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Mesh Sensitivity Analysis for Finite Element Solution of Linear
Elliptic Partial Differential Equations
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Abstract

Mesh sensitivity of finite element solution for linear elliptic partial differential equations is
analyzed. A bound for the change in the finite element solution is obtained in terms of the
mesh deformation and its gradient. The bound shows how the finite element solution changes
continuously with the mesh. The result holds in any dimension and for arbitrary unstructured
simplicial meshes, general linear elliptic partial differential equations, and general finite element
approximations.
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1 Introduction

We are concerned with mesh sensitivity for the finite element (FE) solution of linear elliptic bound-
ary value problems (BVPs). The finite element method is a well developed method that is widely
used in scientific and engineering computation and has been studied extensively in the numerical
analysis community. In particular, numerous error estimates have been established for the FE
solution of elliptic problems; see, e.g., [I, 2 [4]. Those error estimates (cf. Proposition below)
are typically established for a given type of mesh and show convergence behavior of the error as the
mesh is being refined. They also show the stable dependence of the FE solution on the mesh in the
sense that the FE solution remains in a neighborhood of the exact solution for all meshes of same
type no matter how different they are. However, those error estimates do not tell if and how the FE
solution changes continuously with the mesh. Although it is commonly believed and numerically
verified that the FE solution depends continuously on the mesh at least for linear elliptic problems,
little work has been done so far on the theoretical study of this mesh sensitivity issue. To our best
knowledge, [6] is the only known work on this issue where a bound for the change of the linear
FE solution resulting from the mesh deformation has been obtained for one-dimensional elliptic
boundary value problems.
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The objective of this work is to present an analysis of the mesh sensitivity of the FE solution to a
BVP of genera linear elliptic partial differential equations (PDEs) defined on a polygonal /polyhedral
domain in R? (d > 1). We consider an arbitrary unstructured simplicial mesh and a general order
FE approximation. We use an approach similar to gradient methods for optimal control (see, e.g.
[3]) and sensitivity analysis in shape optimization (e.g., see [5 [§]) where a small deformation in
the mesh is introduced and then an FE formulation is derived and bounds are established for the
change in the FE solution resulting from the mesh deformation. The main results are stated in
Theorems [4.1] and [£.21

An outline of the paper is as follows. The BVP under consideration and its FE formulation
are described in Section [2| In Section [3| the mesh deformation is introduced and changes in mesh
quantities and functions resulting from the mesh deformation are discussed. The mesh sensitivity
of the FE solution is analyzed in Section [l Numerical results are presented in Section [f for an
example with smooth and nonsmooth velocity fields. Finally, conclusions are drown in Section [6]

2 Finite element formulation

We consider the boundary value problem of a general linear elliptic PDE as

—V(aVu)+b-Vu+cu=f, inQ (1)
u =0, on 0N (2)

where Q is a polygonal /polyhedral domain in R? (d > 1) and the coefficients a(x), b(z), c(z), and
f(x) are given functions satisfying

a, b, ce Whe(Q), feWh(Q),
1
a(x) >ap >0, c(x)-— iv -b(x) >0, in Q.

The derivatives of the coefficients will be needed in the sensitivity analysis (cf. Section . The
coefficients can have lower regularity if only the convergence of the FE solution is concerned.
Let V = H}(Q). The variational formulation of (1)) and is to find u € V such that

/ (aVu -V + (b Vu)y + cup) de = / fidx, Y eV. (3)
Q Q
It can be shown that

/ (aVu-Vu+ (b- Vu)u + cu2) dx > a0||Vu||i2(Q), Yu e V. (4)
Q

We consider the FE solution of problem . To this end, we assume that a simplicial mesh Tj
has been given for 2. Let K be the generic element of 75 and hx and ax be the diameter (defined
as the length of the longest edge) and the minimum height of K, respectively. Here, a height of K
is defined as the distance from a vertex to its opposite facet. The mesh 7, is said to be regular if
there exists a constant x > 0 such that

he . Vi eT, (5)
aK



Although it is common to assume that the mesh is regular in FE error analysis (cf. Proposition,
we do not make such an assumption in our current mesh sensitivity analysis. Instead, we only
require ax > 0 for all K € Ty, which essentially says that all elements must not be degenerate or
inverted.

Edge matrices of mesh elements are a useful tool in our analysis. Denote the vertices of K by
xX i =0,...,d. An edge matrix of K is defined as

K3
Ex = [xf — 2, .. zf — 2k

It is evident that this definition is not unique, depending on the ordering of the vertices. Neverthe-
less, many geometric properties of K, which are independent of the ordering of the vertices, can
be computed using Fx. For example, the volume of K can be calculated by |K| = det(Ex)/d!.
Moreover, it is known [7] that

Eg" = [Vor, ... Voil, (6)

where qbZK is the linear Lagrange basis function associated with azZK . These basis functions satisfy
Z?:o @K = 1. It is also known that the i-th height of K is equal to 1/|V¢| and thus,

) 1
ax = min

' 7
ey @)

We consider the FE space associated with 7, as
Vi ={ve Hy(Q)nCQ); v|x € P(K), VK € Ty},

where P,.(K) (r > 0) is the set of polynomials of degree no more than r defined on K. Any function
vy, in V3, can be expressed as

vp = vai(m),

7
where {11,159, ...} is a basis for V},. We distinguish FE basis functions {1, 3, ...} from the linear
Lagrange basis functions {¢;,7 = 1,2,...} (with ¢; being associated with x;) and emphasize that
they can be different (even when r = 1). The FE solution of BVP and is to find uy, € Vj,
such that

/ (aVup - Vo + (b Vup) + cupy)) de = / fidz, VY eV (8)
Q Q

The following proposition is a standard error estimate that can be found in most FEM textbooks
(e.g., see [2]).
Proposition 2.1. Assume that u € H?(Y) and the mesh Ty, is reqular. Then,
IV (un = w)ll 220y < ChlIVul 120, (9)
where h = maxieT, hx and C is a constant independent of u, uy, and the mesh.

The error estimate @D shows the stable dependence of the FE solution on the mesh. It shows
that the FE solution remains in a neighborhood of the exact solution for all regular meshes with
maximum element diameter A no matter how different they are. However, the estimate does not
tell if and how the FE solution changes continuously with the mesh.



3 Mesh deformation

For the mesh sensitivity analysis of the FE solution we use an approach similar to gradient methods
for optimal control (see, e.g. [3]) and sensitivity analysis in shape optimization (e.g., see [5,[§]). In
this approach, a small deformation in the mesh is introduced and then an FE formulation is derived
and bounds are established for the change in the FE solution resulting from the mesh deformation.
In this section, we focus on the mesh deformation and changes in mesh qualities and functions
resulting from the mesh deformation. We will discuss the mesh sensitivity of the FE solution in
the next section.
We assume that a smooth vector field X = X (z) is given on Q and satisfies

X () <00, (VX L) < o0

We consider the deformation of the mesh 7, by keeping its connectivity and moving its interior
vertices according to
mz(t) =x;(0)+tx;, 0<t<o, i=1,2,.. (10)

where § is a small positive number and the nodal velocities are defined as @; = X (a;(0)) (that
are considered constant in time). We denote the time-dependent mesh by 7, (t). Here, we fix the
boundary vertices for notational simplicity. The analysis applies without major modifications if
the boundary points are allowed to move. We also note that the linearization of any smooth mesh
deformation can be cast in the form of . Thus, is sufficiently general.

y = Fgp)(x)

_—

Figure 1: Affine mapping F ;) from K(0) = K to K(?).

To understand effects of the mesh deformation on mesh quantities and functions, we consider
the affine mapping Fy ;) from K(0) = K € Tj to K(t) € Tu(t) (cf. Fig. [1). To avoid notational
confusion, we use coordinates & and y for K(0) and K(t), respectively. Moreover, we express

W~

quantities and functions in y by adding on the top of the names. For example, V denotes the
gradient operator with respect to & while the gradient operator with respect to y is written as V.
We consider mesh deformation effects by first transforming functions/mesh quantities from y to «
and then differentiating them with respect to ¢ while keeping @ fixed. The time differentiation is
similar to material differentiation in fluid dynamics. We denote corresponding derivatives by the
symbol “"”.

We first consider time derivatives for the Jacobian matrix and determinant. Denote the Jacobian
BFK(t)
ox
terms of the edge matrices of K(0) and K (t). Since y = Fi ;) () is affine, it can be expressed as

matrix of Fyy by J = and the Jacobian determinant by J = det(J). We can express J in

y = Fiy(@) =2l () + 1 (@ — 2f (0)), Va € K(0). (11)



K

K(0) and y = X (t) (i = 1,...,d) sequentially, we get

By taking * = x
21 () — g (1), .o 2 (1) — 2§ (1)] = T [21°(0) — 2 (0), ..., 24 (0) — a5 (0)],

which gives

J= EK(t)E;(%O)- (12)

From this, it is evident that J|t—o = I (the d x d identity matrix). Differentiating with respect
to t gives

Ere = @ + 3 (@ — 2 (0)) = & + BByl (@ — 2 (0)). (13)
where we have used

J=ExwFExloy FEre = &1 — &b, ... &5 — @) (14)

On the other hand, y = Fi(;)(x) can be expressed in terms of linear basis functions as

d
Fr@y =Y 2 (1)¢] (x). (15)
i=0
Differentiating this with respect to ¢ yields
. d
Fra =Y &l (). (16)
i=0
Lemma 3.1. There hold
Frw = Xalk, (17)
V- Fiy = tr(J) = t(Ex o Exg) = V - Xalr, (18)

where X}, is a piecewise linear velocity field defined as
Xp =) aigi(x). (19)
i
Proof. The equality follows from and .
Applying the divergence operator to and by direct calculation, we get
V . FK(t) = tr(.j]) = tr(EK(t)E;(%O)).
Applying the divergence operator to , we get
V- FK(t) =V Xl
Combining the above results we obtain . O
Lemma 3.2. There hold

Ji=o = E.K(O)E}_(%O)v (I Y=o = _E.K(O)E}_(%O)a Jlimo =V - Xp|k- (20)
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Proof. The first equation in follows from .
By differentiating the identity JJ~! = I, we get
(J-1) = -J 'L

Taking ¢t = 0 and using the first equation in and the fact that J~'|;=o = I, we obtain the
second equation in .
Recalling from J = det(J) and using the derivative formula for matrix determinants, we get

J = det(I)tr(J71).
Taking ¢t = 0 and using we obtain the third equation in . O

Lemma 3.3. There hold

1X0 ] Loe ) < 1 X M| oo (@) (21)
) . h
IV - Xl Lo () < dl[VX[| oo () max i- (22)
Proof. The inequality is evident from the definition of X}, in 1)
On K, we can write V - X}, as

d d
Ve Xy =) @ Voi(@) =) (& —ip) - Vol (@). (23)
i=0 i=1
From )
ol — lf = X(al) - X(al) = | VX(alf +t(a ~ ) (@l - af)at,
0
we have
@ — ag| < VX Loy ore (24)
The inequality follows from , , and the above inequality. ]

Remark 3.1. In (22) we have assumed that the mesh velocity field is smooth. If the mesh
velocity field is not smooth, from we have

. d+1 | -
IV Kl < 2K o, (25)
K
Lemma 3.4. There hold
_ Vd
1B s < 25, (26)
K
1Bk |2 < Vdhi|VX |10, (27)
) - dhg  _ -
il B 2 < 29X 1000, (28)

where || - ||2 denotes the 2-norm for matrices.



Proof. From @, we have

d

d
1Bl I3 < 1By I3 = 7 1Vl P < 5,
ax

=1

which gives (26]). Here, || - || is the Frobenius norm. Moreover, from we have

d
IEk )3 < 1 Exo)lF = Z &) — @ |* < d||VX”%oo(Q)h%<,

=1
which gives (with K(0) being replaced by K). The inequality follows from and
D). 0

Remark 3.2. As in Remark if the mesh velocity field is not smooth, and can be
replaced by

1Exllz < V2d || X | 1 (), (29)
dv?2

1Exll2 Ex'll2 < ——
ak

HX||L<>°(Q)~ (30)

In FE computation, a basis function 1) on K (t) is typically defined as the composite function
of a basis function ¢ on K(0) with the affine mapping Fi ), i.e.,

Taking gradient of both sides of the second equation with respect to @, we get
Vi(Fy(e), t) = I Vip(a). (32)

Lemma 3.5. Assume that basis functions ¥ on K(t) and ¢ on K(0) are related through .
Then,

Yli=o =0, (33)

(Vih)|1=0 = —Egﬁ))Eﬁ(O)W- (34)

Proof. The equality follows from differentiating the second equation in (31)) with respect to
time. The equality can be obtained by differentiating with respect to time, taking t = 0,
and using Lemma [3.2 O

Lemma 3.6. Consider a function f = f(x) defined on K and let f= f(y,t) = f(Fge(x)).
Then, ]
fli=o =V Xilk. (35)

Proof. Differentiating f = f(y,t) = f(Fg(x)) with respect to ¢, we get

f = VH(Frw (@) - Fr(@).

Taking ¢t = 0 and using Lemma we obtain (35]). O
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Lemma 3.7. Consider an FE approzimation vy, = ), viti(x) and its perturbation vy (y,t) =

> vi()di(y,t). Then,
UnlK =0 = tn|lk, VK €Ty (36)
(@'f;h) \ki—0 = —Ex' Ex V| + Vinx, VK €T, (37)
where vy, =Y, 0;(0)1);(x).
Proof. Restricted on K(t), using we can rewrite 0y, into

On(Fe(@),t) = > vi(t) ()| s (0)- (38)

i

Differentiating this with respect to t, we get

on(Fp(®),1) = Z@z‘(t)wi(fﬂ)\mo)-

Taking t = 0, we get .
Applying V- to and using the chain rule, we get

Von(Fip(@),8) =377 vit) Viu(@) e o)

Differentiating this with respect to ¢, we obtain

(Vog) = (@17 D i) V(@) ko) + 37 Z 0i () Vbi ()| k (0)-

i

Taking ¢ = 0 and using Lemma we obtain (37]). O

4 Mesh sensitivity analysis for the finite element solution

In this section we analyze the mesh sensitivity for the FE solution u, = ), ujt;(x) satisfying .
On the deformed mesh 7} (t), the perturbed FE solution can be expressed as @, = Y, u;(t)¢i(y, t).
We assume that @y, is differential. From Lemmal[3.7] the material derivative of @, at ¢ = 0 is given by
tpi—0 = 3, 1:(0)3;(z). We denote this by iy, i.e., 4y = >.; 1;(0)i(x). This derivative measures
the change in uj; with mesh deformation. In this section, we first derive the FE formulation for <y,
and then establish a bound for ||V, 12(q)-

Theorem 4.1. The material derivative uy, satisfies
/ (aViy - Vo + (b - Vi) + cup)) de
Q
= / <aVuh (BxE + ETEL) -V + (b BTEL . Vuh)q,l)> da
< VK
— /Q <(Va - X)) (Vup - V) + a(Vuy, - V) (V - Xh)) d

8



- /Q (- Vb Vs + (b Vun)o(V - X)) d
+/ (cw(vuh.Xh)+cuh(vw.Xh)) d:n—/ f(Vy - Xp)de, Vb € V. (39)
Q Q
Proof. We start with rewriting into

Vup -V b-V dx = d A V. 4
;/Kw -V + (b V)t + cupty) da ;/wa 2, VeV (40)

On the deformed mesh T;(t), the perturbed FE solution can be expressed as i, = 3, u; (£)1; (y, t).
Moreover, becomes

> / (awhvwa-whmm) dy =Y /K o fly)ddy, Ve eVip(t)  (41)

where Vj,(t) = span{zﬁl, Vo, ...}. Transforming all integrals into K (0), we obtain

Vi Vi + (b Vi) + g ) Jda = F b da.
/K(o) (a ap, - Vi + ( uh)w-l-cuhiﬁ) x I;/K(o)f( K(t)(m))¢ T

K(0)

Differentiating both sides of the above equation with respect to ¢ while keeping @ fixed, we have
/ a(Viy) - Vo + (b (Vi) + eﬁhzﬁ) Jdz
K(0)

- / Vi, - (V) + (b- Van)y + éﬂ;ﬂZ) Jdx
K(0)

(
- / (&%h P+ (b Vin)d + éam;) Jdx
K(0)
(mh VY + (b Vi) + éahq/?) Jjdz

+Z/ (Fd + Fiod + fiJ) da.

K(0)

Using Lemmas and taking ¢t = 0, and noticing that J =1 and y = x at t = 0, we
get

Z / a(Viy, — EK(TO)E k) Vun) - Vi + (b (Vi — EI;{(’))E[T((O)VW)W + cuth) dx

= 3 (o B B )

- Z / Va Xp)Vuy, - Vo + (X - Vb - V)0 + (Ve - Xh)uhqp)



- Z/ (aVup, - Vo + (b Vup)p + cupt)) (V - Xp)da

K(0)

+Z/ (Vf- X+ f(V - Xh))d
Noticing that K (0) = K, we can rewrite the above equation into
/Q (aViy, - Vi + (b - Vi) + cin) da
= /K (aVuh (BxEZ + ETEL) Vg + (b BTEE - vuh)zp) da
- /Q ((Va- ) Vun - Vi + (X3 - Vb Vun e+ (Ve X)u) da
- /Q (aVuy, - Vi 4 (b- Vup)Y + cup) (V - Xp)da

s [ (95 K+ f6(v ) de.

This can be rewritten into

/Q @V, - Vb + (b Vi) + cip) de
(aVuh (BxEd + EZTEL) Vi + (b EVEL - vuh)¢) da
( (Va - X3)(Vuy - V) + a(Vuy, - V) (V - Xh)) da
( Xy, - Vb V)t + (b Vg ) (V - Xh)) da
((

(Ve - Xp)upth + cunt(V - Xh)> da

Il
N =[]

((Vf - Xp) + f(V - Xh)) da.
Using the divergence theorem, we get
/Q (aViy, - Vi + (b - Vi) + cin) dae
= ; /K (aVuh (BEZ + ETEL) vy + (b BB - vuh)w) d
- /Q ((Va - X0)(Vuy - ) + a(Vuy - V) (V - X3)) dax
_ /Q (%~ Vb Vun)r + (b Vur (V- X)) da
- /m cunp X - ndS +/Q (m/)(Vuh X)) + cun (V) - Xh)) da
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+ | fYXp-ndS - / f(VY - Xp)de, (42)
o0 Q

where n is the outward unit normal of 0£2. We obtain by noticing that the surface integrals
vanish since @ = 0 on 0f). O

Theorem 4.2. Assume that Ty is a simplicial mesh with the minimum element height ming ax >
0. Then, the material derivative of the FE solution to BVP and (@ due to mesh deformation
s bounded by
aol| Vil 2y < 1 fllrz@) (1 + CallVallze@) + Call Vbl zo@) + 2Callell L)) 11X [l L ()

. h
+ 1 £l z2 () (3dCallall Lo () + 2dCE1bl| oo () IV X || oo () max £7 (43)

where Cq is the constant appearing in Poincaré’s inequality that depends only on Q.

Proof. Recall that 1, = ), 1;(0)1; belongs to V},. Taking ¢ = 4y, in and using the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, Poincaré’s inequality, and , we get

ao|| Vil L2y < llallpe@)[IVunll z2() (HV'XHLOO(Q) +2mI§XHEKE1_<1H2>
+ IVall poo o) I Vunll 2 | Xnll oo (0
+ Colbllu oVl (17 Kloioy + mpx B e

+ Cq||Vb)| oo () IV unl| L2 0 | Xn | 2o (@) + 2Callel] oo () IV unl| 2oy | Xn | 2 @)
+ 1l 2 ) 1 XNl oo () -

Taking ¥ = uy, in and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Poincaré’s inequality, we get

[Vunll2 ) < Callfll2 @)
Combining the above results and using Lemmas and we obtain . O

We emphasize that the bound in has been obtained without assuming that the mesh is
regular. In fact, the mesh can be arbitrary, isotropic or anisotropic, uniform or nonuniform, as
long as it is simplicial and has a positive minimum element height. For meshes with large aspect
ratio, the factor maxg hi /ax is large and the bound in is more sensitive to HVXHL2(Q).
Moreover, the bound shows that the size and gradient of the mesh velocity field can have effects
on the FE solution. The former is insensitive to the shape of mesh elements whereas the effects
from the gradient of the mesh velocity are proportional to the maximum element aspect ratio
maxg hy /ag. Furthermore, is homogeneous about time derivatives. Thus, X can be viewed
as mesh displacement instead of mesh velocity. The bound shows that the change in the FE solution
is small when X and VX are small, implying a continuous dependence of the FE solution on the
mesh.

11



Remark 4.1. If the mesh velocity field is not smooth, from Remarks and (3.2]) and inequality
we can see that can be replaced by

aol|Vinll 2@y < 1 fllrz2@) (1+ CallVall L) + 0522||vb||L°°(Q) + 2052]||C||L°°(Q)) ||X||L°°(Q)

. 1
+ 1 £l 22y (3dCallall zoo ) + 2dCE|Ibl Lo (0)) 1 X || 2o (@) minax
K

(44)

For a given mesh, n}}n ag is fixed. Thus, shows that the FE solution depends continuously on

the mesh even in the situation where the mesh velocity field is not smooth.

5 A numerical example

In this section we present some numerical results for a two-dimensional example in the form
where Q = (0,1) x (0,1), a = 1, b = (1,2)T, ¢ = 0, and f is chosen such that the exact solution
of the BVP is given by u = sin(27x) sin(37y). We use linear finite elements and choose the base
mesh to be a triangular mesh by first partitioning 2 into N x N small rectangles and then dividing
each small rectangle into four triangles using its diagonal lines. We first consider a smooth velocity
field,

X = sin(7z) sin(27y)

and deform the mesh through . The results are listed in Table [l We can see that ||V || r2(q) is
a linear function of ¢. Moreover, the error is almost independent of the mesh size. This is consistent
with since the only mesh-dependent factor maxg hx /ak is constant when the mesh is being
refined for the current situation.

Next we consider a random mesh velocity field. In this case, we generate X; = X(x;) (i =
1,2, ...) using a uniformly distributed pseudorandom number generator and scale them to the range
(=1,1). Then we perturb the mesh through . In this case, the velocity field is not smooth.
The results are listed in Table 2] where |[Viy[[12(q) is shown as the average of the corresponding
values obtained with twenty repeated runs for each pair of ¢t and the mesh size. From the table we
can see that [|Viy||p2(q) is still linear about ¢. Interestingly, ||V 12(q) is mesh-dependent: its
values are about twice larger for the 80 x 80 mesh than those for the 40 x 40 mesh. This can be
explained using which contains a mesh-dependent factor 1/(ming ax). This factor is about
twice larger for the 80 x 80 mesh than for the 40 x 40 mesh. Moreover, we can see that ||V | 12(q)
in Table [2|are larger than those in Table|l| which reflects the nature of the bounds in and
for smooth and nonsmooth velocity fields.

Table 1: ||V 12 for smooth velocity field.

Mesh size | t =1e-6 | t=1e-5 |t =1le4 | t =1e-3 | t = le-2
40 x 40 | 3.759¢e-5 | 3.759¢e-4 | 3.759¢-3 | 3.759¢-2 | 3.760e-1
80 x 80 | 3.770e-5 | 3.770e-4 | 3.770e-3 | 3.771e-2 | 3.772¢-1
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Table 2: [[Vi|[12(q) (average) for random velocity field. The shown values are obtained as the

average of the corresponding values obtained with twenty repeated runs for each pair of ¢ and the

mesh size.
Mesh size | t=1e-6 | t=1e-5 | t = le-4 | t = 1e-3
40 x 40 | 3.641e-4 | 3.640e-3 | 3.633¢e-2 | 3.656e-1
80 x 80 | 7.367e-4 | 7.341e-3 | 7.353e-2 | 7.432¢-1
6 Conclusions

We have presented an analysis on the mesh sensitivity for the finite element solution of a boundary

value problem of linear elliptic partial differential equations. The main result is stated in Theo-

rem where a bound is obtained for the change in the finite element solution in terms of the

mesh deformation and its gradient. A similar bound is given in when the mesh velocity field is

nonsmooth. These results show how the finite element solution depends continuously on the mesh.

The results have been obtained in any dimension and for arbitrary unstructured simplicial meshes,

general linear elliptic partial differential equations, and general finite element approximations.
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