectively defined in (10) and (20).

3.6. Two nowvel operators

We introduce two novel operators on the spaces Vfldge and foce, which also satisfy a commuting diagram
property; see Proposition 6 below. We begin by defining the weighted, global projector qurl : H(curl, Q) —
Vzdge as

[ curl(TI{"E), curl w)gaee = (1! curl E,curlwy)oo  Vwy, € Vzdge

(34)
[H%‘”lE, Vspledge = (E,Vsp)oo VE € H(curl, ), Vs, € V;{wde.

The discrete bilinear form [+, -Jtace appearing in the first equation of (34) is well defined. In fact, thanks to (33),
curl(TI$™!(E)) belongs to Via¢(K). An analogous observation applies for the form [+, Jeqge appearing in the
second equation.

In order to prove the approximation properties of the projector 1'[2““, we need two preliminary technical
results.

Lemma 3 Consider K € Q. Then it exists a real parameter 1/2 < s < 1, depending on the shape regularity
constant of K, such that the following inverse inequality is valid:

nls, i S PR nllox  n € VIC(K). (35)
Proof. Define ¥ as the solution to
AV =0 in K
ng V¥ =ng -1y, ondK

/\I/:O.
K

Standard regularity results for elliptic problems, see, e.g., [24, Corollary 23.5], entail that there exists 1/2 <
s < 1 such that

V]s1,x S Ink - nlls—1 0k (36)
Define z := 9y, — VU and observe that nx -z = 0 on K. We recall from [5, Proposition 3.7] that for
all z € H(curl, K) N H(div, K) with ng - zjgx = 0, there exists 1/2 < s < 1 such that

l2ls, 1 < W llzllo,x + i |l eurlzllox + by || divzlo,x- (37)

Recalling that ng -z = 0 on 0K, divz = divepy, € Po(K), and ¥ has vanishing integral on K, an integration
by parts yields

(2, VU)o g =—(divz, U)o x + (nx -2, ¥)pox =0 .
Therefore

2[5, = (2,2)0,x = (2, ¥n)o.x < |lzllo,x[[¥nllo.x-
Thus, (37) becomes
sk S i Inllo. + by * (| div zllo, i + || curl z]|o,x ). (38)

|z



We take the minimum s such that (36) and (38) are valid. Using the triangle inequality, (36), (38), the fact
that curl(V¥) = 0 and div(V¥) = 0, and the fact that ng - 9y p € Po(F) for all F € £F, we easily obtain
that

[Vnls,x S 12l + [¥]st1,5

< hie*(divapnllo,x + || eurlepnflo,) + lInk - ¥nll— 1 ok + i lon

We are left to show a bound for each term on the right-hand side in terms of h* |4 |0, x. We can prove such
bounds based on employing polynomial inverse inequalities as, e.g., in the proofs of [7, Proposition 4.1, Propo-
sition 4.2]. The main ingredients are the fact that div ey, € Po(K), curlepy, € [Po(K)]?, ng - ¢y p € Po(F)
for all F € £, and inverse inequalities involving bubbles. O

0,K-

The second auxiliary result is a coercivity property on the kernel of edge functions

7, = {vh € VU | [vy, Vupedge = 0 Vo, € V,{lode} .

Lemma 4 The following coercivity property on the kernel Zy, is valid:
lleurl vallgyee Z [IValloe  Vvi € Zn. (39)
Proof. Given vy, € Zy, let p be the solution to the following problem:

find p € H*(Q) such that / p =0 and

Q
(Vp,V&)o,a = (va, V€)oo V&€ HY(Q).
Set v := v, — Vp. We clearly have that
divv =0, curlv = curlvy, ng - vipo = 0. (40)

For a 1/2 < s < 1 depending on the shape of , using [5, Proposition 3.7] gives

IVllso S leurl vljo.o = leurlvao.o. (41)
Denote the nodal interpolant of p by pr; see (10). As in Remark 1, the edge interpolant of Vp in the sense
of (20) is such that (Vp); = Vp;. Therefore, the edge interpolant of v in the sense of (20) satisfies
vi=vy— (Vp); =v, — Vpr.
Next, recalling that v, € Zj,, we observe that

2
Ivhllcage = [Va: Vileage = [V, Vi + Vbiledge = [V, Vileage < [[ValllcagellVrllcage-

We deduce that
(15

IValleage < Villcage < lIVrllo,e- (42)
We estimate from above the right-hand side of (42) elementwise. Let K € €. Using the triangle inequality
and (21), we write:
[vrllo.x S Ivllo.x + hicIv]sx + hxllcurl vl x + hi | curlv]s k
40
2 ¥llo + BVl + B eurl vy o + B eurl vi. .

We know that curlvy, belongs to Va¢(K); see (33). Therefore, we can apply the inverse estimate (35),
possibly taking the minimum among the scalar s in (41) and the minimum over all elements of the parameter s
appearing in Lemma 3, and find that

Ivillo.x S IVllo.x + hi|vlsx + hill curl va o k. (43)
Inserting (43) in (42) and summing over all mesh elements yield

(15) (41) (24)
o0 S [Ivalleage S IVllo.0 + [Vlso + [[curlvilloe < [leurlvifoe < [feurlvy

||vh |||face7

which is the assertion. O
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We are in the position of proving the approximation properties of the projector qu“.
Proposition 5 Let E € H*(curl,), 1/2 < s < 1, and II{"" be the projector defined in (34). Then, the
following inequality is valid:
IE — I Ellcure € h*([Els,o + A% curl Elloq + h| curl Ef; ). (44)

Proof. Let E1 denote the interpolant of E in the edge space Vfldge; cf. (20). Then, for a given E € H(curl, Q),
IT§"E is the solution to the following mixed variational problem:

UZ?I CuI‘l(qurlE), curl wh]facc + [Wha VPh}Cdgc = (,Uzil curl E, curl Wh)O,Q, (45)
[II"'E, Vspledge = (B, Visn)oo Ywy, € Vzdge, Vs, € Vjpode,

Indeed, it can be easily shown that p, = 0 and the coercivity of the bilinear form [curl-, curl ], on the
kernel Zj, is shown in Lemma 4. On the other hand, the discrete inf-sup condition for the bilinear form
[, V-]edge : Vzdge X Vﬁmde — R is a trivial consequence of the fact that the virtual element spaces under
consideration form an exact sequence. Therefore, we can use the standard analysis for mixed problems; see,
e.g., [17). Notably, there exist wy, and s;, in VI8 x Vpode with

[Whllcurr,o + [Isnll1,0 <1, (46)
such that
TS E — Br[|eurto = ITIE — Exleurto + [pnll1.0

S [ﬁ_l Curl(qurlE - EI)a curl Wh]face + [Whv Vph]edge + [H(}fburlE —Ep, vSh]edge

P20 A curl(TISE — Ey), curl whface + [TE™E — Er, Vs Jedge

(34) (! curl E, curl Wh)o.0 — [t curl Ef, curl wy]gace + (E, Vsp)o,0 — [Er, Vspledge =: [I] + [II}.

Since the bounds for the two terms on the right-hand side follow using standard VE calculations, we address
them briefly. Recall the definition of the projector ITY in (8). As for the term [I ]7 we get

1] 2 Z ((,ul (curl E — IIY (curl E)), curl wy, )o x — [~ ! (curl Ey — IT) (curl E)), curl Wy gace x
KeQp

+((p" — pHI) (curl B), C“rlwh)o”f)

(24),(46)
s ( 5™ (fewrt T eurt )+ curt(B By
KeQy,

1
2

+ |t = Y Lo () | TID (curl E)||c2),K>>

GICI o
< h |cur1E\s7Q—|—hII{n€%Xh [ oo (1)l curl EfJo .
We proceed similarly for the term [I I }:
16
[11] @ Z (E—TI)E,Vsp)o.o — [Er — II)E, Vsp]edge)
KeQp,

(24),(46) 2 (21)
S > (IE-TRE|F « + |E - Ex|ff «) < B (|Elso+h' "% curl E|lg.o + h|curl E|, o) .
KeQy

11



The assertion follows easily collecting the bounds on the terms [I ], [I 1 } and by the triangle inequality. O

Next, define the weighted, global projector Py, : [L2(€2)]* — Viace a5
[ﬁ_lPthqnbh]face = (M_1B7¢h)0,9 VB € [LQ(Q)]?)a P € \N/-;‘lace. (47)

As, e.g., in [45], a crucial point in the analysis of the semi-discrete scheme in Section 4 below is the following
commuting diagram result.

Proposition 6 Let IT{“"! and P}, be the two projectors introduced in (34) and (47), respectively. Then, the
following identity is valid:

curl(TI{"'E) = P}, (curl E) VE € H(curl, Q). (48)
Proof. Recall that curl(II{*'E) belongs to \72‘“0; see (48). Using (33), (34), and (47), we get

[ﬁ_l curl(H‘}:LurlE)a wh]face = (/J_l CllI'lE, ¢h)O,Q = [ﬁ_lph(curl E)7 Q/Jh]face Vﬁd’h S vgace~
The assertion follows using the stability property (24). O

In the light of commuting diagram (48), the projector P, satisfies the following property.

Lemma 7 Let P, be defined in (47). Then, for all divergence free ¢ € H*(Q2), 1/2 < s < 1, the following
bound is valid:

1% = Prdpllo.a S hllvllo.o + A7l o (49)

Proof. Let IT) be the projector defined in (8) and %; the interpolant in Vzdge of 1; see (28). Then, we can
write

1Y —Prvlld o S v — ¥rlldo + 1vr — Prold o

Since divy = 0, we have that ¥, € \72‘“’3 and thus also (¢ — Ppy) € Vfﬁce; see definition (47). We focus
on the second term on the right-hand side:

) (24) Rt 2
[Yr—Prtllgo < Z )H/‘ *(Yr — Pryp) face, K
KeQy 7
= > A Wr Y — Prtpliace.c — (19,91 — Putp)o,ic}
KeQy,
(2:5) Z {[ﬁil(’lpl - H?fd’)a ";bl - Phquacc,K - (1“’71(1/) - H%d])’ ’l,b[ o Ph¢)O’K

KeQy,
+ (" = p HII, 4 — Prap)o i }

1

(24) 3
S ( Z {llv — H?ﬂﬂ”%,l{ + |l — 1/’1”3,1{ +a"t - N_1|2Loo(K)||¢||g,K}> lvr — Pralloq-

KeQy,

Using (29) and collecting the two above bounds, we get the assertion. O
3.7. The semi-discrete scheme

We denote the virtual element interpolant of the density current vector J in Vzdge by J;. In other words,
J; is the unique function in Vzdge satisfying (20). Similarly, we define the interpolants E ; and By ; of the
initial vector field E® and B in V% and V!2°¢; ¢f. (20) and (28). The semi-discrete scheme reads

find (Ej, By) € VS x VI such that
[gEh,t + 6'\Eh, Wh]edge - [ﬁ_lBhv curl Wh]face = [Jla Wh]edge vwh € V(;Ldge (50)

[//J—lBh,tv ’lph]face + [/-/l_l'l/)ha curl Eh}face =0 v"/"h S Vzaccv

12



where we recall that the subscript ¢ stands for a derivative in time.
3.8. The fully-discrete scheme

We consider the fully-discrete approximation of (4) that is obtained by applying the backward Euler time-
stepping scheme to the semi-discrete problem in (50). Higher order schemes in time can be built analogously.
As customary, we start by splitting the time integration interval [0,7T] in N equally spaced subintervals
[t~ ¢"] with size 7 = " —¢"~! for all n = 1,..., N. Moreover, let EY = E{ € Vzdgc and B) = B{ € Viace
be the virtual element interpolations of E? and BY, cf. (20) and (28), respectively satisfying inequalities (15)
and (24).

Let E* € V,e;dge and B" € Vi he the discrete solutions at steps m = 0,...,N — 1. We compute
the two discrete vector fields at the time step ™! using the implicit Euler scheme: find E]"*! € Vzdge
and B! € Viee sych that, for all wy, € V5 and 4y, € Vice,

1 _ ~
;[5(Ehm+1 - Ezn)’ Wh]edge + [UEZH_la Wh]edge - [,U 1B?+1a curl Wh}face = [J?H_la W}L]edge

(51)
1 m ~ m
;[/”’ 1(Bh A ma7 'lph)]face + [M 1"/Jha curl Eh Jrl]face =0.

The existence and uniqueness of a solution for problem (51) follows with standard arguments.
We can simplify (51) by rewriting the second equation as

B =B + reurl EFTY) hpltace =0 Vapy, € ViEC,
Since curl(V;®&°) = Viace ¢f (33), we deduce that
B! =B’ — rcurl E]" . (52)
Then, we substitute (52) in the first equation of (51) and find that
[(E+ T&)EZH'I, Wh]edge + [72;7_1 curl EZ"H, curl wpJgace

= [TJ}n_H + gE;znaWh]edge + [T ﬁle;Ln,CuI‘IWh]face-

This reformulation allows us to reduce the computational effort in solving (51).
In view of Remark 1 and assumption (2), we find that

divBj = divB} = (divB®); = 0. (53)
We use (52) and (53), and apply the divergence operator to derive the discrete counterpart of (3):
divB" =0 VYm=0,...,M,

which implies that our scheme provides an approximation of B that naturally satisfies the divergence-free
constraint.

Remark 2 The proposed scheme can be immediately extended to the case of general order k > 1 in space by
substituting the above low order spaces Vzdge and Vi with the corresponding ones from [10]. The theoretical
analysis would follow along the same lines as that shown below for the lowest order case. Yet, interpolation
and stability properties in high order edge and face virtual elements are work in progress.

4. Analysis of the semi-discrete scheme

In this section, we prove the convergence of the semi-discrete scheme (50).

Theorem 8 Let (E,B) and (Ep,By) be the solutions to (4) and (50) under the geometric assumptions of
Section 3.1 and assumption (7). For allt € [0,T], we assume that E, E; and J belong to L*((0,T), H*(curl, 2)),
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1/2 < s < 1. Furthermore, we recall that the initial vector-valued fields BY € V% and By € Ve interpo-
late E° and B in the sense of (20) and (28), respectively. Then, the following error estimate is valid:

[E(t) — Ea(t) () =Bn(®)lloo Sh*  VE€[0,T]. (54)
Proof. For all ¢t € [0,T], we introduce
en = eu(t) :=I$"E(t) — En(t), by =by(t) := PpB(t) — Bi(t). (55)

We recall that div BY = 0. For all ¢ € [0, T, the definition of quantities (55), the projector Py, in (47), and
the first equation in (50) allow us to prove that

[Een.t + Ten, Whledge — [ b, curl wiJface
—[I1, Whedge + ETIS™ME; + GTISM™E, Wi edge — [ ' PrB, curl wyace (56)
31, Whledge + EISUE, + 6T E, whJeage — (071 B, curlwy)o o wy, € VEOE©
Moreover, for all 9}, € Vface we apply (50), (47), the commuting property (48), and (4), and obtain

[,U/ bh Jty d’h]face + [/J curl €p, Q;bh]face = [ 1PhBta d’h]face + [/~L curl chrl( )v d’h]face
= (0 "Be,¥n)oq + [ "Pu(curl E), ¢hp]ace = (1" (Bt + curl E), by )00 = 0.

Since by, ¢ + curley, € \72“67 the above equation implies that
by, + curle, = 0. (57)
We set wy, = e, in (56), use (57), and deduce that
[Eent + Ten, enledge + [ bry b tltace
= —[J1, enledge + [éﬂ};“rlEt + EHZMIE ep)edge — (B, curl €n)o.q-

Next, we substitute (u~'B, curl en)o,o with the expression given by the first equation (4):

1
-0
70t

2

é\l/th ﬁ—l/Qbh

5 1
+ [O'eh, eh}edge + iat

edge face
= L0hEen, enlutse + [Fen, enlue + 50U B, biline

= [~J1,enleage — (i 'B,curley)q + FIEE, + 6TI{™E, ep]cdge

= (J,en)o.0 — [I1, enledge + [ETIE,, e4]cage — (€Ei, en)o.0 + 0I5 E, ep]edge — (0E, e1)0.0 -

::Tl ::TQ :2T3

(58)

We derive an upper bound for the three terms T3, T» and T3 on the right-hand side of (58) separately. To
estimate the term 77, we use the stability properties (13) and (15) of the bilinear form S¥_(-,-), employ
standard polynomial approximation results, use the interpolation property (21), and obtain

= Jen)oo — (MIren)on — Y Skige(T—TI9)I 1, (1—TI))ey)
KeQy,

S =133z lloe + 1= TL)Irflo.0)llenlege

S (=130 + 13 = Irllo.a + 19 = T3 1llo.0) llenlluge (59)
< (9 =133 ]o.0 + 19 = Irllo.c)lllenllqg
S B (oo + B eurl Tog + bl curl 3|, o) |2/ 2en| .

edge

To estimate the term 75, we introduce c, the piecewise constant average of E; over ), add and subtract
(Ec,en)o,0 = [EC, €p]edge, nOte that h < h® for s < 1, and write
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T, = [FIE, —c),enledge + (Elc — Ey),en)o0 + (E—)Ey,en)on

(7).15)
< (HEt — 5" Eyllo.0 + [|E: — cloq + h max €le°°(K)||Et||o,Q) llenllcage

(49)
/S h® (HEtHS,Q + h1—5|| curl EtHO,Q + h‘ CurlEt‘&Q) ‘Hgl/th

edge.

Recalling assumption (7) again, we treat the term T3 analogously and arrive at the bound

Ty S 1 (IBlloq + h' || curl Ello.q + h(| curl El, ) ||[/%es

edge '

Introduce the regularity type term, which belong to L'(0,T) due to the assumptions of the theorem,

cruc(t) = creG = o0 + [Elso + [|Bells0 + b~ curl I[jo.0 + h| curl J],
+ ' (||curlEflog + || curl Biflo.0) + h(| curl Els o).

Now, we collect the upper bounds on the terms T, T», and T3 in (58), recall (5), and deduce that

1 R 2 1 - 2 — 2 e
*@’H&l/zeh <z 5‘tm€1/26h JF@tH’,U I/th’ < cregh®|||E/%es
2 edge 2 edge face edge
The following identity is valid:
3 Mo = 87 2l o
2 edge edge edge
We use this identity in (61), so that, almost everywhere in time in (0,7T),
||| %en(t) < crech’,
edge
and we integrate in time to obtain:
t
H‘?l/th(t) < mgl/th(O) s / crEG(5)ds < H(gl/%h(o) TR
edge edge 0 edge

The error at the initial time ¢ = 0 is controlled as follows:

(15),(5) 0 0 0 curl0
N |E” — Efllo,o + [|[E” — IT;"E”|

~

H‘gl/th(())

0,02
edge

(21),(44)
h® <|E0|S,Q + hlsz curl(E0)||07Q + hl curl(EO)\&Q) < AP,

~

and using this inequality in (62) yields

(15),(5) /2
len®loa 5 || %en® s
edge
Thus, we can write
1 2 (61) Mt /2 (64) 9
Oe|l|n™ / bh(t)‘ ; 5 CREGhéH‘«“: / eh(t) 4 5 crEch”®.
ace edge
Integrating in time (65) gives
2 2
T W e s
face face

Observe that

(24),5) 0 0 0 0
S B =PpBYoa+ (B - Bg

~

29),(49

( )
m,rl/zbh(m 00 S hB%oq+h B0 SR

face

15
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Then, we have

4),5) —-1/2 s
Iba®lloe < |7 oa®)|, S (67)

Finally, we add and subtract IIS"!(E(t)), P, (B(t)), and use the definitions of e, (t) and by (t) and the
triangle inequality to obtain

IE(t) — Ex(t)]lo. + [B(t) — Br()llo.0
S En(t) = IETHE®)) oo + [1Ba(t) — Pa(B(®))llog + llea(®) o, + [br(t)llo.o-
The assertion of the theorem follows on from using (44), (49), (64), and (67). O

5. Analysis of the fully-discrete scheme

In this section, we prove the convergence of the fully-discrete scheme (51). Notably, we recall that we
employ the implicit Euler scheme for the time discretization and subdivide the time interval [0, 7] into M
sub-interval of uniform length 7. We can extend the result below to other, possibly higher order, time
discretization schemes.

Theorem 9 Let the geometric assumptions of Section 3.1 and assumption (7) be valid, and (E,B) be the
solutions to Mazwell’s equations (4). We assume that E(t) and E(t) belong to L*((0,T), H?(curl, Q)),
and Oy E and 0B to L>=((0,T),[L*(Q)]3), 1/2 < s < 1. Additionally, we assume that the electric current
density J(t) in the right-hand side of (4) belongs to L*((0,T), H*(curl,Q)) for the same value of s as
above. For allm =0,..., M, let (E}*,BJ") denote the solutions of the fully-discrete scheme (51) at the time
step t™. Then, for sufficiently small T as required in (78), the following error estimate is valid:

[E{t™) —Ep' lloo + IB(t™) — f+1  Vm=0,...,M. (68)

Proof. Let II§™! and P}, be the two projectors introduced in (34) and (47), whose approximation properties
are detailed in (44) and (49), respectively, and introduce

e =I5 (E(t™)) — E, b :=P,(B(t™)-B" VYm=0,...,M. (69)

As a first step, we show two error equations, which we can deduce from definition (69) and the fully-discrete

problem (51). The first error equation reads as: for all v, € {/’ffce,

%[/Eil(b;’:ﬂLl ) d’h]facc + [N curl( m+1) ¢h]facc

(2) %[ﬁ_lph(B(tm+1) - B(t"L)) wh]face + [ Curl(chrlE(t7rL+1))a wh]face

UL L B B, Yo + [ Palcarl (B ), $alice (70)
(a7)

(1~ H(BE™) = B(t™)) /7 + curl(E(t" 1)), ¥n)o.0
1 — m m m m
D (T (B = BE™) /7= 9BE) o0 = (" Yn)oa,
which intrinsically defines the last term w™. The second error equation reads
1 ~—1p.m m
—[Ee ™ — eh) e eage + [T € eage — [ B curd(e ) face
LD 13 e e+ B (B ) — B(™) /7 + 6T (B ), € g
— ("B, curl(e]™))o.0.
We pick v, = b;**! as a test function in (70), sum the resulting equation with (71), and get

1
- [g(e;ln-&-l

T

— € ) eZH_l]edge + [Ueh edge [ 71(bm+1 - bzz)’ bm+1]face

}
(=31, € eage + EUL (B(E™ ) — B(1™ ))/T + ST (E(E™)), e Heage
— (M_lB(t7n+1) curl( m+1))079 + (wm,bhm+1)0,9 = T1 + T2 + T3 + T4,

~ m+1 m+1
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m—+1

where, using the first equation of (4) with e;"™" as a test function, we have set

Ti = (3™ o — 0, e 72)
Ty = [EAT (B — B™)/7 0 eage — OB, e o, 73)
Ty = BT (BE™)), e eage — (GB(E™1), e g 0, (74)
Ty == (u H(BE™) = B(™) /7 — 8B 1), b ) q. (75)

We easily deduce that

H‘A1/2 m+1 n H‘A1/2bm+1

edge face (76)
< H‘é\l/Qezw A1/2e;n+1 + H‘Iul/2bm‘ ﬁ1/2b2n+1‘ (Ty +To + Ty + T).

edge edge face face

For the time being, assume the following bound is valid:

T(Ty + Ty + T + To) < 7(h* +T)\H§1/2ehm+1 r(h* + 1) (77)

~1/2_m+1
gT‘HE / e,

edge edge

We shall show (77) at the end of the proof. Inserting (77) in (76) and some standard manipulations yield,
for a positive ¢ independent of h and T,

H‘Al/z m+1 n H‘ 1/2bm+1
edge face
~ 2 1
G R e e
edge face edge
In other words, for 7 < 1/¢, we have
2
~1/2_m+1 H‘Al/z m—i—l‘ H’/\l/Q m H‘ ~1/2 m‘ cT s
g% + b < — + b h 78
‘H h edge face 1—cr Ch edge H fwce ]. — CT( + T) ( )
Bound (78) has the form
m+1 < m h?®
i1 S T —am + 1—c (h* +7)2.

Recalling that M := T/7, we can iterate the above bound and write

1 M M 1 %
s 2
am<<1_CT> a0+CT<;<1_CT>>(h +7)

< (1 " ter (2 M(h5+ )= b M( +cI(h*+71)%) VYm=1 M
= ap +c T —or T)" = o ap + ¢ T m=1,...,M.

By noting that
1 \Y /o
1—cr C\l—ecr

is uniformly bounded as 7 — 0, we achieve

am Saop+ (b +7)2 Ym=1,...,M.

T
T

Thus, bound (78) yields

[e/2en+ + (b + )2 (79)

T H‘Ml/zbmﬂ‘

< H’ 21/24 0

+ [l et

edge face edge face

The assertion of the theorem follows from the triangle inequality, the data assumptions (5), stability prop-
erties (15) and (24), and bounds (63) and (66) on the initial data approximation error.
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Thus, we are left to show (77), i.e., the upper bounds on the terms T;, i = 1,...,4, in (72)-(75). In the
following bounds, we shall use the data assumption (5) several times. Therefore, this will not be declared at
every instance. We can deal with the terms 77 and T3 as in the semi-discrete analysis of Theorem 8. More
precisely, proceeding as in (59) and (60), we can write

Ti S h°(Ils.o +h' | curldfloq + bl curl J|s0) [[lef || e < 2° gl/2gm+1 .
edge
and
(7)
T3 < W(JEE™ )| o0 + A% curl(E(t™))]|0.q + h max lelwi.0 (k)] curl(E(t™ 1)) S’Q)H‘ehmﬂmed
KeQy ge

< ps g1/2e7n+1 )
~ h edge

Next, we focus on the two remaining terms and start with Tj:

T, = (MflatB(thrl) _ (B(thrl) _ B(tm))/T, eZH_l)O,Q
(15)
< 9BE™ ) — (B = B(E™) /rlo.q|er |

edge
]' e m m—+1
=z [ o dslaller* g,
tWL
< 710uBll e ey sz e loage S 7|25 ge’

As for the term T5, we consider the splitting
Ty = [EI(ERE™) — E(™)/7, e edge — ((E(E™ ) —E(t™))/7,e;" o
+ (BT — E(™) /7 e oo — (0 EE ), e o = Toy + Tao.
The term T5 5 is dealt with as the term 7y:

51/2e21+1

Ty < TN B i i ey e ] 7]

edge.
Finally, we show an upper bound on the term 75 ; proceeding as for the term 73:

To1 S BE(BE™) = BEm)/7ll o [/ 2+

edge7
where we have used (7) again and set
I+l = |- ls.0 + 2| curl()[lo,o + h| curl(-)]s 0.

We must prove that the *-norm of the difference quotient is finite. To this aim, observe
t7n+1

B =B /Dl = |17 [ oB(s)ds

*,02
gl

<1/t 10 E(s)]«.0ds < [[0:E| Lo ((0,1), 75 (cur1,))-
t‘m,

Collecting the bounds on the terms 71, T 1, Ts2, T3, and Ty, we deduce (77), whence the assertion fol-
lows. O

6. Numerical results

In this section, we investigate the accuracy of the fully discrete scheme (51). To this end, we consider
three different mesh families:

— cube: regular cubic meshes;
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— voro: Voronoi tessellations optimized by the Lloyd algorithm;
— rand: Voronoi tessellations of a cloud of points that are randomly positioned in the computational domain.

We selected these three types of meshes as they offer an increasing level of geometric difficulty. Indeed, the
meshes in cube are uniform; the meshes in voro may have small edges and faces but the geometric shape of
the mesh elements is not distorted; finally meshes rand may have small edges and faces, as well as stretched
polyhedral elements. We refer to a specific partition of 2 by the corresponding keyword (cube, voro, and
rand) followed by the number of elements. For example, “voro125” refers to a mesh made of 125 Voronoi
cells optimized by the Lloyd algorithm.

We numerically verify the optimal convergence rate in the L? norm of the approximation to the electric
field E and the magnetic flux field B on a sequence of four refined meshes for each mesh family. These four
meshes have a decreasing mesh size. We show the third mesh of each family in Figure 1. The virtual element
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Fig. 1. The third mesh of the mesh families cube (left panel), voro (middle panel), and rand (right panel).

approximations Ej, and By to E and B are not available in closed form so we evaluate the error in the L?
norm at any time 7" by using the polynomial projections HgEh and HgBh.

We performed a sensitivity analysis on the stabilizations terms that appear in the definition of edge and
face discrete scalar products. More precisely, we inserted two constant coefficients, nggge and nflfwe in front of

Sl (> ) and SE (-, -), respectively. We observe that the best choice is given by nfi,. = 0.01 and n{5.. = 0.5

and use these values in all numerical tests.
6.1. Test Case 1: constant coefficients

We solve Maxwell’s equations on the computational domain Q = (0, 1)® for ¢t € [0,1] with constant
coefficients €, o, and p equal to 1. The boundary condition and the current density vector are computed by
taking the exact solution fields

t2
E(t,z,y,2) = tcurl ¢(z,y, 2) + t*(x,y,2) and B(t,z,y,2) = bl curlcurl ¢(z,y,2),

where the auxiliary vector-valued fields ¢ and v are defined as
sin?(rx) y2(1 — y)? 2%(1 — 2)?
¢ = | 22(1 —2)? sin®(my) 2%(1 — 2)* |, ¥ = V(sin(mz)) sin(ry) sin(rz)).
22(1—2)%9%(1 — 9)? sin?(7z)

A straightforward calculation shows that div B = 0, i.e., the magnetic field B is solenoidal.
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In Figure 2, we plot the L? errors at final time T' = 1 for simultaneous refinements of h and 7 on the three
mesh families and observe the expected convergence rate, which we recall has to be proportional to h + T;
see Theorem 9.

L? error on E field L? error on B field

L? error
L? error

—#—rand|”
—p—voro|-
cube|.

——voro
cube

o) «

107! 107

h h

Fig. 2. Test Case 1: Error curves in the L? norm at final time T = 1 for the virtual element approximation Ej; (left panel)
and By, (right panel) using mesh families cube, voro, and rand for simultaneous refinements of h and 7.

In Tables 1 and 2 we report the approximation errors for rand meshes only since we observe similar
behavior of both cube and voro families.

Each column of the tables shows how the method converges with respect to space discretization, i.e., by
using a constant time step and refining the mesh. Likewise, each row of the tables shows how the method
converges with respect to the time discretization, i.e., by halving the time step on a fixed mesh. The error
in space seems to be the dominant effect so it hides the convergence in time. Indeed, the errors does not
halve along rows while they do halve along colums. However, the errors along the diagonal show how VEM
behaves when we simultaneously refine the numerical calculations in space and time.

Table 1

Test Case 1: L2-norms at final time T' = 1 of the error for the virtual element approximation Ej using mesh family rand for

h/T

1

1/2

1/4

1/8

1/16

rand27|7.59493e-01
rand125(6.75411e-01
rand1000|5.57938e-01
rand8000(5.15998e-01

6.87305e-01
5.28227e-01
3.71547e-01
3.05485e-01

6.61804e-01
4.65715e-01
2.84666e-01
1.93696e-01

6.53871e-01
4.42600e-01
2.52453e-01
1.45600e-01

6.51503e-01
4.34238e-01
2.42061e-01
1.29105e-01

various combinations of h and 7.

Table 2

Test Case 1: L2-norms of the error at final time 7' = 1 for the virtual element approximation Bj, using mesh family rand for

h/T 1 1/2 1/4 1/8 1/16

rand27(1.44376e+00 [1.41488e+00 |1.40800e+00 |1.41438e+00 [1.42469¢+00
rand125(8.04334e-01 | 7.98555¢-01 |7.96968e-01 |7.96871e-01 |7.96838¢-01
rand1000|4.17143e-01 |4.13694e-01 |4.12693¢-01 |4.12505¢-01 |4.12469e-01
rand8000| 2.15819e-01 |2.12642e-01 |2.11953e-01 |2.11841e-01 |2.11817e-01

various combinations of h and 7.
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Finally, in Table 3 we report the L?-norm of the divergence of By, for each combination of h and 7. This
table confirms that the numerical approximation to the magnetic field provided by the VEM is divergence
free. Indeed, all the values of the divergence are very small even if a slight growth is visible during the
refinement process for h — 0, which is very likely due to round-off effects related to the conditioning of the
final linear system.

Such interpretation is also supported by the results presented in [4]. Here, it was noted that the L?-norm
of the div By, may be affected by the residual threshold at which the iterations of a preconditioned Krilov
method are arrested. More precisely, the authors of [4] noted that the higher this threshold is, the bigger
the L? norm of div By, is. Consequently, we can infer that the divergence-free property of By, is related to
how well the linear system is solved and we claim that this effect on the L?-norm of div By, is probably due
a possible growth of the condition number of the final linear system. We use the direct solver PARDISO [3].
Thus, the divergence free condition is not affected by any parameters of the solver; rather, it is related only
to the round-off error.

k)T 1 1/2 1/4 1/8 1/16
rand27(5.57005e-14 [2.33412e-14 |1.43632e-14 |1.31831e-14 |1.01836e-14

rand125(4.47399e-13 (3.14928e-13 [1.27115e-13 |1.26818e-13 [1.07065e-13
rand1000(5.41757e-12 |2.49285e-12 [1.74853e-12 (1.17031e-12 [9.19428e-13
rand8000|7.24382e-10 |3.80017e-10 [6.07471e-10 |2.25296e-10 |3.78838e-09

Table 3
Test Case 1: L2-norm of div By, at final time T' = 1 using mesh family rand for various combinations of h and .

6.2. Test case 2: polarized fields with variable coefficients

We solve Maxwell’s equations on the computational domain Q = (0, 1) for ¢ € [0,1] with the variable
coefficients
1 2 2
:m, €($,y, Z) =2z -z, O'(Q?,y, Z) :2—y + z. (80)

The boundary conditions and the current density vector J are defined in accordance with (80) and the exact
solution fields

p(z, y, z)

0 —cos(my) sin(mx)
E(X, t) = 0 COS(2.27Tt), B(X, t) = COS(7T 1') sin(']r y) Sin(2.2ﬂ't)/2.2.
sin(m z) sin(my) 0

The electromagnetic fields E and B are orthogonal at any point in £ and time in [0, 1]. Consequently, this
solution simulates a polarized stationary electromagnetic wave with a polarization direction that is parallel
to E x B. We underline that this second test case is more complex than the previous one since the coefficients
1, € and o are all variables in space.

In Figure 3, we plot the L? errors at final time T' = 1 for simultaneous refinements of h and 7 on the three
mesh families and observe the expected convergence rate, which we recall is expected to be proportional to
h+ 7; see Theorem 9. Moreover, in Figure 4 we report the convergence rate at time 7' = 0.25,0.50 and 0.75.
Also in this case the behaviour of the error is the one predicted by Theorem 9. We show such convergence
lines only for rand meshes as the results for the other type of meshes are similar.

As in Test Case 1, we observe similar convergence behavior of the proposed VEM scheme on each mesh
families so in Tables 4 and 5, we report the approximation errors measured in the L? norms only for voro
meshes and we omit the results for the other two mesh families.

Despite the increased complexity due to variable coefficients, we observe the optimal convergence behavior
of the error also in this example. Indeed, each column shows the convergence with respect to the space
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L? error on E field L? error on B field
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Fig. 3. Test Case 2: error curves in the L?-norm at final time T = 1 for the virtual element approximation Ej, (left panel) and
B, (right panel) using mesh families cube, voro, and rand for simultaneous refinement of h and 7.
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Fig. 4. Test Case 2: error curves in the L2-norm at times 7' = 0.25,0.50,0.75 and 1.00 for the virtual element approximation
E;, (left panel) and By (right panel) using the mesh family rand for simultaneous refinement of h and 7.

discretization, each row shows the convergence with respect to the time discretization and the diagonal
shows the convergence when we refine simultaneously in space and time. As before, the error of the space
discretization appears to dominate the error of the time discretization. Thus, the convergence in time along
the rows, which should be proportional to 7, is not clearly visible.

Finally, Table 6 shows the values of the L?-norm of div Bj,: the VEM does preserve the solenoidal property
of the magnetic induction, i.e., the discrete field B, has a pointwise zero divergence up to machine precision.
If we compare the results in Tables 3 and Table 6, then we note that the latters are smaller. This is a
further numerical evidence of the fact that the divergence-free property is affected by the condition number
of the resulting linear system. Indeed, voro meshes are more shape-regular with respect to rand ones so the
condition numbers of matrices associated with them are smaller than those associated with rand meshes:
the algebraic errors are smaller and we get a smaller divergence.
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Table 4

Test Case 2: L2-norms of the error at final time T' = 1 for the virtual element approximation Ej using mesh family voro for
various combinations

Table 5

Test Case 2: L?-norms of the error at final time 7" = 1 for the virtual element approximation B}, using mesh family voro for

h/T

1/8

1/16

1/32

1/64

1/128

1/256

1/512

voro27
vorol25
voro1000

voro8000

8.64460e-01
8.55032e-01
8.44007e-01
8.40933e-01

6.85496e-01
6.30865e-01
5.92062e-01
5.81424e-01

5.61864e-01
4.51896e-01
3.76326e-01
3.54326e-01

5.03712e-01
3.55114e-01
2.43624e-01
2.05935e-01

4.81700e-01
3.16074e-01
1.81720e-01
1.27080e-01

4.73853e-01
3.02671e-01
1.59270e-01
9.33219e-02

4.70936e-01
2.98186e-01
1.52316e-01
8.18718e-02

of h and 7.

h/T

1/8

1/16

1/32

1/64

1/128

1/256

1/512

voro27
vorol25
voro1000
voro8000

5.92004e-01
4.68226e-01
4.06835e-01
3.90261e-01

5.69835e-01
4.28029e-01
3.58563e-01
3.38876e-01

5.43713e-01
3.69947e-01
2.82887e-01
2.55327e-01

5.34765e-01
3.23317e-01
2.10580e-01
1.69054e-01

5.37512e-01
3.02412e-01
1.70641e-01
1.13551e-01

5.42274e-01
2.95933e-01
1.55564e-01
8.82538e-02

5.45764e-01
2.94413e-01
1.51081e-01
7.96198e-02

various combinations of h and 7.

h/T

1/8

1/16

1/32

1/64

1/128

1/256

1/512

voro27
vorol25
voro1000
voro8000

1.18487e-13
1.79095e-15
1.98678e-14
1.75878e-13

6.65328e-14
4.39464e-15
3.86910e-14
5.95562e-13

7.74812e-14
2.87788e-15
3.81884e-14
2.50332e-13

9.42188e-14
4.01614e-15
3.34432e-14
2.40717e-13

1.02437e-13
6.12453e-15
3.23360e-14
1.63504e-13

9.95126e-14
8.84695e-15
2.54928e-14
1.48763e-13

1.04040e-13
1.02443e-14
2.88468e-14
9.27908e-14

Table 6
Test Case 2: L? norm of div By, at final time T' = 1 using mesh family voro for various combinations of h and .

7. Conclusions

In this paper, we have considered a low order virtual element approximation of Maxwell’s equations based
on a De Rahm sequence. After developing some interpolation and stability properties of edge and face spaces,
we showed optimal a priori estimates for both the semi- and the fully- discrete schemes and corroborated
the theoretical predictions with numerical experiments. Future works may cover the approximation of corner
singularities and the virtual element approximation of MHD problems. The extension to high order methods
requires high order interpolation estimates and stability properties of edge and face VEM spaces, which is
currently a work in progress.
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