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CONSTRUCTION AND ANALYSIS OF THE QUADRATIC FINITE

VOLUME METHODS ON TETRAHEDRAL MESHES

PENG YANG, XIANG WANG, AND YONGHAI LI

Abstract. A family of quadratic finite volume method (FVM) schemes are constructed and
analyzed over tetrahedral meshes. In order to prove stability and error estimate, we propose
the minimum V-angle condition on tetrahedral meshes, and the surface and volume orthog-
onal conditions on dual meshes. Through the element analysis technique, the local stability
is equivalent to a positive definiteness of a 9 × 9 element matrix, which is difficult to analyze
directly or even numerically. With the help of the surface orthogonal condition and congruent
transformation, this element matrix is reduced into a block diagonal matrix, then we carry out
the stability result under the minimum V-angle condition. It is worth mentioning that the
minimum V-angle condition of the tetrahedral case is very different from a simple extension
of the minimum angle condition for triangular meshes, while it is also convenient to use in
practice. Based on the stability, we prove the optimal H1 and L2 error estimates respectively,
where the orthogonal conditions play an important role in ensuring optimal L2 convergence
rate. Numerical experiments are presented to illustrate our theoretical results.

1. Introduction

The finite volume method (FVM) [1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 11, 14, 17, 19, 24, 25] is one of the main
numerical methods for solving partial differential equations, which is known for preserving the
local conservation property. Till now, many progresses have been made on the stability, error
estimate and superconvergence of the FVMs. The linear FVM schemes have been well studied on
any spatial dimension [5, 10, 13, 15, 18, 22, 28], and complete results of arbitrary k-order FVM
schemes on one dimension (1D) are given by [4, 27]. For high order FVMs on triangular meshes,
[8, 9] present a unified analysis of the stability under the assumption of the minimum angle
condition, which restricts the minimum interior angle of the triangular elements. While, for some
quadratic FVM schemes, the angle value of this condition is improved by [28, 34, 35, 36], where
[34, 35, 36] are based on a new trial-to-test mapping. And, through proposing the orthogonal
conditions, [26] carries out optimal L2 error estimates for arbitrary k-order FVM schemes on
triangular meshes. For the FVMs on quadrilateral meshes, [23] proves the stability and optimal
L2 error estimate of the biquadratic FVM schemes, and [20, 29, 32, 33] present the stability
and optimal L2 estimates of arbitrary high order FVM schemes by considering the bilinear form
of the FVMs as the Gaussian quadrature of the bilinear form of the finite element methods
(FEMs). The dual meshes of the schemes in [20, 23, 29, 33] are based on the Gauss points.
Compared with the big progresses in 1D and two dimension (2D), the FVMs on three dimension
(3D), which has more applications in practice, are mainly concentrated on the linear schemes
[5, 12, 16, 30], and there are few results of high order FVMs on 3D (see, e.g., [31]). Specially
for the quadratic FVMs on tetrahedral meshes, no result has been published yet.
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In this paper, we construct and analyze a family of quadratic FVM schemes on tetrahedral
meshes for the following elliptic boundary value problem

(1)

{
−∇ · (κ∇u) = f in Ω,

u = 0 on Γ,

where Ω ⊂ R3 is a bounded convex polyhedron with boundary Γ = ∂Ω, f ∈ L2(Ω) and the
diffusion coefficient κ(x1, x2, x3) is a piecewise smooth function and bounded almost everywhere
with positive lower and upper bounds: c∗ and c∗, respectively.

We introduce three parameters (α, β, γ) to construct the dual mesh, and a mapping Π∗
λ from

trial space to test space for theoretical analysis. For the stability and error analysis, we propose
two key restrictions: the first is the orthogonal conditions on the surface and volume for the
dual mesh, which control the construction of the dual elements; the second is the minimum
V-angle condition for the primary tetrahedral mesh, which restricts the local shape around each
vertex of the tetrahedral elements. Under the orthogonal condition on the surface and the
minimum V-angle condition, we prove the local stability by element analysis and obtain optimal
H1 error estimate. Based on an equivalent discrete norm, the local stability is converted to a
positive definiteness of a 9 × 9 symbolic matrix. With the help of the orthogonal condition on
the surface and the congruent transformation, the 9 × 9 symbolic matrix is reduced to a block
diagonal matrix containing a 3× 3 matrix and a 6× 6 matrix, where the 3× 3 matrix is proved
to be unconditionally positive definite, while the analysis of the 6 × 6 matrix is a challenge.
Fortunately, we derive that for fixed parameters (α, β, γ, λ), the 6 × 6 symbolic matrix only
relies on five certain plane angles of a tetrahedral element. Then, under the minimum V-angle
condition, the positive definiteness of the 6×6 matrix is guaranteed numerically, and the stability
is obtained. On the other hand, under the orthogonal conditions on the surface and volume, we
prove optimal L2 error estimate by the Aubin-Nitsche technique.

Let us summarize the contributions of this paper: 1) We first use three parameters (α, β, γ)
to construct a family of quadratic FVM schemes on tetrahedral meshes; 2) Under the proposed
minimum V-angle condition and the orthogonal condition on the surface, we prove the stability
by element analysis; 3) Under the proposed orthogonal conditions on the surface and volume,
we obtain optimal L2 error estimate.

An outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, a family of quadratic FVM schemes on
tetrahedral meshes is constructed. In Section 3, we prove the local stability by element analysis.
Then, optimal H1 and L2 error estimates are given in Section 4. Numerical experiments are
provided to confirm our theoretical results in Section 5. Finally, we draw the conclusion in
Section 6. Some symbolic matrices are put in Appendix A, and some relations in a tetrahedron
and two proofs based on them are included in Appendix B.

In the rest of this paper, “A . B” means that A can be bounded by B mutiplied by a constant
which is independent of the parameters that A and B may depend on. “A ∼ B” means both
“A . B” and “B . A”.

2. Preliminary

2.1. The quadratic finite volume method schemes.
Primary mesh and trial function space. Let the primary mesh Th = {K} be a conforming
tetrahedral partition of Ω, where h = maxK∈Th hK and hK is the length of the largest edge of
the tetrahedral element K. Assume that Th is a regular partition, i.e., there exists a positive
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constant σ, independent of h, satisfying

(2)
hK
ρK

≤ σ, ∀K ∈ Th,

where ρK is the diameter of the inscribed sphere of K.
Denote the four vertices and six edge midpoints of K by NK , and let Nh = ∪K∈ThNK . Then,

define the trial function space over Th as

Uh =
{
uh : uh ∈ C (Ω), uh|K ∈ P 2(K) ∀K ∈ Th, uh|∂Ω = 0

}
,

where P 2(K) is the quadratic polynomial space on K, and uh|K is determined by its ten node
values on NK .

P1

P2

P3

P4

M23

M13

M12

M14

M24

M34

F4

Q

P β
1,23Pα

1,2

Qγ
4

Figure 1. A tetrahedral element K = △4P1P2P3P4.

P1

Pα
1,2

Pα
1,3

Pα
1,4

P β
1,23

P β
1,24

P β
1,34

Qγ
1

M23

F1

F4

Q

Pα
2,3

Pα
3,2

P β
2,34

P β
2,13

P β
3,12

P β
3,24

Qγ
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Figure 2. Two subdomains DK
P1
, DK

M23
of the polyhedral partition.
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Dual mesh and test function space. Define two sets

Z(1)
n = {1, 2, ..., n} , Z(2)

4 =
{
(j, k)|j, k ∈ Z(1)

4 , j < k
}
.

For a tetrahedral element K = △4P1P2P3P4 (see Fig. 1), Ti is the triangular face of K opposite

to the vertex Pi

(
i ∈ Z(1)

4

)
, Fi is the barycenter of Ti

(
i ∈ Z(1)

4

)
, and Mjk is the midpoint of the

edge PjPk

(
(j, k) ∈ Z(2)

4

)
. It is well known that the four central lines

{
PiFi

}
i∈Z

(1)
4

intersect at

Q, the barycenter of K, and

|Pi1Fi2 |
|Pi1Mjk|

=
2

3
, (j, k) ∈ Z(2)

4 , {i1, i2, j, k} = Z(1)
4 ,

|PiQ|
|PiFi|

=
3

4
, i ∈ Z(1)

4 .

We introduce three parameters α, β, γ to locate the dual nodes in K, such that

|Pi1P
α
i1,i2

|
|Pi1Pi2 |

= α ∈ (0, 1/2), i1, i2 ∈ Z(1)
4 , i1 6= i2,

|PiP
β
i,jk|

|PiMjk|
= β ∈ (0, 2/3), i ∈ Z(1)

4 , (j, k) ∈ Z(2)
4 , i /∈ {j, k} ,

|PiQ
γ
i |

|PiFi|
= γ ∈ (0, 3/4), i ∈ Z(1)

4 ,

(3)

where Pα
i1,i2

, P β
i,jk, Q

γ
i are the dual nodes on the edges Pi1Pi2 , the midlines PiMjk and the central

lines PiFi, respectively. See Pα
1,2 on P1P2, P

β
1,23 on P1M23, and Qγ

4 on P4F4 in Fig. 1.
Now, we show how to connect the above dual nodes in each element K to form the dual mesh.

For every dual node P β
i,jk on the triangular face Tl ({i, j, k, l} = Z(1)

4 ), connect the following

three line segments

P β
i,jkP

α
i,j, P β

i,jkP
α
i,k, P β

i,jkFl.

See connecting lines on T4 in Fig. 1. For every dual node Qγ
i in the interior of K, connect the

following seven line segments

Qγ
i P

α
i,i1

(i1 ∈ Z(1)
4 \ {i}), Qγ

i P
β
i,jk

(
(j, k) ∈ Z(2)

4 , i /∈ {j, k}
)
, Qγ

i Fi.

Then, we obtain a polyhedral partition
{
DK

P , P ∈ NK

}
of K, where DK

P is a subdomain of

K surrounding P . See DK
P1

surrounding P1 and DK
M23

surrounding M23 in Fig. 2. Denote by

K∗
P = ∪K∈ThD

K
P the dual element associated with P ∈ Nh, and T ∗

h = {K∗
P , P ∈ Nh} the dual

mesh.
The test function space over T ∗

h is defined as

Vh = {vh ∈ L2(Ω) : vh|K ∗

P
= constant, ∀K ∗

P ∈ T ∗
h ; vh|K ∗

P
= 0,∀P ∈ ∂Ω ∩ Nh}.

The quadratic FVM schemes. The quadratic FVM for (1) is to find uh ∈ Uh, such that

(4) ah(uh, vh) = (f, vh) ∀vh ∈ Vh,
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where

(5) ah(uh, vh) = −
∑

K∗∈T ∗

h

∫∫

∂K∗

(κ∇uh) · n vh dS, (f, vh) =
∑

K∗∈T ∗

h

∫∫∫

K∗

fvh dx1dx2dx3.

Here n is the unit outer normal vector of ∂K∗.

Remark 2.1. The dual mesh T ∗
h depends on the three parameters (α, β, γ), so equation (4)

actually leads to a family of quadratic FVM schemes.

2.2. Volume coordinates. We present the volume coordinates related with a tetrahedron. Let

K = △4P1P2P3P4 be a tetrahedron with vertices Pi = (x1,i, x2,i, x3,i) for i ∈ Z(1)
4 (see Fig. 1).

If these vertices are not coplanar, K has positive volume

|K| = 1

6

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1 x1,1 x2,1 x3,1
1 x1,2 x2,2 x3,2
1 x1,3 x2,3 x3,3
1 x1,4 x2,4 x3,4

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

Let Ki (i ∈ Z(1)
4 ) be the tetrahedrons subtended at P = (x1, x2, x3) by the faces of K, their vol-

umes are |Ki| (i ∈ Z(1)
4 ), where |Ki| is obtained from |K| by replacing the elements 1, x1,i, x2,i, x3,i

by 1, x1, x2, x3. The volume coordinates Li (i ∈ Z(1)
4 ) are defined by the volume-ratios

(6) Li =
|K(i)|
|K| , i ∈ Z(1)

4 .

We have relations between (L1, L2, L3, L4) and (x1, x2, x3) as follows

(7)





x1 = x1,1L1 + x1,2L2 + x1,3L3 + x1,4L4,
x2 = x2,1L1 + x2,2L2 + x2,3L3 + x2,4L4,
x3 = x3,1L1 + x3,2L2 + x3,3L3 + x3,4L4,
L1 + L2 + L3 + L4 = 1,

which transforms the reference element

(8) K̂ = {(L1, L2, L3)|L1 ≥ 0, L2 ≥ 0, L3 ≥ 0, L1 + L2 + L3 ≤ 1} ,
into any tetrahedral element K = △4P1P2P3P4.

A direct calculation of (6) yields

(9) ∇Li = (
∂Li

∂x1
,
∂Li

∂x2
,
∂Li

∂x3
)T = − |Ti|

3|K|ni, i ∈ Z(1)
4 ,

where ni, |Ti| are the unit outer normal vector and area of Ti respectively. Let θjk be the dihedral

angle associated with the edge PjPk

(
(j, k) ∈ Z(2)

4

)
in K, and

(10) rjk = |PjPk| cot θjk ∀(j, k) ∈ Z(2)
4 , Ri =

∑

(j,k)∈Z
(2)
4 ,i/∈{j,k}

rjk ∀i ∈ Z(1)
4 .

Then we have Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 2.1. For the volume coordinates Li (i ∈ Z(1)
4 ) given by (6), there holds





6|K|(∇Lj1·∇Lk1)=−rj2k2 , (j1, k1), (j2, k2) ∈ Z(2)
4 , {j1, k1, j2, k2} = Z(1)

4 ,

6|K|(∇Li ·∇Li) = Ri, i ∈ Z(1)
4 .
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Proof. By (9) and nj1 · nk1 = − cos θj2k2 , we have

6|K|(∇Lj1·∇Lk1) = −2|Tj1 ||Tk1 |
3|K| cos θj2k2 .

Then the fisrt relation follows from the volume formula that 3|K| = (2|Tj1 ||Tk1 | sin θj2k2)/|Pj2Pk2 |.
Combining the fact ∇(L1+L2+L3+L4)=0, we have the second relation. �

2.3. The mapping from trial space to test space. We define a transform operator from
trial space to test space, which is meaningful in the theoretical analysis of the quadratic FVM
schemes, especially for stability analysis.

Definition 2.1. For λ ∈ R, λ 6= 0, we define a transform operator Π∗
λ from the trial space Uh

to the test space Vh, such that for any uh ∈ Uh,




(Π∗
λuh)(P ) = uh(P ),

(Π∗
λuh)(M) =

1− λ

2

(
uh(P

1
M ) + uh(P

2
M )
)
+ λuh(M),

where P ∈ Nh is the vertex, and M ∈ Nh is the midpoint of the edge P 1
MP 2

M .

Remark 2.2. The mapping Π∗
λ is proposed only for the theoretical analysis of the quadratic

FVM schemes, and it has no effect on pratical computations of these schemes. While taking
λ = 1, Π∗

1 is the traditional mapping Π∗
h (see [17]).

For simplicity, we write the six edge midpoints in K = △4P1P2P3P4 (see Fig. 1) as

P5 = M23, P6 = M13, P7 = M12, P8 = M14, P9 = M24, P10 = M34.

For each nodal point Pi (i ∈ Z(1)
10 ), denote by φPi

or φi the corresponding local quadratic
Lagrange basis function, and χi the corresponding local characteristic function of dual element
K ∗

Pi
. Let

Φ = (φ1, φ2, ..., φ10)
T , Λ = (χ1, χ2, ..., χ10)

T ,

and

(11) S =




1 0 0 0 0 1−λ
2

1−λ
2

1−λ
2

0 0

0 1 0 0 1−λ
2

0 1−λ
2

0 1−λ
2

0

0 0 1 0 1−λ
2

1−λ
2

0 0 0 1−λ
2

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1−λ
2

1−λ
2

1−λ
2

0 0 0 0 λ 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 λ 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 λ 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 λ 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 λ 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 λ




.

According to Definition 2.1, Lemma 2.2 shows a relation between Π∗
λ and Π∗

1 associated with S.

Lemma 2.2. For the mapping Π∗
λ restricted on any tetrahedral element K, there holds

(12) Π∗
λΦ = SΛ = SΠ∗

1Φ.

Proof. We have the following forms of piecewise quadratic function uh and piecewise constant
function Π∗

λuh on K

uh = uT
KΦ, Π∗

λuh = ũT
KΛ,
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where uK = (u1, u2, ..., u10)
T with ui = uh(Pi), and ũK = (ũ1, ũ2, ..., ũ10)

T with ũi = (Π∗
λuh)(Pi)

for i ∈ Z10. By Definition 2.1, it is observed that

ũT
K = uT

KS.

Then, we have

uT
KΠ∗

λΦ = Π∗
λuh = uT

KSΛ

which indicates Π∗
λΦ = SΛ. Taking λ = 1, we get Π∗

1Φ = Λ, and this completes the proof. �

2.4. The orthogonal conditions. The orthogonal conditions proposed for the FVM schemes
on triangular meshes [26] are used to prove optimal L2 error estimate. Here we propose the
orthogonal conditions on the surface and volume for the quadratic FVM schemes on tetrahedral
meshes. The orthogonal condition on the surface is also helpful to stability analysis.

Definition 2.2 (Orthogonal conditions). A quadratic FVM scheme or the corresponding dual
mesh T ∗

h is called to satisfy the orthogonal condition on the surface if the following equation
associated with the mapping Π∗

λ holds

(13)

∫∫

Ti

g1(v1 −Π∗
λv1) dS = 0 ∀g1, v1 ∈ P 1(Ti), Ti ∈ ∂K, K ∈ Th,

and it is called to satisfy the orthogonal condition on the volume if the following equation asso-
ciated with Π∗

λ holds

(14)

∫∫∫

K
g2(v2 −Π∗

λv2) dx1dx2dx3 = 0 ∀g2, v2 ∈ P 1(K), K ∈ Th.

Here P 1 is the linear function space.

Lemma 2.3. The orthogonal condition on the surface (13) is equivalent to parameter equation

(15) αβ(−1

2
+

1

3
α+

1

4
β) +

1

54
= 0,

and the orthogonal condition on the volume (14) is equivalent to parameter equation

(16) αβγ(−1 +
1

2
α+

3

8
β +

1

3
γ) +

1

480
= 0.

Proof. Firstly, consider equation (13) on the reference element K̂ (8). It is equivalent to solve

(17)





∫∫

T̂4

Ln
1 (1−Π∗

λ1) dL1dL2 = 0,

∫∫

T̂4

Ln
1 (L1 −Π∗

λL1) dL1dL2 = 0,

n = 0, 1.

Since 1 = φ̂1 + φ̂2 + φ̂3 + φ̂5 + φ̂6 + φ̂7 and L1 = φ̂1 + (φ̂6 + φ̂7)/2 holds on T̂4, by Lemma 2.2, it
is easy to verify that

∫∫
T̂4
(1−Π∗

λ1) dL1dL2 = 0 and
∫∫

T̂4
(L1 −Π∗

λL1) dL1dL2 = 0. In addition,
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we have the following integral results

(18)





t1 :=
∫∫

T̂4
L1χ1 dL1dL2 =

αβ

2
(1− α+ β

3
),

t2 :=
∫∫

T̂4
L1χ2,3 dL1dL2 =

αβ(α + β)

12
,

t3 :=
∫∫

T̂4
L1χ6,7 dL1dL2 =

2

27
− αβ

4
(1− β

6
),

t4 :=
∫∫

T̂4
L1χ5 dL1dL2 =

1

54
− αβ2

12
,

where χi is the local characteristic function of dual element K̂ ∗
Pi
, and χi,j means χi or χj . Then,

using above integral results yields
∫∫

T̂4
L1(1−Π∗

λ1) dL1dL2 = 0, and

∫∫

T̂4

L1(L1−Π∗
λL1) dL1dL2 =

∫∫

T̂4

L2
1 dL1dL2−

∫∫

T̂4

L1(χ1+
χ6

2
+

χ7

2
) dL1dL2 =

1

12
− t1 − t3 .

Thus solving (17) yields 1/12 − t1 − t3 = 0, which leads to (15). Noticing

t1 + 2t2 + 2t3 + t4 =

∫∫

T̂4

L1(χ1 + χ2 + χ3 + χ5 + χ6 + χ7) dL1dL2 =
1

6
,

parameter equation (15) can also be written as

(19) − t1 + 2t2 + t4 = 0.

On the other hand, equation (14) is equivalent to




∫∫∫

K̂
Ln
1 (1−Π∗

λ1) dL1dL2dL3 = 0,

∫∫∫

K̂
Ln
1 (L1 −Π∗

λL1) dL1dL2dL3 = 0,

n = 0, 1.

Similarly, (16) can be derived. �

Remark 2.3. Note that λ doesn’t appear in parameter equations (15) and (16). This means
that the orthogonal conditions associated with Π∗

λ and Π∗
1 lead to same parameter equations. In

fact, Π∗
λLi = Π∗

1Li (i ∈ Z
(1)
4 ) for any given λ ∈ R, λ 6= 0.

Lemma 2.4. The parameter equations (15) and (16) have infinite solutions. In addition, for
any given α in the range

(20)
1

2
−

√
6

6
(≈ 0.091752) < α <

1

2
,

there is a unique solution for (15) and (16) as follows




β = (1− 2

3
α)−

√
(1− 2

3
α)2 − 2

27α
,

γ = (
3

8
+

1

24αβ
)−

√
(
3

8
+

1

24αβ
)2 − 1

160αβ
.
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Proof. We start by analyzing parameter equation (15) for α ∈ (0, 1/2) and β ∈ (0, 2/3) sepa-
rately. Considering (15) as an equation for β, the two roots β1, β2 (β1 ≤ β2) satisfy β1 + β2 =
2− (4α)/3 > 4/3. Thus, the reasonable root is

(21) β = β1(α) =
(12α− 1

3α
2)−

√
(12α− 1

3α
2)2 − 1

54α

1
2α

.

Since 0 < β1(α) < 2/3, a direct calculation of this inequality about α yields the range (20) of
α. Similarly, considering (15) as an equation for α, we have

(22)
2

3
− 2

√
6

9
(≈ 0.122336) < β <

2

3
.

Acctually, every reasonable solution of (15) exactly meets (20) and (22). Moreover, equation
(21) indicates that αβ can be represented by α as follows

αβ = (α− 2

3
α2)−

√
(α− 2

3
α2)2 − 2

27
α.

By (20), we compute to arrive at the range of αβ that

(23) 0.049913491374002 ≤ αβ <
1

3
−

√
6

9
(≈ 0.061168).

Then, considering parameter equation (16) as an equation for γ ∈ (0, 3/4), the two roots
γ1, γ2 (γ1 ≤ γ2) satisfy γ1 + γ2 = 3 − (3α)/2 − (9β)/8 > 3/2. Using (15) to simplify (16), we
obtain

(
1

3
αβ)γ2 − (

1

4
αβ +

1

36
)γ +

1

480
= 0.

Thus, the reasonable root is

(24) γ = γ1(αβ) =
(14αβ + 1

36 )−
√

(14αβ + 1
36 )

2 − 1
360αβ

2
3αβ

.

Combining the range (23) of αβ, we have

(25)
30 + 5

√
6−

√
960 + 270

√
6

40
(≈ 0.049533) < γ ≤ 0.052908895445995,

which lies in (0, 3/4).
Above discussions show that for any given α in (20), parameters β (21) and γ (24) are uniquely

obtained from equations (15) and (16). Simplifying (21) and (24) completes the proof. �

Remark 2.4. The quadratic FVM schemes satisfying the orthogonal conditions on tetrahedral
meshes are infinite, this is different from the case of the unique one on triangular meshes [26].

3. Stability analysis

This section is devoted to analysis for stability of the quadratic FVM schemes (4). Assume
the diffusion coefficient κ = 1. Our goal is to prove the local stability that for any K ∈ Th,
(26) aKh (uh,Π

∗
λuh) := ah(uh,Π

∗
λuh)

∣∣
K

& |uh|21,K ∀uh ∈ Uh.

In Subsection 3.1, the local stability (26) is converted to a positive definiteness of a 9 × 9
symbolic matrix based on an equivalent discrete norm. In Subsection 3.2, under the orthogonal
condition on the surface (19), firstly, for any regular tetrahedron K ∈ Th, it is proved that the
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9× 9 symbolic matrix is positive definite for given parameter λ in a certain range; secondly, for
any general tetrahedron K ∈ Th, by the congruent transformation, the 9 × 9 matrix is reduced
to a block diagonal matrix containing a 3 × 3 matrix and a 6 × 6 matrix, where the 3 × 3
matrix is proved to be unconditionally positive definite. In Subsection 3.3, we derive that for
fixed parameters (α, β, γ, λ), the 6 × 6 symbolic matrix only relies on five certain plane angles
of a tetrahedral element. Then, the minimum V-angle condition (50) is proposed to ensure the
positive definiteness of the 6 × 6 matrix numerically. Under the two restrictions (19) and (50),
the stability is presented in the end of this section.

3.1. The element matrices. The 10× 10 element stiffness matrix and an equivalent discrete
norm of |uh|21,K is presented. Then, the local stability (26) is converted to a positive definiteness
of a 9× 9 symbolic matrix.

According to equation (5), we have the bilinear form on any element K ∈ Th that

aKh (uh,Π
∗
λuh) = −

∑

K∗∈T ∗

h

∫∫

∂K∗∩K
∇uh · nΠ∗

λuh dS.

By Lemma 2.2, we have

aKh (uh,Π
∗
λuh) = aKh (uT

KΦ,Π∗
λ(u

T
KΦ)) = uT

KAK,λuK ,

where the element stiffness matrix AK,λ =
(
amn,λ

)
m,n∈Z

(1)
10

with amn,λ = aKh (φn,Π
∗
λφm), and

(27) AK,λ = SAK,1,

where the element matrix AK,1 =
(
a1mn

)
m,n∈Z

(1)
10

with a1mn = aKh (φn, χm) = −
∫∫

∂K∗

Pm
∩K ∇φn ·

n dS.
By the Green’s formula, one gets

(28) −
∫∫

∂K∗

Pm
∩K
∇φn · ndS =

∫∫

∂K∩K∗

Pm

∇φn · ndS−
∫∫∫

K∗

Pm
∩K
∆φn dx1dx2dx3 ∀m,n ∈ Z(1)

10 .

Since ∆φn (n ∈ Z(1)
10 ) are constants, we split the element matrix AK,1 into two parts

(29) AK,1 = A− v1v
T
2 ,

where A is a 10× 10 matrix, and v1,v2 are two column vectors. They are given by

A =

(∫∫

∂K∩K∗

Pm

∇φn · n dS

)

m,n∈Z
(1)
10

,

v1 =

(
1

6|K|

∫∫∫

K∗

Pm
∩K

1 dx1dx2dx3

)

m∈Z
(1)
10

, v2 =
(
6|K|∆φn

)
n∈Z

(1)
10

.

By definition (3) of parameters (α, β, γ), we have explicit form of v1 as follows

v1 =
(αβγ

6 , αβγ6 , αβγ6 , αβγ6 , 1−4αβγ
36 , 1−4αβγ

36 , 1−4αβγ
36 , 1−4αβγ

36 , 1−4αβγ
36 , 1−4αβγ

36

)T
.

By Lemma 2.1 and the expressions of ten local quadratic Lagrange basis functions

(30) φPi
= Li(2Li − 1) ∀i ∈ Z(1)

4 , φMjk
= 4LjLk ∀(j, k) ∈ Z(2)

4 ,

we have explicit form of v2 as follows

v2 = 4(R1 , R2 , R3 , R4 , −2r14 ,−2r24 ,−2r34 ,−2r23,−2r13 ,−2r12)
T .
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From (30) and L1 + L2 + L3 + L4 = 1, we have ∇φn =
∑

i1,i2∈Z
(1)
4

ci1,i2Li1∇Li2 with some

constants ci1,i2 . In view of this, Lemma 3.1 presents some important equations for deriving A.

Lemma 3.1. For the vertices Pi (i ∈ Z(1)
4 ) in element K and Li1∇Li2 (i1, i2 ∈ Z(1)

4 ), we have
the following integral results

∫∫

∂K∩K∗

Pi

Li1∇Li2 ·n dS =





6|K| (∇Li ·∇Li2 ) t1, i1 = i,

6|K|
(

∑
l∈{i,i1}

∇Ll ·∇Li2

)
t2, i1 6= i.

For the midpoints Mjk

(
(j, k) ∈ Z(1)

4

)
in element K and Li1∇Li2 (i1, i2 ∈ Z(1)

4 ), we have the
following integral results

∫∫

∂K∩K∗

Mjk

Li1∇Li2 ·ndS =





6|K|
(
∑

l∈{j,k}

∇Ll ·∇Li2

)
t3, i1 ∈ {j, k} ,

6|K|
(

∑
l∈{j,k,i1}

∇Ll ·∇Li2

)
t4, i1 /∈ {j, k} .

Here ti, i ∈ Z(1)
4 are constants given by (18).

Proof. Noticing ∂K ∩K∗
Pi3

= ∪
i4∈Z

(1)
4

(
Ti4 ∩K∗

Pi3

)
(i3 ∈ Z(1)

10 ), we have

∫∫

∂K∩K∗

Pi3

Li1∇Li2 ·ndS =
∑

i4∈Z
(1)
4

∫∫

Ti4

Li1χi3∇Li2 · ni4 dS ∀i3 ∈ Z(1)
10 ,

where χi3 is the local characteristic function of dual element K ∗
Pi3

. By (9), replacing vector ni4

by −(6|K|)/(2|Ti4 |)∇Li4 yields

∑

i4∈Z
(1)
4

∫∫

Ti4

Li1χi3∇Li2 · ni4 dS = −6|K|
∑

i4∈Z
(1)
4

∫∫

Ti4

1

2|Ti4 |
Li1χi3 ∇Li4 · ∇Li2 dS

= −6|K|(∇Li4 · ∇Li2)
∑

i4∈Z
(1)
4

∫∫

T̂i4

Li1χi3 dŜ.

Combining the facts that Li = 0 holds on Ti (i ∈ Z(1)
4 ), ∇(L1 + L2 + L3 + L4) = 0, and the

integral results (18), one can reach the conclusion of Lemma 3.1. �

By Lemma 3.1, taking A(1, 1) as an example, we have

A(1, 1) =

∫∫

∂K∩K∗

P1

∇φP1 · ndS =

∫∫

∂K∩K∗

P1

3L1∇L1 · ndS −
∫∫

∂K∩K∗

P1

(L2 + L3 + L4)∇L1 · ndS

= 6|K|(∇L1·∇L1)3t1 − 6|K|(3∇L1 +∇L2 +∇L3 +∇L4)·∇L1t2 = (3t1 − 2t2)R1.

Other entries are derived similarly, and the explicit form of A is put in Appendix A.1.
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Then, consider |uh|21,K with uh|K =
∑

i∈Z
(1)
10

uiφPi
and ui = uh(Pi) (i ∈ Z10). By (30) and

L4 = 1−L1−L2−L3, we have

uh|K =u4 + L1(−u1 − 3u4 + 4u8) + L2(−u2 − 3u4 + 4u9) + L3(−u3 − 3u4 + 4u10)

+ 2L2
1(u1 + u4 − 2u8) + 2L2

2(u2 + u4 − 2u9) + 2L2
3(u3 + u4 − 2u10)

+ 4L2L3(u4 + u5 − u9 − u10) + 4L1L3(u4 + u6 − u8 − u10) + 4L1L2(u4 + u7 − u8 − u9)

=u4 +
(
L1, L2, L3, L

2
1, L

2
2, L

2
3, L2L3, L1L3, L1L2

)
GuK ,

(31)

where uK =
(
u1, u2, ..., u10

)T
, and G is a 9× 10 matrix given by

(32) G =




−1 0 0 −3 0 0 0 4 0 0
0 −1 0 −3 0 0 0 0 4 0
0 0 −1 −3 0 0 0 0 0 4
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 −4 0 0
0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 −4 0
0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 −4
0 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 −4 −4
0 0 0 4 0 4 0 −4 0 −4
0 0 0 4 0 0 4 −4 −4 0




Note that the constant term of uh|K vanishes in the derivative of uh|K . In view of this, Lemma 3.2
presents an equivalent discrete norm of |uh|21,K associated with G.

Lemma 3.2 (Discrete norm). If Th is a regular partition (2), then for each K ∈ Th, we have

(33) |uh|21,K ∼ hK‖GuK‖2,

where ‖ · ‖ is the Euclidean norm, and G is given by (32).

Proof. Under the translation (7), let ûh|K̂ be the interpolation function on reference element K̂
(8). Since Th is a regular partition, the following relation for Sobolev semi-norms holds [17]:

(34) |uh|21,K ∼ hK |ûh|21,K̂ .

By (31), a direct calculation of |ûh|21,K̂ yields

|ûh|21,K̂ =

∫∫∫

K̂

∑

i∈Z
(1)
3

(
∂ûh
∂Li

)2 dL1dL2dL3

=

∫∫∫

K̂

(
(w1GuK)T (w1GuK) + (w2GuK)T (w2GuK) + (w3GuK)T (w3GuK)

)
dL1dL2dL3

= (GuK)TW(GuK),

where

w1 = (1, 0, 0, 2L1, 0, 0, 0, L3 , L2),w2 = (0, 1, 0, 0, 2L2 , 0, L3, 0, L1),w3 = (0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 2L3 , L2, L1, 0),
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and

W =

∫∫∫

K̂

(
wT

1 w1 +wT
2 w2 +wT

3 w3

)
dL1dL2dL3 =

1
120




20 0 0 10 0 0 0 5 5
0 20 0 0 10 0 5 0 5
0 0 20 0 0 10 5 5 0
10 0 0 8 0 0 0 2 2
0 10 0 0 8 0 2 0 2
0 0 10 0 0 8 2 2 0
0 5 5 0 2 2 4 1 1
5 0 5 2 0 2 1 4 1
5 5 0 2 2 0 1 1 4




.

It is verified that the real symmetric matrix W is positive definite. Therefore, |ûh|21,K̂ ∼
‖GuK‖2, which together with (34) completes the proof. �

Let T be the unique Moore-Penrose inverse of G, such that TGT=T,GTG=G, (TG)T =
TG, (GT)T =GT. By computing in Matlab, we get the 10× 9 matrix

(35) T = 1
40




30 −10 −10 33 −7 −7 −1 −1 −1
−10 30 −10 −7 33 −7 −1 −1 −1
−10 −10 30 −7 −7 33 −1 −1 −1
−10 −10 −10 −7 −7 −7 −1 −1 −1
−10 10 10 −7 3 3 9 −1 −1
10 −10 10 3 −7 3 −1 9 −1
10 10 −10 3 3 −7 −1 −1 9
10 −10 −10 3 −7 −7 −1 −1 −1

−10 10 −10 −7 3 −7 −1 −1 −1
−10 −10 10 −7 −7 3 −1 −1 −1




,

and

(36) TG = E10 −
1

10
1,

where En is the n × n identity matrix, and 1 is the 10 × 10 matrix in which all entries are 1.
The following Lemma 3.3 helps us to simplify the local stability (26).

Lemma 3.3. For the element stiffness matrix AK,λ in (27), we have

AK,λ = GTTTAK,λTG,

where G and T are given by (32) and (35), respectively.

Proof. Obviously, 1S = 1 and AK,11 = 1AK,1 = 010 , where 0n is the n × n zero matrix. Then,
we derive AK,λ1 = 1AK,λ = 010 from (27). By (36), we obtain

(TG)TAK,λTG = (E10 −
1

10
1)TAK,λ(E10 −

1

10
1) = AK,λ(E10 −

1

10
1) = AK,λ.

This completes the proof. �

Let BK,λ be a 9× 9 symbolic matrix, given by

(37) BK,λ = TTAK,λT.

By Lemma 3.3, we have

aKh (uh,Π
∗
λuh) =

1

2
uT
K(AK,λ+AT

K,λ)uK =
1

2
uT
K(GTBK,λG+GTBT

K,λG)uK = (GuK)TBK,λ(GuK),

where BK,λ is the symmetrization of BK,λ, i.e.,

(38) BK,λ =
BK,λ + BT

K,λ

2
.
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Recalling the equivalent discrete norm (33), the local stability (26) is equivalent to

(GuK)TBK,λ(GuK) & hK(GuK)T (GuK).

Therefore, the local stability (26) is converted into a positive definiteness of the matrix 1
hK

BK,λ,

which is proved in the following subsections.

3.2. A restriction on T ∗
h and some results. In this subsection, under the orthogonal condi-

tion on the surface (19), we prove a positive definiteness of 1
hK

BK,λ for any regular tetrahedron

K ∈ Th, and reduce 1
hK

BK,λ for any general tetrahedron K ∈ Th.
Firstly, we try to deal with BK,λ in (37). By (27) and (29), one gets

(39) BK,λ = TTAK,λT = TTSAK,1T = TTSAT− (TTSv1)
(
vT
2 T
)
.

By computing in Matlab, we have

TTSv1 = s0

(
0, 0, 0, 3, 3, 3,−1,−1,−1

)T
,

vT
2 T = (0, 0, 0, 2R1 , 2R2 , 2R3 ,−2r14 ,−2r24 ,−2r34),

(40)

and organize TTSAT into a 3× 3 block matrix as follows

TTSAT=




s
1
MK

3×3

s
1

2
MK

3×3
+
s∗

2
Q(1)

3×3

s
1

4
(MK

3×3
C

3×3
)+

s∗

4
Q(2)

3×3

(s
1
− 2s

2
+ s

3

2
)MK

3×3
L(1)

3×3
L(2)

3×3

2s
2
+ s

3

4
(C

3×3
MK

3×3
) L(3)

3×3
L(4)

3×3



.(41)

Here

s0 =
1

240
+

4αβγ − 1

144
λ, s1 = t1 + 2t2 + 2t3 + t4 =

1

6
, s2 = t3λ, s3 = t4λ,(42)

s∗ = −t1 + 2t2 + t4 and s∗=0 coincides with the orthogonal condition on the surface (19),

MK
3×3

=




R1 −r34 −r24
−r34 R2 −r14
−r24 −r14 R3


 , C3×3 =



0 1 1
1 0 1
1 1 0


 .(43)

We put those symbolic matrices Q(1)
3×3

, Q(2)
3×3

, L(1)
3×3

, L(2)
3×3

, L(3)
3×3

, L(4)
3×3

in Appendix A.2. Lemma 3.4

shows a property of MK
3×3

, and the proof is included in Appendix B.2.

Lemma 3.4. If Th is a regular partition, then 1
hK

MK
3×3

is unconditionally positive definite for

any tetrahedral element K ∈ Th.

Now, we consider 1
hK

BK,λ for any regular tetrahedron K ∈ Th. The following result shows

that 1
hK

BK,λ is positive definite for given λ in a certain range.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that K is a regular tetrahedron. If the orthogonal condition on the surface
(19) (i.e., s∗ = 0) holds, then the element matrix 1

hK
BK,λ in (38) is positive definite if and only

if λ satisfies

(2t3 + 5t4)− 2
√

2t4(2t3 + 3t4)

6(2t3 + t4)
2

< λ <
(2t3 + 5t4) + 2

√
2t4(2t3 + 3t4)

6(2t3 + t4)
2

,(44)

where t3, t4 are constants in (18).
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Proof. It is observed from (38) and (39) that every entry of 1
hK

BK,λ is a linear combination of
rjk
hK(

(j, k) ∈ Z(2)
4

)
. By (10), since K is a regular tetrahedron, we get

rjk
hK

=
|PjPk| cot θjk

hK
= cot θjk = c

∀(j, k) ∈ Z(2)
4 , where c is a positive constant.

Choosing an invertible 9× 9 matrix

C1 =




E
3

0
3

0
3

0
3

1 0 0 0 0 0
−1 1 0 0 0 0
0 −1 1 0 0 0

0
3

0 0 1 1 0 0
0 −2 2 −1 1 0
0 2 0 0 −1 1



,

such that the first eight entries of CT
1 T

TSv1 and vT
2 TC1 vanish, then parameter γ only appears

in the corner of CT
1

1
hK

BK,λC1. According to Lemma 3.4, substituting s1 = 1/6 and s∗ = 0 into

(41), we compute the determinants that

det
(
CT

1
1
hK

BK,λC1(1 : 4, 1 : 4)
)
= c4ϕ1(s2 , s3),

det
(
CT

1
1
hK

BK,λC1(1 : 5, 1 : 5)
)
= 8c5(s2 − s3)ϕ1(s2 , s3),

det
(
CT

1
1
hK

BK,λC1(1 : 6, 1 : 6)
)
=

81c6

4
(s2 − s3)ϕ

2
1(s2 , s3),

det
(
CT

1
1
hK

BK,λC1(1 : 7, 1 : 7)
)
=

243c7

8
(s2 − s3)

2ϕ2
1(s2 , s3),

det
(
CT

1
1
hK

BK,λC1(1 : 8, 1 : 8)
)
=

2187c8

32
(s2 − s3)

2ϕ3
1(s2 , s3),

det
(
CT

1
1
hK

BK,λC1(1 : 9, 1 : 9)
)
=

729c9

1280
(s2 − s3)

2ϕ3
1(s2 , s3)ϕ2(s0 , s2 , s3),

where s0 , s2 , s3 are given by (42), and

ϕ1(s2 , s3) =
2

27

(
− 3(2s2 + s3)

2 + (2s2 + 5s3)−
1

12

)

=
2

27

(
− 3(2t3 + t4)

2λ2 + (2t3 + 5t4)λ− 1

12

)
,

ϕ2(s0 , s2 , s3) = −240s0 − 20s2 − 10s3 + 1 =
5

3
αβ(3 − 4γ)λ.

It is clear that s2 − s3 = (t3 − t4)λ = (αβ2/8−αβ/4+1/18)λ and ϕ2(s0 , s2 , s3) have the same
signs with λ for any α ∈ (0, 1/2), β ∈ (0, 2/3) and γ ∈ (0, 3/4). Therefore, 1

hK
BK,λ is positive

definite if and only if both ϕ1(s2 , s3) and λ are positive. A straight calculation of ϕ1(s2 , s3) > 0
yields (44), which implies λ > 0. In fact, since 2t4 , 2t3 + 3t4 and 2t3 + t4 are all positive for

α ∈ (0, 1/2) and β ∈ (0, 2/3), we have (2t3 +5t4)− 2
√

2t4(2t3 + 3t4) > 0 by considering 2t4 and
2t3 + 3t4 as values of x and y in x+ y − 2

√
xy > 0 (y > x > 0). �

Remark 3.1. λ = 1/(12t3 + 6t4) = 1/(1 − 3αβ) and λ = 1 are always in the range (44).

For any general tetrahedon K ∈ Th, we complete a reduction of 1
hK

BK,λ under the orthogonal

condition on the surface (19). Our initial idea is to construct a 3×3 block transformation matrix
C2 for the 3× 3 block target matix BK,λ, such that the first block row and column of BK,λ act
on the other two block rows and columns. We mainly focus on these changes of the elements
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in the first block row and column of BK,λ. Consider a transformation matrix depending on two
parameters η1, η2 as follows

C2 =




E3 03 03

η1E3 E6η2C3×3


 .

By (39), the corresponding congruent matrix of BK,λ is

(45) C2BK,λC
T
2 = C2T

TSATCT
2 −C2T

TSv1v
T
2 TCT

2 .

Noticing the first three elements of TTSv1 and vT
2 T in (40) are all zero, we have

C2T
TSv1v

T
2 TCT

2 = (TTSv1)
(
vT
2 T
)
= s0




03 03 03

03 6J(1)
3×3

−6J(2)
3×3

03 −2J(1)
3×3

2J(2)
3×3


 ,

where the symbolic matrices J(1)
3×3

, J(2)
3×3

can be found in Appendix A.2. By (41), we have

C2T
TSATCT

2 =




s
1
MK

3×3
(12 + η1)s1

MK
3×3

+ s∗

2 Q(1)
3×3

(14 + η2)s1
(MK

3×3
C

3×3
)+ s∗

4 Q(2)
3×3

(
(1 + η1)s1

− 2s
2
+s

3

2

)
MK

3×3
L̃
(1)

3×3
L̃
(2)

3×3

(η2s1
+

2s
2
+s

3

4 )(C
3×3

MK
3×3

) L̃
(3)

3×3
L̃
(4)

3×3




with

L̃
(1)
3×3

= L(1)
3×3

+
(
(32 + η1)s1 −

2s2+s3
2

)
η1M

K
3×3

+ s∗

2 η1Q
(1)
3×3

,

L̃
(2)
3×3

= L(2)
3×3

+
(
s1
4 η1 +

(
(1 + η1)s1 −

2s2+s3
2

)
η2

)
(MK

3×3
C3×3) +

s∗

4 η1Q
(2)
3×3

,

L̃
(3)
3×3

= L(3)
3×3

+
(
s1
2 η2 + (η2s1 +

2s2+s3
4 )η1

)
(C3×3M

K
3×3

) + s∗

2 η2(C3×3Q
(1)
3×3

),

L̃
(4)

3×3
= L(4)

3×3
+
(
s1
4 η2 + (η2s1 +

2s2+s3
4 )η2

)
(C3×3M

K
3×3

C3×3) +
s∗

4 η2(C3×3Q
(2)
3×3

).

Then, by (45), we obtain

C2
1
hK

BK,λC
T
2 = 1

2hK
C2(BK,λ + BT

K,λ)C
T
2 = 1

hK




s1M
K
3×3

(⋆)1 (⋆)2
(⋆)T1 NK,λ

6×6(⋆)T2


 ,

where

(⋆)1 =
(
(
3

4
+ η1)s1−

2s2 + s3

4

)
MK

3×3
+
s∗

4
Q(1)

3×3
,

(⋆)2 =
(
(
1

8
+ η2)s1+

2s2 + s3

8

)
(MK

3×3
C3×3)+

s∗

8
Q(2)

3×3
,

and

NK,λ
6×6

=
1

2


 (L̃

(1)

3×3
− 6s

0
J(1)

3×3
) + (L̃

(1)

3×3
− 6s

0
J(1)

3×3
)T (L̃

(2)

3×3
+ 6s

0
J(2)

3×3
) + (L̃

(3)

3×3
+ 2s

0
J(1)

3×3
)T

(L̃
(3)

3×3
+ 2s

0
J(1)

3×3
) + (L̃

(2)

3×3
+ 6s

0
J(2)

3×3
)T (L̃

(4)

3×3
− 2s

0
J(2)

3×3
) + (L̃

(4)

3×3
− 2s

0
J(2)

3×3
)T


.(46)
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Thanks to the orthogonal condition on the surface (19) which means s∗ = 0, and meanwhile,
choosing parameters η1, η2 as follows

η1 =
2s2 + s3

4s1

− 3

4
, η2 = −2s2 + s3

8s1

− 1

8
,

then we have (⋆)1 = 03 and (⋆)2 = 03 . Thus, 1
hK

BK,λ is reduced to a block diagonal matrix.

According to Lemma 3.4, a positive definiteness of 1
hK

BK,λ is reducible to a positive definiteness

of 1
hK

NK,λ
6×6

, which is proved in the next subsection.

3.3. A restriction on Th and the stability. In this subsection, the minimum V-angle condi-
tion on Th is proposed to ensure the positive definiteness of 1

hK
NK,λ

6×6
numerically, furthermore,

the stability of the quadratic FVM schemes is presented.

For simplicity, write all plane angles in K = △4P1P2P3P4 (see Fig. 1) as

(47)





θ1,P1
= ∠P2P1P4, θ2,P1

= ∠P2P1P3, θ3,P1
= ∠P3P1P4,

θ
1,P2

= ∠P1P2P4, θ
2,P2

= ∠P1P2P3, θ
3,P2

= ∠P3P2P4,

θ
1,P3

= ∠P1P3P4, θ
2,P3

= ∠P1P3P2, θ
3,P3

= ∠P2P3P4,

θ1,P4
= ∠P1P4P2, θ2,P4

= ∠P1P4P3, θ3,P4
= ∠P2P4P3.

Firstly, we define the “V-angle” at the vertex Pi of K as

(48) θ
Pi

= θ
1,Pi

+ θ
2,Pi

+ θ
3,Pi

− 2max
{
θ
1,Pi

, θ
2,Pi

, θ
3,Pi

}
, i ∈ Z(1)

4 .

In fact, θ
Pi

is the difference between the sum of two smaller plane angles and the largest one at

vertex Pi. Let θK := min{θ
Pi
, i ∈ Z(1)

4 }, the following Lemma 3.6 shows the properties of θK .

Lemma 3.6. The minimum V-angle θK has the following properties

(i) θ
i1,Pi2

≥ θK ∀i1 ∈ Z(1)
3 , i2 ∈ Z(1)

4 ;

(ii) 0◦ < θK ≤ 60◦, and θK = 60◦ means that K is a regular tetrahedron.

Proof. Combining θ
1,Pi

+θ
2,Pi

+θ
3,Pi

≤ 2max
{
θ
1,Pi

, θ
2,Pi

, θ
3,Pi

}
+min

{
θ
1,Pi

, θ
2,Pi

, θ
3,Pi

}
(i ∈ Z(1)

4 )

and (48), we have θ
Pi

≤ min
{
θ
1,Pi

, θ
2,Pi

, θ
3,Pi

}
(i ∈ Z(1)

4 ), then the first property follows from

θK = min{θ
Pi
, i ∈ Z(1)

4 }. It is clear that θK > 0◦, then we prove θK ≤ 60◦. If not, every plane
angle of K is larger than 60◦, which contradicts the fact that the sum of the three interior angles
of a triangle is 180◦. Moreover, if θK = 60◦, then all the plane angles in K equal to 60◦, this
means that K is a regular tetrahedron . �

Remark 3.2. The poorly-shaped tetrahedrons classified in [21] possess at least one of the fol-
lowing two types of local shapes around a vertex. i) See Fig. 3(a) , the three plane angles around
a vertex are all small, the local shape of which is performed as “sharp”; ii) See Fig. 3(b), there
exists an edge that is close to the angle (not small) formed by the other two edges around a
vertex, the local shape of which is performed as “flat”. The minimum V-angle θK bounded
below ensures the shape regularity of the tetrahedron K by controlling the local shapes at each
vertex. However, if we only restrict the minimum plane angle for each triangular face of a tetra-
hedron K, similar to [8, 28, 34, 35] for triangular meshes in 2D, then we can not guarantee the
shape regularity of the tetrahedron K. See Fig. 4 as an example, the minimum plane angle of a
degenerated tetrahedron K is 45◦, which is big enough in (0◦, 60◦].
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(a) The local shape around a vertex is “sharp”. (b) The local shape around a vertex is “flat”.

Figure 3. Illustration of two types of local shapes.

Figure 4. A degenerated tetrahedron K whose
four vertices coinciding with the vertices of a square.

Let Θ5 :=
(
θ
1,P1

, θ
2,P1

, θ
1,P2

, θ
2,P2

, θ
3,P2

)
, five plane angles of K. Lemma 3.7 implies that a

tetrahedon K is determined by its circumradius RK and Θ5. The proof is included in Appendix
B.3.

Lemma 3.7. All plane angles θi1,Pi2
(i1 ∈ Z(1)

3 , i2 ∈ Z(1)
4 ) in (47) and dihedral angles θjk(

(j, k) ∈ Z(2)
4

)
in a tetrahedron K can be represented by the five plane angles Θ5.

According to Lemma B1, Lemma B2 listed in Appendix B.1 and Lemma 3.7, each of rjk(
(j, k) ∈ Z(2)

4

)
defined in (10) can be represented by RK multiplying by a continuous function

of Θ5. Taking r12 as an example, we have

r12 = RK
2 cos θ12√

(1− cos2 θ12) + cot2 θ2,P3 + cot2 θ1,P4 − 2 cot θ2,P3 cot θ1,P4 cos θ12
,

and

θ
1,P4

= 180◦ − θ
1,P1

− θ
1,P2

, θ
2,P3

= 180◦ − θ
2,P1

− θ
2,P2

,

cos θ12 =
cos θ

3,P2
− cos θ

1,P2
cos θ

2,P2

sin θ
1,P2

sin θ
2,P2

.

For simplicity, the similar representations of other rjk
(
(j, k) ∈ Z(2)

4

)
are omitted here.

Obviously, every entry of NK,λ
6×6

in (46) is a linear combination of rjk
(
(j, k) ∈ Z(2)

4

)
. Thus,

1
hK

NK,λ
6×6

can be rewritten as RK

hK
Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ). We turn to discuss the positive definite-

ness of Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ) under a regular partition Th. Subsequently, for any fixed group of
parameters (α, β, γ, λ), we restrict the lower bound of the minimum V-angle θK to ensure the

positiveness of det
(
Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ)

)
.

Denote the reasonable range of Θ5 for a tetrahedron K satisfying θK ≥ v by Qv as below

Qv=
{
Θ5 > 0◦

∣∣θ1,P1
+θ1,P2

<180◦; θ2,P1
+θ2,P2

<180◦; θ1,P2
+θ2,P2

+θ3,P2
<360◦; θ

Pi
≥ v, i ∈ Z(1)

4

}
.



CONSTRUCTION AND ANALYSIS OF THE QUADRATIC FINITE VOLUME METHODS ON TETRAHEDRAL MESHES19

By Lemma 3.7, θ
Pi

≥ v (i ∈ Z(1)
4 ) means some relations between Θ5 and v. In addition,

Lemma 3.6 indicates that each angle of Θ5 ∈ Qv lies in [v, 180◦ −2v]. For parameters (α, β, γ, λ)
fixed by (3), (15) and (44), we define an angle set as

(49) V ∗(α, β, γ, λ) = {v ∈ (0◦, 60◦]
∣∣ det

(
Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ)

)
> 0 ∀Θ5 ∈ Qv}.

Note that V ∗(α, β, γ, λ) is nonempty since Lemma 3.5 shows 60◦ ∈ V ∗(α, β, γ, λ). Let v∗(α, β, γ, λ) =
inf V ∗(α, β, γ, λ), the following restriction on the primary mesh Th plays an important role for
stability analysis.

Definition 3.1 (minimum V-angle condition). A quadratic FVM scheme or the corresponding
primary mesh Th is called to satisfy the minimum V-angle condition, if there exist ε∗ > 0 and λ
in the range (44) such that

θK ≥ v∗(α, β, γ, λ) + ε∗, ∀K ∈ Th.(50)

Remark 3.3. Under the traditional mapping Π∗
h, parameter λ in the minimum V-angle con-

dition (50) is fixed to be 1. The mapping Π∗
λ gives us more chances to find a better λ in (44),

such that v∗(α, β, γ, λ) is smaller, which leads (50) to be a weaker restriction. Acctually, for a
given scheme (fixed α, β, γ), we care about when v∗(α, β, γ, λ) reaches its minimum value for λ.

Remark 3.4. The minimum V-angle condition (50) for tetrahedral meshes is as convenient
as the minimum angle condition [8, 28, 34, 35] for 2D triangular meshes in application. Other
restrictions on tetrahedral meshes are referred to [21].

See Algorithm 1, we show a way to compute v∗(α, β, γ, λ) numerically. The basic idea is to

find the minimum v ∈ (0◦, 60◦] by the bisection process, such that det
(
Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ)

)
is

positive for Θ5 ∈ Qv. In this process, for each v, we compute to check whether the positiveness

of det
(
Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ)

)
is satisfed for Θ5 in P

(1)
v ∩ Qv, ..., P

(q)
v ∩ Qv, where P

(n)
v (n ∈ Z(1)

q )

are discrete point sets. Here points in P
(n)
v are evenly selected in [v, 180◦ − 2v]5, i.e.,

P(n)
v =

{
(v, v, v, v, v) +

180◦ − 3v

Nn
(i1, i2, i3, i4, i5) ∀i1, ..., i5 ∈ {0} ∪ Z(1)

Nn

}
,

where Nn is a division number of [v, 180◦ − 2v]. We take Nn (n ∈ Z(1)
q ) as a group of increasing

prime numbers to avoid repeating calculations of det
(
Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ)

)
. In Section 5, we

will show the numerical performances of v∗(α, β, γ, λ) for four given quadratic FVM schemes.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that F
m×m

(X) (X ∈ S0) is a m×m real symmetric matrix and element-
wisely continunous in a connected region S0 of Rn. If there exists X1 ∈ S0 such that F

m×m
(X1)

is positive definite, and the determinant of F
m×m

(X) is always positive in S0, then F
m×m

(X) is
positive definite for every X ∈ S0 .

Proof. If not, there exist even number of eigenvalues of F
m×m

(X) for a certain X2 ∈ S0 that are
negative. Let one of these negative eigenvalues be µ0(X2) (< 0). Since µ0(X1) > 0, by a simple
continuity argument, there is a point X3 ∈ S0 such that µ0(X3) = 0. This contradicts that the
determinant of Fm×m(X) is positive for every X ∈ S0 . �

Under the orthogonal condition on the surface (15), Lemma 3.5 implies that Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ)
with Θ5 = (60◦, 60◦, 60◦, 60◦, 60◦) is positive definite for given λ in (44). On the other hand, if Th
satisfies the minimum V-angle condition (50), then det

(
Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ)

)
> 0 for Θ5 ∈ Qv

holds for every K ∈ Th. Thus, under the two restrictions (15) and (50), Lemma 3.8 ensures the
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Algorithm 1:

1 Given α ∈ (0, 1/2) and β ∈ (0, 2/3) satisfying (15), λ in (44), γ ∈ (0, 3/4), a group of

increasing prime numbers Nn (n ∈ Z(1)
q ), and precision ǫ > 0◦;

2 Set t0 = 0◦, t1 = 60◦ ;

3 while t1 − t0 > ǫ do

4 v0 =
t0 + t1

2
; n=1;

5 while det
(
Ñ6×6(Θ5, α, β, γ, λ)

)
> 0 for Θ5 ∈ P

(n)
v0 ∩ Qv0 , and n ≤ q do

6 n=n+1;

7 end

8 if n=q+1 then
9 Set t1 = v0;

10 else
11 Set t0 = v0;

12 end

13 end

14 end

15 v∗(α, β, γ, λ) = t1.

local stability (26), in which the hidden constants have a common lower bound. According to
above disscussions, we present the stability as follows.

Theorem 3.1 (Stability). Assume that the diffusion coefficient κ is piecewise constant over Th.
If a quadratic FVM scheme (4) satisfies the orthogonal condition on the surface (15) and the
minimum V-angle condition (50), then the local stability (26) holds. Furthermore, the bilinear
form ah(·,Π∗

λ·) is uniformly ellipitic, i.e.,

ah(uh,Π
∗
λuh) & |uh|21, ∀uh ∈ Uh.

4. Error analysis

In this section, we present optimal H1 and L2 error estimates of the quadratic FVM schemes.
The H1 error estimate is based on the continuity and the stability, and the L2 error estimate
follows the H1 result and the orthogonal conditions (13) and (14).

Define the piecewise H2 space over Th as

H 2
h (Ω) = {u ∈ C (Ω) : u|K ∈ H2(K) ∀K ∈ Th}.

Then we have the continuity of the quadratic FVM schemes (4).

Lemma 4.1. For the bilinear form ah(·,Π∗
λ·) in (5), we have

(51) |ah(u,Π∗
λuh)| . (|u|1 + h|u|2,h)|uh|1 ∀u ∈ H 1

0 (Ω) ∩ H 2
h (Ω), uh ∈ Uh,

where |u|2,h =
( ∑
K∈Th

|u|22,K
) 1

2 .
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Proof. For u ∈ H 1
0 (Ω) ∩ H 2

h (Ω) and uh ∈ Uh, we rewrite

ah(u,Π
∗
λuh) = −

∑

K∈Th

∑

s∗∈S∗

K

∫∫

s∗
(κ∇u) · n [Π∗

λuh]s∗dS,

where S∗
K is the set of all common faces of the dual elements contained in the interior of K.

For all polygonal faces s∗ in S∗
K , this means ∪s∗∈S∗

K
s∗ = ∪K∗∈T ∗

h

(
∂K∗ ∩ K

)
. And n is the

unit normal vector on s∗ from a dual element K∗
1 to its neighboring dual element K∗

2 , and
[Π∗

λuh]s∗ := Π∗
λuh|K∗

1
−Π∗

λuh|K∗

2
is the jump of Π∗

λuh on s∗.
Then, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

|ah(u,Π∗
λuh)| .



∑

K∈Th

∑

s∗∈S∗

K

|s∗|−1

∫∫

s∗
[Π∗

λuh]
2
s∗dS




1
2


∑

K∈Th

∑

s∗∈S∗

K

|s∗|
∫∫

s∗
((κ∇u) · n)2 dS




1
2

.



∑

K∈Th

∑

s∗∈S∗

K

hK [Π∗
λuh]

2
s∗




1
2


∑

K∈Th

∑

s∗∈S∗

K

|s∗|
hK

∫∫

s∗
|∇u|2 dS




1
2

.(52)

We start with the first term on the right hand of (52). Definition 2.1 indicates that [Π∗
λuh]s∗

(s∗ ∈ S∗
K) are linear combinations of uh(Pi) (i ∈ Z(1)

10 ). Thus, there exists a matrix K with 10
columns such that ∑

s∗∈S∗

K

[Π∗
λuh]

2
s∗ = (KuK)T (KuK),

where uK = (u1, u2, ..., u10)
T and ui = uh(Pi) (i ∈ Z10). Obviously, ui1 = ui2 for i1, i2 ∈ Z(1)

10

yields [Π∗
λuh]s∗ = Π∗

λuh|K∗

1
− Π∗

λuh|K∗

2
= 0 for s∗ ∈ S∗

K . Thus, taking uK = u1(1, 1, ..., 1)
T , one

obtains
∑

s∗∈S∗

K
[Π∗

λuh]
2
s∗ = 0 which indicates KuK being a zero vector. That means the row

sum of K is zero. By relation (36), one arrives at

(KuK)T (KuK) = (KTGuK)T (KTGuK) = (GuK)T (KT)T (KT)(GuK) . (GuK)T (GuK).

Recalling the equivalent discrete norm (33), we have

(53)



∑

K∈Th

∑

s∗∈S∗

K

hK [Π∗
λuh]

2
s∗




1
2

.



∑

K∈Th

hK ‖GuK‖2



1
2

.



∑

K∈Th

|uh|21,K




1
2

= |uh|1.

For the second term on the right hand of (52), let ϕ = ∇uh. Since Th is a regular partition
(2), it is obvious that ∫∫

s∗
|ϕ|2 dS . h2K

∫∫

ŝ∗
|ϕ̂|2 dŜ.

According to the trace theorem, we have

∑

ŝ∗∈S∗

K̂

∫∫

ŝ∗
|ϕ̂|2 dŜ . ‖ϕ̂‖2

1,K̂
.

The Sobolev norms and semi-norms of ϕ satisfy [17]:

‖ϕ̂‖2
0,K̂

. h−3
K ‖ϕ‖20,K , |ϕ̂|2

1,K̂
. h−1

K |ϕ|21,K ,
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which leads to ∑

s∗∈S∗

K

∫∫

s∗
ϕ2 dS . h−1

K ‖ϕ‖20,K + hK |ϕ|21,K .

Then


∑

K∈Th

∑

s∗∈S∗

K

|s∗|
hK

∫∫

s∗
(∇u)2 dS




1
2

.



∑

K∈Th

hK(h−1
K ‖∇u‖20,K + hK |∇u|21,K)




1
2

.



∑

K∈Th

(|u|21,K + h2K |u|22,K)




1
2

,

which together with (52) and (53) completes the proof. �

Based on Theorem 3.1, we give the stability for variable κ(x1, x2, x3).

Lemma 4.2. Under the same conditions of Theorem 3.1 and more generally, assuming that κ
is piecewise W 1,∞ over Th, then the bilinear form ah(·,Π∗

λ·) is uniformly ellipitic for sufficiently
small h > 0, i.e.,

(54) ah(uh,Π
∗
λuh) & |uh|21, ∀uh ∈ Uh.

Proof. Let

ah(uh,Π
∗
λuh) = −

∑

K∈Th

∑

K∗∈T ∗

h

∫∫

∂K∗∩K
κ∇uh · nΠ∗

λuhdS,

where κ is a piecewise constant function that κ|K = |K|−1
∫∫∫

K κdx1dx2dx3 ∀K ∈ Th. Theo-
rem 3.1 indicates that

ah(uh,Π
∗
λuh) & |uh|21 ∀uh ∈ Uh.

Similar to the proof of the continuity (51) and by the inverse estimate, we obtain

|ah(uh,Π∗
λuh)− ah(uh,Π

∗
λuh)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

K∈Th

∑

s∗∈S∗

K

∫∫

s∗
(κ− κ)∇uh · n [Π∗

λuh]s∗dS

∣∣∣∣∣∣

. ‖κ− κ‖0,∞(|uh|1 + h|uh|2,h)|uh|1 . h|uh|21, ∀uh ∈ Uh.

Therefore,

ah(uh,Π
∗
λuh) ≥ ah(uh,Π

∗
λuh)− |ah(uh,Π∗

λuh)− ah(uh,Π
∗
λuh)| & |uh|21, ∀uh ∈ Uh,

when h is small enough. �

Then, the H1 error estimate follows the stability.

Theorem 4.1 (H1 error estimate). Suppose that u ∈ H 1
0 (Ω) ∩ H 3(Ω) is the solution of (1). If

the conditions of Lemma 4.2 are satisfied, then (4) has a unique solution uh ∈ Uh, and

(55) |u− uh|1 . h2|u|3.
Proof. Lemma 4.2 indicates

ah(uh,Π
∗
λuh) ≥ 0, ∀uh ∈ Uh,

and the equality holds if and only if uh = 0 which verifies the existence and uniqueness of uh.
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Apparently, ah(u, vh) = (f, vh) ∀vh ∈ Vh, which together with (4) leads to the orthogonality

(56) ah(uh − u, vh) = 0, ∀vh ∈ Vh.

Let uI ∈ Uh be the standard Lagrange quadratic interpolation of u over Th. Then from (51),
(54) and (56), we have

|uh−uI |21 . ah(uh−uI ,Π
∗
λ(uh−uI)) = ah(u−uI ,Π

∗
λ(uh−uI)) . (|u−uI |1+h|u−uI |2,h)|uh−uI |1.

Eliminating |uh − uI |1 and by the standard interpolation error estimate, then

|uh − uI |1 . |u− uI |1 + h|u− uI |2,h . h2|u|3.
Together with |u− uh|1 ≤ |u− uI |1 + |uh − uI |1, we obtain (55). �

We present optimal L2 error estimate in the following Theorem 4.2, which benefits from [26].

Theorem 4.2 (L2 error estimate). Suppose that u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩H4(Ω) is the solution of (1). If

the conditions of Lemma 4.2 and the orthogonal condition on the volume (14) are satisfied, then

(57) ‖u− uh‖0 . h3‖u‖4.
Proof. Consider an auxiliary problem: given g ∈ L2(Ω), find ωg ∈ H1

0 (Ω) such that

(58) a(v, ωg) = (g, v), ∀v ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

where a(v, ωg) =
∫∫∫

Ω(κ∇v) · ∇ωg dx1dx2dx3. It is well known that this problem is regular, i.e.,

it attains a unique solution ωg ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩H2(Ω) satifying ‖ωg‖2 . ‖g‖0.

Let v = u− uh in (58). By the orthogonality (56) and the Green’s formula, we have

(g, u − uh) = a(u− uh, wg) = a(u− uh, wg −Π1
hwg) + a(u− uh,Π

1
hwg)− ah(u− uh,Π

∗
λ(Π

1
hwg))

= E1 + E2 + E3,(59)

and

E1 = a(u− uh, wg −Π1
hwg),

E2 =
∑

K∈Th

∫∫∫

K
−∇ ·

(
κ∇(u− uh)

) (
Π1

hwg −Π∗
λ(Π

1
hwg)

)
dx1dx2dx3,

E3 =
∑

K∈Th

∫∫

∂K
(κ∇(u− uh)) · n (Π1

hwg −Π∗
λ(Π

1
hwg)) dS,

where Π1
h is the piecewise linear interpolation projection over Th. For convenience of writing,

let M∗
1wg = Π1

hwg −Π∗
λ(Π

1
hwg). Consider E2 = E21 + E22 and E3 = E31 + E32 with

E21 =
∑

K∈Th

∫∫∫

K
−∇ ·

(
(κ− κ)∇(u− uh)

)
M∗

1wg dx1dx2dx3,

E22 =
∑

K∈Th

∫∫∫

K
−∇ ·

(
κ∇(u− uh)

)
M∗

1wg dx1dx2dx3,

E31 =
∑

K∈Th

∫∫

∂K

(
(κ− κ̃)∇(u− uh)

)
· nM∗

1wg dS,

E32 =
∑

K∈Th

∫∫

∂K

(
κ̃∇(u− uh)

)
· nM∗

1wg dS,
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where κ and κ̃ are two piecewise constant functions that forK ∈ Th, κ|K = |K|−1
∫∫∫

K κdx1dx2dx3,

and κ̃|Ti
= |Ti|−1

∫∫∫
Ti
κdS ∀Ti ∈ ∂K.

It follows from the proof of Theorem 5.3 in [26] that

|E1| . h3|u|3|wg|2, |E21| . h3|u|3|wg|1, |E31| . h3|u|3|wg|1.(60)

The orthogonal condition on the volume (14) is used to estimate E22. Noticing that ∂2uh

∂x2
i

−Π1
h
∂2u
∂x2

i

(i ∈ Z(1)
3 ) restricted on K are linear functions, we obtain

|E22| ≤
∣∣ ∑

K∈Th

∑

i∈Z
(1)
3

κ

∫∫∫

K

∂2(u− uh)

∂x2i
M∗

1wg dx1dx2dx3
∣∣

.
∑

K∈Th

‖∂
2u

∂x2i
−Π1

h

∂2u

∂x2i
‖0,K‖M∗

1wg‖0,K . h3|u|4|wg|1.(61)

The orthogonal condition on the surface (13) is used to estimate E32. By the boundary condition
wg|∂Ω = 0, we have

∑

K∈Th

∫∫

∂K
(κ̃∇u) · nM∗

1wg dS =

∫∫

∂Ω
(κ̃∇u) · nM∗

1wg dS = 0,

which together with (13) yields

(62) E32 =
∑

K∈Th

∫∫

∂K
(κ̃∇u) · nM∗

1wg dS −
∑

K∈Th

∫∫

∂K
(κ̃∇uh) · nM∗

1wg dS = 0.

Let g = u− uh in (59). With the estimates (60), (61), (62), and the regularity ‖ωg‖2 . ‖g‖0,
we obatin the L2 error estimate (57). �

The above optimal L2 error estimate strongly depends on the orthogonal conditions on the
surface (13) and volume (14). We would like to point out that the orthogonal conditions are
sufficient conditions in the proof of L2 error estimate, however, a large number of experiments
indicates that they are necessary to achieve optimal convergence rate in L2 norm, which are
shown in Section 5.

5. Numerical experiments

Scheme α β γ v∗
(
α, β, γ, 1/(1− 3αβ)

)

QFVS-1 1/10 14/15− 2
√
66/45 0.050667311760225 20.5◦

QFVS-2 1/2−
√
3/6 2/3 +

√
3/9−

√
21 + 6

√
3/9 0.052883196779577 17.0◦

QFVS-3 2/5 11/15− 2
√
714/45 0.051085694878555 16.7◦

QFVS-4 1/2−
√
3/6 2/3 +

√
3/9−

√
21 + 6

√
3/9 1/4 18.2◦

Table 1. Four quadratic FVM schemes.
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Here in Table 1, we present four quadratic FVM schemes, which will be used in the numerical
experiments. The first three schemes satisfy the orthogonal conditions on the surface (15) and
volume (16), while the last scheme only satisfies the orthogonal condition on the surface (15).
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(a) Scheme QFVS-1.
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(b) Scheme QFVS-2.
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(c) Scheme QFVS-3.
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(d) Scheme QFVS-4.

Figure 5. The relationships between v∗(α, β, γ, λ) and λ.

Example 5.1. According to Algorithm 1, we show in Fig. 5 the relationships between v∗(α, β, γ, λ)
and λ for the schemes in Table 1. From the four figures, v∗(α, β, γ, λ) reaches its minimum value
at λ = 1/(1−3αβ). The values of v∗

(
α, β, γ, 1/(1−3αβ)

)
are given in the last column of Table 1.

Figure 6. A division of a cube.

Example 5.2. Consider the model problem (1) with Ω = [0, 1]3. The primary mesh Th is con-
structed by dividing Ω into N3 cubes first, then each cube is divided into six tetrahedrons, see
Fig. 6. By definition (48), the uniform minimum V-angle is min {θK , K ∈ Th} = arctan(

√
2/2)+

45◦ − arctan
√
2 ≈ 25.529◦. Then for the four schemes in Table 1, it is observed from the last

column of Table 1 that the primary mesh Th satisfies the minimum V-angle condition (50).
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N
QFVS-1 QFVS-2 QFVS-3 QFVS-4

|u− uh|1 Order |u− uh|1 Order |u− uh|1 Order |u− uh|1 Order
5 1.1526e-01 \ 1.1454e-01 \ 1.1478e-01 \ 1.1294e-01 \
15 1.3110e-02 1.9787 1.3098e-02 1.9738 1.3102e-02 1.9755 1.3105e-02 1.9605
25 4.7300e-03 1.9956 4.7285e-03 1.9946 4.7289e-03 1.9949 4.7380e-03 1.9917
35 2.4148e-03 1.9981 2.4144e-03 1.9976 2.4145e-03 1.9978 2.4203e-03 1.9964
45 1.4612e-03 1.9989 1.4611e-03 1.9987 1.4611e-03 1.9988 1.4649e-03 1.9980

Table 2. H1 convergence rate of Example 5.2.

N
QFVS-1 QFVS-2 QFVS-3 QFVS-4

‖u− uh‖0 Order ‖u− uh‖0 Order ‖u− uh‖0 Order ‖u− uh‖0 Order
5 2.7360e-03 \ 2.7238e-03 \ 2.7202e-03 \ 2.4588e-03 \
15 9.7046e-05 3.0394 9.6983e-05 3.0359 9.6969e-05 3.0348 1.8766e-04 2.3418
25 2.0875e-05 3.0081 2.0870e-05 3.0073 2.0869e-05 3.0072 6.5523e-05 2.0599
35 7.5988e-06 3.0034 7.5978e-06 3.0030 7.5976e-06 3.0030 3.3157e-05 2.0243
45 3.5736e-06 3.0019 3.5733e-06 3.0017 3.5733e-06 3.0016 1.9992e-05 2.0132

Table 3. L2 convergence rate of Example 5.2.

We apply the four schemes in Table 1 to equation (1) with the coefficient κ(x1, x2, x3) =
ex1+2x2+3x3, and f is chosen so that the exact solution is u = sin(πx1) sin(πx2) sin(πx3). See
Table 2, all of the four schemes possess optimal H1 convergence rate. And Table 3 shows that
the first three schemes have optimal L2 convergence rate, while the last scheme doesn’t. These
numerical results demonstrate our theoretical results.

N
QFVS-1 QFVS-2 QFVS-3 QFVS-4

|u− uh|1 Order |u− uh|1 Order |u− uh|1 Order |u− uh|1 Order
5 1.2602e-01 \ 1.2090e-01 \ 1.2429e-01 \ 1.2061e-01 \
15 1.4108e-02 1.9931 1.4116e-02 1.9549 1.4200e-02 1.9746 1.4072e-02 1.9555
25 5.0788e-03 2.0001 5.0835e-03 1.9994 5.0786e-03 2.0129 5.0767e-03 1.9958
35 2.5967e-03 1.9937 2.5947e-03 1.9988 2.5977e-03 1.9924 2.5959e-03 1.9934
45 1.5700e-03 2.0023 1.5688e-03 2.0021 1.5732e-03 1.9955 1.5793e-03 1.9774

Table 4. H1 convergence rate of Example 5.3.

N
QFVS-1 QFVS-2 QFVS-3 QFVS-4

‖u− uh‖0 Order ‖u− uh‖0 Order ‖u− uh‖0 Order ‖u− uh‖0 Order
5 3.7870e-03 \ 3.3785e-03 \ 3.4369e-03 \ 3.1009e-03 \
15 1.2821e-04 3.0818 1.2956e-04 2.9683 1.3487e-04 2.9474 2.0669e-04 2.4652
25 2.6984e-05 3.0508 2.7407e-05 3.0409 2.6863e-05 3.1588 6.9489e-05 2.1339
35 9.8073e-05 3.0081 9.8279e-05 3.0480 9.8367e-05 2.9857 3.4767e-05 2.0582
45 4.6334e-06 2.9837 4.6514e-06 2.9766 4.6999e-06 2.9389 2.0862e-05 2.0323

Table 5. L2 convergence rate of Example 5.3.
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Example 5.3 (Random mesh). To further illustrate the performance of the proposed quadratic
FVM schemes, we disturb the vertices of the tetrahedrons in Example 5.2 with random rate
0.2/N in three directions, in which

i) the eight vertices of Ω = [0, 1]3 are fixed;
ii) the vertices on the twelve edges of Ω = [0, 1]3 are repositioned along the edges;
iii) the vertices on the six faces of Ω = [0, 1]3 are repositioned on the faces in two directions;

For the four schemes in Table 1, we show in Table 4 and Table 5 the numerical perfermances,
which are consistent with the numerical perfermances in Example 5.2.
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(a) The same (α, β) as QFVS-1.
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(b) The same (α, β) as QFVS-2.
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(c) The same (α, β) as QFVS-3.
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(d) (α = 0.3, β = 0.4).

Figure 7. The relationships between convergence rate and γ.

Remark 5.1. Consider the same model problem as Example 5.2. Then for fixed (α, β), Fig. 7
shows how convergence rates in H1 and L2 norms between N = 10 and N = 20 change with
γ, where the first three pairs of (α, β) are the same as those in QFVS-1, QFVS-2 and QFVS-
3 respectively, and the last pair is taken as (α = 0.3, β = 0.4). In fact, a large number of
experiments indicates that the orthogonal conditions are not only sufficient but also necessary to
achieve optimal convergence rate in L2 norm.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we have constructed a family of quadratic FVM schemes on tetrahedral meshes
by introducing three parameters (α, β, γ) on the dual mesh. Under the proposed orthogonal
conditions and minimum V-angle condition, we derive the theoretical analysis. This includes

• Stability, which is the most important result in this paper;
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• Optimal H1 and L2 error estimates, where the L2 convergence rate strongly depends on
the orthogonal conditions.

These theoretical results are confirmed by some numerical experiments.
For higher r-order (r ≥ 3) FVMs on tetrahedral meshes, the stability analysis is much more

complex and it needs further study.

Appendix A: Some symbolic matrices

A.1 The symbolic matrix A in (29).
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3
(R

3
−r

24
)

t
4
r
24
−t

3
(R

2
−r

34
) t

4
r
14
−t

3
(R

1
−r

34
) −t4(R1

+R
2
) t

4
r
13
−t

3
(R

1
−r

34
) t

4
r
23
−t

3
(R

2
−r

34
) t

3
(R

1
+R

2
−2r

34
)



.

A.2 The symbolic matrices Q(1)
3×3

, Q(2)
3×3

, L(1)
3×3

, L(2)
3×3

, L(3)
3×3

, L(4)
3×3

in (41).

L(1)
3×3

= (
s1

2
− s2 + s3

2
)MK

3×3
+ (

3s1

20
− s2 + s3

2
)J(1)

3×3
+ s3D

(1)
3×3

+
s∗

2
Q(1)

3×3
,

L(2)
3×3

= (
s1

4
− s2 + s3

4
)(MK

3×3
C3×3)− (

3s1

20
− s2

2
)J(2)

3×3
+

s3

2
D(2)

3×3
+

s∗

4
Q(2)

3×3
,

L(3)
3×3

=
s2

2
(C3×3M

K
3×3

)− s1

20
J
(1)
3×3 +

s2

2
D(1)

3×3
− s2 − s3

2
D(3)

3×3
,

L(4)
3×3

=
s2

4
(C3×3M

K
3×3

C3×3) + (
s1

20
− s2

4
)J(2)

3×3
+

s2

4
D(2)

3×3
− s2 − s3

4
D(4)

3×3
.
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where s1, s2, s3, s
∗, MK

3×3
, C3×3 are given by (42) and (43), and

J(1)
3×3

=

(
R

1
R

2
R

3

R
1

R
2

R
3

R
1

R
2

R
3

)
, J(2)

3×3
=

(
r
14

r
24

r
34

r
14

r
24

r
34

r
14

r
24

r
34

)
,

Q(1)
3×3

=




−2R1 r13+r14 r12+r14
r23+r24 −2R2 r12+r24
r23+r34 r13+r34 −2R3


 , Q(2)

3×3
=



−2r14−r24−r34 R1+r24 R1+r34

R2+r14 −r14−2r24−r34 R2+r34
R3+r14 R3+r24 −r14−r24−2r34


 ,

D(1)
3×3

=

(
R

1
0 0

0 R
2

0
0 0 R

3

)
, D(2)

3×3
=

(
r
14

0 0
0 r

24
0

0 0 r
34

)
, D(3)

3×3
=

(
r
23

0 0
0 r

13
0

0 0 r
12

)
, D(4)

3×3
=

(
0 r

12
r
13

r
12

0 r
23

r
13

r
23

0

)
.

Appendix B: Some relations in a tetrahedron and two related proofs

B.1 Some relations in a tetrahedron. In this subsection, we discuss some relations in a

tetrahedron K = △4P1P2P3P4 about its plane angles θi1,Pi2
(i1 ∈ Z(1)

3 , i2 ∈ Z(1)
4 ) in (47),

dihedral angles θjk
(
(j, k)∈Z(2)

4

)
, edge lengths |PjPk|

(
(j, k)∈Z(2)

4

)
, and circumradius RK .

See Fig. 8, we take a positively oriented orthogonal coordinate system (x1, x2, x3), such that
P1 is the origin, P1P2 on the x1 axis, and the x1P1x2 plane coincides with the plane spanned
by P1P2 and P1P3. Here, O,O1, O2 are the circumcenters of △4P1P2P3P4,△P1P2P4,△P1P2P3,
respectively, and M12 is the midpoint of P1P2.

P1

P2

P3

P4

M12

OO1

O2

x1

x2

x3

Figure 8

Lemma B1. For given K = △4P1P2P3P4 (see Fig. 8), its plane angles and dihedral angles
satisfy

cos θ12 =
cos θ

3,P1
− cos θ

1,P1
cos θ

2,P1

sin θ
1,P1

sin θ
2,P1

,(63)

cos θ
3,P1

=
cos θ

2,P1
sin θ12 cos θ13 + cos θ12 sin θ13√

(cos θ2,P1
sin θ12 cos θ13 + cos θ12 sin θ13)2 + sin2 θ2,P1

sin2 θ12
.(64)
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Proof. Let n
i
= (n

i,1 , ni,2 , ni,3)
T be the unit outer normal vector of the triangular face Ti, and

n
kl

=
−−−→
PkPl

|PkPl|
= (n

kl,1
, n

kl,2
, n

kl,3
)T be the unit direction vector from Pk to Pl. From Fig. 8, it is

easy to find that

n12 = (1, 0, 0)T , n4 = (0, 0,−1)T , n3 = (0,− sin θ12, cos θ12)
T ,

n13 = (cos θ2,P1
, sin θ2,P1

, 0)T , n14 = (cos θ1,P1
, n14,2 , n14,3)

T , n2 = (n2,1 , n2,2 , cos θ13)
T .

Since θ12 equals to the angle between −n4 and n3 , where n3 has the same direction with
n12 × n14 , we have

(65) cos θ12 = −n3 · n4 = − n12 × n14

|n12 × n14 |
· n4 =

(0, n14,3 ,−n14,2)
T

sin θ1,P1

· (0, 0,−1)T =
n14,2

sin θ1,P1

.

Noticing that θ
3,P1

is the angle between n13 and n14 , satisfying cos θ3,P1
= n13 ·n14 = cos θ

1,P1
cos θ

2,P1
+

sin θ
2,P1

n14,2 , we have

n14,2 =
cos θ

3,P1
− cos θ

1,P1
cos θ

2,P1

sin θ
2,P1

,

which together with (65) leads to (63).
On the other hand, since θ

3,P1
is the angle between n13 and n14 , where n14 has the same

direction with n2 × n3 , we have

cos θ
3,P1

= n13 · n14 = n13 ·
n2 × n3

|n2 × n3 |

= (cos θ
2,P1

, sin θ
2,P1

, 0)T · (n2,2 cos θ12 + cos θ13 sin θ12,−n2,1 cos θ12,−n2,1 sin θ12)
T

√
(n2,2 cos θ12 + cos θ13 sin θ12)2 + n2

2,1

=
cos θ

2,P1
(n2,2 cos θ12 + cos θ13 sin θ12)− sin θ

2,P1
n2,1 cos θ12√

(n2,2 cos θ12 + cos θ13 sin θ12)2 + n2
2,1

.(66)

Noticing that n2 · n13 = cos θ
2,P1

n2,1 + sin θ
2,P1

n2,2 = 0 and |n2 |2 = n2
2,1

+ n2
2,2

+ cos θ212 = 1, one
obtains

n2,1 = − sin θ
2,P1

sin θ12, n2,2 = cos θ
2,P1

sin θ12,

which together with (66) lead to (64). �

Lemma B2. For given K = △4P1P2P3P4 (see Fig. 8), the edge length |P1P2| can be represented
as follows

(67) |P1P2| = 2RK
sin θ12√

sin2 θ12 + cot2 θ2,P3 + cot2 θ1,P4 − 2 cot θ2,P3 cot θ1,P4 cos θ12

.

Proof. The relationship between the diameter and the chord length in the circumcircles of
△P1P2P4 and △P1P2P3 yields

2 |O1M12|
|P1P2|

= cot θ1,P4 ,
2 |O2M12|
|P1P2|

= cot θ2,P3 .
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Besides, the circumcenters O, O1, O2 are on a common plane which passes through M12 and is
perpendicular to P1P2, and ∠OO1M12 = ∠OO2M12 = π/2. Thus, the four points O,O1, O2,M12

are on a common circle with the diameter |OM12|. Then

|O1O2|
|OM12|

= sin θ12.

Substituting the above equations and |OM12|2 + |P1P2|2

4 = R2
K into the law of cosines on

△O1M12O2

|O1O2|2 = |O1M12|2 + |O2M12|2 − 2 |O1M12||O2M12| cos θ12,

one arrives at (67). �

Other relations of angles and lengths inK = △4P1P2P3P4 similar to those given by Lemma B1
and Lemma B2 can be easily derived. Without causing confusion, we use (63), (64) and (67) to
represent themselves and other similar relations.

B.2 A proof of Lemma 3.4. We shall give a proof of Lemma 3.4. It suffices to verify that the

three leading principal minors of 1
hK

MK
3×3

are positive. By Lemma 2.1, we have 1
hK

R1 = 2|T1|2

3hK |K|

and

R1R2 = (
2|T1||T2|
3|K| )2 = (

2|T1||T2|
3|K| n1 · n2)

2(1 + tan2 θ34) = r234 + |P3P4|2,

which leads to

1

h2K

∣∣∣∣
R1 −r34
−r34 R2

∣∣∣∣ =
|P3P4|2
h2K

.

Moreover, by 2S△ABC = |AB||AC| sin∠A, we can write the determinant of 1
hK

MK
3×3

as

(68)

det(
1

hK
MK

3×3
) =

1

h3K

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

2|T1|2

3|K| −2|T1||T2|
3|K| cos θ34 −2|T1||T3|

3|K| cos θ24

−2|T1||T2|
3|K| cos θ34

2|T2|2

3|K| −2|T2||T3|
3|K| cos θ14

−2|T1||T3|
3|K| cos θ24 −2|T2||T3|

3|K| cos θ14
2|T3|2

3|K|

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

=
c4L

h3K(6|K|)3 cd,

where cL = |P1P4||P2P4||P3P4| and

cd =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

sin2 θ
2,P4

−sin θ
2,P4

sin θ
3,P4

cos θ34 −sin θ
1,P4

sin θ
2,P4

cos θ24

−sin θ
2,P4

sin θ
3,P4

cos θ34 sin2 θ
3,P4

−sin θ
1,P4

sin θ
3,P4

cos θ14

−sin θ1,P4
sin θ2,P4

cos θ24 −sin θ1,P4
sin θ3,P4

cos θ14 sin2 θ1,P4

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

Relations (63) and sin2 θ + cos2 θ = 1 yield

(69) cd =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1−cos2 θ
2,P4

cos θ
2,P4

cos θ
3,P4

−cos θ
1,P4

cos θ
1,P4

cos θ
2,P4
−cos θ

3,P4

cos θ2,P4
cos θ3,P4

−cos θ1,P4
1−cos2 θ3,P4

cos θ1,P4
cos θ3,P4

−cos θ2,P4

cos θ
1,P4

cos θ
2,P4

−cos θ
3,P4

cos θ
1,P4

cos θ
3,P4

−cos θ
2,P4

1−cos2 θ
1,P4

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
.
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For cL in (68), there is the volume formula that

6|K| = |T1||P1P4| sin θ2,P4
sin θ34 = cL sin θ2,P4

sin θ3,P4

√
1−cos2 θ34

= cL sin θ
2,P4

sin θ
3,P4

√
1−(

cos θ
1,P4

−cos θ
2,P4

cos θ
3,P4

sin θ2,P4
sin θ3,P4

)2 = cL
√
cK ,(70)

with cK = 1−cos2 θ1,P4−cos2 θ2,P4−cos2 θ3,P4+2cos θ1,P4 cos θ2,P4 cos θ3,P4 . For cd in (68), multi-
plying (69) by a determinant whose value is 1, one obtains

cd

∣∣∣∣∣∣

1 0 0
cos θ1,P4 1 0
cos θ3,P4 0 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

cK cos θ2,P4 cos θ3,P4−cos θ1,P4 cos θ1,P4 cos θ2,P4−cos θ3,P4

0 1−cos2 θ3,P4 cos θ1,P4 cos θ3,P4−cos θ2,P4

0 cos θ1,P4 cos θ3,P4−cos θ2,P4 1−cos2 θ1,P4

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= c2K .

(71)

Then, substituting (70) and (71) into (68) yields

det(
1

hK
MK

3×3
) =

6|K|
h3K

.

Since Th is a regular partition, the proof is completed.

B.3 A proof of Lemma 3.7. We shall give a proof of Lemma 3.7. By representations (63)

and (64), the remaining seven of the twelve plane angles θi1,Pi2
(i1 ∈ Z(1)

3 , i2 ∈ Z(1)
4 ) can be

represented by Θ5 in the following order

Θ5 −→
{

θ
1,P4

= 180◦ − θ
1,P1

− θ
1,P2

θ2,P3
= 180◦ − θ2,P1

− θ2,P2

(63)−−−→





θ12 = arccos(
cos θ

3,P2
− cos θ

1,P2
cos θ

2,P2

sin θ
1,P2

sin θ
2,P2

)

θ24 = arccos(
cos θ2,P2

− cos θ1,P2
cos θ3,P2

sin θ
1,P2

sin θ
3,P2

)

(63)−−−→





θ
3,P1

= arccos(cos θ12 sin θ1,P1
sin θ

2,P1
+ cos θ

1,P1
cos θ

2,P1
)

θ14 = arccos(
cos θ2,P2

− cos θ1,P2
cos θ3,P2

sin θ
1,P2

sin θ
3,P2

)

(64)−−−→ θ3,P4 = arccos(
cos θ24 sin θ14 + cos θ1,P4 sin θ24 cos θ14√

(cos θ24 sin θ14 + cos θ1,P4 sin θ24 cos θ14)
2 + sin2 θ1,P4 sin

2 θ24

)

(63)−−−→ θ2,P4
= arccos(cos θ24 sin θ1,P4

sin θ2,P4
+ cos θ1,P4

cos θ2,P4
)−→
{

θ
1,P3

= 180◦− θ
3,P1

− θ
2,P4

θ
3,P3

= 180◦− θ3,P2− θ
3,P4

.

Then by (63), the remaining three dihedral angles θ13, θ23, θ34 can be derived similarly.
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