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Abstract. In this paper, we study the convergence of adaptive mixed interior penalty
discontinuous Galerkin method for H(curl)-elliptic problems. We first get the mixed
model of H(curl)-elliptic problem by introducing a new intermediate variable. Then
we discuss the continuous variational problem and discrete variational problem, which
based on interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin approximation. Next, we construct the
corresponding posteriori error indicator, and prove the contraction of the summation of
the energy error and the scaled error indicator. At last, we confirm and illustrate the
theoretical result through some numerical experiments.
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1. Introduction

Let Q € R3 be Lipschitz bounded polygonal domain with a single connected boundary
2. We consider the following H(curl)-elliptic problem

VxuVxu+ku=Ff in Q, 1.1
uxn=0 on a9, (1.2)

where n is the unit normal vector of the boundary 89, f € L2(£2), u and « are piecewise
constants is consistent with the initial partition &, for Q and satisfy u; < u < u, and
K1 < K < K9, here, u; and k;(i = 1,2) are positive constants. By introducing an auxiliary
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variable p = uV x u, then we get the mixed scheme with the boundary value problem

(L.1)-(1.2)

p=uVxu in Q, (1.3)
Vxp+ku=Ff in Q, 1.4)
uxn=0 on a90Q. (1.5)

The mixed finite element method is very convenient for processing high-order equations
and equations containing two or more unknown functions, which has attracted widespread
attention. For mixed finite element method, there are only few research results for Maxwell
problem [|13]] and Maxwell’s eigenvalue problem [|12}/14,(15]].

Adaptive finite element method automatically refines and optimizes meshes accord-
ing to the singularity of solutions. It is a highly reliable and efficient numerical calculation
method. At present, the convergence analysis research of the adaptive mixed finite element
method for the elliptic equation is relatively complete. Chen, Holst and Xu [|7]] proved the
convergence analysis of the adaptive mixed finite element algorithm for elliptic equations.
Du and Xie [|10] proved the convergence analysis of the adaptive mixed finite element
algorithm for the convection diffusion equation. However, there are only few research
results on the posterior error estimator of Maxwell’s equations for the adaptive mixed fi-
nite element method. For example, Carstensen and Ma [|5]] establishes the convergence of
adaptive mixed finite element methods for second-order linear non-self-adjoint indefinite
elliptic problems. Carstensen, Hoppe, Sharma and Warburton [4] designs and analyzes
the posterior error estimation of the adaptive hybrid conforming finite element method of
H(curl)-elliptic problem. Recently, Chung, Yuen and Zhong [8]] present a-posteriori error
analysis for the staggered discontinuous Galerkin method. As far as we know, there are not
any published literatures for the convergence analysis of the adaptive mixed finite element
method for the boundary value problem(1.3))-(1.5). Our contributions in this paper are to

* construct a new error estimator, which does not include the negative power of the
local mesh size in the jump term for the traditional DG method;

» get the convergence of the Adaptive Mixed Interior Penalty Discontinuous Galerkin
(AMIPDG) method by using the similar technique used in [[2]. However, this tech-
nique in [2[] can not be used directly for mixed forms.

We present our main result in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let {7}, Uy, Qi, Ui, Pi> MWk, Pis Ti) b0 be the sequence of meshes, finite
element space, mixed discrete solution and posterior error estimate indicator produced by the
AMIPDG algorithm. Then there exist constants p > 0 and 6 € (0,1), which depend on
marking parameter and the shape regularity of the initial mesh &, such that

=t lliF, ) + P (Wiy1, Pisr; Tin) < 5(|I|u —uilll +Pn2(uk,Pk;9k))-

Therefore, for a given precision, the AMIPDG method will terminate after a finite number of
operations.



Convergence of AMIPDG methods for H(curl)-elliptic problems 3

For convenience, we let C denote a generic positive constant which may be different
at different occurrences and adopt the following notation. The subscripted constant C;
represents a particularly important constant. a < b means a < Cb for some constants C
which are independent of mesh sizes.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first present the contin-
uous variational problem, the discrete variational problem, and the procedure of AMIPDG.
In Section 3, we first show the upper bound estimate of the error, which is key to the con-
vergence analysis, then we prove the indicator reduction and the convergence of AMIPDG
algorithm. In Section 4, we provide some numerical experiments to illustrate the effective-
ness of the AMIPDG.

2. Adaptive Mixed interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin method

In this section, we introduce the continuous variational problem, the discrete variational
problem of mixed internal penalty discontinuous finite element method, and the procedure
of AMIPDG.

2.1. Continuous variational problem

For an open and connected bounded domain D c R3, we denote by L?(D) (resp.
L?(D) := (L?(D))*) the spaces of square-integrable functions (resp. vector fields) on D
with inner product (-, -)o p. We define the spaces

H(curl;D)={ueL?*(D):V xu € L*(D)},
H(div;D)={u L?(D):V-uel?D)},

with

(U, V)eurt,p =W, v)op +(V xu,Vxv)yp, Vu,veH(curl;D),
(u: v)div,D = (u) v)O,D + (v ‘u, V- v)O,D} Vu, Ve H(le, D))

and the induced norm as:

lel2re p = 2, + IV x wl2 ), Vu € H(curl, D),
2 2 2 .
ll2,, o = lull2, + 1V - ull2,,  Vu € H(div, D),

respectively, where || - || 2p) := (-, ~)})/ % denotes the norm of the space L2(D) or L?(D). We
also define Hy(curl;D)={v € H(curl;D):v xn =0 on d D} in the trace sense.

Next, we first define two space U := Hy(curl;Q),Q := L2(Q). Then, the mixed vari-
ational problem of the mixed boundary value problem (1.3)-(1.5) reads as: find (u,p) €
U x Q such that:

a(p,q)—b(u,q) =11(q), Yq €Q, (2.1)
dwv,p)+c(u,v)=1L5(v), Yv eU. (2.2)
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The bilinear forms a, b, ¢ and the functionals £4(-), £,(+) are given by

a(p,q) :=(p.q), (2.3)
b(u,q) :=(uV xu,q), (2.4)
c(u,v):=(xu,v), (2.5)
d(v,p):=(Vxv,p) (2.6)
¢,(q):=0, 2.7)
t(v) = (f,v). (2.8)

The operator-theoretic framework involves operator .« : (U x Q) — (U x Q)* defined
by

(A (u,p))v,q):=a(p,q)—b(u,q)+d(v,p)+c(u,v),Yu,veU,p,q€Q, (2.9)

where (Q x U)* is the dual spaces of (Q x U). Then we can rewrite (2.1)-(2.2) as
((u,p))v,q)=L(v,q), (2.10)

with £(v,q) =£,(q) + {,(v), and ¢; are given by (2.7)-(2.8).
Then, we state the well-posedness of the variational problem (2.1)-(2.2) in the follow-
ing lemma, and it can be found in section 3 of [|3]].

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumptions on the problem of (1.1)-(1.2)), .¢/ is a continuous and
bijective linear operator. Hence, for any { = (£1,{5) € (Q xU)*, the mixed variational problem
(2.1)-(2.2) has a unique solution (u,p) € (U x Q), which satisfy the following continuously

I, Pllusq = Ul q + 1P IY> S 1e1llgr + €2l (2.11)

2.2. Discrete variational problem

We suppose that 7, is a family of shape regularity, quasi-uniform and conform tetrahe-
dral generation on . Let h, = |7|'/3 denote the mesh size with |7| being the volume of
TEG,.

Define the discontinuous finite element function space V(%,) as:

V() ={v el)(@Q): v, =v|. €(P(1))°, VreT},

where P;(7) is the set of polynomials defined in the volume 7 whose degree does not exceed
[, where [ > 1 is an integer.

Let &3, 32",? and ﬂ"ha denote the set of the all faces of its volumes, and the set of internal
faces, and the set of boundary faces, respectively. Thus, &, = 9‘,? ng-ha . Let H(Q; ;) be
the space of piecewise Sobolev functions defined by

HY(Q ) ={vel’Q):v.=v|,€H (1), YTEF}.
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and H'(Q; %) = (HY(Q; Z,))°. Let L2(Z;,) be the set of L? functions defined on .%,. More-
over, we define the following inner products

(v,w)y/ = Z J v-wdx, VYv,w eL?(Q), Vf7h/ C %,
h

T
Tegh

<v,w >g,; = Z f v-wds, VYv,weL’Z,), Vﬁ,/l C Zy.
fe:”}‘/ f
h

For f € Z°, we have 7; € Z,(i = 1,2), such that f = 97, N d7T,. Then we denote the
jump and average of v as:

[[v]] = vixny+vyxn, VYveH (%),
o = 122 werm @),

where v; denote the values of v on v| (i = 1,2) and n; denote the out unit normal vectors
on f exterior v|; .

For f € ¢, we have T € %, such that f = 87 N dQ. Then we denote the jump and
average of v as:

[[vI]=v:xnsq, {vi}=v.. (2.12)

Next, we give the corresponding discrete scheme of (2.1))-(2.2). Firstly, we define the
corresponding discrete space as follow

Up:={v,eV(F)| [[vi]llf =0,Yf € F7},
Qn :=V(Tp).

Then, the formulation of the discrete Mixed Interior Penalty Discontinuous Galerkin (MIPDG)
method reads: find (uy, py,) € (Up, Q) such that

an(pp,qrn) — bp(up,qp) = €1 1(qp) + dy p(up, qp), Vaq;, € Qp, (2.13)
dn(vi, ) + cp(up, vi) = £y (vy) + dy p(up, vi), Vv, €Uy, (2.14)

where

aw(Pr>qn) = (Prsqn) 7,

byp(un, qp) == UV x up,qp)z,,

ch(up, vy) := (Kkup, vi)g,

dy(Vi, Pp) :=(V X v, Pp) g,

t1n(qy) =0,

Con(Vh) == (f, Vi),

dip(up, qp) :=— < {{uqp}} [[upll >,

do p(up, vi) =< ({{uV x up}t} —ahj?l[[uh]]),[[vh]] > o
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here the constant a > 0 denote the penalty parameter, hy denote the diameter of the
circumcircle of f. Thus h, ~ hy.

Remark 2.1. The calculation of V x uy, in the bilinear terms are piecewise derivations.

The standard symmetric Interior Penalty Discontinuous Galerkin (IPDG) method of the
boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.2) is to find u; € Uy, such that

a;p(up, vp)
i=(Kup, i)z, + (WY xup, V xvp)g— < {{uV xvp}} [[ug]l > 4,
— <{{uV xup}}[[vpll >, +ah; <[[u,]L[[vi]] >, (2.15)
=(f,vn)z,

The following lemma shows that the discrete variational problems (2.13))-(2.14) and (2.15)
are equivalent.

Lemma 2.2. [ [3] Theorem 4.1] The formulations (2.13)-(2.14) and (2.15) are formally

equivalent in the following sense. If (uy, py,) € (Uy, Qy,) are the solution of discrete variational

problem (2.13)-(2.14), then u;, € Uy, solves (2.15). Conversely, if uy, € Uy, solves (2.15)), then
there exists some pj, € Qy, such that (uy, py) € (Uy, Qy) are the solution of (2.13)-(2.14).

Ayuso de Dios, Hiptmair and Pagliantini proved the well-posedness of (2.15) in section
2 of [[1]]. Therefore, by combining Lemma we obtain the well-posedness of discrete

variational problems (2.13)-(2.14).

2.3. Adaptive Mixed Interior Penalty Discontinuous Galerkin method (AMIPDG)

Our adaptive cycle can be implemented by the following algorithm:
Next, we will discuss each step in AEFEM in detail.

2.3.1. Procedure SOLVE

For f € L?(Q2), and a shape regular mesh 7, Let (uy, p;) be the exact MIPDG solution of
(2.13)-(2.14). Here, we assume that the solutions (u;, p;) can be solved accurately.

2.3.2. Procedure ESTIMATE

A posteriori error indicator is an essential ingredient of adaptivity. They are computable
quantities depending on the computed solution(s) and data that provide information about
the quality of approximation and may consequently be used to make judicious mesh modi-
fications. Here, we design a new posteriori error estimation indicator for equations (2.13)-
(2.14), which is similar to that in [20]. For T € &, f € %, and (vy,q;) € Uy, X Qy, the
residual a posteriori error estimator for the symmetric AMIPDG method is given by

POnant): = (R @w a0+ R2R @)l + IRVl

+ 2 he (W@ oy + 12 ). (2.16)
fedr
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Algorithm 2.1 Adaptive Mixed Interior Penalty Discontinuous Galerkin Method (AMIPDG)
cycle
Input initial triangulation J,; data f; tolerance tol; marking parameter 6 € (0, 1).
Output a triangulation Z;; MIPDG solution (u;,p).
n=1,k=0;
while 1 > tol
SOLVE solve discrete varational problem (2.13)-(2.14) on Z; to get the solution (uy, p;);
ESTIMATE compute the posterior error estimator 1 = 1(uy, py, ;) by using (2.17);
MARK seek a minimum cardinality .#; C J; such that

T’Z (uk)pk: ‘//lk) = an (uknpk: &%() 5

REFINE bisect elements in . and the neighboring elements to form a conforming ;. ,1;
k=k+1;
end
Uy =uy; py=Pi; I3 =%

They consist of the element residuals and face jump residuals as

Ri(Viqp)lz :=qple —uV x vy,
Ry(vh,qp)lz := fl: = (V x qp + xvy)ls,
R3(vp)lz :=V - (fl: —xkvylr),

Ji(gp)ly == [lqx]1],

Jo(vply = [I(f —xvy)]l.

where h; denote the diameter of the circumcircle of f, and h; ~ hy.
For any set 9}1/ C€ %, the error indicator is defined as

(Vi qps F)) = Z N2V, Q3 T)- (2.17)
Teyh’
2.3.3. Procedure MARK

We use the Dorfler mark which was proposed by Dorfler [9]]. Set marking parameter 6 €
(0,1), the module MARK outputs a subset of marked elements ./, C Z with minimal
cardinality, such that

*(Vio Qi ) = 00* (Vi i Ti). (2.18)

2.3.4. Procedure REFINE

Our implementation of REFINE uses the longest edge bisection strategy. A detailed intro-
duction about the longest edge bisection strategy was provided in [|6]]. To avoid confusion,
the relationship between the two tetrahedral meshes &, and J;; that are nested into each
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other is defined as: &, is the new mesh division of ;; after one cycle of the above cycle
process, abbreviated as 7y < .

3. Convergence of AMIPDG algorithm

In this section, we establish the upper bound estimate of the error. Subsequently, we
demonstrate that the sum of the energy error and the error estimator between two consec-
utive adaptive loops is a contraction. Finally, we proof that the AMIPDG is convergence.

3.1. The upper bound estimate of the error

In this subsection, before establishing the reliability of a posteriori error estimator, we
need to define the corresponding DG norm, for any (v,q) € U x Q and (v;,,q}) € U, x Qp,

v,@) = R aldg =g = @l + Ik = vi)llZ
+ 2V x =yl + D ek <[ ]LIvall>p . G.D)
TET, fEF

Remark 3.1. For any v € U and vj, € Uy, we have

IV = NI = v INPay, VS € P
In fact, v € U implies that [[v]]|; = O (see Chapter 5 of [16]]).
We summarize our main result in this subsection as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let (u,p) € Ux Q and (uy, pp,) € Uy, x Qy, be the solutions of ([2.1)-(2.2)) and

(2.13)-(2.14), respectively. Let n(uy, py;Jy) be the residual error indicator of (2.17). Then
we have the following estimate

”(U,P)_(uh,ph)llf)g < Clnz(uh:ph; ‘%l): (32)
where the constant C; depending on the shape regularity of mesh.

Let (up, pp) € Uy, x Qy be the solution of (2.13)-(2.14), similarly to [4], we introduce
the nonconformity of the MSIPDG method results in some consistency error:

. ~ ~ 1/2
C = g}é{l]( Z (“uh _vhlliz(ﬂ + ”v X (uh _vh)”%Z(T))) . (3.3)

TET,

We denote that ii;, € U is the unique minimizer of (3.3)), namely

Z= (D U= iy + 1V % (at = i)l1%,)) 2 (3.4)

TET,
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Lemma 3.1. Let (u,p) € Ux Q and (uy, py) € U, x Qy, be the solutions of (2.1)-(2.2) and
(2.13)-(2.14)), respectively, let ii}, be the unique minimizer of (3.3)), then

I(w =iy, p —Pr)lluxg = Ul = dinll2,, o + I = P4l S 1E3llg- + 21y,
where the residuals £, € Q* and {,, € U* defined by

t1(q) =t1(q)—a(py.q) + b(iin.q), Vq€Q, (3.5)
0,(v)=L,(v)—d(v,p,) —cliiy,v), VveU. (3.6)

Proof. For any q,,9,,9 € Q and any v,v,,v € U. we have the following property by
(2.9)

(F(vi+vaq1+92))(v,q)
=a(q,+92,9)—b(vi+vy,q)+d(v,q; +q5) +c(vi+vy,v)
=a(q1,9)—b(vy,q)+d(v,q;) +c(vy,v)

+a(q2,9)—b(vy,q)+d(v,q,) +c(vy,v)
=(F(v1,91)(v,q) + (F(v2,q5))(v,q).

Thus,

(o (u—ipp—pp)v,q)
= (' (u,p))v,q) — (A (iip,pp))(v,q)
=(l1(q) +£,(v))—(a(pp,q) — b(ity, q) + d(v,py) + c(iip, v))
=1,(q) +E,(v).

In fact that (u—ily, p—py,) € U x Q and combining the Lemma 2.1|can concludes the proof.

Next, we will provide upper bounds for 1|¢ 1llg+ and ¢ 5|lg+ in Lemmas and
respectively.

Lemma 3.2. Let (up, py) € Uy, x Qy, be the solutions of (2.13)- ,Nand ity, be the unique
minimizer of (3.3). Then we get the estimate of the linear functional £, defined in (3.5) as
following

~ 1/2 . 1/2
11llg S (D IRy g PIay) 2+ ( D0 IV % (it —wp)lia) 2 3.7)

TET, TETY

Proof For any q € Q, by the definition of #;, we have

@)= ZJ (¥ x up—py) + UV x (i, —uy)) - qdx.

TET,
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Then applying the Holder inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1@ < D Y x up— pyllizeollglliz + 2, 19 % (i, — upllizeolla iz

TET, TETY
1/2 - 1/2
S ((ZuRl(uh,ph)nizm) +( DIV x Gy —up)liZs ) )||Q||L2(n),
TET, TET,

conclude the proof.

Before estimating the term || 5|+, we need to introduce the following interpolation
operator with the corresponding approximations.

Lemma 3.3. [ [19|] Theorem 1]Let N dé(Q ; J,) be the lowest order edge elements of Nédélec
first family. Then there exists an operator I1;, : Hy(curl; Q) - N dé(ﬂ; T;,) with the following
properties: For every v € Hy(curl;Q), there exist p € Hé(Q) and z € H(l)(Q), such that

v—II,v=Vop+z2.
And for any v € &, and f € &y, we have

W e llizey + IVl S hellvilzaa,),
R 2l 2 + 1IV2l 2oy S RV X V2 ),
where Q. = (J Qp, Qf = {1t/ € J,f € '}, and the constants depending on the shape
fer
regularity of the mesh.
Lemma 3.4. Let (uy, py) € Uy x Qy, be the solution of (2.13)-(2.14), and ii; be the unique
solution of (3.3)). Then the linear functional £, defined in (3.6) satisfies the following estimate

2ol 5 (D HCUR )2y + IRl
T€T

1/2
+Zhf(||J1(ph)||§2(f)+||J2(uh)||§2(f))+Z||uh—ah||§2(f)) . (38
feg Teg

Proof. For any v € U and II;, given by Lemma 3.3 we have
v—II,v=Voy +g, 3.9

where ¢ € Hé(Q) and z2 € H (1)(9). According to linearity of the operator ? 5 and (3.9), we
have

U,(v) =0 (T ) + 0, (v — T v) = Loy(Tv) + £,(V ) + £5(2). (3.10)

We will next estimate the three terms on the right hand side of (3.10)).
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For the first term £,(IT,v) of (3.10), using the definition of Z,, we have

LIv) = (M) —d(II,v, pp) — c(iiy, IT,v)
= Ez(Hhv)—d(l'[hv,ph)—c(uh,l'[hv)+c(uh—ﬁh,Hhv).

Noting that [T, v € N dé(ﬂ; T;,) € Uy, has zero jumps, and combining (2.14), we have
C(TTv) —d(TTv, pp) — c(up, Tpv) = £y (T v) — dpy (T v, pp,) — ¢ (up, V) = 0.
Thus, we have

U(yv) = c(vy,—iiy, TTv)
= c(vp—1tp,v)+c(vy—iy v —v)

IKllo,00 Vi = tnllo,5, ([IVllo,5, + Ty —vllo 5,)-

IA

Then using (3.9), triangle inequality and Lemma we get

Lv) < Ixllo,collvi —itnllo,g, (1vIlo,g, + Ve + 2llo,5,)
< Alxllo,collva —ttnllo,z, (vllo,z + 11Vello,g, + l12llo,2,)
< lIxllo,oollvi = tnllo,z, 1V lleurt, ;- G.1D

For the second term £,(V ) of (3.10), using the definition of £,, (2.8), (2.4), and
the fact V x V¢ = 0, which implies

U,(Ve) = ,(Ve)—d(Ve,py)—clity, V)
= (f,VLp)—(VXV(p,ph)—(Kﬁh,V(p)
= (f,Vp)—(xity, Vo). (3.12)

By (3.12) and Green’s formula, we have

6, (Vo) (f, Vo) — (kuy, Vo) + (k(uy — iiy), Vo)

D Rs(un), @os+ Y <Ja(up), ¢ >0 +Hx(uy —ity), V).
T€T, fegy,

IA

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma [3.3]and trace inequality, we have

B(Ve) < ( SR IRswlZ .+ > Ry la(upl?,

€T, fETH

1/2
# Il ol =3, ) 1Vl (3.13)

TET,
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Similarly, for the third term / 5(2) of (3.10), we have

0,(2) = (f,2)—(V x2,p;)—(xiiy, 2)
= (f,2)—(V x z,pp) — (xup, 2) + (k(up —1p), 2)

< (R IRGupIE, + D el (pI3,
TET, feF,
1/2
+ 3 Il ol =13, ) 1Vt 5, (3.14)
TET,

Substituting (3.11)), (3.13) and (3.14) into (3.10), the proof is completed.
Notice that both (3.7) and (3.8) are related to the terms Y, ||V x (i1, — uh)||%2(f) and

TET,

> luy— ﬁh||%2(f), which are a part of {. Therefore, we prove upper bounds for ¢ in the
T€T
following Lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let (uy,py) € Uy x Qy be the solutions of (2.13)-(2.14) and ¢ be consistency
error of (3.4), we have

2% S0 (up, pr; Th)- (3.15)

Proof. For any v;, € Uy, there exit an interpolation operator .%, : H(Q; %,) — U¢, such
that(see Proposition 4.5 of [|[11]])

vh—SvalZagy S D BAlVRIIIZ ), (3.16)
fEF

DV x = vl S ) h VRN (3.17)
TET, fes,

Then, combining (3.3), (3.4), (3.16), (3.17), and the fact hy <1, we get

2 = >l — iyl + IV x (= @il )

TET,

< D Uluy = gl + IV % (g — )2, )

= Up hUnll 27y Up hURN 27y
TET,

S D0 helllundliZyy + D B s Iy
fegh ngh

SIS 177919 (3.18)
fEF

Noting that (uy,pj,) € Uy x Qy, is the solution of discrete variational problem (2.13)-
(2.14). Then by using Lemma we know that uy, is the solution of discrete variational
problem (2.15]). Hence, we have ( see Lemma 5 of [[20]])

ol 21l 1M2z,) S MCups prs ). (3.19)
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At last, combining (3.18) and (3.19), we have

S n*(upp 7).

Combining Lemmas and [3.5] we will prove Theorem
Proof. [ Proof of Theorem [3.1}] By using (3-1)), the triangle inequality, (3:4), Lemmas

3.1} 3.2} 3.4, 3.5]and (3.19), we get

I, p) = (up, Pl
S ”P _ph”%Z(Q) + ||K(u _uh)Hiz(Q)

+ DV xplu—up)lZy + D aht < [uy]], [[ugl] >

TET, feFy,

S lp—pllagy + lu—iiyll2,, o+ 2+ > aht < [[up]] [[upl] >
fE€F
— ~ 72 -1
= Nu—itp,p —pi)llosg + &>+ D, ahyt < [[uy]], [[up]] >y
fEF
S MR + 1Tl + 82+ D aht < [[uy 1], [luy]] >
fET

< Cn*(up, Py Th).

3.2. The error reduces on two successive meshes

For convenience, for any v € U and v, € U, we denote

Iy =il = I vl + D, IV < uv —vi)lZ,

TE€ET,

+ 2, ahpt < [[vall [vall>; . (3.20)
fe,

Let U; be the H(curl) conforming subspace of U}, given by
U, := U, NHy(curl; Q).

Then, there is a subspace U # which can orthogonally decompose U}, under L? inner product

such that Uy, :=U; & U}f. Especially, if (uy, py) € Uy, x Qy, is the solution of (2.13)-(2.14),
then we have

M7 S @ D7 I 2l iR (3.21)
fedr

In fact, from the Lemma notice that uy, satisfies the IPDG scheme of (2.15)), and ac-
cording to Lemma 2 in [[20]], we can obtain (3.21).
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In order to easily estimate the jump term of face %;,, we need to introduce the lifting
operators and the corresponding stability estimates, more details are referenced to Propo-
sition 12 in [|18]].

Let %, : H(Q; ;) — U, be the lifting operators, which satisfies the following equality

f £y (v)-wdx =<[[v]],{{w}} >z, VYweU, (3.22)
Q
and

120y < Clh2[[v ]Iz, (3.23)

where the constant C, depending on the shape regularity of mesh &, and the degree of
polynomial [.

Lemma 3.6. Let (u,p) € Ux Q and (uy, py) € Uy x Qy, be the solutions of (2.1)-(2.2) and
(2.13)-(2.14), respectively, we have

lp —Pulliziy S IV x(u—upll2) +1(un Py Tn), (3.24)
||Ph—PH||L2(Q) S IV (uh_uH)||L2(Q)
+(n(uh,ph;9h) + T)(UH,PH§9H))- (3.25)

Proof. Noting that Q; € Q, and using (2.1)), the definition of R;(uy, py) and (2.16), we
have

(P—PnDg,
sup ——
vaeq Nl
(uV % u,q)g, — (Ry(up, pa) + UV X up,q),

IA

lp — Prll2(z)

= sup

YqeQ ||Q||L2(yh)

< sup (uV x (u—up),q)g, — (Rl(uh,ph))q)gh
YqeQ ||CI||L2(9h)

S NV x (w—up)ll2z) + n(un Prs Tn)-

Similarly, using the definition of R;(uy, py), (2.13), (3.21)-(3.23), and the fact [[u;]] =




Convergence of AMIPDG methods for H(curl)-elliptic problems 15

([, + u}f]] = [[u#]], we have

(Prh—Pu 917,
Py —Pulli2z) < sup ——F——
vaeqn  1qnllizz)

(Pr:qn)g, — (R1(UH,PH) +uV x uH,fIh)gh

< sup
Yq,€Qp ||Qh||L2(9h)
UV x up, qp)gz + < {{qn}}, [pupll >z, —(Ri(ug, py) + 0V x uHaqh)gh
: v;lle%h ||Qh||L2(9h)
WV x (up—up),qp)g,+ < {an) ([uund] > 5, —(Ri(un, Py) 44) 5
T e 12llz25)
S IV x(up _UH)“LZ(yh) + ||h;1/2[[uh]]||L2(yh) + (g P Tu)
S IV x(up—ug)llizg) + C.%”h;l/z[[u;ﬂ]up(%) + (U P Tu)
S 19 Cap = widlgey + (0 P2 50 + s i) )

Remark 3.2. Noting that ||(u, p)~(up, pp)llp g +n*(up, pr; F) and |llu—u |7 +n0*(up, pr; T)
are equivalent. In fact, by (3.24), we first know that

I(w, p)— (up, P56 + 1°(Up, Pr; Ti)
= [llu —uy|ll} +Ip —Ph||%2(9h) +0*(up, P Th)
S Nlu —uplll? +0*(up, pr; Th)-

Secondly, it is shown by the definition of || - ||pg

Il —up Il + 0w, prs Fi) < (W, p) = (g, PRI + 0 (Whs Pr; Th)-
Thus, we next only need to consider the convergence of |||u — up| ||% + 1% (up, Pr; F)-

We first show that the error plus some quantity reduces with a fixed factor on two
successive meshes.

Lemma 3.7. Given f € L?(Q) and two tetrahedral mesh &, and Jy;, where Jy; < . Let

(u,p) € U x Q be the solution of [2.1)-(2.2), and (up,py) €Uy x Qp, (g, py) €Uy X Qy
be the solutions of ([2.13)-(2.14)), respectively. Then there exit two constants 6,0+ € (0, 1),
such that

1-6,

lu—uplll} < Q+68)Mu—ugll— 2 lllup, — uglll?
C
+5 53 (nz(uh,ph;ﬁhHnz(uH,pH;ﬂH)). (3.26)
1024

where C5 depending on the C .
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Proof. Choosing that ¢ =V x v, and subtracting (2.1) from (2.2), we obtain
(ku,v)+ UV xu,Vxv)=(f,v). (3.27)

Subtracting (2.15) from (3.27) with v = v, = u; —uy;, and using [[u; —u;]] =0, we
have

(k(u —up),up —uy)o g, + UV x (u—uy), V x (uy —up))og,
+ <[[up]), {uV x (u, —up)}} >4,=0,

which leads to
(e(u —up),up —uglog, +(UV x (u—uy), V x (uy —uy))o,g,
= — < [Ty ] s, —ug 1) >, (3.28)
Using and (3.23), we have
<HuplL, UV x (up, —upl} >4, = (Lu(up), V x (up —ug)log,
< Collh 2 [[up]lllog IV % (uf, —u)llo 5. (3.29)
Letu, =u; + u}f and uy = uf, + ulﬁ, we have

uh+u§{—u;=uH—u§+u}f, (3.30)

where uj; € Uy, u; € Uy, uﬁ € Ufl, u# € Uﬁ. By (3.30), (3.28), (3.29) and Young’s
inequality, we get
Il — wlI7
= ”K(u - uh)”%Z(Q) + “v x M(u _uh)Hiz(Q)
+ 2 ot <[[u—up)ll [[u—ul]>g,
fET
= Il —up =g +up |17 = g, —ug |7 =20 (u —up), uj, —uf)o o
—2(uV x (u—uy),V x (up —ug))o 7
—2 > ah;! < [[(u—up)]][[uf —u]]>
fET
< Ml — w1+ 20— gl — sl + e — w2 = g, — w12

+20lh 2 [up o, IV x (uf, —ugllo,g,

1 \
< (A +8)Mu—uylllf + 1+ 5—)|I|u;f —uyllf = (1= 6,C)uf —ug i
1

C _
+=Z I w112,
5
1

= (L 8l —upll + (1 +
1

L 1 2
My, —ugllly — Q@ = 8 )Muf, —ug, Il

CZ
P L 1,
2
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where §, = SZC . Using uj; = uy — ufl, up =up— u,f, triangle inequality and average
inequality, we have
g, — w117 = %Illuh—qullﬁ— g —uglll7-
By triangle inequality and (3.21)), we obtain
Mg —ugll < 200wy 17+ Nuglliz)
< 2allh Y [[uy 15 5 + 2allh 2 [ug 1013 o
Combining [[uy]] = [[uﬁ +uf]]l= [[ulﬁ]] and (3.19), we have
1-6,
2
(nz(uh,ph;%ﬂ T)z(uH’pH;gH))'

2 2
lMu—uplll; < (A+6)Iu—uglly—

C3
6152a

Il — gl

+

3.3. Contraction of the error estimator
In this subsection, we prove the reduction of error indicators. Let us first consider the
effect of changing the finite element function used in the estimator.
Lemma 3.8. Given f € L?(Q) and two tetrahedral mesh J,, Ty with Ty < . Let (vi,,q;) €
Uy, xQp and (vy,qy) € Uy x Qy. For any € > 0, we have
nz(vh) qh: ‘%l) < (]— + e)nz(vH) qH: ‘9;1) + Ce”(vha qh) - (vH; qH)”%)Ga (331)
where C, depending on the €, and the mesh size h < 1.

Proof. For any 7, € Z,, we will discuss each of the five components of the mark
0*(Vio @p3 Th)-
Firstly, using the definition of R; (v}, q;) and triangle inequality, we have
IR1 (V> gr)ll2ce,) (3.32)
=gn —uV x villr2ee,
=gqn—qu+uV x(vyg—vy) +qy—uV x vyl
Say =V xvylliaey + 119y —qullizee) IV < (v —=vidll2er,)-
Secondly, using the definition of R,(v},q}), triangle inequality and inverse inequality,
we get
he IRy (Va, @p)llz2z,) (3.33)
=h. (If =V xqn—kvllr2c,))
= hr*(Hf —Vx(qp,—qy)—k(vy—vy)—V xqy _KVH”LZ(T*))
<h (If =V xqu—=xvgllize) + IV X (@ =gz, + k(e —vi)llia:,))
S he, (R (Vi qp)llizge,y + 120G, = @e)lliege,y + IV = Vi)l 2(e, )
S he R (v, qp)llace,y + 110@n = 4idlliz(z,) + he [Ik(Wh = vi)llrae,)-
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Similarly, using the definition of R5(v},), triangle inequality and inverse inequality, we
get

he [IR3(vidllzz(z,) (3.34)
=he IV-(f =xvi)lliae,)
=he IV-(f =xvyg + kv —kvi)lie,)
<h: (IV-(f =xvillize) +IV- k(e =vidllae,))
S he (IRs(Vidlliaey + hHIK (e = Vidllia(e,))
S he IR (Vidllize,y + IK(vE = vidllrae,)-

Next, we discuss the jump J;(q,) and J,(vy,). For any f € Z(%;,), we let f = Ti N Ti
with Ti, Tf € J,. Furthermore, using the definition of J;(q}), triangle inequality and trace
inequality, we have

Ry 1 @nllegry (3.35)
= b ga 1l ery
=2 llqu +an—aullllzz
< 2 (ILg Moz + ILgn — @u1lllar)
= h}/z”[[qH]]”Lz(f) + h}/z”(qh —qu)lallgy + h}/ZH(qh —q )2l
S B2 @)l +1an — )l

Similarly, using the definition of J,(v}), triangle inequality and trace inequality, we
have

21l (3.36)
=k 2IILCF = kvi) ey
= hy2IILCF — kv + kv —1v) g
< b2 = ov i) lzacey + NI s —vi) llzagr))
< b2 lliary + By U@ = vidleallagry + 160 = vidlcelliegs)
S h 2 lliagr) + v — 1vplliageioen).

Finally, the desired result (3.31)) is obtained by combining (3.32)-(3.36]), Young’s in-
equality and the shape regularity of mesh &,.

We then prove the contraction of the error estimator under the assumptions on the

problem of (2.13)-(2.14).

Lemma 3.9. Given constant 8 € (0,1) and two tetrahedral mesh &, Iy(Ty < F,). Let
(up,py) € Uy % Qy be the solution of (2.13)-(2.14), and R4, .5 = Ty \ (T, N Ty ) be the
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set of all element refined into &, on Jy. Then, there is a constant A € (0, 1) independent of
mesh size, such that

(g, Prrs T) < 02w, Prs Ter) — A0 (U, Py Ry-3,)- (3.37)
Proof. Assume that the tetrahedral mesh 7 € J is divided into two new tetrahedral
mesh Ti and Ti with equal volumes, where Ti, Ti € Z,. Thus, hil = |Ti| = |Ti| = hiz =

2_1h3 by the shape regularity of mesh, which implies hTi = hTi =271 3h... Then, we have

IRy Cut g, By + IR (a1l oy < IRyt P2, (3.38)
and

h?ri(”RZ(uH’pH)lliz(Ti) + ||R3(UH)||%2(TD)
+ hiZ(HRz(UH,PH)H%z(T@ + ||R3(UH)||%2(T3))
< 2_2/3}1?(”}12(”1{,PH)”%z(T) + ”RB(HH)”%z(T))- (3.39)

For any f € 3(Ti U Tf), which can be divided into three parts;

(1) For the first part, there are two of the faces are constant and belong to 7 .

(2) For the second part, there are two new faces that overlap and are used to divide the
mesh 7. Since (uy, py) € Uy x Qy is a continuous polynomial in the region 7, it follows
that the value of [[p,]] and [[(f —Kkupy)]] on this surface is equal to zero.

(3) For the third part, there are four faces that are obtained by dividing the two faces
in the 7 into two.

Furthermore, we obtain

N (up, Py o) + 0* (W, Py 72) TN (uy, Py ©)- (3.40)

where constant ¥ € (0, 1) independent of mesh 7.
Next, since %, _,5 represents the part of the set in the tetrahedral set J}; that will

be used to be refined, it follows that Z4 5 C Jy. Let Z4, .5 denote the part of the

cell set that has been refined in the tetrahedral set 7, we have %5 _,5 € Z,. Obviously,

T\ Rz, 7 = Iy \ Rz,_7 - Then combining the (3.40), and the marking strategy (2.18),
we have

(e, Prs T \ R, 7))+ n*(Up, Py; R, —7,)

n*(uy, Py Th)

< 0*(up,Py; T \ Ba,n5.) + 10 (Un, Py B, 5.)
< HZ(UH,PH§9H)+(7—1)772(UH,PH5%9H—>%)
< 0*(uy, Py Tu) — An*(Uy, Py B, 3,);

where A =1—7% € (0, 1) independent of mesh size.

Now, we combine the Lemmas|[3.6} [3.8)and[3.9]to prove the reduction of error indicators.
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Lemma 3.10. Given a constant 6 € (0, 1) and two tetrahedral mesh F,, 74(Ty < F,). Let

(up,pp) € Uy, x Qy and (ugy,py) € Uy x Qg be the solutions of (2.13)-(2.14)), respectively.
For any e > 0 and A € (0,1), we have

C C
(1_i)n2(uh>Ph;9h) < (1+€+;6)772(UH5PH;9H)
—(1+ An*(up, Py; Ra,-3,) + Celllup — uylll?, (3.41)

where constant C,. depending on the € and mesh size.

Proof. Using the Lemmas and we have

nz(uh,Ph; ) < (+ 6)(772(UH,PH§ Tu)— lnz(uHJ-’H; ‘%%—ﬁh))

+Cell(up, pr) — (g, P36
1+ ) 0t s T = A0, prss R, )
+Clllup —wpll + 1y — Pl

(1+ e)(nz(uH,pH; Tig) = A (g, P %M,))

IA

IA

C
el =gl + 52 (2, s 70+ 17 s ) )

which completes the proof.

3.4. Convergence result

Now, we proved that the sum of the norm of the error and the scaled error indicator is
attenuated.

Theorem 3.2. For a given 6 € (0,1),let {7}, U, Qi, Ui, Prc> MU, Pr; Tic) b0 be the se-
quence of meshes, Mixed discrete solution (defined by (2.13)-(2.14)), and the estimate in-
dicator produced by the AMIPDG algorithm. Then there exist constants p > 0, 6 € (0,1),
which depend on marking parameter 6 and the shape regularity of the initial mesh &, such
that

Nt = eI, + P12 (trsss Prsr Tern) < 5(|||u T +pn2(uk,pk;9k)).

Proof. Setting p = %, then multiply the both sides of the (3.41) inequality by p, we
get

~ C
p(1— f)nz(ukH,PkH;g}cH)

- C -
<p(l+e+ f)nz(ukapk;f?k) —p(1+ AN*(u, pi; B —5,...)

-5,
2

1
+

g —uglll?. (3.42)
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Next, by the (3.26) and (3.42), we have

~ C
Il — uk+1|||i+1 +p(1— i)nz(uk+1;pk+1;9;<+1)

C
< (4 =il + =2 (20, G To) + 1100570
1%2

~ C ~
+P(1+ e+ —2In*(wp pi; 7) = P+ AN (up, P g3, ) (3.43)
First move the term and then according to Dorfler marking strategy (2.18)), the Theorem
B-1jand Il - [llx < I - lpg, we know —n*(vy, qx; Zg—g;,,) < —0M* (Vi 4x; Fi), then

C Cs

M —weallig, + pA-—~— I (Wiy1, Picsr Tir1)

B(1+e)A0

55152a

< (146N —ull? - 0> (i, Pi; Ti)

2
- C. Cs (1+e)w) 5
+p(1+e+—+ — ,Pi; T
P( € @ ' 56,6, 5 N (U, Pi; Fi)
p(1+e)r6ct
< (1+51—f1)lllu—ukllli

- C C (1+€)A0

ol 1+e+r 24+ ——2—— )2 ,Pis Ti).
P( € @ ' po.64a 5 n°(u, P Jk)

For convenience, denote

C C
= 1—-<__ =3
ﬁl a 551520(’
p(1+€)A6C,
By, = 1+51_%,
A6 C C
= (1+e)1-"5)+ 24+ 2
B3 A+e)A——)+ - 56.6.a

Thus

M — w2, + BB (U, Prsrs Tiwr) < Balllu — ugllI2 + 5 Bsn*(ur, pr; Ti)-

. ol A0CT! . ~
Next, we firstly choose 6; = %, then select the appropriate 6, to make p =

12_652 smaller to ensure 0 < §; < 1, Secondly, we let ¢ > 0 and (1 +¢)(1— %9) =1-— % (

20°€ (0,1)), therefore

B,=1—5,€(0,1), (1+e)(1—%)<1.

Furthermore, we choose a sufficiently large penalty parameter a such that

B1> Bs.
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Finally, there is a constant 6 = max{f,, %}- Then, we let p = pf31, and obtain

Nt = I, + P12 (ttrsss Prsr: Tsn) < 6(|||u T +pn2(uk,pk;9k)).

Corollary 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem [3.2] we have

l(w, p) — (Wi, P36 + P (i Pi; Fi) < 55Cs.

where Cs = C(H(u,p) - (uo:Po)H%G + pnz(uo,po;%)). Therefore, for a given precision,
the AMIPDG method will terminate after a finite number of operations.

Proof. Using the Remark [3.2] and Theorem [3.2] we have

1(2t, ) — (s PO + Pt D Th) < c(|||u—uk|||i +pn2(uk,pk;9k))

< &kC;.

4. Numerical experiments

In this section, we test some numerical experiments to show the efficiency and the
robustness of AMIPDG. We carry out these numerical experiments by using the MATLAB
software package iFEM [6]]. In Experiments and we take p =V x u.

In Example we discuss the influence of the penalty parameter a on the error in
|| - ||[pg norm, and observe the dependency of the condition number of stiffness matrix on
a.

Example 4.1. Let Q:=[0,1] x [0,1] x [0, 1], we construct the following analytical solution
of the model (1.1)-(1.2):

x(x—=1)y(y—1)z(z—1)
u= sin(7tx) sin(7y) sin(7tz)
(1—eM)(1—e"D1—e)A—e DA —e*)(1—e*)

It is easy to see that the solution u satisfies the boundary condition u x n =0 on 9.

In this example, we get a uniform mesh by partitioning the x—, y— and z—axes into
equally distributed M(M > 2) subintervals, and then dividing one cube into six tetrahe-
drons. Let h = 1/M be mesh sizes for different tetrahedrons meshes. We fixed mesh with
h = 1/4 and report the error estimates in || - ||p; norm and condition number of stiffness
matrices for different penalty parameters a = 1,10, 100, 500 and 1000 in Table |1l We note
that ||u —uy||, increases at first and then decreases as the penalty parameter a increases.
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Table 1: The error in || - ||, norms and condition number of stiffness matrices with h =1/4.
a 1 10 100 500 1000
I(p—pru—up)llpg 3.949e+00 1.133e-00 8.614e-01 8.649%e-01  8.659e-01
Cond 3.235e+04 7.021e+04 5.959e+05 2.995e+06 6.150e4+06

The condition numbers of stiffness matrices increase with the increase of penalty parame-
ters a.
As a way to balance, in the following numerical tests, we always choose a = 100.
Noting that we only consider uniform meshes in Example Next we test adaptive
meshes.

Example 4.2. Let Q:=[0,1] x [0,1] x [0, 1], we construct the following analytical solution
of the model (1.1)-(1.2)

x(x=1)y(y—=1)z(z—1)
x2+y2+2240.001
x(x—=Dy(y—1)z(z—1)
x2+y2+2240.001
_ xGe=1)y(y—1)z(z—1)
x2+y2+422+0.001

Note that the solution u satisfies the condition u x n = 0 on 9.

The right of Figure 1| shows an adaptively refined mesh with marking parameter- 6 =
0.7 after k = 18. The grid is locally refined near the origin.

Figure 1: Left: the initial mesh with 1152 DoFs. Right: the adaptive mesh(6 =0.7) with 181104 DoFs
after 18 refinements.

The Figureshows the curves of log N—logn (uk,pk; 9,() for parameters 6 = 0.3,0.5,0.7.
The curves indicate the convergence and the quasi-optimality of the adaptive algorithm
AMIPDG of 1 (ug, pr; F)-
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Figure 2: Quasi optimality of the AMIPDG of the error 1 (uy, py; 7 ) with different marking parameters
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