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

PENG YANG, XIANG WANG, AND YONGHATI 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 x 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 H* and L? error estimates respectively,
where the orthogonal conditions play an important role in ensuring optimal L? 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| [I5] 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, O] 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
[34L 35], [36] are based on a new trial-to-test mapping. And, through proposing the orthogonal
conditions, [26] carries out optimal L? error estimates for arbitrary k-order FVM schemes on
triangular meshes. For the FVMs on quadrilateral meshes, [23] proves the stability and optimal
L? error estimate of the biquadratic FVM schemes, and [20} 29, 32, [33] present the stability
and optimal L? 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] B33] 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, B0], 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) {—V’(FLVU) = f inQ,

u = 0 onl,

where Q C R? is a bounded convex polyhedron with boundary I' = 99, f € L?(Q2) and the
diffusion coefficient k(z1, 2, x3) is a piecewise smooth function and bounded almost everywhere
with positive lower and upper bounds: ¢, and c*, respectively.

We introduce three parameters («, 3,7) to construct the dual mesh, and a mapping IT} 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
H?' error estimate. Based on an equivalent discrete norm, the local stability is converted to a
positive definiteness of a 9 x 9 symbolic matrix. With the help of the orthogonal condition on
the surface and the congruent transformation, the 9 x 9 symbolic matrix is reduced to a block
diagonal matrix containing a 3 x 3 matrix and a 6 x 6 matrix, where the 3 x 3 matrix is proved
to be unconditionally positive definite, while the analysis of the 6 x 6 matrix is a challenge.
Fortunately, we derive that for fixed parameters (a, 3,7, ), the 6 x 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 x 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 L? error estimate by the Aubin-Nitsche technique.

Let us summarize the contributions of this paper: 1) We first use three parameters (o, 3,7)
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 L? 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 Bl we prove the local stability by element analysis.
Then, optimal H' and L? error estimates are given in Section @l Numerical experiments are
provided to confirm our theoretical results in Section Bl Finally, we draw the conclusion in
Section [6l 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 7, = {K} be a conforming
tetrahedral partition of €2, where h = maxgeT, hx and hx is the length of the largest edge of
the tetrahedral element K. Assume that 7 is a regular partition, i.e., there exists a positive
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constant o, independent of h, satisfying

h
(2) K <o  VKeT,
PK
where pg is the diameter of the inscribed sphere of K.
Denote the four vertices and six edge midpoints of K by Nk, and let N}, = UgeT, Ni. Then,

define the trial function space over Tj as
Uy = {uh Tup € C(ﬁ), ’LLh|K S P2(K) VK € Ty, uh|aQ = 0},

where P2(K) is the quadratic polynomial space on K, and uy|x is determined by its ten node
values on Nx.

FIGURE 1. A tetrahedral element K = AP, P, P3P;.

FIGURE 2. Two subdomains D]ID{1 , Dﬁ% of the polyhedral partition.
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Dual mesh and test function space. Define two sets
2 . . 1 .
251)2{1,2,...,11}, Zi):{(j,k)|j,k62£),j<k‘}.

For a tetrahedral element K = A*Py Py P3Py (see Fig.[), T; is the triangular face of K opposite
to the vertex P; (z € Zil)), F; is the barycenter of T; (z € Zil)), and My, is the midpoint of the
edge m ((j, k) € Zf)). It is well known that the four central lines {m}iezf) intersect at
Q, the barycenter of K, and

|Pi1FiQ| 2 : 2 ¢ s (1)
_— = (j7k) S Z 7{217227j7k} = Z Y
|Pilek| 3 ! !
PRl _ 3 e 2
= -, 1€ 2.
PF| )
We introduce three parameters «, 3, v to locate the dual nodes in K, such that
w:ae(o 1/2) i1 z‘zer) i1 7 2
| Fiy P |
pP’
3) Bl _ e 0,28, e 2 Gk e 200 ¢ (k).
| P M|
1PQ] | e 2D
L =~€(0,3/4), 1€ 2,7,
oE (0,3/4) 1

where B} ; PZB ik Q] are the dual nodes on the edges P, P;,, the midlines P, M jx and the central
lines P, F;, respectively. See Pfj2 on PPy, P523 on P; Mg, and QZ on P4F, in Fig. [l
Now, we show how to connect the above dual nodes in each element K to form the dual mesh.

For every dual node PZB s on the triangular face 1) ({4, 7, k,l} = Zil)), connect the following
three line segments

B B B
Py Pigelie Tigrki:

See connecting lines on 7y in Fig. [l For every dual node @7 in the interior of K, connect the
following seven line segments

QTP (e 2"\ {i}), QIP’, (Gik) € Z2(,i¢ {j.k}), QF:.

Then, we obtain a polyhedral partition {D}I.f ,PeN, K} of K, where D}I.f is a subdomain of
K surrounding P. See D]ID{1 surrounding P; and DAIE[% surrounding Mbs3 in Fig. 2l Denote by

K} = Uger, DE the dual element associated with P € N}, and T;* = {Kp, P € N},} the dual
mesh.

The test function space over 7" is defined as
Vi, = {v, € L*(Q) : vp| Ky = constant, VK5 € T} vn|ky = 0,VP € 0N NN}
The quadratic FVM schemes. The quadratic FVM for () is to find u, € Uy, such that
(4) ap(up,vn) = (fyvn)  You € Vi,
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where

(5) ap(up,vp) = // (kVup) -nop dS, (f,on) = Z // fop dzidzodrs.
OK* K*

K*ET* K*ET*
Here n is the unit outer normal vector of 0K*.

Remark 2.1. The dual mesh T, depends on the three parameters (a,3,7), so equation ()
actually leads to a family of quadratic FVM schemes.

2.2. Volume coordinates. We present the volume coordinates related with a tetrahedron. Let
= A*P,P,P;P; be a tetrahedron with vertices P; = (14,24, 23,) for i € Zil) (see Fig. [T]).
If these vertices are not coplanar, K has positive volume
1 211 w21 731
T12 22 32
1,3 T23 33
T14 T24 T34

K==

—_

Let K; (i € Zzil)) be the tetrahedrons subtended at P = (x1, z9, x3) by the faces of K, their vol-
umes are |K;| (i € ZAEI)), where | K| is obtained from | K| by replacing the elements 1, z1 ;, 2, T3 ;
by 1,x1,x9,x3. The volume coordinates L; (i € Zﬁl)) are defined by the volume-ratios
K]
6 L;, =
( ) 2 ’K‘ )
We have relations between (Lq, Lo, L3, L) and (x1,x2,x3) as follows
x1 =x11L1 + 21200 + 21 3L3 + 21,44,
(7) 9 = x91L1 +x29L0 + 22 3L3 + X2 4L4,
zg = x31L1 + x32L0 + w3 3L3 + w3414,
Li+ Lo+ L3+ Lsy=1,

which transforms the reference element
(8) K = {(L1,Ls,L3)|L1 > 0,Ly > 0,L3 > 0,L; + Ly + Ly < 1},
into any tetrahedral element K = AYP, P, P3P;.

A direct calculation of (@) yields
oL; oL; OL; T _ |5
Oz’ Oxy Oxs 3K
where n;, |T;| are the unit outer normal vector and area of T; respectively. Let 01 be the dihedral
angle associated with the edge P;Py ((j, k) € Zf)) in K, and

rin = [PBcot0 YUk €2, Ri= X oy vie 2.
Gh)eZ{P ig{j.k}

iezl.

(9) VL; = (22 iez®M,

(10)

Then we have Lemma 211
Lemma 2.1. For the volume coordinates L; (i € Zzil)) given by (@), there holds
61K|(VLyVEik)==Tpaks  (1k), Gao ko) € 27, {n ko ka} = 217,

6|K|(VL;-VL;) = R;, iezl
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Proof. By (@) and nj, - ng, = —cos0j,;,, we have
2T [T |
3|K]|

Then the fisrt relation follows from the volume formula that 3| K| = (2|}, || Tk, | sin 6,x, ) /| Pj, Pr, |-
Combining the fact V(L;+ Lo+ L3+ Ls) =0, we have the second relation. O

6|K|(VLj-VL,) = oS Oy, -

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 A € R, A # 0, we define a transform operator 11y from the trial space Uy
to the test space Vi, such that for any up € Uy,

(I un) (P) = un(P),
1

(W) (M) = 222 (un(Ply) + un(P3) + (M),

where P € Ny, is the vertex, and M € Ny, is the midpoint of the edge P, P3,.

Remark 2.2. The mapping 115 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
A =1, II] is the traditional mapping 11} (see [17]).
For simplicity, we write the six edge midpoints in K = A*P, P,P3P, (see Fig.[) as
Ps = My, Ps = Mz, Pr = Mg, P = Mya, Py = Mag, Pro = M3gs.
For each nodal point P; (i € Zf(l))), denote by ¢p, or ¢; the corresponding local quadratic

Lagrange basis function, and y; the corresponding local characteristic function of dual element
Ky, . Let

¢ = (¢17¢27 "'7¢10)T7 A= (X17X27 "'7X10)T7
and
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(11) S =

[=NelelNeNoloNol ool
[eNeoNoeNeNoNoNeNaoll =
QOO OO OCO OO
[eNeoNoBoNeNol o=l
OOOOOVOM‘
OOOOVOOM‘
OOOVOOOON‘
OOVOOOM‘
OVOOOON‘
VOOOOON‘

According to Definition [Z1] Lemma 2.2 shows a relation between IT§ and II} associated with S.
Lemma 2.2. For the mapping I} restricted on any tetrahedral element K, there holds
(12) I & = SA = S P.

Proof. We have the following forms of piecewise quadratic function u; and piecewise constant
function Il uy on K

up, = uk®, Mup = ugA,
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where ug = (ul, U,y --ey ulo)T with u; = uh(H), and ug = (ﬁl, U,y ven) ﬂlo)T with u; = (Hjuh)(P,)
for i € Z19. By Definition 2], it is observed that
Then, we have

uL 5@ = Miuy, = ukSA

which indicates II3® = SA. Taking A = 1, we get II® = A, 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 L? 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;* is called to satisfy the orthogonal condition on the surface if the following equation
associated with the mapping II holds

(13) // g1(v1 — Mv1)dS =0 Yg1,v1 € PY(T}), T; € 0K, K € Ty,

and it is called to satisfy the orthogonal condition on the volume if the following equation asso-
ciated with 115 holds

(14) /// gg(’Ug — H;'UQ) dzidzodrs =0 VQQ,’UQ € Pl(K), K e 771
K

Here P! is the linear function space.

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

(15) aﬁ(—%%—%a—l—iﬁ)—l—i =0,

and the orthogonal condition on the volume (1)) is equivalent to parameter equation

1 3 1 1
1 —1+4+= B4+ = — =0.
(16) afy(—1+ 5o+ 86+ 37) 250 = °

Proof. Firstly, consider equation (I3]) on the reference element K [®)). It is equivalent to solve
//T Ly(1—-1I31)dLidLy = 0,
4

(17) n=20,1.
// LY (L, — HiLl) dLidLs =0,
Ty

Since 1 = <231 + <232 + <233 + (55 + (56 + (57 and L = (51 + ((136 + <;37)/2 holds on T, by Lemma 2.2] it
is easy to verify that ffT4(1 —II51)dL1dLy = 0 and ffT4 (Ly —II3L1)dL1dLy = 0. In addition,
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we have the following integral results

o o+
t, = [[z, Lix1dLidLy = 7ﬂ(1 B 5)7
ap(a +
t, = [J3, Lixe,3dLidLy = 5(12 5),
t3 = ffj'l; L1X6,7 dleL2 = ﬁ — Tz(l — E),
1 ap
t4 = ffT4 L1X5 dleL2 = 5—4 — H,

where ; is the local characteristic function of dual element K p,» and x;,; means x; or x;. Then,
using above integral results yields [z Li(1 —TII31)dLidL2 = 0, and

1
// Li(Ly—1I3L1)dLidLy = // L3dL,dLy — // Li(x1+ X6 4 ﬁ)dleLg =——t, —t,.
T o T 2 2 12
Thus solving (7)) yields 1/12 — ¢, —t, = 0, which leads to (I&]). Noticing
1
t1+ 2ty +2t3 + t4 = // Ll(Xl+X2+X3+X5+X6+X7)dL1dL2 = 6,
Ty

parameter equation (I5]) can also be written as
(19) —t, +2t,+t, =0.

On the other hand, equation (I4]) is equivalent to

/// L1 —II{1)dLydLydLs = 0,
K

/ / / L™(Ly — I Ly) dLydLod Ly = 0,
K
Similarly, (I6]) can be derived. O

n=20,1.

Remark 2.3. Note that A doesn’t appear in parameter equations (I3) and ({16). This means
that the orthogonal conditions associated with 11 and 117 lead to same parameter equations. In

fact, INL; =1I7L; (i € Zﬁl)) for any given X € R, A #£ 0.

Lemma 2.4. The parameter equations (13) and (10) have infinite solutions. In addition, for
any given « in the range

1 V6 1
— — — (=~ 0.091752 —

there is a unique solution for (I3) and (I8) as follows

(20)

2
ﬁ=<1—§a>—\/<1—§a>2——

3 1 31 1
7= § T omg) T \/(é * 5108) "~ T60a8"
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Proof. We start by analyzing parameter equation (I5) for o € (0,1/2) and S € (0,2/3) sepa-
rately. Considering (I5]) as an equation for g, the two roots (1,82 (f1 < B2) satisfy f1 + B2 =
2 — (4a)/3 > 4/3. Thus, the reasonable root is

lo— 102y J(lg— 142)2 _ 1,
o 5 ey = 2507 ¢§2 o) — g

50[

Since 0 < fB1(a) < 2/3, a direct calculation of this inequality about « yields the range (20) of
a. Similarly, considering (I35]) as an equation for «, we have

2 2 2
(22) 5 % (= 0.122336) < § < 2.

Acctually, every reasonable solution of (&) exactly meets ([20) and (22)). Moreover, equation
([2I) indicates that af can be represented by « as follows

af = (a— g0z2) - \/(a - g0z2)2 - 30(.

3 3 27
By (20), we compute to arrive at the range of af that
1 6
(23) 0.049913491374002 < aff < 3 % (~ 0.061168).

Then, considering parameter equation (IG) as an equation for v € (0,3/4), the two roots

Y1,72 (11 < y2) satisfy m1 472 = 3 — (3a)/2 — (98)/8 > 3/2. Using [I5) to simplify (I6), we
obtain )

1, 1 1
(gaﬁ)’Y —(Zaﬂ—F%)’Y—F

Thus, the reasonable root is

(24) v = (af) = (%aﬂ-l-g_lﬁ)—\/(fa;_k%)z_ﬁaﬂ‘
gOé

Combining the range ([23) of a3, we have

30 + 5v/6 — /960 + 2706 (
40

which lies in (0,3/4).
Above discussions show that for any given « in (20)), parameters 5 (21)) and v (24]) are uniquely
obtained from equations (I5]) and (I6]). Simplifying (2I)) and (24) completes the proof. O

(25) ~ 0.049533) < v < 0.052908895445995,

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 (). Assume
the diffusion coefficient k = 1. Our goal is to prove the local stability that for any K € Tp,
(26) ahK(uh,Hjuh) = ah(uh,Hjuh) K Z \uh\iK Yuy, € Uy,

In Subsection Bl the local stability (26]) is converted to a positive definiteness of a 9 x 9
symbolic matrix based on an equivalent discrete norm. In Subsection [3.2] under the orthogonal
condition on the surface (I9)), firstly, for any regular tetrahedron K € 7y, it is proved that the
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9 x 9 symbolic matrix is positive definite for given parameter A in a certain range; secondly, for
any general tetrahedron K € 7Ty, by the congruent transformation, the 9 x 9 matrix is reduced
to a block diagonal matrix containing a 3 x 3 matrix and a 6 x 6 matrix, where the 3 x 3
matrix is proved to be unconditionally positive definite. In Subsection B.3, we derive that for
fixed parameters (a, 3,7, ), the 6 x 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 x 6 matrix numerically. Under the two restrictions (I9) and (G0),
the stability is presented in the end of this section.

3.1. The element matrices. The 10 x 10 element stiffness matrix and an equivalent discrete
norm of \uh\% 5 1s presented. Then, the local stability (26]) is converted to a positive definiteness
of a 9 x 9 symbolic matrix.

According to equation (Bl), we have the bilinear form on any element K € 7}, that

hK(uhaﬂ)\uh Z // Vup - n Il u, dS.

K*ET* OK*NK
By Lemma 2.2 we have
ap; (up, Miup) = ap (uje®, T3 (W @) = wjechg zuk,

where the element stiffness matrix Ax ) = (amn,x)m nez® with @y, \ = ahK(gbn, II3 ¢r,), and
’ 10

(27) A ) = SAk 1,

where the element matrix Ag; = (a,lnn)m ez With aln = al(¢n,xm) = — ffaK; x Von -
’ 10 m

ndsS.

By the Green’s formula, one gets

—// ngn-ndS:// Von-ndS— /// A¢ndx1dx2dx3 Vm,n € 2.
oK} NK OKNK}, %

Since A¢y, (n € Z( )) are constants, we split the element matrix Ax ; into two parts
(29) A1 =A— vivl,

where A is a 10 x 10 matrix, and v, vy are two column vectors. They are given by

N (//ame;;m Von: ndS> 7

m,nEZ%)

1
=| —= 1dzidaad = (6| K| A¢py, .
h <6|K| I 20 xg) e (KIA) ez

mEZS))
By definition (3] of parameters («, 3,7), we have explicit form of vy as follows
vy = (aﬁfy aBy afy afy 1-4aBy 1-4aBy 1-4afBy 1-4afy 1-4afBy 1-— 4aﬁ~/)

6> 6 ° 66 3 ° 36 ° 36 ° 3 ° 36 ° 36
By Lemma 2.1] and the expressions of ten local quadratic Lagrange basis functions
(30) ¢p = Li2Li —1) Vie 2, éu, =4L;Ly V(i k) € 27,

we have explicit form of vo as follows
vo =4(R,, R,, R,, R,, —2r,,,—21,,, —21,,, —2123, =275, =21, )" .
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From B0) and Ly + L + L3 + Ly = 1, we have V¢, = Eil iezh CiyisLiy VL, with some
) 4

constants ¢;, 4,. In view of this, Lemma 3.1 presents some important equations for deriving A.

Lemma 3.1. For the vertices P; (i € Z‘il)) in element K and L; VL;, (i1,i2 € Zil)), we have
the following integral results

6|K|(VLZVL12)751, il :i,
OKNK}, 6|K|[ > VL, -VL;, |ts, i1 # 1.
le{i,il}

For the midpoints My, ((j, k) € Zil)) in element K and L;,VL;, (i1,i2 € Zﬁl)), we have the
following integral results
6| K| ( > VLZ'VLZ'Q) t3, i1 € {j,k},

/ / LiVLi,-ndS = 1k
OROK 6|K|< ) VLZ-VLZ-2>t4, i & {5, k}.

le{jvkvzl}
Here t;,i € Zil) are constants given by (I8).

Proof. Noticing 0K N K};_B = Ui4€2(1)
¢ 4

/ / LiVLyndS= Y / / Liyxiy Vi, 15, dS  Vige 2\,
BKOK*

2462(1)

(T, N K}Sig) (i3 € Z( )) we have

where x;, is the local characteristic function of dual element K 1“32_3. By (@), replacing vector n;,
—(61K1)/ (2|3, ) VL, yields

3 // LipxiyVLiy iy dS = —6/K] Y // ] Lo Vi VLipdS

2462(1) €2 (1)

= —6|K|(VLi, - VL) Y_ //T Li, Xiy dS.

i4 62(1)

Combining the facts that L; = 0 holds on T; (i € Zﬁil)), V(L1 + Ly + L3 + Lg) = 0, and the
integral results (I8]), one can reach the conclusion of Lemma Bl (]

By Lemma 3] taking A(1,1) as an example, we have

1 1 // V¢P1 ndS = // 3L1VL;-ndS — // (L2 + L3 + L4)VL1 -ndS
8KﬂK* 8KﬂK* 8KﬂK*

= 6|K| VLl VL1)3751 — 6|K|(3VL1 —|— VLy+ VLs+ VL4) VthQ = (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 |uy|? ;¢ with up|x = > ez widp, and u; = up(F;) (i € Z10). By (0) and
) (2 10
L4 = 1—L1—L2—L3, we have

up|r =ug + Li(—uy — 3uy + 4ug) + Lo(—up — 3ug + 4ug) + L3(—uz — 3ug + 4uqo)
+ 2L% (uy + ug — 2ug) + 2L3(ug + ug — 2ug) + 2L3(us + ug — 2u1)
+4LaL3(uyg + us — ug — u1g) + 4L1L3(ug + ug — ug — u10) + 4L1 Lo(ug + u7 — ug — ug)
(31)
=uy + (L1, Lo, L3, L3, L3, L3, Lo L3, L1 L3, L1 Ly) Gug,

where ug = (ul,uQ, ...,ulo)T, and G is a 9 x 10 matrix given by

-1 0 0 -3 000 4 0 0
0O -1 0 -3 000 0 4 0
0 0 -1 -3 000 0 0 4
2 0 0 2000 -4 0 0
(32) G = 0 2 0 2000 0 -4 0
0o 0 2 2000 0 0 —4
0 0 0 4 400 0 —4 —4
0 0 0 4040 -4 0 —4
0 0 0 400 4 —4 —4 0

Note that the constant term of uy| g vanishes in the derivative of uy| k. In view of this, Lemmal[3.2]
presents an equivalent discrete norm of |uy|? 5 associated with G.

Lemma 3.2 (Discrete norm). If T is a regular partition (3), then for each K € Ty, we have
(33) lunli i ~ hicll Gux]|?,
where || - || is the Euclidean norm, and G is given by (32).

Proof. Under the translation (), let iy be the interpolation function on reference element K
[®)). Since T, is a regular partition, the following relation for Sobolev semi-norms holds [17]:

2 N
(34) ‘uh‘l,K ~ hK\Uh\if{-
By (BI), a direct calculation of \ah\f 7 Yields

i dil
yuh@j{:///f{ S0 (S dLidLadLy

iez{M !
_ / / / (w1Gug)T (w1 Gug) + (waGug)T (woGuy) + (wsGu)T (wsGug)) dLrdLodLs
K

= (Gug)"W(Gug),

where

w1 = (1,0,0,2L1,0,0,0, L3, Ly),ws = (0,1,0,0,2L5,0, L3,0, L1 ),ws = (0,0,1,0,0,2L3, Lo, L1,0),
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and

20 0 0 10 0 0 0 5 5

0 20 0 0 10 0 5 0 5

0 0 2 0 0 10 5 5 0

- . . L [0 0o 0 8 0 0 02>

W = /// (wiwi +wywa +wywsg)dLidLedLs =5 |0 10 0 0o 8 0 2 0 2

K 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, |ﬁh|f P
|[Gug||?, which together with (4] completes the proof. O

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

3 -1 -10 3 -7 -7 -1 -1 -1

~10 30 —10 -7 33 -7 -1 -1 -1
10 —-10 30 -7 -7 3% -1 -1 -1
~10 —10 —-10 -7 -7 -7 -1 -1 -1
_af s 10 10 -7 3 3 9 -1
(35) T=75 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
1
(36) TG =E, - g

where £, is the n x n identity matrix, and 1 is the 10 x 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 matriz Ak y in (27), we have
Agx= G'T Ak \ TG,
where G and T are given by (32) and (33), respectively.
Proof. Obviously, 1S = 1 and Ax 11 = 1Ak, = 0,,, where 0, is the n X n zero matrix. Then,

we derive Ag \1 = 1Ak ) = 0,, from [27). By (3], we obtain

(TG)"Ax TG = (E,, — 1—1011)TAK7A([E10 -~ 1—101) = Ax(E, — 1—101) = Ak \-
This completes the proof. O
Let Bg, be a 9 x 9 symbolic matrix, given by
(37) Br =T Ak ,\T.
By Lemma B3] we have

« 1 1 _
a{f(uh,l—[/\uh) = §u1[;(AK7)\+A%7)\)uK = gu:’[;(GT[BK,)\G—I—GT[B%)\G)uK = (GuK)T[BK)\(GuK),

where EK, A is the symmetrization of B y, i.e.,

[BK)\ + [87[;7)\

(38) Br = 5
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Recalling the equivalent discrete norm (33]), the local stability (26]) is equivalent to
(GuK)TEK’)\(GU_K) Z hK(GuK)T(GuK).

Therefore, the local stability (26]) is converted into a positive definiteness of the matrix %@K, X

which is proved in the following subsections.

3.2. A restriction on 7;" and some results. In this subsection, under the orthogonal condi-

tion on the surface (IIQI) we prove a positive definiteness of LEK \ for any regular tetrahedron

K € T, and reduce h B K, for any general tetrahedron K € 771

Firstly, we try to deal with Bg ) in (87). By ([21) and (29), one gets

(39) Bi =T A T = TTSAx 1T = TTSAT — (T7Svy) (v4 T).
By computing in Matlab, we have

TTSV1:s (0,0,0,3,3,3,—1,-1,-1)",
(40)

(0 O 0 2R1,2R272R37_ 147_2T247_2T34)7

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

K CAME S ) Sk Q@
Mo (Mg Ve ooty Qe
(41)  TTSAT=| (5,2 ; oMK | LY L%
2s, + 54 K\ (3) (4)
C,.M i L
4 ( 3x3 3><3) | 3x3 3x3
Here
1 dafy —1 1
(42) s =g %)\, S =t U L = s = A s =t
= —t, + 2t, +t, and s*=0 coincides with the orthogonal condition on the surface (I9)),
R, —r, —n 011
(43) Mgig = T3y R2 Ty 5 CSXS =1 0 1
-1, -, R 1 10

@ 1O 1?16 LW in Appendix A.2. Lemma 34

3x37 T73x37 T73x37 T3x37 T 3x3

and the proof is included in Appendix B.2.

We put those symbolic matrices Q(l Q
shows a property of M

3x37

Lemma 3.4. If T, is a reqular partition, then iMf; is unconditionally positive definite for
any tetrahedral element K € Tp.

NOW we consider LEK » for any regular tetrahedron K € 7;. The following result shows
that - [B K, is positive definite for given A in a certain range.
Lemma 3.5. Assume that K is a regular tetrahedron. If the orthogonal condition on the surface
(I9) (i.e., s* =0) holds, then the element matriz ﬁ[BK,)\ in (38) is positive definite if and only
if \ satisfies
(44) (2t + 5t,) —2\/2t 2t + 3t,) 2t +5t,) +2/2t, 2t + 3t,)

6(2t +t,)2 6(2t +t,)?

where ts,ty are constants in (18).
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Proof. 1t is observed from (38]) and ([39) that every entry of 7~ [B K, is a linear combination of 3 -

((4. k) € Zf)) By (I0), since K is a regular tetrahedron, we get T’k = “31)16}17;‘“9]16 =cot b, =c

V(5. k) € Zi ), where c is a positive constant.
Choosing an invertible 9 x 9 matrix

IE’% i (D'i (D'i
7100 0 o0 o0
0bi-1 1.0 0 00
C; = i 0 -1 1 0 o0 0 |,
0 01 1 00
0,1 0 -2 2 -1 1 0
10 20 0 -1 1

such that the first eight entries of CCIFTTSVl and V2TT01 vanish, then parameter v only appears
in the corner of C{%[B &k AC1. According to Lemma [34] substituting s, = 1/6 and s* = 0 into
(41]), we compute the determinants that

det (C [BK)\Cl(l 4,1: 4)) = 4(,01(82,83),
det (Cl o BxaCi(1:5,1:5)) =8c(s, — 8,)¢1(5,, 8,),
15 8166 2
det (Cf z=BxCi(1:6,1:6)) = T(Sz — 53)@1(85,83),
_ 243c”
det (C hi[BKAC;l(l :7,1:7)) = 3 (5, — 55)%0%(5,, 85),
2187¢8
det (C{ -BrCi(1:8,1:8)) = 372(32 = 5,201 (55, 5,),
729¢°
det (C [BKAcl(l 9,1:9)) = %(32 — 8,)%03(5,,8,) Pa(5y, 55, 85),s
where s, s,, s, are given by (42]), and
2
©1(8,,85) = 27( —3(2s2 + 83)2 + (25, + 5s,) — E)
1
242
= 2—7( —3(2t, +1,)°N° + (2t, 4 5t,)\ — E)’

)
©2(5,, Sy, 85) = —240s, — 20s, — 10s, + 1 = gaﬁ(?) — 4y

It is clear that s, — s, = (t, —t,)A = (af%/8 —aB/4+1/18)\ and pa(s,, S,, 5;) have the same
signs with A for any o € (0,1/2), 5 € (0,2/3) and v € (0,3/4). Therefore, ﬁEK)\ is positive
definite if and only if both ¢1(s,, s,) and A are positive. A straight calculation of ¢1(s,,s,) > 0
yields (44)), which implies A > 0. In fact, since 2¢,, 2¢t, + 3t, and 2t, + ¢, are all positive for
a € (0,1/2) and S € (0,2/3), we have (2t, + 5t,) —2/2t,(2t, + 3t,) > 0 by considering 2¢, and
2t, + 3t, as values of z and y in v +y — 2,/2y > 0 (y > = > 0). (]

Remark 3.1. A =1/(12t, +6t,) = 1/(1 —3aB) and A =1 are always in the range (44).

For any general tetrahedon K € 7T}, we complete a reduction of iEK, » under the orthogonal
condition on the surface (I9). Our initial idea is to construct a 3 x 3 block transformation matrix
C, for the 3 x 3 block target matix By, such that the first block row and column of By » 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 Bg x. Consider a transformation matrix depending on two
parameters 71,12 as follows

0, O,

I
I
__________ PN S
|
|
I
I
|

E

6

77203x3 !
By (B9), the corresponding congruent matrix of By y is
(45) CyBr ,\Ch = CTTSATCE — ¢y 1T Sv vITCE.

Noticing the first three elements of TZSvy and v1 T in [@Q) are all zero, we have

0,1 O, 0,
CQTTSV1VgTCT (TTSVl)(VgT) =5, 0, i 6J§i§ 6ngg )
o, | -0l 28

where the symbolic matrices J gig, J gzg can be found in Appendix A.2. By (4I]), we have

s, M, i (3 +m)sME +2Q) (L +m)s,(ME C,.)+5 Q3X3
CoTTSATCT = | ((1+m)s,— 252 ME, | i L
(s, + 2254 (C, M) i) i

with

L) =18 + (G +m)s, - 2“3) mMm +5mQl),

Lgia 3><3 (%77 (1+ 771) -2 %) ) (M ,Cas) + 771Q3X37

Lii; - LM, (% )y ) (Coa ML) + 572(CsQL),

3x3 L) <4 M + (s, + 22 53)77 > (CouME C.) + £2(C, Q).

Then, by (45]), we obtain

Czh BxCL = 2h C(Bg\ + Bk ,)C3 = hK (%)1 i KA\ ;

*)g ! 6x6
where
3 2s, + s,
(*)1 ((4 +771) 17 24 )M§§3+ Q3x3’
1 2s, + s.
(*)2 = ((g +772)31+%)(M§3 3x3) Q3><3’
and

1 @Y = 65,00 + (B — 65,307 (1P 4 65,02) + (LY + 25,307

(46) NK)\ - 033 03><3 033 07 3x3
2@ 425,00y 1 0 465,007 (LY — 25 3@y 4 (1Y — 25 32T

3x3
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Thanks to the orthogonal condition on the surface (I9) which means s* = 0, and meanwhile,
choosing parameters 71,72 as follows
28, +s, 3 28, +s; 1

771—4781—1, N2 =

8s, 8’
then we have (x), = 0, and (x), = 0,. Thus, ﬁ@;{, » is reduced to a block diagonal matrix.

According to Lemma B4 a positive definiteness of %EK, y is reducible to a positive definiteness

of ﬁNgé)‘, which is proved in the next subsection.

3.3. A restriction on 7; and the stability. In this subsection, the minimum V-angle condi-
tion on 7y is proposed to ensure the positive definiteness of ﬁNéﬁé’\ numerically, furthermore,
the stability of the quadratic FVM schemes is presented.

For simplicity, write all plane angles in K = A*Py; P, P3Py (see Fig. [I)) as

0,,, =ZPPiPy, 0, =ZPPPs, 0, =/PPP,
) 0., =ZPiPPy, 0,, =/PiPsPs, ZB’PQ — /P3PyPy,
0

0 . =/P PP, 0, =/PPP, = /PP Py,

1,P3 2,P3
0.y, = LPP\Ps, 0, = ZP\PiPy, 0,, = /PyPiPy.

Firstly, we define the “V-angle” at the vertex P; of K as
(48) 0, =6, +6,, +6,, —2max {em O 93&} . iez®.

In fact, le_ is the difference between the sum of two smaller plane angles and the largest one at

vertex P;. Let Ok := min{HPi,z' € Zil)}, the following Lemma shows the properties of 6.
Lemma 3.6. The minimum V-angle O has the following properties

(i) 0,5, 20k  Vir€ zWM iy e 2,

(i) 0° < Ox < 60°, and O = 60° means that K is a regular tetrahedron.
Proof. Combining 6, , +0, ,+0, , < 2max {91’132_,92’132_,93’132_ }—Hnin {91,132-79 0 } (i € gil))

2,P; 7 V3,P;

and (8), we have 0, < min {9 0,,,0 } (1 € Zil)), then the first property follows from

1,P;» 72,P; 7 V3,p;

O = min{@PZ_,i € Zil)}. It is clear that 8k > 0°, then we prove fx < 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 8 = 60°, then all the plane angles in K equal to 60°, this
means that K is a regular tetrahedron . O

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. , the three plane angles around
a vertex are all small, the local shape of which is performed as “sharp”; ii) See Fig. 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 g 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} B5] for triangular meshes in 2D, then we can not guarantee the
shape reqularity of the tetrahedron K. See Fig.[]] 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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4

(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 O35 := (61,P1792,P1761,P2762,P2763,P2)7 five plane angles of K. Lemma [3.7] implies that a
tetrahedon K is determined by its circumradius Rg and ©5. The proof is included in Appendix
B.3.

Lemma 3.7. All plane angles 9i17pi2 (i1 € Z?El),ig € Zﬁl)) in ([{7) and dihedral angles 6,
((j, k) € Zf)) in a tetrahedron K can be represented by the five plane angles ©Os.

According to Lemma [BIl Lemma [B2] listed in Appendix B.1 and Lemma B7, each of 7

(( j, k) € Zf)) defined in (I0) can be represented by Ry multiplying by a continuous function
of ©5. Taking r15 as an example, we have

2 cos 019

r, = Rk
2 v/ (1 — cos? 012) + cot? 0y p, + cot? 01 p, — 2 cot O p, cot 0y p, cos 015

and
O, =180° =0, o =0, ), 0, =180° =0, —0

costl, ,, —cost, , cosb,

2,Py?

cos bty = : -
sinf, ., sinf, .,

For simplicity, the similar representations of other 7, (( J, k) € Zf)) are omitted here.
Obviously, every entry of Ngié)‘ in (40) is a linear combination of rj ((j, k) € Zf)). Thus,
%Nﬁ;ﬁ can be rewritten as Q—ENGX@(Q@Q, B,7,A). We turn to discuss the positive definite-
ness of Ngx6(O5, @, 5,7, A) under a regular partition 7. Subsequently, for any fixed group of
parameters (a, 3,7, A), we restrict the lower bound of the minimum V-angle 0k to ensure the
positiveness of det (N6><6(®5, a, 3,7, )\))
Denote the reasonable range of ©5 for a tetrahedron K satisfying x > v by Q, as below

Q= {95 > OO|91,P1+91,P2< 180°; 0, p -0, p, <180% 0, -0, p+0; 5, <360% 0, > v,i € Zéil)} '
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By Lemma BT 6, > v (i € Zzil)) means some relations between ©5 and v. In addition,
Lemma [3.6] indicates that each angle of ©5 € Q, lies in [v, 180° — 2v]. For parameters («, 3,7, )
fixed by @3)), (I5) and (44]), we define an angle set as

(49) V*(avﬁ777)‘) = {U € (007600] ‘ det (ﬁﬁxﬁ(gf),a’ﬁ,/% )‘)) >0 V05 € Qv}

Note that V*(a, 8,7, A) is nonempty since LemmaB.5shows 60° € V*(«, 5,7, A). Let v*(a, 8,7, \) =
inf V*(a, 8,7, ), the following restriction on the primary mesh 7 plays an important role for
stability analysis.

Definition 3.1 (minimum V-angle condition). A quadratic FVM scheme or the corresponding
primary mesh Ty is called to satisfy the minimum V-angle condition, if there exist €* > 0 and A
in the range ({4)) such that

(50) O > v (o, B,7,A) +e*, VK € Tp.

Remark 3.3. Under the traditional mapping 117, parameter A in the minimum V-angle con-
dition (50) is fized to be 1. The mapping II} gives us more chances to find a better \ in (44),
such that v*(a, 8,7, \) is smaller, which leads (30) to be a weaker restriction. Acctually, for a
given scheme (fixed o, B,7), we care about when v*(«a, 8,7, A) reaches its minimum value for .

Remark 3.4. The minimum V-angle condition (20) for tetrahedral meshes is as convenient
as the minimum angle condition [8, 28] B4, B5] for 2D triangular meshes in application. Other
restrictions on tetrahedral meshes are referred to [21].

See Algorithm [Tl we show a way to compute v*(«, 3,7, \) numerically. The basic idea is to
find the minimum v € (0°,60°] by the bisection process, such that det (N6><6(@5, a, 8,7, )\)) is
positive for O5 € Q,. In this process, for each v, we compute to check whether the positiveness

of det (NGX@(@5,Q,5,% ) is satisfed for ©5 in P N Quy -y PY N Qy, where P (n e Zél))

are discrete point sets. Here points in IPg,")

180° — 3v
Ny,

are evenly selected in [v,180° — 2v]°, i.e.,

p(m) :{(v,v,v,v,v) n (i1,da, 45,04, 15) Vi1, ...,i5 € {0} U Z“j} ,

where N, is a division number of [v,180° —2v]. We take N,, (n € Zél)) as a group of increasing

prime numbers to avoid repeating calculations of det (I(TGX@(@E,,Q, 5,7, )\)) In Section Bl we
will show the numerical performances of v*(a, 8,7, A) for four given quadratic FVM schemes.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that F,(X) (X € S,) is a m x m real symmetric matriz and element-
wisely continunous in a connected region S, of R™. If there exists X, € S, such that F_ (X))
is positive definite, and the determinant of F, (X) is always positive in S,, then F_  (X) is

mxXm
positive definite for every X € S, .

nxm

Proof. If not, there exist even number of eigenvalues of F, (X) for a certain X, € S, that are
negative. Let one of these negative eigenvalues be p,(X,) (< 0). Since u,(X,) > 0, by a simple
continuity argument, there is a point X, € Sy such that p,(X,) = 0. This contradicts that the
determinant of F X) is positive for every X € S,. O

mxXm (

Under the orthogonal condition on the surface (I5]), Lemmal[B35implies that NGX@(Q%, a, B,7,\)
with ©5 = (60°,60°,60°,60°,60°) is positive definite for given A in ([@4]). On the other hand, if T

satisfies the minimum V-angle condition (50)), then det (NGX(;(@E,, a, B,7, A)) > 0 for ©5 € Q,
holds for every K € Tj,. Thus, under the two restrictions (I5]) and (50), Lemma [3.8] ensures the
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Algorithm 1:

1 Given a € (0,1/2) and 8 € (0,2/3) satistying ([I3]), A in (@), v € (0,3/4), a group of
increasing prime numbers N,, (n € Zél)), and precision € > 0°;

2 Set by = 0°, t; = 60° ;

3 while t; — bty > € do

to + &y
4 v = 5 ; n=1;
5 while det (J~\76x6(@5,a,ﬁ,’y, )\)) > 0 for ©5 € IPS,Z) N Quy, and n < q do
6 | n=n+1;
7 end
8 if n=q¢+1 then
9 Set b1 = vp;
10 else
11 | Set bty = vo;
12 end
13 end
14 end

15 v*(a, B,7,A) = 1.

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 k is piecewise constant over Tp,.
If a quadratic FVM scheme () satisfies the orthogonal condition on the surface (I3) and the
minimum V-angle condition ([50), then the local stability (28) holds. Furthermore, the bilinear
form ap(-,II3-) is uniformly ellipitic, i.e.,

ah(Uh,Hiuh) Z |uh|%7 vuh € Up.

4. ERROR ANALYSIS

In this section, we present optimal H' and L? error estimates of the quadratic FVM schemes.
The H' error estimate is based on the continuity and the stability, and the L? error estimate
follows the H! result and the orthogonal conditions (I3]) and (I4).

Define the piecewise H? space over Tj, as
HA Q) ={uec CQ):ulg € H*(K) VK € Tp}.
Then we have the continuity of the quadratic FVM schemes ().
Lemma 4.1. For the bilinear form ap(-,1I3-) in ({3), we have

(51) \ah(u,Hjuh)] S (]u\l + h\ulg,h)\uhh Vue Hol(Q) N H}%(Q), up, € Uy,

(SIS

where |ulap = ( > |U|%K)
KeTh
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Proof. For u € H} () N HA(Q) and uy, € Uy, we rewrite

ap(u, Mup) == > > / / (kVu) - 1 [ITup)s-dS,

KeTy, s*€Sk

where S7- is the set of all common faces of the dual elements contained in the interior of K.
For all polygonal faces s* in S, this means Us-egs 8* = Ukrer; (8K* N K) And n is the
unit normal vector on s* from a dual element K} to its neighboring dual element K3, and
[ up)ex = Hﬁuh\KI — Hjuhhq is the jump of IT{uy on s*.

Then, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

) £ [ X S 1 [ mnlzas | [ 0 11 [ 90 mtas

D=

KeTy s*€S5, KeTy s*€S3,
1 =
* s
(52 S| Y Swemu ) (2 X ] e Pds
KeTh s*eSy, KeTy, s*€Sk

We start with the first term on the right hand of (52). Definition 2Tl indicates that [IT§up]s-

(s* € Sj) are linear combinations of uy(F;) (i € Z( )) Thus, there exists a matrix K with 10
columns such that
> [Miunl2- = (Kug)” (Kug),
s*€SK

where ug = (u1,us,...,u10)" and u; = up(P;) (i € Z19). Obviously, u;, = u;, for iy,is € Z}é)
yields [II{up]s« = I up|; — Hiup|ky = 0 for s* € Sk Thus, taking ux = u1(1,1,..., DT, one
obtains ) .. st [IT{up)? = 0 which indicates Kug being a zero vector. That means the row
sum of K is zero. By relation (36l), one arrives at

(Kug)T (Kug) = (KTGug)? (KTGug) = (Gug)T (KT) (KT)(Gug) < (Gug)? (Gug).

Recalling the equivalent discrete norm (33]), we have

[N}
D=

1
2

(53) SN heMus | S Y. hellGuel® | S| D lulig | =lunh

KeTy s*€S}, KeTy, KeTy

For the second term on the right hand of (52)), let ¢ = Vuy. Since 7}, is a regular partition

@), it is obvious that
[ etas si [[ 1apas.

According to the trace theorem, we have

> [ eras <l

3 ES*
The Sobolev norms and semi-norms of ¢ satisfy [17]:

o i Shlelbn 10l ¢ S hE el k.
[
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which leads to

> [ ds sl + el

S*ESY
Then
: :
|s™] -
YD o [ (vwras | < | Y hr(hi IVullf k + hi | Vulf k)
KeTy, svesy, K /s KEeT,
2
S Z (|U|%,K + h%{m@,K) )
KeTy

which together with (52)) and (B3] completes the proof. O

Based on Theorem [B.1] we give the stability for variable x(x1, z2, x3).

Lemma 4.2. Under the same conditions of Theorem [31] and more generally, assuming that k
is piecewise WL over Ty, then the bilinear form ap(-, I1%-) is uniformly ellipitic for sufficiently
small h > 0, i.e.,

(54) ah(uh,H}k\uh) ,Z \uhﬁ, Yup, € Up.

Proof. Let

Eh(uh,Hjuh) = — Z Z // EVuy, - nHiuhdS,

KT, K*€7;1* OK*NK

where % is a piecewise constant function that ®|x = |K|™! [[[ i kdridradrs VK € Ty, Theo-
rem [3.J] indicates that

@ (up, Myup) 2 lupf  Vup € Uy

Similar to the proof of the continuity (5I) and by the inverse estimate, we obtain

Jan (s Tan) — (o ) = | 3 30 // (5 — 7)Vup - 0 [T up]s-dS

KeTh s*€Sk
< N5 = Ello,o(Junlt + hlunlon)lunl S hlunli,  Vup € Up.
Therefore,
ap (un, un) > @y (un, Wup) — lan (un, Wun) = @ (un, Wup)| 2 (unlf,  Vup, € U,
when h is small enough. O
Then, the H' error estimate follows the stability.

Theorem 4.1 (H'! error estimate). Suppose that u € H) (Q) N H3(Q) is the solution of (). If
the conditions of Lemma[{.9 are satisfied, then ({J]) has a unique solution up, € Uy, and

(55) ]u—uh\l Shz‘ulg.
Proof. Lemma indicates
ap(up, MMuy) >0, Yuy, € Uy,

and the equality holds if and only if u;, = 0 which verifies the existence and uniqueness of wy,.



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

Apparently, ap(u,v,) = (f,vn) Yup € Vi, which together with () leads to the orthogonality
(56) ah(uh — u,vh) =0, VYo, € V.
Let u; € Up, be the standard Lagrange quadratic interpolation of u over 7. Then from (51,

(B4) and (B6), we have
|up— u1|1 S ap(up—ur, Iy (up—ur)) = ap(u—ur, I3 (up—ur)) S (lu—urli+h|lu—ur|op)lup—ur|r.
Eliminating |up — uz|; and by the standard interpolation error estimate, then
lup, — urly < Ju—urly + hlu —urlon < h2uls.
Together with |u — up|1 < |u — ur|1 + |up — ur|1, we obtain (BH). O
We present optimal L? error estimate in the following Theorem 2], which benefits from [26].

Theorem 4.2 (L? error estimate). Suppose that u € HE(Q) N H(Q) is the solution of ). If
the conditions of Lemmal[].3 and the orthogonal condition on the volume (Ij)) are satisfied, then

(57) lu = unllo < 2°|lula-
Proof. Consider an auxiliary problem: given g € L?(), find w, € H(€2) such that
(58) a(v,wy) = (g,v), Yv € HJ(Q),

where a(v,wg) = [[[(kVv) - Vwg dzidzgedas. Tt is well known that this problem is regular, i.e.,
it attains a unique solution w, € Hg(Q) N H%(Q) satifying [|w,ll2 < |lg]lo-
Let v = u — uy, in (58]). By the orthogonality (56]) and the Green’s formula, we have

(g,u —up) = a(u — up,wy) = alu — up, wy — Mhwy) + alu — up, Thw,) — ap(u — up, T (Thw,))

(59) =y + Fe + Ej,
and
Ey = a(u — up, wy — Mjw,),
Z /// (Y (u —up)) (Mhwy — 5 (T} w,)) derdzadas,
KeTh
Bo= Y [ 90— w) 0 (@, - 5 (00w,) ds.

where H}L is the piecewise linear interpolation projection over 7T,. For convenience of writing,
let Ml Wq = thg 113 (H}ng Consider Fy = Ey; + FE9y and F3 = E31 + E39 with

Ey = Z /// ((k = R)V(u— up)) Miwy dzdaadas,

KeTy,

Eyy = Z /// /QV (u— uh)) Miwg dzidaades,
KeTy,

Eq = Z// (k — &)V (u—up)) -nMjw,dS,
KeTy, 9K

Egy = Z // /{V u—uh)) n M{w,dS,
0K

KeTy,
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where % and & are two piecewise constant functions that for K € T, ®|x = |K |~} fffK k dx1drodrs,
and &|p, = |T;|™1 ffsz kdS VT; € 0K.
It follows from the proof of Theorem 5.3 in [26] that

(60) |E1| S hPulslwgla, |Ear| S BPlulslwglt, [Esi] S BPluls|wglr.

The orthogonal condition on the volume (I4]) is used to estimate Fsy. Noticing that 6 “’L ~1I} gi@‘

(1 e Z?(, )) restricted on K are linear functions, we obtain

Enl<| Y 3w /// ) 0w, deydesdas|

KE’T}LZEZ(U
0%
(61) S H —1I;, 2Ho klIMiwgllox S PP ulalwgls.
ox
KeT,

The orthogonal condition on the surface ([3)) is used to estimate F35. By the boundary condition
wglan = 0, we have

Z// (R Vu) -nMfw,dS = // (kR Vu) -nM{wydS =0,
o0

KeTy
which together with (I3)) yields

(62) Esy = Z// (kR Vu) -n M{w,dS — Z// (R Vuy) -n M{w,dS = 0.

KeT, KeT,

Let g = u—wuy, in (B9). With the estimates (G0), (61), ([62]), and the regularity |wgll2 < /o,
we obatin the L? error estimate (57)). O

The above optimal L? error estimate strongly depends on the orthogonal conditions on the
surface (I3 and volume (I4). We would like to point out that the orthogonal conditions are
sufficient conditions in the proof of L? error estimate, however, a large number of experiments
indicates that they are necessary to achieve optimal convergence rate in L? norm, which are
shown in Section [l

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

Scheme o 15} ¥ v* (047 By, 1/(1— 304ﬁ))
QFVS-1 1/10 14/15 — 2/66/45 0.050667311760225 20.5°
QFVS-2 | 1/2—/3/6 | 2/3+/3/9 — /21 + 61/3/9 | 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 [l 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 (I5]) and
volume (I0)), while the last scheme only satisfies the orthogonal condition on the surface (I5l).

60 T 60 T
—~ 55 | __55 |
i 1 ; 4 ‘
*xn = 40
35 35
30 30
25 25
20 20
150 0.5 1 15 2 A 25 3 35 150 0.5 1 15 2 A 25 3 35
(a) Scheme QFVS-1. (b) Scheme QFVS-2.
60 60 T
=% = % _:1/(1&\ 5
; 50 ; 50
g5 S 45
® a0 = 40
35 35
30 30
25 25
20 20
150 0.5 1 15 2 A 25 3 35 150 0.5 1 15 2 N 25 3 35
(c¢) Scheme QFVS-3. (d) Scheme QFVS-4.

FIGURE 5. The relationships between v*(a, 8,7, A) and A.

Example 5.1. According to Algorithm[ll, we show in Fig.[d the relationships between v*(a, 5,7, \)
and X for the schemes in Table[d. From the four figures, v*(«, 8,7, \) reaches its minimum value
at A =1/(1-3ap). The values of v*(a, B,7,1/(1—3ap)) are given in the last column of Table[dl

FIGURE 6. A division of a cube.

Example 5.2. Consider the model problem () with Q = [0,1]*. The primary mesh Ty, is con-
structed by dividing Q into N3 cubes first, then each cube is divided into siz tetrahedrons, see
Fig.[8. By definition ({3), the uniform minimum V-angle is min {0, K € T} = arctan(v/2/2)+
45° — arctan V2 ~ 25.529°. Then for the four schemes in Table [, it is observed from the last
column of Table [ that the primary mesh Ty satisfies the minimum V-angle condition (50).
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QFVS1

QFVS2

QFVS-3

QFVS4

lu — up|y

Order

lu — up|1

Order

lu — upl1

Order

lu — up|y

Order

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. H' convergence rate of Example [5.21

QFVS-1

QFVS-2

QFVS-3

QFVS4

[lu — unllo

Order

[l — unllo

Order

[l — unllo

Order

[lu — unllo

Order

2.7360e-03

\

2.7238e-03

\

2.7202e-03

\

2.4588e-03

\

15

9.7046e-05

3.0394

9.6983e-05

3.0359

9.6969¢-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. L? convergence rate of Example [5.2

We apply the four schemes in Table [1 to equation (1) with the coefficient r(x1,x9,x3) =
e®1 2024383 - and f is chosen so that the exact solution is u = sin(mxy)sin(mzs)sin(rxs). See
Table [3, all of the four schemes possess optimal H' convergence rate. And Table[3 shows that
the first three schemes have optimal L? convergence rate, while the last scheme doesn’t. These

numerical results demonstrate our theoretical results.

N

QFVS-1

QFVS-2

QFVS-3

QFVS4

]u—uh\l

Order

\u—uh\l

Order

\u—uhh

Order

lu —unh

Order

5

1.2602e-01

\

1.2090e-01

\

1.2429¢-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

5.0835¢-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. H' convergence rate of Example 5.3

QFVS-1

QFVS-2

QFVS-3

QFVS4

lu — unllo

Order

[u — upllo

Order

[lu — upnllo

Order

lu — unllo

Order

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

4.6999¢-06

2.9389

2.0862e-05

2.0323

TABLE 5. L? convergence rate of Example (5.3l
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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 [2.3 with random rate
0.2/N in three directions, in which
i) the eight vertices of Q = [0,1]® are fived;
ii) the vertices on the twelve edges of Q = [0,1]> are repositioned along the edges;
iii) the vertices on the siz faces of Q = [0,1]> are repositioned on the faces in two directions;

For the four schemes in Table [, we show in Table[]] and Table [A the numerical perfermances,
which are consistent with the numerical perfermances in Example [5.2,

AN

0.1 0.2 03 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
v

w
w

p—
—m

—

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
v

~
)
~
)

N
L)
N
L)

~
kN

Convergence rate
~
kN

Convergence rate

~
N
~
N

N

N

-
)
-
)

-
)
-
)

,_
1S
-
1S

12
0

-
N

=)

(a) The same («, 8) as QFVS-1. (b) The same («, 3) as QFVS-2.

3 —
»
2.6
2.4
2.2

. %

18 /]
16
14 14

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 5 0.5 0.6 0.7 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 o 0.5 0.6 0.7

w

— I

[N
o ®

Convergence rate
~
kN

Convergence rate

~
N

N

(c) The same (o, §) as QFVS-3. (d) («=10.3,8=0.4).

FIGURE 7. The relationships between convergence rate and .

Remark 5.1. Consider the same model problem as Example [5.2. Then for fized (o, B), Fig.[7
shows how convergence rates in H' and L? norms between N = 10 and N = 20 change with
v, where the first three pairs of (o, B) are the same as those in QFVS-1, QFVS-2 and QFVS-
3 respectively, and the last pair is taken as (« = 0.3,8 = 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 L? norm.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have constructed a family of quadratic FVM schemes on tetrahedral meshes
by introducing three parameters («, 3,v) on the dual mesh. Under the proposed orthogonal
conditions and minimum V-angle condition, we derive the theoretical analysis. This includes

e Stability, which is the most important result in this paper;
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e Optimal H' and L? error estimates, where the L? 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).
A 4(A(2))T

4x4 6x4
A= AB) 4A@ )7
6x4 6%6
where
Bt,—2t) Ry Aty Ryt — 2ty Aty Ryt — 2ty 4t Ryt —2t)n;
1)_ Aty Ry+ (6 —2ty)r3, Bty —2t) R, Aty Ryt (6, —2to)r, 4ty Ryt —265)ryg
b Aty R+ —2t)m, Aty Ryt —2t5)m, Bt,—2t,) R, 4t, Ry+ (@, —2t)m, ’
At R+ —2t)my Aty Ryt —2ty)ns 4t R+ —2t0)r, Bt,—2t,) R,
ty Ryt Ry—1p— 1) ty Ry—y+ta)my ty Ry— (i +ty)my —ty Ryt Ry—1yy—13y)
Ry— 1 +t5)r —ty (Ry+Ry—11,—1y3) Ly Ry—(ty+t5)m0, —ty Ry + Ry —71y4—13,)
(2)_ Ly Ry =+t Lo Ry—(y+ty)rsy —ty R+ Ry—1y3—1y3)  —, (Ry+Ry—1,— 1)
ot ty Ry —(t+ta)ras R+ Ry—1,— 1) ARy Ry—13—13y) ty Ry— (i +ta)ras ’
ty Ryt Ry—1p—11y) ty Ry— (i +ty)rg —ty Ryt Ry—Ty3—734) ty Ry— 1 +ta)mis
—ty Ry +Ry—ri3—1s) Byt Ry—rp3—13) Ly Ry— (i +ty)mo Ly Ry— (i +to)ris
@tz+t) R — @ty —3t,)ry5 @tz—t)Ry—ryy) @tz—t)Ry—ry) @tzH+t)Ry— @t —3tymy;
@ty—t) R, —15y) @ty +t)Ry— @Rty — 3t @ty—t)(Ry—r3y) @ty+t)Ry— @t —3t ),
A(3) o @ty—t) R, —13) @ty—t)Ry—13) @tz+t)Ry— @t =3t )r,  @ty+t)Ry— @t —3t)r,

Ot @ty —t) (R —1p) @Qtz+t)Ro— @t =3t ry  @ty+t,)Ry—QRty— 3ty @ty—t,)(Ry—1p3) ’
@tz +t) Ry — @ty —3t )15y @ty—t)Ro—1py) @tz +t)Ry— Qt;—3t )15y @ty—t)Ry—1py)
@ty +t )Ry —@t;—3t s, Rtz+t)Ry— @Rt =3ty @ty—t)(Ry—rp) @ty—t)Ry—ry)

R+ Ry—2m5) o=t —mhy) by — (R —1y) (B, +R,) tarsa—t3(Ry— 7o)ty —t5(Ry—7as)
tra—tsRo—15)  L(RotRy—2m5)  tymas—t(Ro—miy)  tymyy—ta(Ry—71s) —t4(Ry+Ry) tyrg—ts(Ry—r15)

(4)_ L=t Ry—1,) Uy —ta(Ry—my) LR R—2r,)  Umy—t(Ry—r,) by — (R y) —t4(R3+R,)

66 —ta(Ry+ ;) tarsa—ts(Bs—ry) iy~ ts(Ro—ry)  t(Ro+Ry—2ry)  tro—t(Ro—ry)  tns—ti(Ry—myy)

tyrsg—t3(Ry—1oy) —t4(R+R;) b=t (Ri—may)  tra—taRi—my) R R;—2r,)  tyms—ti(Ry— 1)
)

tyrpy—ty(Ro—1yy)  tyra— (R —73y) —t4(R+R,) tars— (R —13y) Uy —ty(Ry—my) (R +Ry—2r,)

W L@, LB LW in @I).

3x3? 3><3’ 3x3% T3x3? T3x3

A.2 The symbolic matrices Q3X3, Q

S s, +s 3s Sy + 8,
gis)‘ = (51 - 9 3) K3 + (2_01 - 9 )Jgis)‘ +s Dng + QSXS’
s s, +s 3s S
Lgi; = (Zl - 4 3)(M§303x3) - (2—01 B EZ)Jgig + < 2 3><3 + ana’
S, (1 s
L) = 2(0,,ME) - 20, + D) - 2

52
2
S S S, — S8
L(4) = f(c MK CB><3) + (2_6 - 22)']83)* % Dgza)* %D:(’j:’))
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where s1, so, 53, s*, ME | C, . are given by [@2) and (@3], and

3x37

Rl R2 R3 Tia Tog Tag
Jgig = (Rl R, R, |, ngg =\ Ta Toa Tsa |,
R, R, R, Tia Tog Tz

(1) _2R1 T3 +T14 Tia +r14 @) _2T14 Ty ~ T34 Rl —I—T‘24 Rl —I—T‘34
Q3><3 = | Tty _2R2 T t7y | Q3><3 = R2 +7y s 27‘24 Ty R2 +Tyy ’
Ty +Tsy Tiat1y 2R, Ry+m, Ry+my, Ty Ty 27y,

) R, 0 0 ) r, O 0 5 T, O 0 A 0 7, 75
DY=(0 & o], D=(0 », o), D¥=(0 r, o), DY =1[n, 0 ).
0 0 R, 0 0 7y 0 0 nr, Ty Ty O

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 = A*P,P,P3P, about its plane angles i, p,. (i1 € 23(12i2 € Zil)) in ({7),
dihedral angles 6 ((j, k) EZf)), edge lengths | P; Py ((j,k) EZ&Z)), and circumradius Ry.

See Fig. B we take a positively oriented orthogonal coordinate system (z1,x2,x3), such that
P is the origin, P, P> on the z; axis, and the 1Pz plane coincides with the plane spanned
by PP and P, P3. Here, O, 01,05 are the circumcenters of A*PyPoP3Py, AP, Py Py, AP, P> P,
respectively, and M, is the midpoint of P, Ps.

T3

FIGURE 8

Lemma B1. For given K = A*PyP,P3P; (see Fig. [§), its plane angles and dihedral angles
satisfy

cost, , —cost, , cosb,

(63) cosfio =

. . )
sinf, , sind, ,

cos 927131 sin 015 cos 013 + cos 61 sin O3

(64) costy p = .
\/(cos 0, p, Sin b12 cos B3 + cos B2 sin 613)2 + sin? 0, p, sin® 019
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Proof. Let n, = (niyl,nm,nm)T be the unit outer normal vector of the triangular face 7;, and
_ BB _

“ = BRI
easy to find that

(Myp1s M2 M)t be the unit direction vector from Py to Fy. From Fig. B it is

n, = (1,0,0)7, n, = (0,0,—-1)7, n, = (0, —sin 12, cos 12)7,

— 3 T — T — T
n,; = (cos 92,P1’Sln 92,131 ,0)", my, = (cos 91,1317”14,2’”14,3) » Ny = (n2,17n2,2’005 013)" .

Since 012 equals to the angle between —n, and n,, where n, has the same direction with
n, xn,,, we have

n,xn 0,n —n. T n
12 14 1,P 1Py

Noticing that 0, , is the angle between n,, and n,,, satisfying cos ), , =n,,;-n,, = cosb, , cosb, , +
sinf, p n,,,, we have
cos O, , —cost, , cosb, ,

mn =
14,2 : )
sind, p,

which together with ([63]) leads to (G3)).
On the other hand, since 0, , is the angle between n,, and n,,, where n,, has the same
direction with n, x n,, we have
n, xn
cos 93,P1 =g 1y, =Ny m

= (cos 7 (ny; o809 4 cosfizsin iz, —n, | cos b, —n, , sin b12)"

2,py > S 62,P1 ’ O)

\/(n2,2 COS 612 -+ cos 613 sin 912)2 —+ ng’l

(66) _ cos 92,131 (n,, cos B12 + cos B3 sin f12) — sin 92,131 n,, €os 012

\/(nz,Q COs 912 ~+ cos 913 sin 912)2 + nil

. _ . _ 2 _ 2 2 2 _
Noticing that n, -n,; = cos0, , n,, +sinf, , n,, =0 and [n,|* = n;  +n;, +cosbi, =1, one
obtains

Ny, = —sind, , sinbha, n,, =cosb, , sinbiy,
which together with (G6) lead to (64)). O

Lemma B2. For given K = A*P Py P3Py (see Fig.[8), the edge length | Py Ps| can be represented
as follows

sin 912

(67) |P,P>| = 2Rk .
\/Sin2 612 + cot? 2. p;, + cot? 01,p, — 2 cot O3 p, cot 81 p, cos 012

Proof. The relationship between the diameter and the chord length in the circumcircles of
AP1P2P4 and AP1P2P3 yields

2 ‘OlMlg‘ . 2 ’02M12’ .
———— =cotb; p, —=——— =cotbp,.
[P P [P P
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Besides, the circumcenters O, O1, Oy are on a common plane which passes through M- and is
perpendicular to Py P2, and ZO01 M3 = ZOO9 M5 = 7 /2. Thus, the four points O, Oy, Oz, M1
are on a common circle with the diameter |OM;2|. Then

0102 .
———— — sinfs.
|O M|
Substituting the above equations and |OMjia|? + % = R? into the law of cosines on
ANO1M1209
0105* = [O1Mia|? + |03 Miz|* — 2|01 Mi||O2 M| cos 01,
one arrives at (67]). O

Other relations of angles and lengths in K = A* P, P, P3P, similar to those given by Lemma[B1]
and Lemma [B2] can be easily derived. Without causing confusion, we use (63)), ([64]) and (7)) to
represent themselves and other similar relations.

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

. . . 1 K .. 1 2Ty )2
three leading principal minors of T M, are positive. By Lemma 2T}, we have Fire R, = SRR
and

2|7 || T3 2|Th || T5| P
2 1|42 2 2 2 2
R1R2 = ( 3’K‘ ) = ( 3‘K’ njp- n2) (1 + tan 934) =T34 + ’P3P4‘ s
which leads to
B2
1 R, —n, _ | P3Py |
h%{ T3 Rz h%{
Moreover, by 25A4pc = |AB||AC|sin LA, we can write the determinant of ﬁM;ﬁB as
(68)
2| _ 2Ty || Ty _ 2| || T3]
3K 3K CO8 6., SR CO8 6,, ,
1 1 2 c
Ky _ _ 2|1 ||Ty| 2|T| 2|To||T5) — L
det(h M,.) = 3 3K cos b, ST 3K cosf, | = 3 (6|K|)3Cd’
K K 9 K
AN oo 2T (g 2|T3]
3K 24 3K 14 3K
where Ccr, = |P1P4||P2P4||P3P4| and
sin? 0, p, —sinf, , sin6, ,cosb,,  —sinb, ,sind, , cost,,
. . ) . .
cg = | —sinb, ,sin6, , cost, sin” 6, ., —sinf, ,siné, , cosb,
. . . . -2
—sinb, ,sing, ,cosb,, —sinb, ,sind, ,cosb, sin” 6, ,,
Relations (63) and sin? 6 + cos? § = 1 yield
1—cos® 6, Py cos @, ,cost ,—cosf, , cosb, ,cosb, ,—cosb,
(69)  cqg=| cosb,cosb, ,—cosb, ., 1—cos?6, Py cos b, p,cos b, ,—cosb, .

2
cost, ,cost, ,—cost, , cosb, ,cosb, ,—cosb, 1—cos™6, ,,
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For ¢, in (68]), there is the volume formula that
6| K| = [T1[|P1 Py| sin 6, , sin 6, = c sind, , sinf), , \/1—cos? 4,

cos@. , —cos@, , cosb
1,Py 2,Py 3,Py )2
= CLA\/CK,

70 =c¢rsiné, . sin 6 1— - -
(70) 2P R ( sinf, ,, sinf, ,,

with ¢ = 1—cos? 01,p,— cos? 02.p,— cos? 03 p,+2cos 61 p, cos B2 p, cos b3 p,. For cq in (G8]), multi-
plying (69) by a determinant whose value is 1, one obtains

(71)
1 0 0 cx  cosby p, cosb3 p—cosb p, cosbi p, cosby p,—cosbs p,
cg| cosbhp 1 0|=|0 1—cos? 03.p, cos 01,p, cos 03 p,—cos by p, | = c%.
cos 6 0 1
3P4 0 cos 01,p, cos 03 p,—cos t2 p, 1—cos? 01.p,

Then, substituting (70) and (7)) into (68)) yields
1k _ 6K
det(EMSXS) = ﬁ

Since 7}, is a regular partition, the proof is completed.

B.3 A proof of Lemma [3.7. We shall give a proof of Lemma [B.71 By representations (63])

and (64)), the remaining seven of the twelve plane angles 6;, p, (i1 € Z?(’l),ig € Zzil)) can be
represented by Os in the following order

9 arccos(cos Oy p, —cosb, , cosb, )
12 = : -
0,, =180°=0,, —0,, ©3) sinf, , sinf
@5 - Py P 1,Py 1,Py 2,Py
0, , =180°—-6,, —0 cosl, , —cosb, , cosf
2,P3 2,Py 2,Py 2,Py 1,Py 3,Py
’ ' : 024 = arccos( — 0
sind, , sind, .
0, », = arccos(cos bh2sinf, , sinb, , +cosd, , cosd, )
—“[ cost, p, —cost, p cosl, .,

014 = arccos(

)

cos B4 sin 014 + cos 01, p, sin 024 cos 014

sinf, , sinf, .,

6D, 63 p, = arccos(
. . 2 . 2 . 2
(cos B4 sin 014 + cos 01 p, sin fa4 cos 014)? + sin” 0y p, sin® foy

@3) _ . : 0,5, =180°=6,, —0,,
—— 0, p,= arccos(cos Oz sinb, , sinf, , +cosb, , cosb, , )= . 3 e 0371312 Y 4

3,P3 3,Py

Then by (63]), the remaining three dihedral angles 613, 623, 634 can be derived similarly.
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