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P1–NONCONFORMING QUADRILATERAL FINITE ELEMENT

SPACE WITH PERIODIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS:

PART I. FUNDAMENTAL RESULTS ON DIMENSIONS, BASES,

SOLVERS, AND ERROR ANALYSIS

JAERYUN YIM∗ AND DONGWOO SHEEN †

Abstract. The P1–nonconforming quadrilateral finite element space with periodic boundary
condition is investigated. The dimension and basis for the space are characterized with the concept
of minimally essential discrete boundary conditions. We show that the situation is totally different
based on the parity of the number of discretization on coordinates. Based on the analysis on the space,
we propose several numerical schemes for elliptic problems with periodic boundary condition. Some
of these numerical schemes are related with solving a linear equation consisting of a non-invertible
matrix. By courtesy of the Drazin inverse, the existence of corresponding numerical solutions is
guaranteed. The theoretical relation between the numerical solutions is derived, and it is confirmed
by numerical results. Finally, the extension to the three dimensional is provided.
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1. Introduction. Many macroscopic material properties are obtained from the
knowledge of accurate microscopic material properties. However in most realistic cases
the ratio of macro scale to micro scale is so large that it cannot be directly computed
the dynamics described at the microscale level. Therefore usually upscaling tech-
niques are used to reduce the micro scale level computation to approximately obtain
macroscopic properties. Recently, several efficient multiscale methods have been de-
veloped towards that direction. These include numerical homogenization [4, 5, 13, 14],
MsFEM (multiscale finite element methods) and GMsFEM (generalized MsFEM)
[12, 10, 11, 17], VMS (variational multiscale finite element methods) [18], MsFVM
(multiscale finite volume methods) [20] and HMM (heterogeneous multiscale meth-
ods) [1, 9]. In numerical homogenization and upscaling of multiscale problems one
often needs to solve periodic boundary value problems at microscale level efficiently.

The P1–nonconforming quadrilateral finite element [27] has an advantage in com-
puting stiffness matrice as the gradient of linear polynomials is constant in each quad-
rilateral as well as it has the smallest number of DOFs (degrees of freedom) for given
quadrilateral mesh. There have been a number of studies about this finite element
for fluid dynamics, elasticity, electromagnetics [23, 15, 25, 24, 26, 28, 8, 16]. Unlikely
other finite elements, this space is strongly tied with the boundary condition for given
problem due to the dice rule constraint element by element (See (3.1)). Most of those
works are focused on the finite element space with Dirichlet and/or Neumann BCs.
Altmann and Carstensen [2] show the dimension of, and a basis for the finite element
space with inhomogeneous Dirichlet BCs which shares similar discrete nature with
the Neumann boundary case.

On the other hand, the P1-nonconforming quadrilateral element space with pe-
riodic BC has not been investigated. Thus, it is our intention to investigate its
dimension and basis with periodic BC.
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The discrete formulation of periodic problems yields singular linear systems, which
can be dealt with various kinds of generalized inverses of a matrix. Among them, we
will concentrate on the Drazin inverse, as it can be expressed as a matrix polynomial,
since the Krylov method, which is based on the same idea on matrix polynomials,
can be applied to singular linear systems. One of the most important properties of
the Drazin inverse is the expressibility it as a polynomial in the given matrix. The
Krylov iterative method for a nonsingular linear system is established on this property.
The Krylov scheme can be applied to a singular linear system as well under proper
consistency conditions [19, 22, 30, 7, 3, 6].

The aim of this paper is to investigate the structure of the P1–nonconforming
quadrilateral finite element spaces with periodic BC thoroughly and to suggest some
iterative methods to solve the resulting linear systems based on the idea of Drazin in-
verse. An application for nonconforming heterogeneous multiscale methods (NcHMM)
of P1–nonconforming quadrilateral finite element will appear in [29].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief expla-
nation for the P1–nonconforming quadrilateral finite element and the Drazin inverse.
We investigate the dimension of the finite element spaces with various BCs, including
periodic condition which is our main concern, in Section 3. We introduce the concept
of minimally essential discrete BCs to analyze the precise effects of given BC on the
dimension of the corresponding finite element space. In Section 4, a basis for the
periodic nonconforming finite element space is constructed. It consists of node-based
functions by identifying boundary node-based functions in a suitable way and a com-
plementary basis consisting of a few alternating functions is considered. We propose
several numerical schemes for solving a second-order elliptic problem with periodic
BC in Section 5. We use an efficient iterative method based on the Krylov space
in help of the Drazin inverse of the corresponding singular matrix. The relationship
between solutions of the schemes will be discussed. Finally, we extend all our results
to the 3D case in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries and notations. In this section some basics on the Drazin
inverse and the P1–nonconforming quadrilateral finite element will be briefly reviewed.
Also notations to be used are described.

2.1. The Drazin inverse. Let A be a linear transformation on Cn. The index
of A, denoted by Ind (A), is defined as the smallest nonnegative integer k such that

ImA0 ⊃ ImA ⊃ · · · ⊃ ImAk−1 ⊃ ImAk = ImAk+1 = · · · ,

or equivalently

kerA0 ⊂ kerA ⊂ · · · ⊂ kerAk−1 ⊂ kerAk = kerAk+1 = · · · .

It yields that, restricted on ImAk, the transformation A becomes an invertible linear
transformation. The Drazin inverse of A, denoted by AD, is defined as follows: for
u = v + w ∈ Cn where v ∈ ImAk and w ∈ kerAk, ADu := A|−1

ImAk v. One of the
most important properties of the Drazin inverse matrix of A is that it is expressible
as a polynomial in A:

Theorem 2.1 ([7]). If A ∈ Cn×n, then there exists a polynomial p(x) such that
AD = p(A).

For a singular matrix A, a unique Drazin inverse solution can be found by using the
Krylov iterative method under some proper consistency conditions. For details, see
[7, 19].
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Theorem 2.2 ([19]). Let m be the degree of the minimal polynomial for A, and
let k be the index of A. If b ∈ ImAk, then the linear system Ax = b has a unique
Krylov solution x = ADb ∈ Km−k(A, b). If b 6∈ ImAk, then Ax = b does not have a
solution in the Krylov space Kn(A, b).

2.2. Notations. For d = 2 or 3, let Ω = Πdj=1(0, ℓj) ⊂ Rd denote a d-dimensional
rectangular domain. Let (Th)0<h<mind

j=1
(ℓj) be the quasiuniform family of triangu-

lations of Ω into d–dimensional polyhedral subdomains Qh’s which are convex and
topologically equivalent to d–dimensional cubes, with maximum diameter bounded by
the mesh parameter h. We further assume that, for 0 < h < mindj=1(ℓj), Th is topo-
logically and combinatorially equivalent to the Nx1

×· · ·×Nxd
uniform d–dimensional

rectangular decomposition, say T̃h. We will call that the sequences of elements, faces,
and vertices in Th are aligned in the topological xk-direction we mean they are images
of elements, faces, and vertices in T̃h aligned in the xk-direction.

Let Fh, F i
h, Fb

h, and Fb,opp
h denote the sets of all (d − 1)–dimensional faces,

interior faces, boundary faces, and boundary face pairs on opposite boundary position,
respectively. Let Nh denote the set of all nodes in Th. For periodic BC, we assume
that for each h, Th is decomposed such that the periodically opposite boundary pairs
in Fb,opp

h are congruent.

From now on, for each face f , let σ
(ι)
f , ι = i,m, denote the functionals which

take the face average value and the midpoint value at the face midpoint mf , re-

spectively, such that σ
(i)
f (u) = 1

|f |

∫
f
u ds and σ

(m)
f (u) = u(mf ) for given function

u. We adopt several standard Sobolev spaces and discrete function spaces for the
P1–nonconforming quadrilateral finite element:

C∞
# (Ω) = the subset of C∞(Rd) of Ω-periodic functions restricted to Ω,

H1
#(Ω) = C∞

# (Ω)
H1(Ω)

, H1
#(Ω)/R = {v ∈ H1

#(Ω) |

∫

Ω

v = 0},

V h = {vh ∈ L2(Ω) | vh|K ∈ P1(K)∀K ∈ Th, σ
(i)
f ([vh]f ) = 0 ∀f ∈ F i

h},

V h0 = {vh ∈ V h | σ
(i)
f (vh) = 0 ∀f ∈ Fb

h}, V h# = {vh ∈ V h | σ
(i)
f1
(vh) = σ

(i)
f2
(vh)

∀(f1, f2) ∈ Fb,opp
h }, V h#/R = {vh ∈ V h# |

∫

Ω

vh = 0},

where P1(K) denotes the space of all linear polynomials onK and [·]f the jump across
(d− 1)-dimensional face f . Let ‖ · ‖0, | · |1, and | · |1,h denote the standard L2-norm,
H1-(semi-)norm, and mesh-dependent energy norm in Ω, respectively.

Here we define the concept of node–based functions. For a given node z in Th, let
F(z) denote the set of all (d−1)-dimensional faces containing z. Then we can construct

a function φz ∈ V h associated with z such that σ
(m)
f (φz) =

{
1
2 if f ∈ F(z),

0 otherwise,
where

mf is the midpoint of (d − 1)-dimensional face f in Fh. We call φz the node–based
function associated with z. In the case of periodic BC for a rectangular domain Ω, we
identify two boundary nodes in every opposite periodic position, and four nodes at
the corners of the boundary. Using the node–based functions, we introduce a discrete
function space and a set of functions, which will be used often:

V B,h
# = {vh ∈ V h# | vh ∈ SpanB}, (2.1a)

B = {φz}z∈N#

h
: the set of all node–based functions in V h# , (2.1b)
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whereN#
h denotes the set of all nodes with periodical identification. Notice that |B| =

NxNy in the 2D case, |B| = NxNyNz in the 3D case, due to identification between
nodes on boundary. For S ⊂ L∞(D), of size |S| and a scalar-valued (integrable)
function f,

∫
D fS denotes a vector, of size |S|, such that each component is the

integral of the product of f and the corresponding element in S over the domain D.
1S denotes a vector, size of |S|, consisting of 1 for all components.

3. Dimension of the Finite Element Spaces.

3.1. Induced relation between boundary barycenter values. We consider
a finite element space which approximates given function space with given BC. Then
the barycenter values on boundary faces in the P1–nonconforming quadrilateral ele-
ment space satisfy the following condition: for all u ∈ V h

σ
(m)
f1

(u) + σ
(m)

fopp

1

(u) = · · · = σ
(m)
fd

(u) + σ
(m)

fopp

d

(u) (3.1)

for all pairs (fj , f
opp
j ) ∈ Fb,opp

h (Q) for all Q ∈ Th, where Fb,opp
h (Q) denotes the set

of all pairs consisting of two boundary faces on opposite position. We will coin the
above formula (3.1) as the dice rule.

We will concentrate on the case of d = 2 in this section, and Sections 4–5. The 3
dimensional case will be covered in Section 6.

Let NQ denote the number of all elements in Th. Let NV , N i
V , and N

b
V denote the

number of all vertices, of all interior vertices, and of all boundary vertices, respectively.
Similarly NE , N

i
E , and N

b
E denote the number of all edges, of all interior edges, and of

all boundary edges, respectively. The vertices in Th are grouped into Red and Black
groups such that any two vertices connected by an edge in Th are not contained in
the same group.
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−
+
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+

−
+

	 +

−
+

−
	

✈

✈ ✈

✈

✈ ✈

✈
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r r

r

r r

Fig. 3.1. For each element, the signs on its edges are chosen + if the edges are from a Black

to Red vertices, and − otherwise.

A fixed orientation of edges is chosen throughout the all elements in Th. For
instance, we impose the plus sign on an edge if its direction is from Red to Black, and
the minus sign if the direction is opposite. The local signs on edges in each element
induce a relation between 4 midpoint values on the element which corresponds to the
dice rule:

4∑

j=1

(−1)jσ
(m)

fK
j

(vh) = 0, ∀vh ∈ V h, fKj being the jth edge of K, ∀K ∈ Th,

Since two local signs on both sides of an interior edge are always opposite, the sum of
all locally induced relations reduces to a relation between midpoint values on boundary
edges only. Note that the number of boundary edges in Th is always even and the
remaining signs are alternating along the boundary. Figure 3.1 shows an example of
orientation and induced signs on edges. The following lemma is easy but essential to
the nonconofrming P1 element V h.
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Lemma 3.1. There exists a way to give alternating sign on boundary edges. More-
over, the alternating sum of boundary midpoint values of vh ∈ V h is always zero,
whenever the domain is simply connected.

3.2. Minimally essential discrete BCs. Among all the midpoint values of
a given essential BC only a subset of them is enough to impose consistent discrete
boundary values. We call a set of discrete BCs minimally essential if essential bound-
ary midpoint values in the set induce all other essential boundary midpoint values
naturally, but any proper subset of the set does not.

Since each discrete essential BC removes the dimension of the space by 1, the
number of subtracted DOFs due to essential BCs is just equal to the number of
minimally essential discrete BCs. It recovers a well-known fact for the dimension of
the finite element spaces with Neumann and homogeneous Dirichlet BC.

Lemma 3.2. dim (V h) = NE −NQ −#(minimally essential discrete BCs).

Proposition 3.3. For Neumann and Dirichlet BCs, we have

#(minimally essential discrete BCs) =

{
0 for Neumann BC,

N b
E − 1 for homogeneous Dirichlet BC.

Consequently, dim V h = NE−NQ = NV−1, and dim V h0 = NE−NQ−(N b
E−1) = N i

V .

Remark 3.4. The proposition generalizes the dimensions for the homogeneous
Dirichlet and Neumann BCs given in Theorems 2.5 and 2.8 in [27].

For periodic BCs, the conditions enforce two midpoint values on two opposite
boundary edges to be equal. Therefore minimally essential discrete BCs form a small-
est set of periodic relations between opposite boundary edges which induce all such
periodic relations.

Depending on the parity of Nx and Ny, the behavior varies.
Case 1. First, suppose bothNx andNy are even. We can easily derive the last periodic

relation from the other periodic relations with the help of the relation between
boundary midpoint values in Lemma 3.1. This means that a set of all periodic
relations except any one of them is minimally essential.

Case 2. Next, consider the case where either Nx or Ny is odd. Then we can not
have such a natural induction as in the Case 1, which means that a set of all
periodic relations itself is minimally essential, see Figure 3.2.

+

−

+

−

+ − + −

+

−

+

−

+−+−

+

−

+

− + −

+

−

+

−+−

Fig. 3.2. Induced relation between boundary midpoint values

We summarize the above as in the following proposition:

Proposition 3.5. (Periodic BC) In the case of periodic BC on Nx ×Ny rectan-
gular mesh, #(minimally essential discrete BCs) = Nx + Ny − e(Nx)e(Ny). Conse-

quently, dim V h# = NxNy + e(Nx)e(Ny), where e(j) := 1+(−1)j

2 .
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4. Bases for Finite Element Spaces with Periodic BC. In this section, we
investigate bases for V h# .

4.1. Linear dependence of B. We write B = {φz1 , φz2 , · · · , φz|B|
}, the set of

all node–based functions in V h# . Define a surjective linear map BB

h : R|B| → V B,h
# by

BB

h (c) =
∑|B|

j=1 cjφzj where c = (cj) ∈ R|B|. For any c = (cj) ∈ kerBB

h , we have

ck = −cℓ for all vertex pair (zk, zℓ) which are two end nodes of an edge. (4.1)

(4.1) means that dim kerBB

h ≤ 1. Due to the periodicity, those relations are consistent
only if the number of discretization on each coordinate is even, and in such a case
dim kerBB

h = 1. Indeed, in this case any |B|−1 functions in B form a basis for V B,h
# .

On the other hand, consider the case where either Nx or Ny is odd. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that Nx is odd. Then a chain of such relation (4.1) along
the x–direction cannot occur unless c is trivial since the values at four values at the
corners of Ω should match. This concludes that dim kerBB

h = 0. We summarize the
above result as the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. (The dimension of kerBB

h and V B,h
# )

dim kerBB

h = e(Nx)e(Ny). (4.2)

Moreover, B♭ = {φ1, · · · , φ|B|−1} forms a basis for V B,h
# if both Nx and Ny are even,

whereas B itself is a basis for VB,h
# if either Nx or Ny is odd. Consequently,

dim V B,h
# = |B| − dim kerBB

h = NxNy − e(Nx)e(Ny). (4.3)

4.2. A basis for V h#. First, consider the case where both Nx and Ny are even.

Propositions 3.5 and 4.1 imply that B is linearly dependent and V B,h
# is a proper

subset of V h# with dim (V h#)−dim (V B,h
# ) = 2e(Nx)e(Ny) = 2, which means that there

exist two complementary basis functions for V h# \ V B,h
# . Let us construct such basis

functions. Define ψx ∈ V h# such that

its midpoint values on topologically vertical edges are ± 1

with alternating sign in both directions and (4.4)

all the midpoint values on topologically horizontal edges are 0.

See Figure 4.1 (a) for an illustration for ψx. Notice that ψx is well-defined whenever

Nx is even. It is easy to see that ψx 6∈ VB,h
# . Similarly, we can find another piecewise

linear function ψy in V
h
# , not belonging to V

B,h
# (Figure 4.1 (b)), such that its midpoint

values on topologically horizontal edges are±1 with alternating sign in both directions
and all the midpoint values on topologically vertical edges are 0. Next, let us consider
the case where either Nx or Ny is odd. Propositions 3.5 and 4.1 imply that B is

linearly independent and dim V B,h
# = dim V h# . Therefore V

B,h
# = V h# and B, the

set of all node–based functions, is a basis for V h# . We summarize these results as in
following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. (A basis for V h#)

1. If both Nx and Ny are even, then V B,h
# $ V h#. Furthermore A = {ψx, ψy}

where ψx and ψy are defined as in (4.4), forms a complementary basis for

6
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Fig. 4.1. An example of two alternating functions (a) ψx and (b) ψy. They do not belong to B.

V h# , not belonging to V B,h
# . Moreover, B♭ ∪ A forms a basis for V h# , where

B♭ = {φ1, · · · , φ|B|−1}.

2. If either Nx or Ny is odd, then V B,h
# = V h#. Moreover, B is a basis for V h#.

Remark 4.3. Notice that the elementwise derivatives ∂ψx

∂x and
∂ψy

∂y are checker-

board patterns, while ∂ψx

∂y =
∂ψy

∂x = 0.

4.3. Stiffness matrix associated with B. Even though B may not be a basis
for V h# , it is still a useful set of functions to understand V h# . Above all, the node–based
functions are easy to handle in implementation viewpoint. Furthermore, Theorem 4.2
implies V B,h

# , which equals to Span(B), occupies almost all of V h#. In this section, we
investigate some characteristics of B in approximating the Laplace operator.

4

−1 −1

−1−1

Fig. 4.2. The stencil for SB

h with uniform cubes of size h× h.

Set SB

h be the |B| × |B| stiffness matrix associated with B = {φj}
|B|
j=1, whose

components are given by

(SB

h )jk =
∑

K∈Th

∫

K

∇φk · ∇φj 1 ≤ j, k ≤ |B|. (4.5)

The local stencil for the stiffness matrix associated with B is shown in Figure 4.2.
Obviously, SB

h is symmetric and positive semi-definite. The following lemma and
proposition are immediate, but useful for later uses.

Lemma 4.4. Let vh =
∑

j vjφj for v = (vj) ∈ R|B|. Then v ∈ kerSB

h if and only
if vh is a constant function in Ω.

Proposition 4.5. kerSB

h can be decomposed as

kerSB

h = kerBB

h ⊕ Span1B. (4.6)

Remark 4.6. Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.5 are also valid in the 3D case.

Observe that Propositions 4.1 and 4.5 directly lead to the following proposition.
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Proposition 4.7. (The dimension of kerSB

h )

dim kerSB

h = e(Nx)e(Ny) + 1. (4.7)

5. Numerical Schemes for Elliptic Problems with Periodic BC. Assume
that f ∈ L2(Ω) is given such that

∫
Ω f = 0. Consider the elliptic problem with periodic

BC to find u ∈ H1
#(Ω)/R such that −∆u = f in Ω. The weak formulation is as follows:

find u ∈ H1
#(Ω)/R such that

∫

Ω

∇u · ∇v =

∫

Ω

fv ∀v ∈ H1
#(Ω)/R. (5.1)

By defining ah(uh, vh) :=
∑

K∈Th

∫
K
∇uh · ∇vh, the discrete weak formulation for

(5.1) is given as follows: find uh ∈ V h#/R such that

ah(uh, vh) =

∫

Ω

fvh ∀vh ∈ V h#/R. (5.2)

Remark 5.1. Throughout this section, we assume that both Nx and Ny are even.

The other cases with odd Nx and/or Ny are easy to handle owing to V h# = V B,h
# .

Also we will assume that (Th)0<h is a family of uniform rectangular decomposition.

Additional Notations & Properties. We compare 4 different numerical ap-
proaches to solve (5.2) with the trial and test function spaces S = B♭,B,E♭,E, which
are described as follows. Due to Proposition 4.1, we can find B♭, a proper subset
of B, which is a basis for VB,h

# . It clearly holds that |B♭| = dim VB,h
# = |B| − 1.

Consider the two extended sets E := B ∪ A and E♭ := B♭ ∪ A, the latter of which
is a basis for V h# . The characteristics of B♭, B, E♭, and E are summarized in Ta-

ble 5.1. For a vector v with |E| (or |E♭|) number of components, let v|B (or v|B♭)

S |S| SpanS dim SpanS

B♭ NxNy − 1
V B,h
# NxNy − 1

B NxNy
E♭ NxNy + 1

V h# NxNy + 1
E NxNy + 2

Table 5.1

Characteristics of each test and trial function set S when both Nx, Ny are even

and v|A denote vectors consisting of the first |B| (or |B♭|) components, and of the
last |A| components, respectively. Several properties of functions in B and A can be
observed.

Lemma 5.2. Let B and A be as above. Then the followings hold.
1. ah(φ, ψ) = 0 ∀φ ∈ B∀ψ ∈ A.
2. ah(ψµ, ψν) = 0 ∀ψµ, ψν ∈ A such that µ 6= ν.
3.

∫
Ω ψ = 0 ∀ψ ∈ A.

4. There exists an h-independent constant C such that ‖ψ‖0 ≤ C and |ψ|1,h ≤
Ch−1 ∀ψ ∈ A.

Now, we define a stiffness matrix associated with B♭, and its variants. Let SB
♭

h be
the |B♭| × |B♭| stiffness matrix associated with B♭ whose components are given by

(SB
♭

h )jk := ah(φk, φj) 1 ≤ j, k ≤ |B♭|, (5.3)

8



and S̃B
♭

h be the same matrix as SB
♭

h , but the last row is modified in order to impose
the zero mean value condition. Because all the integrals

∫
Ω φj are same for all φj in

B, every entry in the last row is replaced by 1.

(S̃B
♭

h )jk :=

{
ah(φk, φj) j 6= |B♭|,

1 j = |B♭|.
(5.4)

Note that S̃B
♭

h is nonsingular whereas both SB

h and SB
♭

h are singular with rank de-
ficiency 2 and 1, respectively. For the complementary part, let SA

h be the |A| × |A|
stiffness matrix associated with A,

(SA

h )jk := ah(ψk, ψj) 1 ≤ j, k ≤ |A|. (5.5)

Notice that SA

h is a nonsingular diagonal matrix due to Lemma 5.2.

5.1. Option 1: S = E♭ for a nonsingular nonsymmetric system. Since E♭

is a basis for V h# , E♭ is a natural choice as a set of trial and test functions to assemble

a linear system corresponding to (5.2). The numerical solution uh ∈ V h# is uniquely

expressed, associated with E♭, as

uh = ũ♭E♭ (5.6)

where ũ♭ is the solution of the following system of equations associated with E♭:

L̃E
♭

h ũ♭ =

[
f̃B♭

fA

]
(5.7)

where L̃E
♭

h :=

[
S̃B

♭

h 0

0 SA

h

]
, (̃fB♭)j =

{∫
Ω fφj , 1 ≤ j < |B♭|

0, j = |B♭|
, and fA =

∫
Ω fA. Due

to Lemma 5.2, L̃E
♭

h is a block-diagonal matrix. Moreover, it is nonsingular, but

nonsymmetric due to the modification in the last row of S̃B
♭

which comes from the
zero mean value condition. We can use any known numerical scheme for general linear
systems, for instance GMRES, to solve (5.7).

Scheme 1. GMRES for S = E♭

Step 1. Take an initial vector u(0) ∈ R|E♭|.
Step 2. Solve the nonsymmetric system (5.7) by a restarted GMRES and set ũ♭ :=
u(n).
Step 3. The numerical solution is obtained as uh = ũ♭E♭.

5.2. Option 2: S = E♭ for a symmetric positive semi-definite system

with rank deficiency 1. In the previous approach, the zero mean value condition is
imposed in a system of equations directly. Consequently the associated linear system
becomes nonsymmetric due to modification of just a single row.

In this subsection we will impose the zero mean value condition indirectly in order
to conserve symmetry of the assembled linear system. In particular, we will impose
the zero mean value condition in post-processing stage. Then we can apply some fast
solvers for symmetric system. On the other hand, nonsingularity can not be avoided
any longer in this approach. Fortunately the linear system is at least positive semi-
definite. Hence we can use a Drazin inverse as mentioned in Section 2.1 to solve our
singular system using a Krylov iterative method under a proper condition.
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Consider a system of equations for (5.2) associated with E♭ without any modifi-
cation:

LE
♭

h u♭ =

∫

Ω

fE♭ where LE
♭

h :=

[
SB

♭

h 0

0 SA

h

]
. (5.8)

Note that the above linear system is singular, and symmetric positive semi-definite.
We should find the solution u♭ of the system such that

u♭|B♭ · 1B♭ = 0 (5.9)

since
∫
Ω vE♭ = 0 if and only if v|B♭ · 1B♭ = 0, and the numerical solution u♭h ∈ V h# of

this scheme is obtained by

u♭h = u♭E♭. (5.10)

If a symmetric positive semi-definite system Ax = b is given, as our formulation above,
the conjugate gradient method (CG) gives a unique Krylov solution if the consistency
condition b ∈ ImA holds. The general solution is obviously obtained upto its kernel.

The kernel of the linear system (5.8) is closely related with the kernel of SB
♭

h . A simple

analog of Section 4.3 implies that the dimension of kerSB
♭

h is 1, and v ∈ kerSB
♭

h if
and only if vB♭ is a constant function in Ω. Note that B♭ is not a partition of unity,

whereas B is. Let wB♭ denote a unique vector in R|B♭| such that wB♭B
♭ ≡ 1 in Ω.

Then the kernel of the linear system in (5.8) is simply represented by SpanwE♭ where

wE♭ =
[
wT

B♭ 0
]T

∈ R|E♭|

is the trivial extension of wB♭ . Therefore in the post-processing stage we add a mul-
tiple of wE♭ to the Krylov solution to preserve (5.9).

In summary, the numerical scheme for u♭h is given as follows.

Scheme 2. CG for S = E♭ of rank 1 deficiency

Step 1. Take a vector u(0) ∈ R|E♭| for an initial guess.
Step 2. Solve the singular symmetric positive semi-definite system (5.8) by the CG
and get the Krylov solution u′ = u(n).
Step 3. Add a multiple of wE♭ to u′ to get u♭, in order to enforce (5.9), as

u♭ = u′ −
u′|B♭ · 1B♭

wB♭ · 1B♭

wE♭ .

Step 4. The numerical solution is obtained as u♭h = u♭E♭.

5.3. Option 3: S = E for a symmetric positive semi-definite system

with rank deficiency 2. Although symmetry and positive semi-definiteness are key
factors for an efficient numerical scheme for linear solvers, we may not enjoy full
benefits in the previous scheme. We need the extra post-processing stage to impose
the zero mean value condition. The defect in the previous approach comes from the
fact that the Riesz representation vector for the integral functional does not belong
to the kernel of the linear system. As shown above, the kernel of the linear system is
closely related with the coefficient vector for the unity function. If these two vectors
coincide, we can get our solution without any post-processing stage. The imbalance
of B♭ for the linear independence is also a disadvantage to numerical implementation.

10



In this approach, we find the numerical solution u♮h ∈ V h# such that

u♮h = u♮E (5.11)

where u♮ is a solution of a system of equations for (5.2) associated with full E,

LE

hu
♮ :=

[
SB

h 0

0 SA

h

]
u♮ =

∫

Ω

fE (5.12)

with

u♮|B · 1B = 0, (5.13)

since
∫
Ω
vE = 0 if and only if v|B·1B = 0. The numerical solution u♮ is unique because

a solution of the linear system is unique upto an additive nontrivial representation
for the zero function in B. We want to emphasize that, unlike the previous scheme,
1B belongs to the kernel of SB

h as shown in (4.5). It implies that, without any extra
post-processing stage, we can find the solution of the linear system which satisfies
the zero mean value condition (5.13) if an initial guess is chosen to satisfy the same
condition.

In summary, we have the numerical solution u♮h as follows.

Scheme 3. CG for S = E of rank 2 deficiency

Step 1. Take an initial vector u(0) ∈ R|E| which satisfies u(0)|B · 1B = 0.
Step 2. Solve the singular symmetric positive semi-definite system (5.12) by the CG
and get the Krylov solution u♮ = u(n).
Step 3. The numerical solution is obtained as u♮h = u♮E.

5.4. Option 4: S = B for a symmetric positive semi-definite system

with rank deficiency 2. Consider a system of equations associated only with B for
(5.2) to find ū♮ ∈ V B,h

# such that

LB

h ū♮ := SB

h ū♮ =

∫

Ω

fB. (5.14)

Starting from an initial vector u(0) ∈ R|B| which satisfies u(0) · 1B = 0, let ū♮ be the
Krylov solution of the linear system. The numerical solution ū♮h ∈ V B,h

# is obtained
by

ū♮h = ū♮B. (5.15)

We summarize the above procedure as follows.

Scheme 4. CG for S = B of rank 2 deficiency

Step 1. Take an initial vector u(0) ∈ R|E| which satisfies u(0)|B · 1B = 0.
Step 2. Solve the singular symmetric positive semi-definite system (5.14) by the CG
and get the Krylov solution ū♮ = u(n).
Step 3. The numerical solution is obtained as ū♮h = ū♮B.

Main Theorem: Relation Between Numerical Solutions. The following
theorem states the relation between all numerical solutions discussed above.

Theorem 5.3. Let (Th)0<h be a family of uniform rectangular decomposition,

that is, Th = T̃h for all h. Assume that Nx and Ny are even. Let uh, u
♭
h, u

♮
h, ū

♮
h be

11



the numerical solutions of (5.1) as (5.6), (5.10), (5.11), (5.15), respectively. Then

uh = u♭h = u♮h, and

‖u♮h − ū♮h‖0 ≤ Ch2‖f‖0, |u♮h − ū♮h|1,h ≤ Ch‖f‖0.

Remark 5.4. Theorem 5.3 provides theoretical error bounds with a set of test and
trial functions which are redundant but easy to implement, instead of a set of exact
solutions which are exactly fitted but complicated to implement.

Proof. Let u♭ and ũ♭ be the solutions as in Sections 5.1 and 5.2, respectively.
Note that two linear systems (5.7) and (5.8) coincide except |B♭|-th row. Even on
|B♭|-th row,

(
L̃E

♭

h u♭
)

|B♭|
= 1B♭ ·

(
u′ −

u′|B♭ · 1B♭

wB♭ · 1B♭

wE♭

)∣∣∣∣
B♭

= 1B♭ ·

(
u′|B♭ −

u′|B♭ · 1B♭

wB♭ · 1B♭

wB♭

)

= 0.

Thus L̃E
♭

h u♭ =

[
f̃B♭

fA

]
= L̃E

♭

h ũ♭, and it implies u♭ = ũ♭ because L̃E
♭

h is nonsingular. It

concludes uh = u♭h.

Let u♮ be the solution as in Section 5.3. Then, we have u♮|A = u♭|A. Let

[
u♭|B♭

0

]

be a trivial extension of u♭|B♭ into a vector in R|B| by padding a single zero. Note

that
∑|B|

j=1(S
B

h )jk = 0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ |B|. Due to the definition of u♭, we have

SB

h

[
u♭|B♭

0

]
=

[
SB

♭

h u♭|B♭

[SB

h ]|B|,1:|B♭|u
♭|B♭

]
=




∫
Ω fB

♭

−
∑

j 6=|B|

[SB

h ]j,1:|B♭|u
♭|B♭




=

[ ∫
Ω
fB♭

−
∑|B♭|
j=1 [S

B
♭

h ]j,1:|B♭|u
♭|B♭

]
=

[ ∫
Ω
fB♭

−
∑|B♭|
j=1

∫
Ω fφj

]

=

[ ∫
Ω fB

♭
∫
Ω
f(φ|B| − 1)

]
=

∫

Ω

fB,

since B is a partition of unity and
∫
Ω
f = 0. On the other hand, the definition of

u♮ implies SB

h u♮|B =
∫
Ω
fB. Thus u♮|B −

[
u♭|B♭

0

]
is in the kernel of SB

h , which is

decomposed as Proposition 4.5. Due to the zero mean value condition in each scheme,(
u♮|B −

[
u♭|B♭

0

])
·1B = u♮|B ·1B−u♭|B♭ ·1B♭ = 0. Therefore u♮|B−

[
u♭|B♭

0

]
must

belong to kerBB

h , and consequently

(
u♮|B −

[
u♭|B♭

0

])
B = u♮|BB−u♭|B♭B

♭ is equal

to 0. This implies u♮h = u♭h.
Let ū♮ be the solution as in Section 5.4. Note that u♮|B = ū♮, and

u♮|A = diag (ah(ψx, ψx), ah(ψy, ψy))
−1

∫

Ω

fA ≤ Ch2
∫

Ω

fA

12



Opt 1 Opt 2

h |u− uh|1,h order ‖u− uh‖0 order |u− u♭
h|1,h order ‖u− u♭

h‖0 order
1/8 1.123E+01 - 4.230E-01 - 1.123E+01 - 4.230E-01 -
1/16 5.466E-00 1.039 8.607E-02 2.297 5.466E-00 1.039 8.607E-02 2.297
1/32 2.832E-00 0.949 2.216E-02 1.957 2.832E-00 0.949 2.216E-02 1.957
1/64 1.429E-00 0.987 5.585E-03 1.989 1.429E-00 0.987 5.585E-03 1.989
1/128 7.160E-01 0.997 1.399E-03 1.997 7.160E-01 0.997 1.399E-03 1.997
1/256 3.582E-01 0.999 3.499E-04 1.999 3.582E-01 0.999 3.499E-04 1.999

Opt 3 Opt 4

h |u− u♮
h|1,h order ‖u− u♮

h‖0 order |u− ū♮
h|1,h order ‖u− ū♮

h‖0 order
1/8 1.123E+01 - 4.230E-01 - 1.123E+01 - 4.230E-01 -
1/16 5.466E-00 1.039 8.607E-02 2.297 5.466E-00 1.039 8.607E-02 2.297
1/32 2.832E-00 0.949 2.216E-02 1.957 2.832E-00 0.949 2.216E-02 1.957
1/64 1.429E-00 0.987 5.585E-03 1.989 1.429E-00 0.987 5.585E-03 1.989
1/128 7.160E-01 0.997 1.399E-03 1.997 7.160E-01 0.997 1.399E-03 1.997
1/256 3.582E-01 0.999 3.499E-04 1.999 3.582E-01 0.999 3.499E-04 1.999

Table 5.2

Numerical results for Example 5.5.

due to Lemma 5.2. Owing to
∫
Ω
fψ ≤ C

(∫
Ω
|f |2

)1/2 (∫
Ω
|ψ|2

)1/2
≤ C‖f‖0 ∀ψ ∈ A,

each component of u♮|A is bounded by O(h2). Hence we have desired estimates the

difference between u♮h and ū♮h in L2- and H1-(semi-)norm.

5.5. Numerical results. For the scheme Option 1, we use the restarted GM-
RES scheme in MGMRES library provided by Ju and Burkardt [21]. We emphasize

that we replace one of essentially linearly dependent rows of SB
♭

h by the zero mean

value condition in order to make S̃B
♭

h nonsingular.

Example 5.5. Consider the problem (5.1) on the domain Ω = (0, 1)2 with the

exact solution u(x, y) = s(x)s(y) where s(t) =
∑3
k=1

4
(2k−1)π sin

(
2(2k − 1)πt

)
, a

truncated Fourier series for the square wave.

For each option, the error in energy norm and L2-norm for Example 5.5 are shown in
Table 5.2. We observe that all schemes give very similar numerical solutions.

Example 5.6. Consider the same problem as in Example 5.5 with the exact so-

lution u(x, y) = s(x)s(y) where s(t) = exp
(
− 1

1−(2t−1)2

)
t2(1− t)+C, with a constant

C satisfying
∫
[0,1]

s = 0.

Table 5.3 shows numerical results for Example 5.6 in each option, and all options give
almost the same result, as the previous example. The iteration number and elapsed
time in each option in the case of h = 1/256 are shown in Table 5.4. We observe
decrease of the iteration number and elapsed time in the option 3 compared to the
option 2. Decrease from the option 3 to the option 4 is quite natural because we only
use the node–based functions as trial and test functions for the option 4.

6. Extension to the 3D Case. In this section we consider the case of d = 3.

6.1. Dimension of finite element spaces in 3D. The following lemma is the
3D analog of Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 6.1. For Ω ⊂ R3, we have

dim (V h) = #(faces)− 2#(cells)−#(minimally essential discrete BCs).
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Opt 1 Opt 2

h |u− uh|1,h order ‖u− uh‖0 order |u− u♭
h|1,h order ‖u− u♭

h‖0 order
1/8 1.225E-03 - 5.649E-05 - 1.225E-03 - 5.649E-05 -
1/16 6.024E-04 1.024 1.033E-05 2.450 6.024E-04 1.024 1.033E-05 2.450
1/32 3.045E-04 0.984 1.949E-06 2.406 3.045E-04 0.984 1.949E-06 2.406
1/64 1.527E-04 0.996 4.682E-07 2.058 1.527E-04 0.996 4.682E-07 2.058
1/128 7.642E-05 0.999 1.171E-07 1.999 7.642E-05 0.999 1.171E-07 1.999
1/256 3.822E-05 1.000 2.929E-08 2.000 3.822E-05 1.000 2.929E-08 2.000

Opt 3 Opt 4

h |u− u♮
h|1,h order ‖u− u♮

h‖0 order |u− ū♮
h|1,h order ‖u− ū♮

h‖0 order
1/8 1.225E-03 - 5.649E-05 - 1.225E-03 - 5.649E-05 -
1/16 6.024E-04 1.024 1.033E-05 2.450 6.024E-04 1.024 1.033E-05 2.450
1/32 3.045E-04 0.984 1.949E-06 2.406 3.045E-04 0.984 1.949E-06 2.406
1/64 1.527E-04 0.996 4.682E-07 2.058 1.527E-04 0.996 4.682E-07 2.058
1/128 7.642E-05 0.999 1.171E-07 1.999 7.642E-05 0.999 1.171E-07 1.999
1/256 3.822E-05 1.000 2.929E-08 2.000 3.822E-05 1.000 2.929E-08 2.000

Table 5.3

Numerical results for Example 5.6.

solver iter time (sec.)
Opt 1 GMRES(20) 4944 61.52
Opt 2 CG 817 3.30
Opt 3 CG 437 1.80
Opt 4 CG 318 1.33

Table 5.4

Iteration number and elapsed time in each option with 256× 256 mesh

Proof. We can rewrite the dice rule in a single 3D cubic cell K ∈ Th into two
separated relations:

vh(m
K
1 )− vh(m

K
2 ) + vh(m

K
6 )− vh(m

K
5 ) = 0,

vh(m
K
1 )− vh(m

K
3 ) + vh(m

K
6 )− vh(m

K
4 ) = 0

for all vh ∈ V h wheremK
j is the barycenter of face fKj ofK, and the faces are arranged

to satisfy that the sum of indices in opposite faces is equal to 7, as an ordinary dice.
Since each relation reduces the number of DOFs in the finite element space by 1, same
as in the 2D case, the claim is derived in consequence.

Proposition 6.2. (Neumann and Dirichlet BCs in 3D)

#(minimally essential discrete BCs)

=






0 for Neumann BC,

2(NxNy +NyNz +NzNx)
− (Nx +Ny +Nz) + 1

with homogeneous Dirichlet BC

Consequently,

dim V h = NV − 1, (6.1a)

dim V h0 = N i
V . (6.1b)

Proof. It is enough to consider the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary case since
there is nothing to prove in the Neumann case. Suppose that the homogeneous Dirich-
let BC is given. Similarly to the argument in 2D, we need to investigate induced
relations on boundary barycenter values. Consider the topological x-direction first,
and classify all cells into Nx groups by their position in x. Then each group consists
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of Ny ×Nz cells which are attached in the topological y- and z-directions. For each
cell in a group, the dice rule in 3D implies a relation between 4 barycenter values on
4 faces such that each of them is parallel to the topological xy- or zx-plane. Similarly
to the 2D case, a collection of such relations from all cells in a group derives a single
relation consisting of an alternating sum of 2Ny + 2Nz barycenter values on a set of
boundary faces and it will be called a strip perpendicular to the topological x-axis.
This induced relation on the strip is well-defined because the number of faces in the
strip is always even. Figure 6.1 shows an example of a strip perpendicular to the
topological x-axis. The signs on the strip represent the alternating sum of boundary
barycenter values. For the topological x-direction, there are Nx strips perpendicular
to the topological x-axis, and corresponding relations between barycenters on bound-
ary faces. Repeating similar arguments for the topological y- and z-directions, we
can find totally Nx +Ny +Nz strips and corresponding relations between boundary
barycenters.

x

y

z

σ

+

+

+

+

-

-

-

-

Fig. 6.1. An example of a strip

However, these induced relations are linearly independent. Choose an element K
from one of corners in Th. There are three strips σxK , σyK , σzK which are attached
to K, and topologically perpendicular to the x-, y-, z-axes, respectively. Let us
call each of these strips the standard strip for each axis. There are two options to
assign proper alternating signs to barycenter values on each standard strip in order to
make a corresponding alternating relation between boundary barycenters. For each
standard strip, we choose an option for alternating sign in the relation to cancel out
all boundary barycenters which belong to K when summing up all three relations on
three standard strips. We will call them the standard choices. Consider σ, a strip
among others, which is obviously parallel to one of these standard strips, without loss
of generality, σxK . There are also two options for alternating sign in the relation on
σ. One option is same to the standard choice on σxK : in this option, the sign for
each boundary barycenter on σ is equal to the sign for the corresponding boundary
barycenter in the standard choice on σxK . The other option is just opposite to the
standard choice. We make a choice on σ depending on the distance from σxK . If σ
is adjacent to σxK , or is away from σxK by an even number of faces in the topological
x-direction, then we choose an option for alternating sign on σ to be opposite to
the standard choice on σxK . If σ is away from σxK by an odd number of faces in the
topological x-direction, then the same alternating sign as the standard choice is chosen
on σ. Under this rule, we can make all choices for alternating sign in the induced
relations on all Nx +Ny +Nz strips. And it can be easily shown that the sum of all
induced relations on all strips with chosen alternating sign becomes a trivial relation.
It implies that there is a single linear relation between those induced relations on all
strips. Therefore,

#(minimally essential discrete BCs)
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= #(boundary faces)−#(independent relations)

= 2(NxNy +NyNz +NzNx)− (Nx +Ny +Nz − 1).

Depending on the evenness of Nx, Ny, and Nz, we have the following result on the
dimension of periodic finite element space.

Proposition 6.3. (Periodic BC in 3D) In the case of periodic BC, we have

#(minimally essential discrete BCs)

= (NxNy +NyNz +NzNx)

− [Nxe(Ny)e(Nz) +Nye(Nx)e(Nz) +Nze(Nx)e(Ny)− e(Nx)e(Ny)e(Nz)] ,

and

dim V h# = NxNyNz − [Nxe(Ny)e(Nz) +Nye(Nx)e(Nz) +Nze(Nx)e(Ny)

−e(Nx)e(Ny)e(Nz)] .

Proof. Due to the same reason discussed in the 2D case, an induced relation be-
tween boundary barycenter values on a strip perpendicular to the x-axis can help to
impose the periodic BC only when both Ny and Nz are even. In this case, coinci-
dence of two barycenter values of the last boundary face pair is naturally achieved by
pairwise coincidence of barycenter values of other boundary face pairs in the strip.
Consequently, totally Nx periodic BCs can hold naturally due to other periodic BCs
and induced boundary relations on strips perpendicular to the x-axis. Similar claims
hold for induced boundary relations on strips topologically perpendicular to y-, and
z-directional axes.

However, as discussed in the case of Dirichlet BC, due to the linear dependence
between Nx+Ny+Nz induced relations on all strips we have to consider 1 redundant
relation when all Nx +Ny +Nz strips are taken into account of i.e., all Nx, Ny and
Nz are even. This completes the proof.

6.2. Linear dependence of B in 3D. In this section, we identify a global coef-
ficient representation for node–based functions in B with a vector in R|B|. With this
identification, we use a vector c ∈ R|B| to represent a global coefficient representation
on given 3D grid Th. In this sense, we denote the local coefficients of c in Q ∈ Th by
c|Q. For the sake of simple description, we use this abusive notation as long as there

is no chance of misunderstanding. A surjective linear map BB

h : R|B| → V B,h
# defined

in Section 4 is obviously extended to the 3D case.
As shown in Figure 6.2, there are exactly 4 kinds of local coefficient representation

for the zero function in a single element. The value at each vertex represents the
coefficient for the corresponding node–based function in B. If any global coefficient
representation for the zero function is restricted in an element, then it has to be a
linear combination of these 4 elementary representations which are denoted byA,X ,Y
and Z, respectively. In other words, any global representation for the zero function
is obtained by a consecutive extension of local representation in an appropriate way.

For D = A,X ∪ A,Y ∪ A,Z ∪ A,X ∪ Y ∪ Z ∪ A, designate SD the following
subspace consisting of global representation:

SD :=
{
c ∈ R|B| | c|Q ∈ Span{D} ∀Q ∈ Th

}
.
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Fig. 6.2. Nontrivial representations for the zero function in an element: A, X , Y, Z

Remark 6.4. The definition of BB

h implies kerBB

h = SX∪Y∪Z∪A.

We then have the following matching conditions on every face which is shared by two
adjacent elements.

Lemma 6.5. Let c ∈ SX∪Y∪Z∪A, and c
X
ijk, c

Y
ijk, c

Z
ijk, c

A
ijk denote coefficients of c

in an element Qijk ∈ Th for X , Y, Z, A, respectively, i.e., c|Qijk
= cXijkX + cYijkY +

cZijkZ + cAijkA. Then for all 1 ≤ i ≤ Nx, 1 ≤ j ≤ Ny, 1 ≤ k ≤ Nz,

cXijk − cAijk = cX(i+1)jk + cA(i+1)jk, cYijk = −cY(i+1)jk, cZijk = −cZ(i+1)jk,(6.2a)

cYijk − cAijk = cYi(j+1)k + cAi(j+1)k, cZijk = −cZi(j+1)k, cXijk = −cXi(j+1)k,(6.2b)

cZijk − cAijk = cZij(k+1) + cAij(k+1); cXijk = −cXij(k+1); cYijk = −cYij(k+1).(6.2c)

Here all indices are understood up to modulo Nx, Ny, Nz, respectively, due to period-
icity.

Remark 6.6. Conversely, local relations (6.2a)–(6.2c) in Lemma 6.5 for all 1 ≤
i ≤ Nx, 1 ≤ j ≤ Ny, 1 ≤ k ≤ Nz imply the well-definedness of c ∈ SX∪Y∪Z∪A, i.e.,
on each face shared by two adjacent elements the vertex values are matching.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. Two elements Qijk and Q(i+1)jk are adjacent in the topo-
logical x-direction, and sharing a common face topologically perpendicular to the
x-axis. Thus the vertex values on the right face of the topologically left element Qijk
have to be matched with the vertex values on the the topologically left face of the
topologically right element Q(i+1)jk. Since there are 4 nodes in the common face, we
have 4 equations in 8 variables:

−cXijk + cYijk + cZijk + cAijk = −cX(i+1)jk − cY(i+1)jk − cZ(i+1)jk − cA(i+1)jk, (6.3a)

cXijk + cYijk − cZijk − cAijk = cX(i+1)jk − cY(i+1)jk + cZ(i+1)jk + cA(i+1)jk, (6.3b)

cXijk − cYijk + cZijk − cAijk = cX(i+1)jk + cY(i+1)jk − cZ(i+1)jk + cA(i+1)jk, (6.3c)

−cXijk − cYijk − cZijk + cAijk = −cX(i+1)jk + cY(i+1)jk + cZ(i+1)jk − cA(i+1)jk. (6.3d)
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Simple calculation shows that (6.3) are equivalent to (6.2a). Similarly, considering
faces topologically perpendicular to the y- and z-directions, we get (6.2b) and (6.2c),
respectively.

The next decomposition theorem is essential for the dimension analysis in the 3D
case.

Theorem 6.7 (Decomposition Theorem). The quotient space SX∪Y∪Z∪A/SA

can be decomposed as

SX∪Y∪Z∪A/SA = SX∪A/SA ⊕ SY∪A/SA ⊕ SZ∪A/SA. (6.4)

Proof. It is clear that SA ⊂ SX∪A,SY∪A,SZ∪A ⊂ SX∪Y∪Z∪A and SX∪A∩SY∪A =
SY∪A ∩ SZ∪A = SZ∪A ∩ SX∪A = SA. Thus it is enough to show that for any c ∈
SX∪Y∪Z∪A, there exist u ∈ SX∪A, v ∈ SY∪A, w ∈ SZ∪A such that c ∈ u+v+w+SA.

Let cXijk, c
Y
ijk, c

Z
ijk, c

A
ijk denote the coefficients of c in Qijk ∈ Th for X , Y, Z,

A, respectively, i.e., c|Qijk
= cXijkX + c

\Y
ijkY + cZijkZ + cAijkA. Due to Lemma 6.5, the

relations (6.2a)–(6.2c) hold. Now we construct u, v, and w. First, define u ∈ R|B|

by

u|Qijk
:= uXijkX + uAijkA where uXijk = cXijk, u

A
ijk = (−1)j+kcAi11. (6.5)

We have uYijk = uZijk = 0. We can check the followings.
1. u is well-defined, and belongs to SX∪Y∪Z∪A: See Remark 6.6. For a face

shared by two adjacent elements Qijk and Q(i+1)jk,

uXijk − uAijk = cXijk − (−1)j+kcAi11

= cX(i+1)jk + (−1)j+kcA(i+1)11 = uX(i+1)jk + uA(i+1)jk.

Thus u is matching on all faces perpendicular to the x-axis. For the faces
perpendicular to the y-axis, we have

uXijk = cXijk = −cXi(j+1)k = −uXi(j+1)k,

− uAijk = −(−1)j+kcAi11 = (−1)j+1+kcAi11 = uAi(j+1)k,

and similar for the faces perpendicular to the z-axis. Therefore u is also
matching along the y- and z-directions.

2. u ∈ SX∪A: It is trivial due to the definition of u and SX∪A.
Similarly to u, we define v and w ∈ R|B| by

v|Qijk
:= vYijkY + vAijkA where vYijk = cYijk, v

A
ijk = (−1)i+kcA1j1,

w|Qijk
:= wZ

ijkZ + wA
ijkA where wZ

ijk = cZijk, w
A
ijk = (−1)i+jcA11k.

Then both v andw are well-defined, and v ∈ SY∪A, w ∈ SZ∪A. Thus c−(u+v+w) ∈
SX∪Y∪Z∪A. We can conclude c− (u+ v +w) ∈ SA since for each Qijk,

c− (u+ v +w)|Qijk
=

(
cAijk − (−1)j+kcAi11 − (−1)i+kcA1j1 − (−1)i+jcA11k

)
A.

Corollary 6.8. dim kerBB

h = dim SX∪A+dim SY∪A +dim SZ∪A− 2 dim SA.

The following lemmas explain the dimension of subspaces which depends on parity
of the discretization numbers.

18



Lemma 6.9. (The dimension of SX∪A, SY∪A, SZ∪A)

dim SX∪A = Nxe(Ny)e(Nz), (6.6a)

dim SY∪A = e(Nx)Nye(Nz), (6.6b)

dim SZ∪A = e(Nx)e(Ny)Nz . (6.6c)

Proof. It is enough to show the claim for SX∪A, since the others are similar. Let
c ∈ SX∪A where c|Qijk

= cXijkX + cAijkA in each cube Qijk ∈ Th. By applying the

matching conditions (6.2b) and (6.2c) consecutively, it can be shown

cXijk = (−1)j+kcXi11 and cAijk = (−1)j+kcAi11.

Consider Nx + 1 combined surfaces such that each of them consists of Ny ×Nz faces
in Th, and is lying on the same hyperplane perpendicular to the x-axis. The above
relations imply that on each surface the coefficients for node–based functions are all
the same, but with alternating sign like a checkerboard pattern at nodes, not on
faces. Due to the identification between boundary nodes in the y- and z-directions,
all coefficients vanish unless both Ny and Nz are even.

Under the case of even Ny and Nz, we consider a basis checkerboard pattern at
nodes on a combined surface consisting of +1 and −1, alternatively, as Figure 6.3 (a)
shows. In the figure, the plus and minus sign at nodes represent the positive value
one, and the negative value one, respectively. We get Nx+1 checkerboard patterns on
Nx +1 combined surfaces in series (Figure 6.3 (b)). Based on the basis checkerboard
pattern described above, we can represent all coefficients on each combined surface
by a single factor in real number. Due to the identification between boundary nodes
in the x-direction, factors for the first and the last combined surface must be same.
Then the series of Nx + 1 checkerboard patterns compose a global representation for
a function in SX∪A (Figure 6.3 (c)). Conversely, for the Nx + 1 combined surfaces
which are perpendicular to the x-axis and the basis checkerboard pattern at nodes on
surfaces, supposeNx+1 factors are given, where the first and the last of them are same.
Then we can determine unique cXijk and cAijk, for all Qijk ∈ Th. Therefore, only in the

case when both Ny and Nz are even, SX∪A is equivalent to {v ∈ RNx+1 | v1 = vNx+1}
and dim SX∪A = Nx consequently.
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 6.3. Construction of a global representation for a function in SX∪A

Lemma 6.10. (The dimension of SA)

dim SA = e(Nx)e(Ny)e(Nz). (6.7)

Proof. Let c ∈ SA where c|Qijk
= cAijkA in each cube Qijk. By applying the

matching conditions (6.2a)–(6.2c) consecutively, it is shown cAijk = (−1)i+j+k+1cA111.
Due to the identification of boundary nodes in the x-, y-, and z-directions, all coef-
ficients vanish unless all Nx, Ny and Nz are even. In the case of all even Nx, Ny
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and Nz, it is easily shown that the coefficients form a multiple of the 3D checkerboard
pattern at nodes. Therefore dim SA = 1.

The following proposition is a direct consequence of Corollary 6.8, Lemmas 6.9
and 6.10.

Proposition 6.11. (The dimensions of kerBB

h , V B,h
# in 3D)

dim kerBB

h = Nxe(Ny)e(Nz) + e(Nx)Nye(Nz) + e(Nx)e(Ny)Nz − 2e(Nx)e(Ny)e(Nz),

dim V B,h
# = NxNyNz − [Nxe(Ny)e(Nz) + e(Nx)Nye(Nz) + e(Nx)e(Ny)Nz

−2e(Nx)e(Ny)e(Nz)] .

6.3. A basis for V h# in 3D. Propositions 6.3 and 6.11 imply that V B,h
# is

a proper subset of V h# if at most one of Nx, Ny, and Nz is odd. Furthermore, if
all Nx, Ny, and Nz are even, then there exist 2(Nx + Ny + Nz) − 3 complementary

basis functions for V h# , not belonging to V B,h
# . If only Nι is odd, then the number of

complementary basis functions for V h# is 2Nι. In other cases, V B,h
# is equal to V h# .

We will discuss about the complementary basis functions below.

Theorem 6.12. (A complementary basis for V h# in 3D) Suppose a rectangular
domain Ω is given with a triangulation Th, consisting of cubes, in which the number
of elements along coordinates are Nx, Ny, Nz. For given 1 ≤ i ≤ Nx, let Ωxi be
the subdomain consisting of Ny × Nz cubes whose discrete position in x–coordinate
are all same to i. Let (ψxi )y denote a piecewise linear function in V h#, whose support
is Ωxi , such that it has nonzero barycenter values only on faces perpendicular to the
y-axis, and all the nonzero barycenter values are 1 with alternating sign in the y- and
z-directions. We can consider (ψxi )z, (ψ

y
j )x, (ψ

y
j )z, (ψ

z
k)x, (ψ

z
k)y in similar manner.

The followings hold.
1. If all Nx, Ny, and Nz are even, then V B,h

# is a proper subset of V h#. The
union of• any Nx +Ny − 1 among Az := {(ψxi )z, (ψ

y
j )z}1≤i≤Nx,1≤j≤Ny ,

• any Ny +Nz − 1 among Ax := {(ψyj )x, (ψ
z
k)x}1≤j≤Ny,1≤k≤Nz , and

• any Nz +Nx − 1 among Ay := {(ψzk)y, (ψ
x
i )y}1≤i≤Nx,1≤k≤Nz

is a complementary basis for V h#, not belonging to V B,h
# .

2. If only Nι is odd (and Nµ, Nν are even), then V B,h
# is a proper subset of V h#.

Moreover, {(ψιj)µ, (ψ
ι
j)ν}1≤j≤Nι is a complementary basis for V h#, which is

not contained in VB,h
# .

3. Otherwise, V B,h
# = V h#.

Proof. For the first case, suppose that all Nx, Ny, and Nz are even. Note that all
nonzero barycenter values of (ψxi )y are lying on the faces perpendicular to only one
axis with alternating sign, as similar to the alternating function ψx in the 2D case
(Figure 6.4 (a), (b)), and its support is Ωxi (Figure 6.4 (c)). Using a similar argument
as in the 2D case, it is easily shown that (ψxi )y is well-defined, and not belonging to

V B,h
# since Ny and Nz are even. A similar property holds for (ψxi )z, a piecewise linear

function in V h# whose support is Ωxi and which has nonzero barycenter values as 1 only
on faces perpendicular to the z-axis with alternating sign in the y- and z-directions.
Thus there exist 2Nx alternating functions, {(ψxi )y, (ψ

x
i )z}1≤i≤Nx , for V

h
# associated

with strips perpendicular to the x-axis. By considering other strips perpendicular to
the y- or z-axis, we can find out 2(Nx + Ny + Nz) alternating functions for V h# , not

belonging to V B,h
# : {(ψxi )y, (ψ

x
i )z, (ψ

y
j )x, (ψ

y
j )z, (ψ

z
k)x, (ψ

z
k)y}1≤i≤Nx,1≤j≤Ny,1≤k≤Nz .
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However, there is a single relation between the alternating functions in each di-
rection on subscript. An alternating sum of (ψxi )z in 1 ≤ i ≤ Nx is equal to that of
(ψyj )z in 1 ≤ j ≤ Ny. And any Nx +Ny − 1 among all (ψxi )z and (ψyj )z are linearly
independent due to their supports. Similarly, any Ny +Nz − 1 among all (ψyj )x and
(ψzk)x are linearly independent, and so any Nz + Nx − 1 among all (ψzk)y and (ψxi )y
are. Consequently, suitably chosen 2(Nx +Ny +Nz)− 3 alternating functions form a
complementary basis for V h# .

In the case of only one odd Nι (and even Nµ, Nν), the set of all alternating
functions associated to the strips perpendicular to the ι-axis, {(ψιj)µ, (ψ

ι
j)ν}1≤j≤Nι ,

are meaningful because Nµ and Nν are even.
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Fig. 6.4. Construction of an alternating function in 3D

6.4. Stiffness matrix associated with B in 3D. The stiffness matrix SB

h

associated with B is defined as in (4.5) but in 3D space. See Figure 6.5 for the 3D
local stencil for the stiffness matrix associated with B. Propositions 4.5 and 6.11
lead the following proposition.
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Fig. 6.5. The stencil for SB

h with uniform cubes of size h× h× h in 3D.

Proposition 6.13. (The dimension of kerSB

h in 3D)

dim kerSB

h = Nxe(Ny)e(Nz) + e(Nx)Nye(Nz) + e(Nx)e(Ny)Nz

− 2e(Nx)e(Ny)e(Nz) + 1.

Let us assemble SB

h for various combinations of Nx, Ny, and Nz. The rank de-
ficiency is computed by using MATLAB. Table 6.1 shows numerically obtained rank
deficiency of SB

h in 3D space. Without loss of generality, it only represents combina-
tions which hold Nx ≥ Ny ≥ Nz. Numbers in red, blue, and black represent the case
of all even discretizations and the case of odd discretization in only one direction, and
the other cases, respectively. These results imply that the rank deficiency pattern
depend on parity combination and confirm our theoretical result in Proposition 6.13.

6.5. Numerical schemes in 3D. Consider again an elliptic problem with pe-
riodic BC (5.1) with the compatibility condition

∫
Ω
f = 0, the corresponding weak

formulation (5.1), and the corresponding discrete weak formulation (5.2) in 3D.
Throughout this section, we assume that all Nx, Ny, and Nz are even.
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Nz = 2
Ny

2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Nx 2 5

3 4 1
4 7 4 9

5 6 1 6 1
6 9 4 11 6 13

7 8 1 8 1 8 1
8 11 4 13 6 15 8 17

Nz = 4
2 3 4 5 6 7 8

2

3
4 11

5 6 1
6 13 6 15

7 8 1 8 1
8 15 6 17 8 19

Nz = 3
2 3 4 5 6 7 8

2

3 1
4 1 4

5 1 1 1
6 1 4 1 4

7 1 1 1 1 1
8 1 4 1 4 1 4

Nz = 5
2 3 4 5 6 7 8

2

3
4

5 1
6 1 6

7 1 1 1
8 1 6 1 6

Table 6.1

Numerically obtained rank deficiency of SB

h in 3D

Additional Notations & Properties. B♭ again denotes a basis for V B,h
# , a

proper subset of B. A constructive method for B♭ will be given. Let A and A♭ be the
set of all alternating functions, and a complementary basis for V h# which consists of
alternating functions as in Theorem 6.12, respectively. Without loss of generality, we

may write B♭ = {φj}
|B♭|
j=1 , B = {φj}

|B|
j=1, A

♭ = {ψj}
|A♭|
j=1, and A = {ψj}

|A|
j=1. Define two

extended sets E := B ∪A, and E♭ := B♭ ∪ A♭. Even in the 3D case, E♭ forms a basis
for V h# . The characteristics of B♭, B, E♭, and E in 3D are summarized in Table 6.2.

S |S| Span S dim Span S

B♭ NxNyNz − (Nx +Ny +Nz) + 2
V

B,h
#

NxNyNz − (Nx +Ny +Nz) + 2
B NxNyNz

E♭ NxNyNz + (Nx +Ny +Nz)− 1
V h
# NxNyNz + (Nx +Ny +Nz)− 1

E NxNyNz + 2(Nx +Ny +Nz)

Table 6.2

Characteristic of each test and trial function set S in 3D when all Nx, Ny, Nz are even

Remark 6.14. Unlike in the 2D case, A may not be linearly independent in the
3D case. Thus we use A♭, a linearly independent subset, instead of A to construct E♭

as a basis for V h# .

Lemma 6.15. Let B and A be as above. Then the followings hold.
1. ah(φ, ψ) = 0 ∀φ ∈ B∀ψ ∈ A.
2.

∫
Ω
ψ = 0 ∀ψ ∈ A.

3. There exists an h-independent constant C such that ‖ψ‖0 ≤ Ch1/2 and
|ψ|1,h ≤ Ch−1/2 ∀ψ ∈ A.

Remark 6.16. The second equation in Lemma 5.2 does not hold in the 3D case.
If µ = ν, then ah((ψ

ι)µ, (ψ
λ)ν) does not vanish in general.

For the 3D case, we define again SB
♭

h , S̃B
♭

h , and SA

h as in (5.3)–(5.5), respectively.

Furthermore we define SA
♭

h , the stiffness matrix associated with A♭ similarly. Define
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the linear systems L̃E
♭

h , LE
♭

h as in (5.7), (5.8), with slight modification since E♭ is
equal to B♭∪A♭ in the 3D case. Other linear systems LE

h , L
B

h are defined as in (5.12),

(5.14). The solutions ũ♭, u♭, u♮, ū♮, and the numerical solutions uh, u
♭
h, u

♮
h, ū

♮
h are

defined as in (5.7)–(5.9), (5.12)–(5.14), (5.6), (5.10), (5.11), (5.15).
The following describes relations between numerical solutions in 3D, as an analog

of Theorem 5.3.

Theorem 6.17. Let (Th)0<h be a family of uniform rectangular decomposition,

that is, Th = T̃h for all h. Assume that Nx, Ny and Nz are even. Let uh, u
♭
h, u

♮
h, ū

♮
h

be the numerical solutions of (5.1) in 3D as (5.6), (5.10), (5.11), (5.15), respectively,

with E♭ = B♭ ∪ A♭. Then uh = u♭h = u♮h, and

‖u♮h − ū♮h‖0 ≤ Ch2‖f‖0, |u♮h − ū♮h|1,h ≤ Ch‖f‖0.

Proof. The equality between uh and u♭h can be proved as in the 2D case. Since

B♭ is a basis for V B,h
# , there exist tℓj ∈ R for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ |B| − |B♭| and 1 ≤ j ≤ |B♭|,

such that

φ|B♭|+ℓ =

|B♭|∑

j=1

tℓjφj . (6.8)

Thus
∑

K∈Th
∇φk · ∇

(
φ|B♭|+ℓ −

∑|B♭|
j=1 tℓjφj

)
= 0 for all k, and it is simplified as

(SB

h )|B♭|+ℓ,k =
∑|B♭|
j=1 tℓj(S

B

h )jk. Let T denote a matrix of size (|B| − |B♭|) × |B♭|

such that (T)ℓj = tℓj . Then the last equation for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ |B|− |B♭| and 1 ≤ k ≤ |B♭|
can be expressed as a linear system

[SB

h ]|B♭|+1:|B|,1:|B♭| = T[SB

h ]1:|B♭|,1:|B♭|. (6.9)

Note that [SB

h ]1:|B♭|,1:|B♭| is just equal to SB
♭

h . Let

[
u♭|B♭

0

]
be a trivial extension of

u♭|B♭ into a vector in R|B| by padding zeros. Then

SB

h

[
u♭|B♭

0

]
=

[
SB

♭

h u♭|B♭

[SB

h ]|B♭|+1:|B|,1:|B♭|u
♭|B♭

]
=

[
SB

♭

h u♭|B♭

TSB
♭

h u♭|B♭

]
=

[ ∫
Ω
fB♭

T
∫
Ω fB

♭

]

since SB
♭

h u♭|B♭ =
∫
Ω fB

♭. We can easily derive

T

∫

Ω

fB♭ = T




∫
Ω
fφ1
...∫

Ω fφ|B♭|


 =




∫
Ω f

∑|B♭|
j=1 t1jφj
...

∫
Ω f

∑|B♭|
j=1 t|B♭|jφj


 =




∫
Ω
fφ|B♭|+1

...∫
Ω fφ|B|


 ,

which implies SB

h

[
u♭|B♭

0

]
=

∫
Ω
fB. In the same way we can obtain SA

h

[
u♭|A♭

0

]
=

∫
Ω fA, and these equations derive u♮h = u♭h by the same argument as in the 2D case.

For the last, consider the difference between u♮h and ū♮h. We can easily observe

that u♮h − ū♮h = u♮
∣∣
A
A, and ah(u

♮
h − ū♮h, ψ) =

∫
Ω
fψ for all ψ ∈ A. Thus

|u♮h − ū♮h|
2
1,h = ah

(
u♮h − ū♮h, u

♮
h − ū♮h

)
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=

∫

Ω

f(u♮h − ū♮h) ≤ C‖f‖0 ‖u
♮
h − ū♮h‖0 = Ch ‖f‖0 |u

♮
h − ū♮h|1,h

due to the following lemma, and we immediately obtain the difference in mesh-
dependent norm, and in L2-norm.

Lemma 6.18. Let MA

h be the mass matrix associated with A. Then there exists
an h-independent constant C such that MA

h = Ch2SA

h . In a consequence, ‖vh‖0 =
C1/2h|vh|1,h for all vh ∈ SpanA.

Proof. Remind that (ψιj)µ is the alternating function such that the support is Ωιj
and the nonzero barycenter values are only lying on faces perpendicular to the µ-axis.
Thus only µ-component of the piecewise gradient of (ψιj)µ survives. It implies that

ah((ψ
ι
j)µ, (ψ

λ
k )ν) = 0 if µ 6= ν. Therefore we can consider SA

h as a block diagonal

matrix: SA

h =




SAx

h 0 0

0 S
Ay

h 0

0 0 SAz

h



 , where Ax, Ay, Az are defined as in Theorem 6.12,

and SAx

h , S
Ay

h , SAz

h are the stiffness matrices associated with the respective sets.
We can also consider MA

h as a block diagonal matrix in the same structure, since
the following observation: if µ 6= λ, then

(
(ψιj)µ, (ψ

λ
k )ν

)
Ω
=

∫

Ω

(ψιj)µ (ψ
λ
k )ν =

∑

Q∈Th(Ω)

∫

Q

(ψιj)µ (ψ
λ
k )ν

=
∑

Q∈Th(Ω)

h

∫

Qµ

(ψιj)µ dµ

∫

Qν

(ψλk )ν dν = 0.

Set MA

h =




MAx

h 0 0

0 M
Ay

h 0

0 0 MAz

h



 , where MAx

h , M
Ay

h , MAz

h are the mass matrices

associated with the respective sets. Therefore, it is enough to show M
Aµ

h = Ch2S
Aµ

h

for each µ ∈ {x, y, z}.
First, we consider the blocks associated with Ax = {(ψyj )x, (ψ

z
k)x} for 1 ≤ j ≤ Ny,

1 ≤ k ≤ Nz. The proof for other blocks is similar. For any two alternating functions
(ψιj)x and (ψλk )x in Ax, we have
Case 1. if ι = λ (let them be equal to y, without loss of generality), then

ah
(
(ψyj )x, (ψ

y
k)x

)
=

∑

Q∈Th(Ω)

∫

Q

∇(ψyj )x · ∇(ψyk)x =
∑

Q∈Th(Ω
y
j∩Ωy

k)

∫

Q

4

h2
= 4NxNzhδjk,

since the number of cubes in Ωyj is NxNz. Here, δjk denotes the Kronecker delta.
Case 2. if ι 6= λ (let ι = y and λ = z, without loss of generality), then

ah
(
(ψyj )x, (ψ

z
k)x

)
=

∑

Q∈Th(Ω)

∫

Q

∇(ψyj )x · ∇(ψzk)x =
∑

Q∈Th(Ω
y
j∩Ωz

k)

∫

Q

4

h2
= 4Nxh,

since the number of cubes in Ωyj ∩Ωzk is Nx. On the other hand, it is ready to see that

(
(ψyj )x, (ψ

y
k)x

)
Ω
=

∑

Q∈Th(Ω
y
j ∩Ωy

k)

∫

Q

(ψyj )x (ψ
y
k)x =

NxNzh
3δjk

3
,
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and
(
(ψyj )x, (ψ

z
k)x

)
Ω
=

∑

Q∈Th(Ω
y
j∩Ωz

k)

∫

Q

(ψyj )x (ψ
z
k)x =

Nxh
3

3
.

Therefore MAx

h = 1
12h

2SAx

h , and the proof is completed.

6.6. Numerical results. As mentioned before, our knowledge to construct a
basis B♭ for V B,h

# explicitly in 3D is lacking. Thus we only use the scheme option 4
for our numerical test.

Example 6.19. Consider (5.1) on the domain Ω = (0, 1)3 with the exact solution
u(x, y, z) = sin(2πx) sin(2πy) sin(2πz).

The numerical results for Example 6.19 given in Table 6.3 confirm our theoretical
results.

Opt 4

h |u− ū
♮
h|1,h order ‖u− ū

♮
h‖0 order

1/8 1.505E-00 - 3.848E-02 -
1/16 7.550E-01 0.995 9.716E-03 1.986
1/32 3.777E-01 0.999 2.434E-03 1.997
1/64 1.889E-01 1.000 6.089E-04 1.999
1/128 9.443E-02 1.000 1.523E-04 2.000

Table 6.3

Numerical results for Example 6.19.
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