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ABSTRACT

Elliptic partial differential equations arise in many fields of science and engineering
such as steady state distribution of heat, fluid dynamics, structural /mechanical engineer-

ing, aerospace engineering, medical science and seismology etc.

In three dimensions it is well known that the solutions of elliptic boundary value prob-
lems have singular behaviour near the corners and edges of the domain. The singularities
which arise are known as vertex, edge, and vertex-edge singularities. Due to the pres-
ence of singularities the conventional numerical methods are unable to provide accurate
numerical solutions and the rate of convergence of these methods degrades. In order to
improve efficiency of computations and accuracy of the solutions, it is desirable to find
efficient methods along with standard numerical techniques such as finite element method

(FEM), spectral element method (SEM) and so on.

We propose a nonconforming h —p spectral element method to solve three dimensional

elliptic boundary value problems on non-smooth domains to exponential accuracy.

To overcome the singularities which arise in the neighbourhoods of the vertices, vertex-
edges and edges we use local systems of coordinates. Away from these neighbourhoods
standard Cartesian coordinates are used. In each of these neighbourhoods we use a ge-
ometrical mesh which becomes finer near the corners and edges. The geometrical mesh
becomes a quasi-uniform mesh in the new system of coordinates. Hence Sobolev’s embed-
ding theorems and the trace theorems for Sobolev spaces are valid for spectral element
functions defined on mesh elements in the new system of variables with a uniform con-
stant. We then derive differentiability estimates in these new sets of variables and a
stability estimate, on which our method is based, for a non-conforming h — p spectral

element method.

We choose as our approximate solution the spectral element function which minimizes
the sum of a weighted squared norm of the residuals in the partial differential equations
and the squared norm of the residuals in the boundary conditions in fractional Sobolev

spaces and enforce continuity by adding a term which measures the jump in the function



vi

and its derivatives at inter-element boundaries in fractional Sobolev norms, to the func-
tional being minimized. The Sobolev spaces in vertex-edge and edge neighbourhoods are
anisotropic and become singular at the corners and edges.

The method is essentially a least—squares collocation method and a solution can be
obtained using Preconditioned Conjugate Gradient Method (PCGM). To solve the mini-
mization problem we need to solve the normal equations for the least—squares problem.
The residuals in the normal equations can be obtained without computing and storing
mass and stiffness matrices.

We solve the normal equations using a block diagonal preconditioner where each block
corresponds to the square of H? norm of the SEF defined on a particular element. More-
over it is shown that there exists a diagonal preconditioner using separation of variables
technique. Let N denote the number of refinements in the geometrical mesh. We shall
assume that N is proportional to W.

For problems with Dirichlet boundary conditions the condition number of the precon-
ditioned system is O((InW)?), provided W = O(e™") for a < 1/2. Moreover there exists
a new preconditioner which can be diagonalized in a new set of basis functions, using
separation of variables techniques, in which each diagonal block corresponds to a different
element, and hence it can easily be inverted on each element. For Dirichlet problems
the method requires O(NInN) iterations of the PCGM to obtain solution to exponen-
tial accuracy and it requires O(N®In(N)) operations on a parallel computer with O(N?)
processors to compute the solution. For mixed problems with Neumann and Dirichlet
boundary conditions the condition number of the preconditioned system is O(N%), pro-
vided W = O(eM”) for a < 1/2. Hence, it requires O(N3) iterations of the PCGM
to obtain solution to exponential accuracy and requires O(N7) operations on a parallel
computer with O(N?) processors to compute the solution.

Computational results for a number of model problems confirm the theoretical esti-

mates obtained for the error and computational complexity.
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Elliptic partial differential equations arise in many fields of science and engineering
such as steady state distribution of heat, fluid dynamics, structural/mechanical engineer-
ing, aerospace engineering, medical science and seismology etc. Elliptic boundary value
problems in polygonal and polyhedral domains have been studied in many works in the
literature. Among these, problems on polyhedral domains with corners and edges have
become increasingly important in the last two decades. In many practical situations, the
physical domain often has corners and edges either due to its geometry or created by
unions and intersections of simpler objects such as cylinders, cones and spheres. Hence

singularities of the solutions occur at the corners and edges, and severely affect the regu-

larity of the solutions.



viii

In three dimensions it is well known that the solutions of elliptic boundary value prob-
lems have singular behaviour near the corners and edges of the domain. The singularities
which arise are known as vertex, edge, and vertex-edge singularities. Due to the pres-
ence of singularities the conventional numerical methods are unable to provide accurate
numerical solutions and the rate of convergence of these methods degrades. In order to
improve efficiency of computations and accuracy of the solutions, it is desirable to find
efficient methods along with standard numerical techniques such as finite element method
(FEM), spectral element method (SEM) and so on. Different approaches and methods
have been attempted over the years to find accurate solutions to the elliptic boundary

value problems on polyhedrons containing singularities.

We propose a nonconforming h —p spectral element method to solve three dimensional

elliptic boundary value problems on non-smooth domains to exponential accuracy.

To overcome the singularities which arise in the neighbourhoods of the vertices, vertex-
edges and edges we use local systems of coordinates. These local coordinates are modified
versions of spherical and cylindrical coordinate systems in their respective neighbour-
hoods. Away from these neighbourhoods standard Cartesian coordinates are used. In
each of these neighbourhoods we use a geometrical mesh which becomes finer near the
corners and edges. The geometrical mesh becomes a quasi-uniform mesh in the new
system of coordinates. Hence Sobolev’s embedding theorems and the trace theorems for
Sobolev spaces are valid for spectral element functions defined on mesh elements in the
new system of variables with a uniform constant. We then derive differentiability esti-
mates in these new sets of variables and a stability estimate, on which our method is

based, for a non-conforming h — p spectral element method.

We choose as our approximate solution the spectral element function which minimizes
the sum of a weighted squared norm of the residuals in the partial differential equations
and the squared norm of the residuals in the boundary conditions in fractional Sobolev
spaces and enforce continuity by adding a term which measures the jump in the function
and its derivatives at inter-element boundaries in fractional Sobolev norms, to the func-
tional being minimized. The Sobolev spaces in vertex-edge and edge neighbourhoods are

anisotropic and become singular at the corners and edges.



ix

The spectral element functions are represented by a uniform constant at all the corner
elements in vertex neighborhoods and on the corner-most elements in vertex-edge neigh-
bourhoods which are in the angular direction to the edges. At corner elements which are
in the direction of edges in vertex-edge neighbourhoods and at all the corner elements in
edge neighbourhoods the spectral element functions are represented as one dimensional
polynomials of degree W in the modified coordinates. In all other elements in edge neigh-
bourhoods and vertex-edge neighbourhoods the spectral element functions are a sum of
tensor products of polynomials of degree W in their respective modified coordinates. The
remaining elements in the vertex neighbourhoods and the regular region are mapped to
the master cube and the spectral element functions are represented as a sum of tensor
products of polynomials of degree W in Aq, A9, and A3, the transformed variables on the

master cube.

The method is essentially a least—squares collocation method and a solution can be
obtained using Preconditioned Conjugate Gradient Method (PCGM). To solve the mini-
mization problem we need to solve the normal equations for the least—squares problem.
The residuals in the normal equations can be obtained without computing and storing

mass and stiffness matrices.

We choose spectral element functions (SEF) which are non-conforming. We solve the
normal equations using a block diagonal preconditioner where each block corresponds to
the square of H? norm of the SEF defined on a particular element. Let N denote the
number of refinements in the geometrical mesh. We shall assume that N is proportional

to W.

For problems with Dirichlet boundary conditions the condition number of the precon-
ditioned system is O((InW)?), provided W = O(e™") for @ < 1/2. Moreover there exists
a new preconditioner which can be diagonalized in a new set of basis functions, using
separation of variables techniques, in which each diagonal block corresponds to a different
element, and hence it can easily be inverted on each element. For Dirichlet problems
the method requires O(NInN) iterations of the PCGM to obtain solution to exponen-
tial accuracy and it requires O(N®In(N)) operations on a parallel computer with O(N?)

processors to compute the solution. For mixed problems with Neumann and Dirichlet



boundary conditions the condition number of the preconditioned system is O(N?), pro-
vided W = O(eM”) for a < 1/2. Hence, it requires O(N?) iterations of the PCGM
to obtain solution to exponential accuracy and requires O(NT) operations on a parallel
computer with O(N?) processors to compute the solution.

We mention that once we have obtained our approximate solution consisting of non-
conforming spectral element functions we can make a correction to it so that the corrected
solution is conforming and is an exponentially accurate approximation to the actual so-
lution in the H' norm over the whole domain.

Our method works for non self-adjoint problems too. Computational results for a
number of model problems on non-smooth domains with constant and variable coeffi-
cients having smooth and singular solutions are presented which confirm the theoretical
estimates obtained for the error and computational complexity.

For mixed problems rapid growth of the factor N* creates difficulty in parallelizing
the numerical scheme. To overcome this difficulty another version of the method may
be defined in which we choose spectral element functions to be conforming only on the
wirebasket of the elements and non-conforming elsewhere. The values of the spectral
element functions at the wirebasket of the elements constitute the set of common boundary
values and an accurate approximation to the Schur complement matrix can be computed.

We plan to consider this in future work.



Contents

Synopsis

Contents

List of Figures

List of Tables

1 Introduction

1.1
1.2

1.3

1.4

Spectral Methods . . . . . . . . ...
Types of Spectral Methods . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ......
1.2.1  Collocation method . . . . . . . . . .. ...
1.2.2  Galerkin method . . . . . . . ... ... .
1.2.3 Taumethod . . . . . . . . .. .
Spectral Methods on Non-smooth Domains . . . . . . .. .. ... .. ...
1.3.1 Gradual h refinement . . . . . . .. ... oL
1.3.2  Method of auxiliary or conformal mapping . . . . . . . .. ... ..
1.3.3 Advantages and applications of spectral methods: A survey . . . . .
1.3.4 Limitations of spectral methods . . . . . . . ... ... ... ....
Finite Element Method . . . . . . . . .. . ... ... ... .
1.4.1  Method of weighted residuals . . . . . .. ... ... ... .....
1.4.2 Advantagesof FEM . . . . . . . . . ... ... ...
1.4.3 Disadvantages of FEM . . . . . . .. ... ..o

1.4.4 Spectral vs. finite element methods . . . . . . . . .. ... ... ..

E1 g1 E

BRIRIER IR E IeesaesameasasaE—T




xii

CONTENTS

1.5 Non-conforming Methods . . . . . . . .. .. .. ... ... .
1.6 h — p/Spectral Element Methods on Parallel Computers . . . . ... ...
1.7 Review of Existing Work . . . . . . . .. ... ...
1.8 Review and Outline of the Thesis . . . . . . ... ... .. ... .. ....

Differentiability and Stability Estimates
2.1 Imtroduction . . . . . . . ..
2.2 Differentiability Estimates in Modified Coordinates . . . . . . . .. .. ..
2.2.1 Differentiability estimates in modified coordinates in vertex neigh-
bourhoods . . . . . . ...
2.2.2  Differentiability estimates in modified coordinates in edge neigh-
bourhoods . . . . . .. ..
2.2.3 Differentiability estimates in modified coordinates in vertex-edge
neighbourhoods . . . . . . .. ... oo
2.2.4  Differentiability estimates in standard coordinates in the regular
region of the polyhedron . . . . . . .. .. ..o
2.2.5 Function spaces . . . . . . ..o

2.3 The Stability Theorem . . . . . . . . . . .. ...

Proof of the Stability Theorem

3.1 Imtroduction . . . . . . . ..

3.2 Estimates for the Second Derivatives of Spectral Element Functions . . . .
3.2.1 Estimates for the second derivatives in the interior . . . . . .. ..
3.2.2 Estimates for second derivatives in vertex neighbourhoods . . . . .
3.2.3 Estimates for second derivatives in vertex-edge neighbourhoods
3.2.4 Estimates for second derivatives in edge neighbourhoods . . . . . .

3.3 Estimates for Lower Order Derivatives . . . . . . . .. .. ... .. ... ..

3.4 Estimates for Terms in the Interior . . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ...
3.4.1 Estimates for terms in the interior of Q" . . . . . . ... ... ...
3.4.2 Estimates for terms in the interior of Q¢ . . . . .. ... ... ...

3.4.3 Estimates for terms in the interior of Q¥ . . . . . . . .. ... ...

5
2
2




CONTENTS

3.4.4 Estimates for terms in the interior of Q2*=¢ . . . . . .. ... .. ..
3.5 Estimates for Terms on the Boundary . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ..
3.5.1 Estimates for terms on the boundary of Q" . . . . . .. ... .. ..
3.5.2 Estimates for terms on the boundary of Q¢ . . . . . . .. ... ...
3.5.3 Estimates for terms on the boundary of Q¥ . . . . . . .. ... ...
3.5.4 Estimates for terms on the boundary of Q*=¢ . . . . . . ... .. ..

3.6 Proof of the Stability Theorem . . . . . . . . . . .. ... .. ... .....

The Numerical Scheme and Error Estimates
4.1 Introduction . . . . . . . . o
4.2 The Numerical Scheme . . . . . . . . . . . .

4.3 FError Estimates . . . . . . ...

Solution Techniques on Parallel Computers

5.1 Imtroduction . . . . . . . ..

5.2 Preconditioning . . . . . . ...
5.2.1 Preconditioners on the regular region . . . . . . .. ... ... ...
5.2.2  Preconditioners on singular regions . . . . . .. ... ... ...

5.3 Parallelization Techniques . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... L.
5.3.1 Integrals on the element domain . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ..

5.3.2 Integrals on the boundary of the elements . . . .. ... ... ...

Numerical Results

6.1 Introduction . . . . . . . . . . ...

6.2 Test Problems in Regular Regions . . . . . . . . . ... .. ... ... ...

6.3 Test Problems in Singular Regions . . . . . . . .. ... .. ... .....

6.4 Conclusions and Future Work . . . . . . . ... ...
6.4.1 Summary and conclusions . . . . ... ..o

6.4.2 Proposed future work . . . . ... ..o

Appendix A

10

10

10

10

117

117

11

11

12:

129

13

13

139

139

14

157

170

17

17

173




xiv CONTENTS

Appendix B 18

Appendix C 197
Appendix D 215
Bibliography 245




List of Figures

1.1
1.2

1.3

2.1
2.2
2.3
24
2.5
2.6
2.7
2.8
2.9
2.10

3.1
3.2

5.1

6.1
6.2
6.3

Computational domain €2 containing a corner of angle § = am. . . . . . ..
Auxiliary mapping of a domain containing a corner to a domain with no
COTTIETS. .+ o o o v e e e e e e e e e e

Typical three-dimensional singularities. . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ...

Polyhedral domain Qin R3. . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ........
Vertex neighbourhood Q¥. . . . . . . .. ..o oo
Edge neighbourhood Q°. . . . . . . . ... o
Vertex-edge neighbourhood Q¥=¢. . . . . . . .. ... ... .
Division of a tetrahedron into hexahedrons. . . . . . . . .. .. ... .. ..
Elements in €2". . . . .. .
Mesh imposed on the spherical boundary S*. . . . ... ... ... ....
Geometrical mesh imposed on Q¥. . . . . ...
Geometrical mesh imposed on Q¢ . . . ... ...

Geometrical mesh imposed on Q¢. . . . . .. ...

The element Q. . . . . . . ... oo

Boundary terms. . . . .. ...

The domain 2 = () = standard cube with uniform mesh refinements.
Mesh imposed on Q = (0,1)3 with mesh size h=0.5. . . ... ... ....
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and Error vs. Iterations for

Laplace equation. . . . . . . . . . . ...

!

!
"
"
"
"
"
R
"
"
"
51
50
i
o

12:

.14

14

14




XVi

LIST OF FIGURES

6.4

6.5

6.6

6.7
6.8

6.9
6.10

6.11

6.12

6.13

6.14

6.15

6.16

6.17
6.18

6.19

6.20

6.21

6.22

Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and Error vs. Iterations for
Poisson equation. . . . . . . ...
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and Error vs. Iterations for
Poisson equation with mixed boundary conditions. . . . . . . . . ... ...
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and Error vs. Iterations for
Helmholtz problem. . . . . . . . . . . .. ... ...
Comparison between h and p versions: Error vs. DOF. . . . . .. . .. ..
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and Error vs. Iterations for
elliptic problem with variable coefficients. . . . . . .. . .. ... ... ...
Mesh imposed on domain 2 containing 24 brick elements . . . . . . . . ..
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and Error vs. Iterations for
elliptic problem on L-shaped domain. . . . . . . . .. .. ... .. .....
Error as a function of W for different values of h for general elliptic (non
self-adjoint) problem. . . . . . . . ...
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and Error vs. Iterations for
general elliptic (non self-adjoint) problem. . . . . .. .. .. ... .. ...
The domain Q") containing a vertex singularity. . . . . . .. .. ... ...
Geometric mesh imposed on Q) and elements after mapping. . . . . . . .
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. N, Error vs. Nyy and Error vs. Iterations for
Poisson equation containing a vertex singularity. . . . . . . . .. .. .. ..
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. N, Error vs. Ng,¢ and Error vs. Iterations for
mixed problem containing a vertex singularity. . . . . . . .. ... ... .
The domain Qge) containing an edge singularity. . . . . .. .. .. ... ..
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. N, Error vs. Ng,¢ and Error vs. Iterations for
Laplace equation containing an edge singularity. . . . . . . . .. ... ...
The domain Q;e) containing an edge singularity. . . . . . .. .. ... ...
Geometric mesh imposed on Q;e). .......................
Error vs. p, Iterations vs. N, Error vs. Ny,y and Error vs. Iterations for
mixed problem containing an edge singularity. . . . . . . .. .. ... ...

The domain Q=€ . . .

145

14

149

149

15

15

15¢

155

15

15

15

160

16

16:

16

165

16

167

16




LIST OF FIGURES

xvii

6.23 Geometrical mesh imposed on

v—€

) and the elements after mapping. . . .

6.24 Error vs. p, Iterations vs. N, Error vs. Ng,s and Error vs. Iterations for

B.1
B.2
B.3
B4
B.5
B.6
C.1
C.2
C.3
C4
C.5
C.6
C.7

D.1
D.2
D.3
D4
D.5
D.6
D.7
D.8
D.9

Poisson equation containing a vertex-edge singularity. . . . . . . . . . . ..
Interior common boundary face Iy, =T77° .. ... ... ... ... ..
The face I B o e e e
The face f;;e ..................................
Interior common boundary face I';, , =177 ... ... ... ... ...
The face I I R T T
The face I Ml e e
The element ] and the master cube. . . . . . ... ... ...
Image of €0)° in y-variables. . . . . . ... ... 0L
The function r(ys). . . . . . . . .
The function s(y3). . . . .« . . .
The element Q}’_e. ...............................
Faces frand fo. . . . . . . .o
Sides s;,7 = 1,---,12 and faces f;,i = 1,---,6 of a typical element in

vertex-edge neighbourhood. . . . . . . . . ... 000000
A common face in the interior of the edge neighbourhood in z§ — x§ plane.
7, image of 4, in z—coordinates. . . . . . . . . ...
A common face in the interior of the edge neighbourhood in z§ — x§ plane.
5, image of 4, in z—coordinates. . . . . . . . .. .. ... ..
Division of ﬁfn into smaller rectangles. . . . . ... ...
The face I, ; of the boundary element Q7. . . . ... ... ....... ..
The face Iy, , of the boundary element Q7 .. . . .. ... ... ... .. ..
The edge 7. . . . .« . L
Theedge . . . . o . o

16







List of Tables

1.1

5.1

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4
6.5
6.6
6.7
6.8

6.9
6.10

6.11

6.12

Weight functions w;(x) used in the method of residual and the method
produced. . . . . ..

Condition number s as a function of W . . . . . . . . . ... ..

Performance of the p—version for Laplace equation with Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions . . . . . ... L

Performance of the p—version for Poisson equation with homogeneous

boundary conditions . . . . .. .. ...

Performance of the p—version for Poisson equation with mixed boundary

conditions . . . . . ...
Performance of the h—version for Helmholtz problem . . . . . . . .. ..
Performance of the p—version for Helmholtz problem on Mesh 2 . . . . .
Performance of the p—version for elliptic problem with variable coefficients
Performance of the p—version for elliptic problem on L-shaped domain .

Performance of the p—version on different meshes for general elliptic (non
self-adjoint) problem with variable coefficients . . . . . . ... ... ...
Performance of the p—version for non self-adjoint problem. . . . . . . ..
Performance of the h — p version for Dirichlet problem on Q(*) containing
a vertex singularity. . . . . ... ... oo
Performance of the h — p version for mixed problem on Q® containing a
vertex singularity. . . . . ... ..o

Performance of the h — p version for Laplace equation on Q?’. ......

123

143

14

146

148

148

150

153

155

156

159

16

163




XX LIST OF TABLES

6.13 Performance of the method for Laplace equation with mixed boundary
conditions on Qée) containing an edge singularity. . . . . . ... ... ..
6.14 Performance of the method for Poisson equation on ("¢ containing a

vertex-edge singularity. . . . . . ... ... 0oL

166

169




Chapter 1

Introduction

Many stationary phenomena in science and engineering are modelled by elliptic boundary
value problems for instance, the elasticity problem on polyhedral domains. Usually we do
not have a closed form solution of the problem. So we frequently require the numerical
solution of these problems. In structural mechanics the physical domain often has edges,
vertices, cracks and interface between different materials. It is well known that the so-
lutions of these problems develop singularities due to the presence of corners and edges
in a three-dimensional domain. In the presence of singularities, the standard numerical
methods such as finite element method (FEM) and finite difference method (FDM) fail
to provide accurate solutions and efficiency of computations. The situation is even worse
if the singularity is more severe, for example, a vertex-edge singularity. As a result the
approximation becomes difficult and inefficient and the conventional numerical methods
yield poor convergence results for solutions to these problems. In order to have reliable
and economical approximate solutions with optimal rate of convergence, it is desirable to

find efficient and accurate numerical techniques.

We propose h — p Spectral Element Methods for Three Dimensional Elliptic
Problems on Non-smooth Domains using Parallel Computers. In this chapter,
we give a brief review of the existing numerical methods for such problems and discuss

their computational complexity.



2 Introduction

1.1 Spectral Methods

Spectral Element Methods (SEM) are a class of spatial discretizations that can be utilized
for solving partial differential equations. Spectral methods are one of the most accurate
methods for solving partial differential equations, among others namely Finite Difference
Methods (FDM) and Finite Element Methods (FEM).

Spectral methods are considered as higher order finite element methods due to their
so called spectral/exponential accuracy and use of high order polynomials for computing
numerical solution. The very high accuracy of spectral methods allows us to treat prob-
lems which would require an enormous number of grid points by finite difference or finite
element methods with much fewer degrees of freedom.

Spectral methods were proposed by Blinova [25] and first implemented by Silber-
man [80], but abandoned in the mid-1960s. Orszag [70] and Eliasen et al. [40] resurrected
them again. The formulation of the theory of modern spectral methods was first presented
in the monograph by Gottlieb and Orszag [44] for the numerical solution of partial dif-
ferential equations. Multi-dimensional discretizations were formulated as tensor products
of one-dimensional constructs in separable domains. Since then spectral methods were
extended to a broader class of problems and thoroughly analyzed in the 1980s and entered
the mainstream of scientific computation in the 1990s. The text book of Canuto et al. [27]
focuses on fluid dynamics algorithms and includes both practical as well as theoretical as-
pects of global spectral methods. A companion book Spectral Methods, Fundamentals in
Single Domains by Canuto et al. [28] is focused on the essential aspects of spectral meth-
ods on separable domains. The book Spectral/hp Element Methods for Computational
Fluid dynamics, by Karniadakis and Sherwin [55], deals with many important practical
aspects of computations using spectral methods and summarizes the recent research in
the subject. In the latest book by Bochev and Gunzburger [26] the least-squares finite
element method (LSFEM) for elliptic problems have been described.

The first practitioners of spectral methods were meteorologists studying global weather
modelling and fluid dynamicists investigating isotropic turbulence. The original idea was

to use truncated Fourier series to approximate the (smooth) solution when the problem
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was specified with (mostly) periodic boundary conditions. In order to tackle problems
with more general boundary conditions (Dirichlet or Neumann type), the set of (algebraic)
polynomials replaced the set of truncated series, but the characterization of the unique
discrete function that would provide the numerical solution was still achieved following

the original strategy.

The key components for spectral methods are the trial functions (also called the expan-
sion or approximating functions) and the test functions (also known as weight functions).
The trial functions, which are linear combinations of suitable trial basis functions, are
used to provide the approximate representation of the solution. The test functions are
used to ensure that the differential equation and some boundary conditions are satisfied
as closely as possible by the truncated series expansion. This is achieved by minimizing,
with respect to a suitable norm, the residual produced by using the truncated expansion
instead of the exact solution. For this reason they may be viewed as a special case of the
method of weighted residuals (Finlayson and Scriven, [41]). An equivalent requirement
is that the residual satisfy a suitable orthogonality condition with respect to each of the
test functions. From this perspective, spectral methods may be viewed as a special case

of Petrov-Galerkin methods (Zienkiewicz and Cheung 93], Babuska and Aziz [6]).

The most frequently used approximation functions (trial functions) are trigonometric
polynomials, Chebyshev polynomials, and Legendre polynomials. Generally, trigonomet-
ric polynomials are used for periodic problems whereas Chebyshev and Legendre polyno-
mials for non-periodic problems. Laguerre polynomials are used for problems on semi-

infinite domains and Hermite polynomials for problems on infinite domains.

Boyd [24] contains a wealth of detail and advise on spectral algorithms and is an
especially good reference for problems on unbounded domains and in cylindrical and
spherical co-ordinate systems. A thorough analysis of the theoretical aspect of spectral

methods for elliptic equations was provided by Bernardi and Maday [23].
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1.2 Types of Spectral Methods

Spectral methods can be broadly classified into two categories: the pseudo-spectral or
collocation methods and the Galerkin methods [55]. The choice of the trial functions
distinguishes between the three early versions of spectral methods, namely, the collocation,

Galerkin and tau versions [28§].

1.2.1 Collocation method

In the collocation approach the test functions are translated Dirac delta-functions centered
at special, so-called collocation points. This approach requires the differential equation to
be satisfied exactly at the collocation points. Of course the choice of the set of collocation
points is of fundamental importance for the accuracy of the method and the number
of collocation points must be equal to the dimension of the space of approximation.
Otherwise, the problem could, in general, be over- or under-specified. The collocation
points for both the differential equations and the boundary conditions are usually the
same as the physical grid points. The most effective choice for the grid points are those
that correspond to quadrature formulae of maximum precision.

The collocation approach appears to have been first used by Slater [83] and by Kan-
torovic [54] in specific applications. Frazer et al. [42] developed it as a general method
for solving ordinary differential equations. They used a variety of trial functions and an
arbitrary distribution of collocation points. The work of Lanczos [62] established for the
first time that a proper choice of trial functions and distribution of collocation points is
crucial to the accuracy of the solution. The earliest applications of the spectral colloca-
tion method to partial differential equations were made for spatially periodic problems by
Kreiss and Oliger [59] (who called it the Fourier method) and Orszag [71] (who termed
it pseudo-spectral). Here we choose different spaces of test functions and trial functions.

We approximate u by
N
u(e) = 3 a6 (a) (11)
i=0

where {¢;}, is the space of trial functions.
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We let the space of test functions {t;}, be different and impose the orthogonality condition
(Lun, ;) =0 for all 4. (1.2)

Now if we choose ¢, = §(x — ;) for a suitably chosen set of points {z;}, we obtain the

set of equations

(Lun)(z;) =0 for all 4. (1.3)

The points x; are chosen as the quadrature points of a Gaussian integration formula.

1.2.2 Galerkin method

The Galerkin approach [43], enjoys the aesthetically pleasing feature that the trial and
the test functions are the same, and the discretization is derived from a weak form of the
mathematical problem. The test functions are, therefore, infinitely smooth functions that
individually satisfy some or all of the boundary conditions. The differential equation is
enforced by requiring that the integral of the residual times each test function be zero,
after some integration-by-parts, accounting in the process for any remaining boundary
conditions. Finite element methods customarily use this approach. Moreover, the first
serious application of spectral methods to PDE’s — that of Silberman [80] for meteorolog-
ical modeling — was a Galerkin method. The basic idea is to assume that the unknown

function u(x) can be approximated by a sum of N + 1 basis functions ¢, (z):

N
uy(z) = a;¢4(x). (1.4)
i=0
When this series is substituted into the equation

Lu(x) = f(x) (1.5)

where L is a differential (or integral) operator, the result is the so-called residual function
defined by
RN (2) = Luy(x) — f(x). (1.6)

Since the residual function R¥ (z; a;) is identically equal to zero for the exact solution, the

challenge is to choose the series coefficients {a, } so that the residual function is minimized.
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1.2.3 Tau method

The spectral tau methods, introduced by Lanczos [62], are similar to Galerkin methods
in the way differential equation is enforced. However, none of the test functions need
satisfy the boundary conditions. Hence, a supplementary set of equations is used to
apply boundary conditions. Tau methods may be viewed as a special case of the so-
called Petrov-Galerkin method and are applicable to problems with nonperiodic boundary

conditions.

1.3 Spectral Methods on Non-smooth Domains

We now present a brief summary of the Section Non-Smooth Domains in the Chapter
Diffusion Equation of |55].

Unlike finite element and finite difference methods, the order of convergence of spectral
methods is not fixed and it is related to the maximum regularity (smoothness) of the
solution. Spectral methods give exponential or spectral convergence if the solution is very
smooth, i.e. possessing a high degree of regularity. In practice, exponential convergence
implies that as the number of collocation points is doubled, the error in the numerical
solution decreases by at least two orders of magnitude and not a fixed factor as in low-order
methods. However, this fast convergence is easily lost if the solution has finite regularity
or if the domain is irregular. For example, the solution of a Helmholtz/Poisson’s equation
may be singular [46].

This singularity in the solution may arise due to non-smooth domains or due to discon-
tinuity in the boundary conditions, or in the specified data (e.g. forcing). Here as in [46],
we assume that all the data, as well as the boundary conditions, are smooth/analytic
and that singularities are only due to non-smoothness of the domain. First derivatives
are unbounded when the angle is reflexive or convex, and the second derivatives are un-
bounded when the angle is acute or obtuse. In this case, not only the fast convergence
of spectral /hp discretization be destroyed, but also the numerical solution obtained (with

any standard method) may be erroneous. In general, theoretical results in three dimen-
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sions for vertex, edge and combined vertex-edge singularities are more difficult to obtain,
but work by Guo, Babuska and others [12-16, 51, 52] has addressed these issues.

To proceed further, we consider the domain shown in Figure[L.Tlwith the corner located
at the origin and with one side of the corner aligned along z; axis, while the other is at an
angle am, 0 < a < 2, in the counterclockwise direction. The solution in polar coordinates

may be expressed as
u(r, 6) o< ¢ (8)x(r).

Here ((#) is an analytic function and x(r) is a smooth cut-off function. In this case, it

Figure 1.1: Computational domain {2 containing a corner of angle § = am.

is known that the spectral element solution (r,#) computed with polynomial order p in

each element, satisfies

[lu(r,0) —a(r,0)[|; < Cp~—,

where € > 0 and the exponent § depends on the angle. For many problems 5 = 1/«
(where 6 = ar), and thus the convergence rate lies between O(p~!) and O(p~2).
There are three main methods that allow us to recover, if not exponential, at least

very high accuracy for most elliptic problems. They make use of the following:
1. The method of gradual hA-refinement.

2. The Method of Auxiliary Mapping (MAM) or Conformal mapping to smooth out

the singularity.

3. Use of extra basis functions that contain the form of singularity referred to as space

enrichment methods. These require knowledge of eigenpair representation of the
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solution.

1.3.1 Gradual h refinement

This approach requires the application of good discretization strategy which is usually
done using radial or geometrically refined meshes (see [19]) and quasi-uniform meshing.
A geometric progression has been found to be effective with a ratio of (v/2 —1)? ~ 0.17,
independent of the strength g of the singularity [48, 81]. However, in practice a value of

0.15 is typically adopted.

1.3.2 Method of auxiliary or conformal mapping

Babuska and Oh [17] introduced a new approach called the Method of Auxiliary Map-
ping (MAM), to deal with two dimensional elliptic boundary value problems containing
corner singularities. In two dimensions the method adopts an auxiliary mapping of the
type ¢(z) = 2'/® that maps a region where the solution is singular to a region where the
transformed solution has a higher regularity. Thus, on the mapped domain true solution
has better approximation properties. The method gives highly accurate numerical solu-
tions without destroying the standard band structure of FEM and without increasing the
number of degrees of freedom. The mapping is determined by the known nature of the
singularity in such a way that the exact solution of lower regularity can be transformed
to a function of higher regularity. The MAM, implemented in the p-version of the FEM,
has proven to be successful in dealing with all prominent singularities arising in the two
dimensional case |17, 165, 168, 69]. Benchmark comparisons with other well known numer-
ical methods, reported in [65], show that MAM is more efficient than other numerical
methods.

The MAM was successfully extended and implemented for elliptic PDEs on non-
smooth domains in R® by Guo and Oh [52] and Lee et al. [63]. However, unlike the
two dimensional case, in R? there are three different types of singularities, the vertex,
the edge and the vertex-edge. The solutions of three dimensional elliptic problems are

anisotropic in the neighbourhoods of edges and vertex-edges. Thus, the MAM techniques



1.3 Spectral Methods on Non-smooth Domains 9

in three dimensions are different from the two dimensional counterpart in theory as well
as computation strategies. The numerical results for the Poisson equations containing the
vertex, the edge and the vertex-edge singularities provided in [52, 163] show the effective-
ness of the MAM in three dimensions.

We will now describe the method of auxiliary mapping for three different equations,
namely Laplace, Poisson and Helmholtz equation in two and three dimensional domains.
Laplace equation in two-dimensional domains
Let us consider Laplace’s equation Au = 0 with homogeneous boundary conditions, i.e.
u = 0 on 0f). In general, in the neighbourhood of the corner, the solution can be expressed

as [57]

u(r,0) = apdy(r,0) (1.7)
k=0

where the coefficients a; are determined by the boundary conditions and

rk/esin (£) E is not an integer
o(r,0) = @ ¢ (1.8)
rk/o [lnrsin (% + 6 cos (g)] , g is an integer .

For homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions the sin term is replaced by cos (k/af),
and for a problem with Dirichlet condition on one side and Neumann condition on the
other side, it is replaced by sin {(k/a)(0/2)}. Assuming that the logarithmic term does
not contribute to the solution, the mapping z = £, where z = re??, a = 7/w (here

w=sectoral angle), shown in Figure [[.2] makes the transformed solution analytic in terms

of the new variables, thus

Figure 1.2: Auxiliary mapping of a domain containing a corner to a domain with no

corners.
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u(r,8) = Zakrk/a sin <£) = u(p, ) = ;Gk/}k sin(ko).

k=0
For the spectral/hp element discretization this method was first implemented in |17)].
Laplace equation in three-dimensional domains
The solution of the Laplace equation in three dimensions, in the vicinity of the singu-
larities, can be decomposed into three different forms, depending whether it is in the
neighbourhood of a wvertexr, an edge or wvertex-edge (an intersection of the vertex and
edge). A three dimensional domain €2, is shown in Figure [[L3] which contains typical

three-dimensional singularities. Vertex singularities arise in the neighbourhoods of the

Ag Ag
A
2
A7
A E12
6
Ao
A
Al 3 /A3
A, As
A A1

Figure 1.3: Typical three-dimensional singularities.

vertices A;, and edge singularities arise in the neighbourhoods of the edges E;; (E;; is
the edge joining vertices A; and A;). Close to the vertex-edge intersection, vertex-edge
singularities arise. We assume that {2 contains only straight edges, for curved edges, we
refer to [32].

Neighbourhoods of singularities caused by non-smoothness of domain

First, we give a brief introduction to the neighbourhoods of vertices, edges and vertex-
edges. We shall give a complete description of each of them in Chapter 2. Throughout, we
shall assume that, (x, z2,x3), (p, 0, ¢) and (r,0, z) denote the usual Cartesian, spherical
and cylindrical coordinates respectively of points in 2.

Let I';, i € T ={1,2,---,1} be the (open) faces, E;; =I'; NI'; be the edges and Ay,
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ke K ={1,2,---, K} be the vertices of 2. We also denote a vertex by v and an edge
by e. Without loss of generality, we assume that the vertex v is located at the origin and
the edge coincides with the positive z-axis.

By ¢ we denote an edge-neighbourhood of the edge e = {(r, 0, z)|r = 0,0 < z < [.} of
length [., which is defined by

Q={(r,0,2) €e QU< r<ed,<z<l.—0}. (1.9)

Here € < 1 and 6, < 1 are selected so that Q¢ N T; = () for those faces I'; which do not
contain the edge e.

Consider a neighbourhood €2, of the vertex v(=the origin) defined by

Q) ={(p,8,0) € Qp < pu}.

Here 0 < p, < 1 is chosen so that €27 has a void intersection with those edges which do
not pass through the vertex v. Now we decompose (2} "into a vertex neighbourhood and
several vertex-edge neighbourhoods. We define, a vertex-edge neighbourhood of the vertex
v and edge e as:

07 = {(p,9,0) € 9,10 < ¢ < ¢}

—v—ej —v—eg

where, 0 < ¢, and p, < 1 are selected so that (2 REY = v for distinct edges e; and
es having v as a common vertex.
A wvertex-neighbourhood, 2V, of the vertex v is defined by
=\ o, (1.10)
€€
where, £ denote the set of all edges passing through the vertex v.
Intensities of vertex, edge and vertex-edge singularities
We now give a short outline of the singular solution decomposition in the neighbourhood
of a vertex, an edge, or at a vertex-edge intersection. For corresponding computational
results see [52, 163, 91]. For simplicity, we assume that in the vicinity of vertices or edges

of interest, homogeneous boundary conditions are imposed. The following asymptotic

expansions of the true solution are known:
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Vertex singularities
In a vertex neighbourhood Qv of the vertex v, the solution has the vertex singularity and

admits an expansion of the form

/)7 ¢7 Zalpwhl _'_U(pv ¢7 0) ) (111>

where (p, ¢, 0) denotes usual spherical coordinates with origin at the vertex v, v(p, ¢,0) €
H?(Q), hi(¢,0) are analytic functions of ¢ and # and are referred to as vertex eigenfunc-
tions, and ~; is a positive real number (see [21, 45, 46]). In other words, in QV, the true
solution has a singularity of type p*', where \; < 1.

Edge singularities

In an edge neighbourhood 2¢ of the edge e, the solution has the edge singularity and can

be decomposed as follows:

u(r, 0, z) A (2)7 B (0) + 0(7, 0, 2) | (1.12)

M:

m=1

where (1,0, z) denotes usual cylindrical coordinates, and the functions a,,(z) are analytic
in 2. The functions v(r, 0, z) € H*(Q°), h,,(0) are also analytic and h,,(6) are referred to
as edge eigenfunctions (see |21, 145, I88]). In other words, in ¢, the true solution has a
singularity of type r*2, where \y < 1.

Vertex-edge singularities

The most complicated decomposition of the solution arises in the case of a vertex-edge
intersection. For example, let us consider the neighbourhood where the edge e approaches
the vertex v. The resulting vertex-edge neighbourhood is denoted by Q7€ and the
solution has a singularity caused by the combination of edges and a vertex and has an

expansion of the form

u(p, ¢,9) Z (Za P+ fon )) (sin )7 g, (6)

L
+) ap (¢, 0) +v(p, 6,0) | (1.13)
=1

where the functions f,,(p) are analytic in p, and ¢,,(0), hi(¢,0) and v(p, ¢,0) € H?(Q"7¢)

are also analytic (see [45-47, 188]). That is, in Q"¢ the true solution has a singularity of
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type p*3(sin ¢)*, where A3 < 1 and M\, < 1.
Poisson equation
The situation becomes more complicated when a forcing function is introduced as in

Poisson’s equation
—Au = f(x).

The convergence achieved through auxiliary mapping is no better than algebraic because
the solution may not be analytic after the mapping. Typically, we decompose the solution
into a homogeneous part u*, which has the singularity, and a particular part «”, which
depends on the forcing. Complications arise due to particular part since, even if it is
smooth in the original domain, it may be singular after the transformation. For instance,

consider the following transformed equation which has a singular forcing function

Given the O(p~2®) singularity, the spectral element convergence is of the order O(p=**~¢)

for any € > 0. In order to enhance the convergence, we separate the two contributions so
that we have an analytic contribution in the z-plane and an analytic contribution in the
¢-plane.

Helmholtz equation

For the Helmholtz equation
Au— A u = f(z),\>0,

the conformal mapping is an effective way of improving convergence, although exponential
convergence cannot be fully recovered. The auxiliary mapping z = £*, a =w/7m, 0 < o <

2 converts the Helmholtz equation to
AU - )\a2p2a—2u — a2p2a—2f )

In terms of the original variables, the solution around the corner is
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for k/a not an integer, where I(z) represent the modified Bessel function of the first kind.

After application of the mapping, the solution has the form

0) = Z ap" sin(k6) Z c;p*le
k=0 Jj=0

with a leading singular term of order p'*2®. Therefore, the estimated convergence rate is
O(p~27127¢) which in practise, is adequately fast, though algebraic.

Similar to the Poisson equation, in three dimension there are three different types of
singularities namely, the vertex, the edge and the combined vertex-edge. Furthermore,
solutions of elliptic problems are anisotropic in the neighbourhood of edges and vertex-
edges. However, it is possible to obtain explicitly the form of such singularities |51,
and thus the auxiliary mapping technique can be effectively used in three dimensions.
The difference is that specific auxiliary mappings are required to handle each type of
singularity. Lee et al. [63] have obtained and implemented these mappings successfully for
treating all three types of singularities. The effectiveness of this method was demonstrated
on two polyhedral domains. The results with the mapping method were superior to those
obtained with the p-version of FEM [81] or other low-order methods.

Singular Basis
An alternative approach to using the auxiliary mapping is to use a set of supplementary
basis functions which have the leading behavior of the singularity in conjunction with the

smooth basis ®4(x). For the Helmholtz equation the leading-order singular terms are
rl/o‘,r2/°‘(a > 1/2),7"3/0‘(& >1),---,

which can be included into the expansion basis. However, we can do even better by
supplementing the standard basis in the mapped domain. The transformed solution is

then

Zak[k/a VAp®) sin(ke) :ZZb Fr2legin(ke), (1.14)

k=1 1=0

and thus the leading singularities are weaker, i.e.,

p1+2a’ p2+2a(a > 1/2)7 p1+4a’ .
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A comparison of the effect of adding supplementary basis terms in the original and the
transformed domain is given in |53, [73]. It has been shown in |[73] that with one or two
terms included in the transformed domain, a very fast convergence is obtained. To achieve
the exponential accuracy we need to include higher order terms but in the limiting case the
system becomes ill-conditioned as the augmented basis {®1, Po, -+, Py, 1,02, , om}
is nearly linearly dependent if many singular functions are used and as a result the stiffness
matrix is ill-conditioned.
FEigenpair representation: Steklov formulation
A more recent method that treats singular solutions of both scalar and vector elliptic
problems in the neighbourhood of corners was presented for two-dimensional domains by
Yosibash and Szabé [82,192] and for three-dimensional domains by Yosibash in [90, [91].
As we have already seen, such singular solutions are characterized by the form u = r°h(f)
close to the corner.

Let us illustrate the basic characteristics of the solution to the Laplace problem over
a two-dimensional domain as shown in Figure The Laplace equation over {25, with

Dirichlet boundary conditions on its boundary, is cast in cylindrical coordinates as follows:

2 2
Ou L0u 10w o g, (1.15)

M=Ga e T o

The solution in the vicinity of the singular point is sought by separation of variables. We
denote by h*(f) and h~(6) the functions associated with the positive and negative values
of 3 respectively. Although for the Laplace equation h*(6) = h™(0), for a general elliptic
equation this is not the case. Thus, the solution to (ILI5) admits the expansion

w= D e hE0) 1 (0) = sin(56), with = . (1.16)
where ; and h;(0) denote eigenpairs, and these are determined uniformly by the geometry
and boundary conditions in the neighbourhood of the singular point. Notice that if §5; < 1
then the corresponding ith term in the expansion ([L.I6]) for Vu is unbounded as r — 0.
We say that u is singular at 0 if Vu tends to infinity as » — 0. The solution w in (L.16])

is therefore singular at 0 if a > 1 for ¢ = 1,..., finitely many. The coefficients a; depend
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on the boundary conditions away from the singular points as well as the forcing term in
the Poisson equation.

For general singular points, analytical computation of eigenpairs is not practical, and
numerical approximations are usually sought. One of the most robust and efficient meth-
ods for the computation of eigenpairs is the modified Steklov method, developed by Yosi-
bash [91] and Yosibash and Szabé [92].

1.3.3 Advantages and applications of spectral methods: A sur-

vey

We now briefly describe important features of spectral methods that should be considered

in their formulation and application [44].

1. Rate of convergence : If the solution to a problem is analytic then a properly de-
signed spectral method gives exponential accuracy in contrast to FDM and FEM
which yield finite-order rates of convergence. The important consequence is that
spectral methods can achieve high accuracy with little more resolution than is re-

quired to achieve moderate accuracy in FDM and FEM.

2. Efficiency : In order to be useful the spectral method should be as efficient as dif-
ference methods with comparable number of degrees of freedom. The development
of collocation (pseudospectral) and Galerkin methods permits spectral methods to
be implemented with comparable efficiency to that of FDM with the same num-
ber of independent degrees of freedom. As the required accuracy increases, the

attractiveness of spectral methods increase.

3. Boundary conditions : The mathematical features of spectral methods follow very
closely those of the partial differential equation being solved. Thus the bound-
ary conditions imposed on spectral approximations are normally the same as those
imposed on the differential equation. In contrast, FDM of higher order than the

differential equation require additional “boundary conditions”. Many of the com-
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plications of finite-order FDM disappear with the infinite-order-accurate spectral

methods.

Another aspect of the treatment of boundary conditions by spectral methods is their

high resolution of boundary layers. For details we refer to [44, [72].

Bootstrap estimation of accuracy : It is often possible to estimate the accuracy of
spectral computations by examination of the shape of the spectrum. Thus, in com-
putations of three-dimensional incompressible flows at high Reynolds numbers, the
mean-square vorticity spectrum must not increase abruptly at large wave numbers.
If the vorticity spectrum decreases smoothly to zero as wave number increases, it is
safe to infer that the calculation is accurate. On the other hand, similar criteria for

finite-difference methods can be misleading.

Let us now survey some applications of spectral methods. We shall classify the method

according to geometry and boundary conditions.

1.

Periodic boundary conditions in Cartesian coordinates : Here Fourier series should
be used. Spectral methods have been regularly used in three-dimensions to simulate
homogeneous turbulence using high resolution codes. Most operational codes now

use pseudospectral methods because aliasing errors are usually small.

. Rigid boundary conditions in Cartesian coordinates : Use of Chebyshev or Legen-

dre polynomials is appropriate is this case. Typical applications include numerical

studies of turbulent shear flows and boundary layer transition.

Rigid boundary conditions in Cylindrical geometry : Chebyshev or Legendre poly-
nomials should be used in radial, Fourier series in angular, and either Fourier or

Chebyshev series in the axial direction (depending on boundary conditions).

Problems in spherical geometry : Here surface harmonic expansions, generalized

Fourier series, and “associated” Chebyshev expansions all have attractive features.

Semi-in finite or infinite geometry : In this case Chebyshev expansions are best

if the domain can be mapped or truncated to a finite domain without serious error.
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There are two cases to be considered: additional boundary conditions may or may
not be required at “infinity”. If additional boundary conditions, such as radiation
or outflow boundary conditions, must be imposed on the truncated domain, then
they should also be applied to the spectral method. On the other hand, if map-
ping without additional boundary conditions does not introduce a singularity in the
exact equations, no boundary conditions at “infinity” are required in the spectral

approximation.

1.3.4 Limitations of spectral methods

The drawbacks of spectral methods are four fold.

1. The main drawback is their inability to handle complex geometries. Different strate-
gies are, however, possible to overcome this difficulty. The idea to couple domain
decomposition techniques to the spectral discretization has been successful in over-

coming this drawback (S. A. Orszag [72]).
2. They are usually more difficult to program than finite difference methods.

3. They are more costly per degrees of freedom than other low-order methods.

1.4 Finite Element Method

The Finite Element Method (FEM) is one of the most widely used numerical methods
for obtaining approximate solutions to a large variety of engineering problems. Although
originally developed for numerical solution of complex problems in structural mechanics,
it has since been extended and applied to the broad field of continuum mechanics. Though
the term finite element was first coined by Clough [30] in 1960 in a paper on plane elasticity
problems; the ideas of finite element analysis date back much further and can be traced
back to the work by Alexander Hrennikoff (1941) and Richard Courant (1942). In the

early 1960s, engineers used the method for approximate solutions of problems in a wide
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variety of engineering problems such as stress analysis, fluid flow, heat transfer, and other
areas. The first book on the FEM by Zienkiewicz and Chung [93] was published in 1967.

The underlying premise of the method states that a complicated domain can be sub-
divided into a series of smaller regions in which the differential equations are approx-
imately solved. By assembling the set of equations for each region, the behavior over
the entire problem domain is determined. Each region is referred to as an element and
the process of subdividing a domain into a finite number of elements is referred to as
discretization. Elements are connected at specific points, called nodes, and the assembly
process requires that the solution be continuous along common boundaries of adjacent
elements.

When more accuracy is needed, the finite element method has three different versions,
namely h version, p version and h — p version. In the h version, mesh size h is reduced
and polynomials of fixed degree p are used to increase accuracy. In the p version mesh
size h is kept fixed while polynomial degree p is raised. In the h — p version the mesh size
h is reduced and the polynomial degree p is raised simultaneously within the elements
either uniformly over the entire computational domain or selectively depending on the
resolution requirements.

Finite element method is a variational method of approximation, making use of global
or variational statements of physical problems and employing the Rayleigh-Ritz-Galerkin
philosophy of constructing co-ordinate functions whose linear combinations represent the
unknown solutions. It took approximately a decade before the method was recognized as
a form of the Rayleigh-Ritz method. The relation between these two techniques comes
from considering the variational form of a given problem. For instance, the quadratic

functional
Fu) = /0 [p(x) (' (2))? + q(z) (u(2))? = 2f (x)u(z)]dz (1.17)

has a minimum with respect to a variation in u(x) given by the Euler equation

- 1 (40 ™2 + g(ohute) = o). (118)

Therefore, instead of solving for (I.I8) to determine u(z), an alternative but equivalent
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way is to find u(x) which minimizes the functional (I.I7).

The Rayleigh-Ritz idea approximates the solution by a finite number of functions
u(z) = SN, a;®;(x) to determine the unknown weights «;, which minimize the functional
(LI7). In the FEM the solution is also approximated by a finite number of functions,
which are typically local in nature as opposed to the global functions used in the Rayleigh-
Ritz approach. However, the starting point for a finite element method is the differential
equation ([LI8)), which is formulated into an integral form (also known as Galerkin for-
mulation) so that the problem reduces to an algebraic system of equations which can be
solved numerically. This connection between the two methods was made when it was
realized that the integral form of the FEM was exactly same as the functional form used
in the Rayleigh-Ritz method.

This relation between the FEM and Rayleigh-Ritz method was very significant and
it made the finite element technique mathematically respectable. A more general for-
mulation is possible using the method of weighted residuals which leads to the standard

Galerkin formulation.

1.4.1 Method of weighted residuals

The origin of the Method of Weighted Residuals (MWR) dates back prior to development
of the finite element method. The method illustrates how the choice of different test (or
weight) functions may be used to produce many commonly used numerical methods for
solving differential equations.

Suppose we have a linear differential operator £ acting on a function u as follows:
L(u(x)) = f(x) forx € Q.

We wish to approximate u by a function @, which is a linear combination of basis functions

chosen from a linearly independent set. That is,
ur = a;; (1.19)
j=1

Now, when substituted into the differential operator, £, the result of the operations is
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not, in general, f(z). Hence an error or residual will exist. Define
R(x) = L(a(x)) = f(x). (1.20)

The notion in the MWR is to force the residual to zero in some average sense over the

domain €2. That is,
/ R(x)wj(x)dx=0,7=1,2,---,n (1.21)
Q

where the number of test functions w;(x) is exactly equal to the number of unknown
constants a; in @. The result is a set of n algebraic equations for the unknown constants
a;. Different choices of test (or weight) functions wjs give rise to different methods. A
list of most commonly used test functions and the computational method they produce
is given in Table [LITI We shall describe two of them namely the Least Squares method
and the Galerkin method below. For further details of these methods we refer to [55].

Table 1.1: Weight functions w;(x) used in the method of residual and the method pro-
duced.

Test/weight function  Type of method

w;j(x) = 0(x — x;) Collocation
w;j(x)= 1, inside Finite volume

0, outside /" (sub-domain)

wj(x) = ngj Least-squares
wj(x) = D, Galerkin
w;(x) =V, # Petrov-Galerkin

Least-squares method
The least-squares method originates from the idea of least-squares estimation developed
by Gauss. If the integral of the square of residuals is minimized, the rationale behind the

name can be seen. In other words, a minimum of

/Q R?*(x)dx
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is achieved. Therefore the weight functions for the least-squares method are just the

derivatives of the residual with respect to the unknown constants:

R
wj(x) = 87@' :
This formulation using a spectral/hp element discretization has recently increased in pop-
ularity [53, (74, [75].
Galerkin method
This method (also known as Bubnov-Galerkin method) may be viewed as a modification
of the least-squares method. Rather than using the derivative of the residual with respect
to the unknown a;, the derivative of the approximating function is used. It turns out that

the weight /test functions are same as the trial functions. That is,

ou
W) = g =B

1.4.2 Advantages of FEM

1. Finite element methods convert differential equations into matrix equations that are
sparse because only a handful of basis functions are non-zero in a given sub-interval.
Sparsity of matrix equations allows the stiffness matrix to be stored and inverted

easily thus saving a lot of computational cost.

2. In multi-dimensional problems, the sub-intervals become triangles (in 2D) or tetra-
hedra (in 3D) which can be fitted to irregularly-shaped geometries such as the shell

of an automobile etc.

3. The major advantages of the FEM over FDM and other low-order methods are its
built-in abilities to handle unstructured meshes, a rich family of element choices,

and natural handling of boundary conditions.

4. FEM can handle a wide variety of engineering problems such as problems in solid

mechanics, dynamics, fluids, heat conduction and electrostatics.
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1.4.3 Disadvantages of FEM

1. Finite element methods are not well suited for open region problems.

2. They suffer low accuracy (for a given number of degrees of freedom N) because each

basis function is a polynomial of low degree.

1.4.4 Spectral vs. finite element methods

Spectral methods are similar to finite element methods in philosophy; the major difference
is that in finite element methods we choose ®,,(z) to be local functions which are poly-
nomials of fixed degree and are non-zero only over a couple of sub-intervals. In contrast,
spectral methods use global basis functions in which @, (z) is a polynomial (or trigono-
metric polynomial) of high degree which is non-zero, except at isolated points, over the

entire computational domain.

Finite element methods convert differential equations into matrix equations that are
sparse because only a handful of basis functions are non-zero in a given sub-interval.
Spectral methods generate algebraic equations with full matrices, but in compensation,
the higher order of the basis functions give high accuracy for a given N. When fast
iterative matrix solvers are used, spectral methods can be much more efficient than FEM
or FDM methods for many classes of problems. However, they are most useful when the

geometry of the problem is fairly smooth and regular.

Spectral Element Methods gain the best of both worlds by hybridizing spectral and
finite element methods. The domain is subdivided into elements, as in finite elements, to
gain the flexibility and matrix sparsity of finite elements. At the same time, the degree of
the polynomial p in each sub-domain is sufficiently high to retain the high accuracy and

low storage of spectral methods.
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1.5 Non-conforming Methods

The formulations presented so far deal with conforming elements where vertices of ad-
joining elements coincide, and correspondingly a C° continuity condition is satisfied at
the element interfaces. However, design over complex domains often require to refine
the mesh locally. For example, to resolve the geometric singularity in a flow past a half-
cylinder it is desirable to contain the mesh refinement locally as needed and not propagate
the mesh changes globally. Such local refinement is particularly useful in increasing the
computational efficiency of direct and large eddy simulations of turbulent flows.
Non-conforming methods can be used to decompose and recompose such complex do-
mains into sub-domains without requiring the compatibility between the meshes on the
separate components. That is, we will no longer require that the vertices of the adjoining
elements coincide. Instead, we will develop a framework that allows for arbitrary connec-
tion between elements. An added advantage of this idea is that the mesh refinement can
be imposed selectively on the components where it is required. We now present a brief
summary of commonly used non-conforming methods which allow for arbitrary connection

between elements and are highly suitable for parallel implementation (for details see [55]):

Iterative patching
This formulation employs geometrically non-conforming elements but maintains C°

continuity of the global polynomial expansion.

Constrained approximation

The method of constrained approximation was introduced by Oden and his asso-
ciates 34, |67, [76] to deal with geometrically non-conforming discretizations introduced
by refinement. The main idea is to maintain C° continuity across elemental interfaces by
modifying the unconstrained basis functions appropriately. In other words, the approxi-
mation space is a constrained space which is a subset of H'(Q) for second order elliptic

problems.
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Mortar element method

In this method C° continuity is no longer imposed and new weak forms of the problem
are developed. This method was first introduced by Patera and co-workers [2, 22, 166],
who coined the term ‘mortar element methods’ because the discretization introduces a
set of functions that mortar the brick-like elements together. The method generalizes the
SEM to geometrically nonconforming partitions, to sub-domains with different resolutions
(polynomial degrees) on sub-domain interfaces and allows for the coupling of variational
discretizations of different types in non-overlapping domains, that is, the non-conformity

may be due to geometry, approximation spaces, or both.

Discontinuous Galerkin method

Similar to mortar element method we do not require C° continuity in this method.
Although original application of most discontinuous Galerkin methods (DGM) was in
solving hyperbolic problems, more recent work has led to formulations for parabolic and
elliptic problems [31]. In an effort to classify all contributions made toward the use of
discontinuous Galerkin methods for elliptic problems, Arnold et al., first in [4] and then
in more generality in 3], published a unified analysis of discontinuous Galerkin methods

for elliptic problems.

1.6 h—p/Spectral Element Methods on Parallel Com-

puters

Spectral element methods function very well on massively parallel machines. One can
assign a single large element with a high order polynomial approximation within it to
a single processor. A three dimensional element of degree N roughly has N? internal
degrees of freedom, but the number of grid points on its boundary is O(6N?). Tt is these
boundary values that must be shared with other elements i.e., other processors, so that
the numerical solution is continuous everywhere. As N increases, the ratio of internal grid

points to the boundary grid points increases, implying that more and more of the compu-
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tations are internal to the element, and the shared boundary values become smaller and
smaller compared to the total number of unknowns. This in turn implies inter-processor
communication to be small. To do the same calculation with lower order methods, one
would need roughly eight times as many degrees of freedom in three dimensions. That
would increase the inter-processor communication load by at least a factor of four.

An exponentially accurate h — p/spectral element method for solving two dimensional
general elliptic problems with mixed Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions on non-
smooth domains using parallel computers was proposed in [37-39, 84-86]. To resolve the
singularities which arise at the corners an auxiliary map of the form z = log¢ is used
along with a geometric mesh at the corners. In a neighbourhood of the corners, modified
polar coordinates (7, 0x) are used, where 7, = Inry, and (7, 0;) denote polar coordinates
with origin at the vertex A;. Away from the sectoral neighbourhoods of the corners the
usual coordinate system (x1,xs) is used.

With this mesh a numerical method was proposed as follows:

Find a solution which minimizes “the sum of the weighted squared norm of the residuals
in the partial differenital equation and the squared norm of the residuals in the boundary
conditions in fractional Sobolev norms and enforce continuity by adding a term which
measures the jump in the function and its derivatives at inter-element boundaries, in
appropriate Sobolev norms.

The method is a least-squares method and the solution can be obtained by solving the
normal equations using the preconditioned conjugate gradient method (PCGM) without
computing the mass and stiffness matrices 38,139, 186]. Let N denote the number of layers
in the geometric mesh. Then the method requires O(N In N) iterations of the PCGM to

obtain the solution to exponential accuracy.

1.7 Review of Existing Work

The h — p version of the finite element method (FEM) for elliptic problems was proposed
by Babuska and his coworkers in the mid 80ies. They unified the hitherto largely separate
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developments of fixed order “h-version FEM” in the sense of Ciarlet, which achieve con-
vergence through reduction of the mesh size h, and the so-called “spectral (or p-version)
FEM” achieving convergence through increasing polynomial order p on a fixed mesh.
Apart from unifying these two approaches, a key new feature of hp-FEM was the possi-
bility to achieve exponential convergence in terms of number of degrees of freedom N. A
method for obtaining a numerical solution to exponential accuracy for elliptic problems
in one dimension was first proposed by Babuska and Gui in [48] within the framework
of hp-FEM. Exponential convergence results were shown for the model singular solution
uw(xr) =2 —x € H}(Q) in Q = (0,1). Specifically, the error was shown to be bounded
by e_b\/m, Ngoy is the number of degrees of freedom. This result required o-geometric
meshes with a fived mesh ratio o € (0, 1) while the constant b in the convergence estimate
depends on the singularity exponent « as well as on 0. Among all o € (0, 1), the optimal

value was shown to be o,,; = (v/2 — 1)? = 0.17.

. . . _b3/N
In two dimensions, exponential convergence (an upper bound Ce /) on the error

for elliptic problems posed on polygonal domains was obtained by Babuska and Guo in
the mid 80ies in a series of landmark papers [8-10]. Key ingredients in the proof were
geometric mesh refinements towards the corners and nonuniform elemental polynomial
degrees which increase linearly with the elements’ distance from corners. We remark that
the proof of elliptic reqularity results in terms of countably normed spaces, which con-
stitutes an essential component of the exponential convergence proof, has been a major
technical achievement. This problem has also been examined by Karniadakis and Sher-
win in [55] and Pathria and Karniadakis in [55, 73] in the frame work of spectral/h — p
element methods. In [37-39, 84-86] h — p spectral element methods for solving general
elliptic problems to exponential accuracy on polygonal domains using parallel computers
were proposed. More recently the case of elliptic systems was analyzed in [60] for non-
conforming spectral element functions. Key ingredients were use of geometric mesh at
the corners and use of auxiliary mapping to remove the singularity at the corners. Com-
putational results for least-squares h — p/spectral element method for elliptic problems

on non-smooth domains with monotone singularities of the type 7 and r*log® r as well
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as the oscillating singularities of the type rsin(elogr) have been obtained in [61].
Starting in the 90ies, efforts to extend the analytic regularity and the hp-convergence
analysis of two dimensional problems to three dimensions in the frame work of finite
element methods were undertaken in [13-15, |49] and the references therein which include
related works in the subject. hp-version of discontinuous Galerkin finite element method
(hp-DGFEM) for second order elliptic problems with piecewise analytic data in three
dimensional polyhedral domains has been analyzed by Schétzau et al. [77, [78]. The

method is shown to be exponentially accurate.

1.8 Review and Outline of the Thesis

As discussed earlier, current formulations of spectral methods to solve elliptic problems on
non-smooth domains allow us to recover only algebraic convergence |28, 55]. The method
of auxiliary mapping, which yields relatively fast convergence makes use of a conformal

/@ that maps a neighbourhood of the singularity point (where

mapping of the form & = z
the true solution is singular) onto a domain where the true solution is smooth and has
better approximation properties, i.e. we smooth out the singularity that occurs at the
corners |55] using auxiliary map.

In this thesis, we propose an exponentially accurate h — p spectral element method for
elliptic problems on non-smooth polyhedral domains in R3.

In contrast to the two dimensional case, in three dimensions the character of the sin-
gularities is much more complex, not only because of higher dimension but also due to the
different nature of the singularities which are the vertex singularity, the edge singularity
and the vertex-edge singularity. Thus we have to distinguish between the behaviour of
the solution in the neighbourhoods of the vertices, edges and vertex-edges. Unlike the
two dimensional case where weighted isotropic spaces are used, in three dimensions we
have to utilize weighted anisotropic spaces because the solution is smooth along the edges
but singular in the direction perpendicular to the edges [13]. Behaviour of the solution is

even more complex at the vertices where the edges are joined together and the solution
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is not smooth along the edges too.

To overcome the singularities which arise in the neighbourhoods of the vertices, vertex-
edges and edges we use local systems of coordinates. These local coordinates are modified
versions of spherical and cylindrical coordinate systems in their respective neighbour-
hoods. Away from these neighbourhoods standard Cartesian coordinates are used in the
regular region of the polyhedron. In each of these neighbourhoods we use a geometrical

mesh which becomes finer near the corners and edges.

With this mesh we choose our approximate solution as the spectral element function
which minimizes the sum of a weighted squared norm of the residuals in the partial
differential equations and the squared norm of the residuals in the boundary conditions
in fractional Sobolev spaces and enforce continuity by adding a term which measures the
jump in the function and its derivatives at inter-element boundaries in fractional Sobolev
norms, to the functional being minimized. The Sobolev spaces in vertex-edge and edge

neighbourhoods are anisotropic and become singular at the corners and edges.

We then derive differentiability estimates with respect to these new coordinates in
the neighbourhoods of vertices, edges and vertex-edges and in the regular region of the

polyhedron where we retain standard Cartesian coordinate system.

The spectral element functions are represented by a uniform constant at all the corner
elements in vertex neighborhoods and on the corner-most elements in vertex-edge neigh-
bourhoods which are in the direction transverse to the edges of the polyhedron. At corner
elements which are in the direction of edges in vertex-edge neighbourhoods and at all the
corner elements in edge neighbourhoods the spectral element functions are represented
as one dimensional polynomials of degree W in the modified coordinates. In all other
elements in edge neighbourhoods and vertex-edge neighbourhoods the spectral element
functions are a sum of tensor products of polynomials of degree W in their respective mod-
ified coordinates. The remaining elements in the vertex neighbourhoods and the regular
region are mapped to the master cube and the spectral element functions are represented
as a sum of tensor products of polynomials of degree W in A1, Ao, and A3, the transformed

variables on the master cube.
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A stability estimate is then derived for the functional we minimize. We use the stability
estimate to obtain parallel preconditioners and error estimates for the solution of the
minimization problem. Let N denote the number of refinements in the geometrical mesh.
We shall assume that N in proportional to W. Then for problems with Dirichlet boundary
conditions the condition number of the preconditioned system is O((inW)?) provided
W = O(eM") for a < 1/2. Moreover it is shown that there exists a new preconditioner
which can be diagonalized in a new set of basis functions using separation of variables
techniques in which each diagonal block corresponds to a different element, and hence it
can easily be inverted on each element. Moreover, if the data is analytic then the error is

exponentially small in N.

For mixed problems the condition number grows like O(N?). The rapid growth of
the factor N* creates difficulties in parallelizing the numerical scheme. To overcome this
difficulty another version of the method may be defined in which we choose our spectral
element functions to be conforming on the wirebasket (union of vertices and edges) of
elements. It can be shown that a probing parallel preconditioner can be defined for the
minimization problem using the stability estimates which allows the problem to decouple.

We intend to study this in the future.

The method is essentially a least-squares collocation method and a solution can be
obtained using Preconditioned Conjugate Gradient Method (PCGM). To solve the mini-
mization problem we need to solve the normal equations for the least—squares problem.
The residuals in the normal equations can be obtained without computing and storing

mass and stiffness matrices.

For Dirichlet problems we use spectral element functions which are non-conforming
and hence there are no common boundary values. For problems with mixed boundary
conditions the spectral element functions are essentially non-conforming except that they
are continuous only at the wirebasket of the elements. Hence the cardinality of the set of
common boundary values which is equal to the values of the function at the wirebasket
of the elements is much smaller than the cardinality of the common boundary values for

the standard finite element method and so we can compute an accurate approximation
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to the Schur complement matrix. In this dissertation we examine the non-conforming
version of the method. The case when the spectral element functions are conforming on
the wirebasket will be examined in future work.

The method requires O(NInN) iterations of the PCGM to obtain the solution to
exponential accuracy and requires O(N°In(N)) operations on a parallel computer with
O(N?) processors for Dirichlet problems. However, for mixed problems it would require
O(N?) iterations of the PCGM to obtain solution to exponential accuracy and O(NT)
operations on a parallel computer with O(N?) processors.

Our method works for non self-adjoint problems too. Results of numerical simulations
for a number of model problems on non-smooth domains are presented with constant
and variable coefficients including the non self-adjoint case which confirm the theoretical
estimates obtained for the error and computational complexity.

We remark here that once we have obtained our approximate solution, consisting of
non-conforming spectral element functions, we can make a correction to the approximate
solution so that the corrected solution is conforming and the error between the corrected
and exact solution is exponentially small in N in the H! norm over the whole domain.

We now briefly describe the contents of the thesis which is divided into six chapters.

Chapter 1 provides brief descriptions of different methods, namely spectral and finite
element methods, with advantages and disadvantages. Basic properties of these

methods are discussed. An overview of the existing work is also provided.

Chapter 2 introduces the problem under consideration. We define various neighbour-
hoods of vertices, edges and vertex-edges and then derive the differentiability es-
timates and introduce the function spaces in these neighbourhoods which will be

needed in what follows. The main stability estimates are stated here.
Chapter 3 gives the proof of the stability theorem on which our method is based.

Chapter 4 presents the numerical scheme which is based on the stability estimates of

Chapter 2 and error estimates for the approximate solution are obtained.
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Chapter 5 provides preconditioning and parallelization techniques. It is shown that a
preconditioner can be defined for the quadratic form corresponding to the mini-
mization problem which allows the problem to decouple. It is also shown that there
exists another preconditioner which can be diagonalized in a new basis using the
separation of variables technique. Lastly, it briefly describes the steps to compute

the residual.

Chapter 6 gives numerical results to validate the error estimates and bounds on com-

putational complexity. We also briefly outline our plan for future work here.



Chapter 2

Differentiability and Stability

Estimates

2.1 Introduction

In this chapter we shall obtain differentiability estimates and stability estimates for a gen-
eral elliptic boundary value problem posed on a polyhedral domain with mixed Dirichlet
and Neumann boundary conditions. To resolve the singularities which arise at the corners
and edges namely, the vertex, vertex-edge and edge singularities we use geometrical meshes
which become finer near corners and edges. In the neighbourhood of vertices, vertex-edges
and edges we switch to local systems of coordinates (auxiliary mappings). In doing this
the geometrical mesh is reduced to a quasi-uniform mesh and hence Sobolev’s embedding
theorems and trace theorems for Sobolev spaces apply for functions defined on mesh ele-
ments in these new variables with a uniform constant. Away from these neighbourhoods
we retain standard Cartesian coordinates in the regular region of the polydehron. The
use of auxiliary mappings together with geometrical meshes to overcome the singularities
along corners and edges allows us to obtain the solution with exponential accuracy. We
remark that the local systems of coordinates which we use are modified versions of spher-
ical and cylindrical coordinates in the vertex and edge neighbourhoods respectively and

a hybridization of the two coordinate systems in the vertex-edge neighbourhoods.
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We now seek a solution as in [37,138,184-86] which minimizes the sum of the squares of a
weighted squared norm of the residuals in the partial differential equation and a fractional
Sobolev norm of the residuals in the boundary conditions and enforce continuity across
inter-element boundaries by adding a term which measures the sum of the squares of
the jump in the function and its derivatives at inter-element boundaries in appropriate
Sobolev norms to the functional being minimized. Since the residuals in the partial
differential equation blow up in the neighbourhoods of vertices, vertex-edges and edges,
we have to multiply these residuals by appropriate weights in various neighbourhoods.
Anisotropic Sobolev norms are used in the neighbourhoods of edges and vertex-edges. All
these computations are done using modified system of coordinates in the neighbourhoods

of corners and edges and a global coordinate system elsewhere.

The differentiability estimates are now obtained with respect to these new coordinates
in the neighbourhoods of vertices, edges and vertex-edges and in the regular region where

standard Cartesian coordinate system is used.

We use spectral element functions which are non-conforming. Let N denote the num-
ber of layers in the geometric mesh. The spectral element functions are represented by a
uniform constant at all the corner elements in vertex neighborhoods and on the corner-
most elements in vertex-edge neighbourhoods which are in the angular direction from the
edges of the domain. At remaining corner elements which are in the direction of the edges
in edge neighbourhoods and vertex-edge neighbourhoods the spectral element functions
are represented as polynomials which are functions of one variable. On elements away
from corners and edges in edge neighbourhoods and vertex-edge neighbourhoods these
spectral element functions are a sum of tensor products of polynomials in the modified
coordinates. The remaining elements in the vertex neighbourhoods and the regular re-
gion are mapped to the master cube () and the approximate solution is represented as
a sum of tensor products of polynomials of degree W in A, Ay and A3, the transformed
variables. Here W is chosen proportional to N, the number of layers. A stability estimate

is obtained on which our method is based.
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2.2 Differentiability Estimates in Modified Coordi-

nates

We consider an elliptic boundary value problem posed on a polyhedron € in R® with

mixed Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions:

Lw = F in (),

w = g% for z € T

(g—iﬁ)A = gl for z € TH, (2.1)

It is assumed that the differential operator

3

3
0
Lw(z) = Z ~ 5 (aijwg,) + Z biwg, + cw (2.2)
i,j=1 ¢

i=1

is a strongly elliptic differential operator which satisfies the Laz-Milgram conditions.
Moreover a;; = a;; for all 4,j and the coefficients of the differential operator are an-
alytic. Let I';, i € Z = {1,2,...,1}, be the faces of the polyhedron. Let D be a subset
of Z and N = Z \ D. We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions on the faces T';, i € D
and Neumann boundary conditions on the faces I';, j € . The data F, g% and ¢l' are
analytic on each open face and ¢[% is continuous on igpfi'

By H™(f)), we denote the usual Sobolev space of integer order m > 0 furnished with
the norm

lullfg@) = Y 1D%ull72)

la<m
where a = (a1, a2, 03), [a] = a1 + a2 + a3, and D*u = D D2 Dg%u = u,o1,02,05 1s the
distributional (weak) derivative of u. As usual, H*(Q) = L*(Q), H}(Q)) = {u € L*(Q) :
Du € L*(Q),u = 0on d0N}. A seminorm on H™(Q) is given by

%17”(9) = Z ||DQUH2L2(Q)-

laf=m

lu
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2.2.1 Differentiability estimates in modified coordinates in ver-

tex neighbourhoods

Let © denote a polyhedron in R3, as shown in Figure 211 Let I';, i € Z = {1,2, ..., I}, be

\Vy prgv’) nQ

B,\NQ 7
v \'%

Figure 2.1: Polyhedral domain € in R3.

the faces (open), S;,7 € J = {1,2, ..., J}, be the edges and Ax, k € K = {1,2, ..., K}, be
the vertices of the polyhedron.
We shall also denote an edge by e, where e € £ = {S1,5;,...,5;}, the set of edges,

and a vertex by v where v € V = {4;, A, ..., Ak }, the set of vertices. Let B, (v) = {z:

X3
Vertex neighbourhooc

@
AR

NV
Y

<O

X2

X1

Figure 2.2: Vertex neighbourhood €2°.

dist (x,v) < p,}. For every vertex v, p, is chosen so small that B, (v) N B, ,(v') = 0 if
the vertices v and v’ are distinct.
Now consider a vertex v which has n, edges passing through it. We shall let the x3

axis denote one of these edges. Consider first the edge e which coincides with the z3 axis.
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Let ¢ denote the angle which = = (z1, x9, 3) makes with the x3 axis. Let
Vouto(V,€) ={x € Q: 0 < dist(z,v) < py, 0 < ¢ < ¢y}
where ¢, is a constant. Let us choose ¢, sufficiently small so that

va7¢u (U7 €/> ﬂ va7¢u (U7 e//) = @

if ¢/ and e” are distinct edges which have v as a common vertex. Now we define Y, the
vertex neighbourhood of the vertex v. Let £V denote the subset of £, the set of edges,
such that &Y = {e € £ : v is a vertex of e}. Then

0" = <pr(v)\ U Vpu,m(v,e)) e

ecgv
Here p, and ¢, are chosen so that p,sin(¢,) = Z, a constant for all v € V), the set of
vertices. We now introduce a set of modified coordinates in the vertex neighbourhood €2°.

Let

P = \/$12+SL’22—|—5L’32
¢ = cos™(z3/p)

0 = tan'(zy/z1)

denote the usual spherical coordinates in 2¥. Define

Ty =¢
xy =0
s =x= Inp. (2.3)

Let w, = w(v), denote the value of w at the vertex v. By ¥ is denoted the image of
Q¥ in 2¥ coordinates. We can now state the differentiability estimates in these modified
coordinates in vertex neighbourhoods. The proof is based on the regularity results proved
by Babuska and Guo in [14]. These estimates are obtained when the differential operator
is the Laplacian. However they are valid for the more general situation examined in this

work.
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Unless otherwise stated, as in Babuska and Guo [14-16] we let w(z), w(z"~°), w(x®)
denote w(x(z?)), w(z(x'~¢)), w(x(xz®)) respectively. We shall use the same notation for
the spectral element functions w(z"), u(xz"~¢), u(z) etc. as well in the ensuing sections

and chapters.

Proposition 2.2.1. There exists a constant B, € (0,1/2) such that for all 0 < v < p,

the estimate

/ > DS (w(a®) —w,) [P da® < O (d™ml)P o) (2.4)

holds for all integers m > 1. Here C' and d denote constants and dz® denotes a volume

element in x¥ coordinates.

Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix A.1. O

2.2.2 Differentiability estimates in modified coordinates in edge

neighbourhoods

Let e denote an edge, which for convenience we assume to coincide with the x3 axis, whose
end points are the vertices v and v’ as shown in Figure 2.3l

Assume that the vertex v coincides with the origin. Let the length of the edge e
be l., §, = pycos(¢,) and §, = py cos(dy). Let (r,0,x3) denote the usual cylindrical

coordinates
0 = tan(zy/x1)
and Q¢ the edge neighbourhood
Q={reQ: d<z3<le—0y, 0<r<2}
as shown in Figure 2.3 We introduce the modified system of coordinates

i =71=lnr

x5 =x3. (2.5)
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Let Q¢ denote the image of Q¢ in z¢ coordinates. The differentiability estimates for the

% Vﬁ ! 5=p, cosa,

€ ——Edge Neighbourhood

H, Taracom,

X
v 2

Figure 2.3: Edge neighbourhood Q°.

solution w in edge neighbourhoods in these modified coordinates can now be stated.

Proposition 2.2.2. Let s(x3) = w (21, %2, T3) |(21=0,20=0)- Then

le—0, i
AT

k<m

2
dz§ < C (d™m!)? (2.6)

for all integers m > 1.

Moreover there exists a constant (. € (0,1) such that for u < Z

/ S 1 D2 (w(a) — s(@f) dat < C (@ ml)? 208 (2.7)

= al<m
Qen{ze: 2§ <lnp} o<

for all integers m > 1. Here dx® denotes a volume element in x¢ coordinates.

Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix A.2. O

2.2.3 Differentiability estimates in modified coordinates in vertex-

edge neighbourhoods

Let e denote an edge, which for convenience we assume coincides with the x3 axis, and v

a vertex which coincides with the origin.
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Then the vertex-edge neighbourhood Qv~¢ shown in Figure 2.4] is defined as
D C={xeQ: 0< <, 0<x3<9,=pyCcosdy}.

We thus obtain a set of vertex-edge neighbourhoods €2~¢ where v — e € V — &, the set

X _ .
3| Z —F\)/ sing,

6V= F\)/ cosq,

<O

X1
Figure 2.4: Vertex-edge neighbourhood V7.

of vertex-edges.

Let us introduce a set of modified coordinates in the vertex-edge neighbourhood 2°~¢

r]7¢ =1 = In(tan ¢)

ry “=(= Inx;. (2.8)

Let Q*~¢ denote the image of Qv~¢ in 2*~¢ coordinates. We can now state the differentia-

bility estimates in modified coordinates in vertex-edge neighbourhoods.

Proposition 2.2.3. Let w, = w(v), the value of w evaluated at the vertez v, and s(x3) =
w(z1, T2, T3)|(21=0,20=0)- Then there exists a constant f, € (0,1/2) such that for any

O<v <6,

Inv e 2
/ S| D sy ) —w)| gt < C@mm? 0 (20)
3

—00
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Moreover there ezists a constant B, € (0,1) such that for any 0 < a < tan¢, and

0<v <y,

/ e Z | DY, (w(a"¢) — s(xg_e))‘2 dx"~¢

~ , <
Qu-en{zv—e: 27" °<Ina, x5 °<lnv} r<m

< C (d™m))? o2(=Fe) 1 (1=280) (2.10)
for all integers m > 1. Here dx"~¢ denotes a volume element in x"~° coordinates.
Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix A.3. O

2.2.4 Differentiability estimates in standard coordinates in the

regular region of the polyhedron

Let " denote the portion of the polyhedron €2 obtained after the closure of the ver-
tex neighbourhoods, edge neighbourhoods and vertex-edge neighbourhoods have been
removed from it.

Thus let

s=-{umfuluTu U )

Then
Q" =Q\A.

We denote the regular region of the polyhedron, in which the solution w is analytic, by Q".
In Q" the standard coordinate system x = (x1,z9,x3) is retained. The differentiability

estimates in these coordinates in the regular region of the polyhedron, are now stated.
Proposition 2.2.4. The estimate

> | Dyw(x)* do < C (d™ ml)? (2.11)

qQr lal<m

holds for all integers m > 1. Here dx denotes a volume element in x coordinates.

Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix A.4. O
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2.2.5 Function spaces

We need to review a set of function spaces described in [14].
Let QV denote the vertex neighbourhood of the vertex v and p = p(x) = dist(x,v) for
x € Q¥ and B, € (0,1/2). We introduce a weight function as in [14] as follows: Define

! prrlel=t for fa] > 1
Py, (1) =
1, for |o <1

as in (2.3) of [14]. Let

2
HZUI(QU) = < ul HUHEZ;Z(Q“) = Z H(ﬁg;l D% . < 00
<k
and
2
B!, (0") = {u| we HE QM) for all k> 1 and Hq:g;fpau ) . Cdo‘a!}

denote the weighted Sobolev space and countably normed space defined on Q¥ as in [14].
Let us denote by C3 (") a countably normed space as in [14, [51] which is the set of

functions u(z) € C°(Q¥) such that for all «, |a| > 0
| D (u(z) —u(v)) | < Cd*alp~ P2 (g),

Here Q2 denotes the closure of Q. Then by Theorem 5.6 of [14], B (") C C3 (Q").
We now cite an important regularity result, viz. Theorem 5.1 of [51] for the solution

of 2.1)).

There exists a unique (weak) solution v € H*(QV) of (21) which belongs to C3 (Q") with

By € (0,1/2) satisfying

1
By >1/2= Ay, Ay = 5\/1 Tar o1 (2.12)

where v' . is the smallest positive eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the

spherical boundary S°.
Next, let ¢ denote an edge neighbourhood of Q and r = r(x) = dist(z,e) for x € Q°
and . € (0,1). Define the weight function by

@Ql( ) ,r.ﬁe-HO/‘—l’ fOl" |O{/| — Ofl + Of2 2 l
’ x —
. 1, for |a| <1
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as in (2.1) of |14]. Let

() = Sl Nl o = D || @5 Do ‘Lz <00
|a| <k (@)
and
Bmww—%weﬂ“mﬂmNMk>Zwﬂb“U*Lm)<cwm}

denote the weighted Sobolev space and countably normed space defined on ¢ as in [14].
We denote by C3_(92°), 5. € (0,1) a countably normed space as in [14, 51], the set of

functions u € C°(Q°) such that for |a| > 0

H pletertez=l po () — 40,0, x3)) < Cd*a!

HCO(Qe)

and for £k >0

H <Cd' k!,
(dx3)k CO(Qen{z: z1=w2=0})

where Q¢ denotes the closure of Q°. Then by Theorem 5.3 of [14], B3 (Q°) C C3_(Q°).

001'3)

We now cite another important regularity result, viz. Theorem 3.1 of [51] for the
solution of (2.1]).
There exists a unique (weak) solution u € H'(Q°) of (21) which belongs to C3_(92°) with

Be € (0,1) satisfying

T 4frycror, cri
/66 > 1 — Ke, ke = Awe f ' (213>

. otherwise
We

where I'y and I'y are such that I's NIy = e.
Finally, let p = p(z) and ¢ = ¢(z) for x € Q'~¢. We define a weight function by

pPerlel=l(sin(¢)) P+ 1=l for |of| = g 4+ ay > 1
q;gvl () =q pPotlal-l, for |o/| <1 < |a|
1 for |a| <

as in (2.2) of [14]. Let

< 00
L2(QU e)

k,l — 2 l
By () = ul fulle = 0 @50 D%

|a| <k
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and

B, (Q"°) = {u| we HY () V> land H@g;[eDau ‘

2
< C’do‘a!}

LQ(Qvfe)

denote the weighted Sobolev space and countably normed space defined on QV~¢ as in [14].
Let us denote by C3 _ (Q"7¢), where 8, = (Bu, ), Bs € (0,1/2) and . € (0,1),
the set of functions u(z) € C°(Q~¢) such that

H p5v+|a\—1/2 (sin ¢)Be+a1+a2—1 D? (u(x) . u((), 0, Zlfg)) HCO(Q%e) < Cd*a!
and
dk
g |2 (u(0, 0, 5) — u(v)) < Cd k!
dx?) CO(Q“*eﬂ{m: x1:m2:0})

as described in [14, |51]. Here Q*~¢ denotes the closure of 2~¢. Now by Theorem 5.9 of
[14], B3, (@) € C3,__(2"7°).

We cite one last Theorem 4.1 of [51] for the solution of (2.1).
There exists a unique (weak) solutionw € H'(Q2'=°) of (Z1)) which belongs to C3,__(2°~°),

where By_e = (By, Be), By € (0,1/2) and . € (0,1) satisfying (212) and (213).

2.3 The Stability Theorem

Q) is divided into a regular region 2", a set of vertex neighbourhoods €2, where v € V,
a set of edge neighbourhoods €2¢, where e € £ and a set of vertex-edge neighbourhoods
Q=€ where v —e € V — &. In the regular region Q" standard coordinates x = (z1, xg, x3)
are used and in the remaining regions modified coordinates are used as has been described
in Section 2. 2" is divided into a set of curvilinear hexahedrons, tetrahedrons and prisms.
We impose a geometrically graded mesh in the remaining regions which is described in this
section. We remark that a tetrahedron can always be divided into four hexahedrons [77],
in the same way that a triangle can be divided into three quadrilaterals by joining the
centre of the triangle to the midpoints of the sides (Figure 2.5). Moreover a prism can
be divided into three hexahedral elements. Hence we can choose all our elements to be

hexahedrons. A set of spectral element functions are defined on the elements. In edge
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4"‘!

Figure 2.5: Division of a tetrahedron into hexahedrons.

neighbourhoods and vertex-edge neighbourhoods these spectral element functions are a
sum of tensor products of polynomials in the modified coordinates. Let {F,} denote the
spectral element representation of the function u. We shall examine two cases. The first
case is when the spectral element functions are nonconforming. The second case is when
the spectral element functions are conforming on the wirebasket WB of the elements,
i.e. the union of the edges and vertices of the elements. In both these cases the spectral
element functions are nonconforming on the faces (open) of the elements.

To state the stability theorem we need to define some quadratic forms. Let N denote
the number of refinements in the geometrical mesh and W denote an upper bound on the
degree of the polynomial representation of the spectral element functions. We shall define
two quadratic forms VVW ({F,}) and UMW ({F.}).

Now

VYW FD) = Vtguar (FD) + Viertices (Fu) + Vierteo—eages (1Fu})
Viiges {Fu}) - (2.14)

In the same way

Uttt ({F.}) = regular({f D)+ Uneitices (Fu}) + Uertea—cages ({(Fu})
dges e ({7 (2.15)
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Let us first consider the regular region Q" of €2 and define the two quadratic forms

V,{Z’;Z/W ({F.}) and U,{Z%m ({F.}). The regular region Q" is divided into N, curvilinear
hexahedrons, tetrahedrons and prisms. In Q" the standard coordinates x = (z1, xg, x3)
are used. Let €] be one of the elements into which )" is divided, which we shall assume is
a curvilinear hexahedron to keep the exposition simple. Let (Q denote the standard cube

Q = (—1,1)3. Then there is an analytic map M; from @ to € which has an analytic
inverse. Let )] be as shown in Figure and let {I'];}1<i<py denote its faces. Now the

X3

Figure 2.6: Elements in Q".

map M/ is of the form

xr = X;(Alv >\27 >\3>

where (A1, A2, A3) € @, the master cube. Define the spectral element function u] on 2]

by

Now the spectral element functions are nonconforming in the general case. Let [u]|rlr_
denote the jump in u across the face I'7;. Let the face I, = I', ; where I'] . is a face of
the element (27,. We may assume the face I']; corresponds to A3 = 1 and I'}, ; corresponds

to A3 = —1. Then [UHFT- is a function of only A\; and A,.
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We now define

T’egular {‘F} Z/ |L
3
DS (nmnapgi+Zr|[uxk1||§/2,F;;i>
k=1

Iy ,C0M09
<0ul )
A

+ Z [ ||3/2 ry, T Z
The fractional Sobolev norms used above are as defined in [46].

2

(2.16)

Iy ,Criol Iy, Crh /217,

Since I7;, corresponding to A3 = 1, is the image of S = (-1, 1)?, or T the master

triangle, in Ay, Ay coordinates

Ala)‘2 ()‘/19)‘/2))2 / /
ol = ol + | / A MO a0y, (a7

for 0 < o0 < 1. Here E denote either S or T.

However, if E is S then we prefer to use the equivalent norm

)\,)\ N A9))? /
Il = HwHOﬂ/ // — X)1(+21 2 anaN,dag
/\)2
/1/1/ AMQ )\/)1(—1)-\21;)\ W ipaixgn (2.17b)

Moreover

[l sy, = (2.18)

Next, we define

U (F) Z / L2 D . (2.19)

D) Jal<2
Let v be one of the vertices of ). In Figure 2.7 the vertex neighbourhood, described in
Section 2.1, is shown. Let SV denote the intersection of the surface of the sphere B, (v)
with 7, i.e
SY={zeQ: dist (z,v) = p,} .
We divide the surface SU into a set of triangular and quadrilateral elements as shown in

Figure 2.8. Let S}-’ denote these elements where 1 < j < [,. Here [, denotes a fixed
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X3

—n_

Figure 2.7: Mesh imposed on the spherical boundary S*.

constant. Let p, be a positive constant less than one which shall be used to define a
geometric mesh in the vertex neighbourhood 2V of the vertex v. We now divide 2" into

N, = I,(N + 1) curvilinear hexahedrons and prisms {2} }1<;<n,, where € is of the form

O = {x: (6,0) €5}, py <p<pip1}

for1 < j <1, and 0 < k < N. Here p! = p,(,) % and 0 < p, < 1 for

X3 X3

X1 X1
Figure 2.8: Geometrical mesh imposed on (2".

1 <k <N +1. Moreover pj = 0. We introduce the vertex coordinates z?,

T

_
I
ASE
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Let 2 denote the image of Q¥ in 2V coordinates and € denote the image of the element
27 Then the geometric mesh {€}'}1<;<n, which has been defined on ¥, is mapped to a

quasi-uniform mesh {Q¥}1<<n, on QY, except that the corner elements
Q ={z: (¢,0) €S}, 0<p<pi}
are mapped to the semi-infinite elements
O ={2": (¢,0) €Y, —c0 < x <Inp{} .

We now specify the form of the spectral element functions uj(z") on the elements. Con-

sider first the case when QY is a corner element of the form
O ={z": (¢,0) € SY, —oo < x <Inpi} .

In this case we define uj(z") = h", where h” is a constant. Thus at all corner elements
the spectral element functions assume the same constant value for that corner.
Now there is an analytic map M} from (), the master cube to Q}), which has an analytic

inverse. Here the map M/ is of the form
ZL’U = le()\l, )\2, )\3)

We define the spectral element function uf on QY by

w W W,

= Z Z Z 5r,s,t )‘g)‘g)\é :

t=0 s=0 r=0
Here 1 < W, < W. Moreover as in [5l], W = [u1i] for 1 < i < N, where y; > 0is a
degree factor. Hereafter [a] denotes the greatest positive integer < a.

Let v € V denote the vertices of (2. Define

Vierices {F}) = D VIV ({FD) (2.20)

veV

and

vertices

Upree {Fu D) =D UM ({FD) (2.21)

veV
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We now fix a vertex v and define the quadratic forms VXW({F,}) and UMW ({F,}).
Consider the vertex neighbourhood 2V and let {2 be one of the elements into which it
is divided. Now €j has nj faces {I'},}1<i<nv. Let QV be the image of Q¥ and ffl be the
image of I'}; in z” coordinates.

Define L'u(z") so that

| LPu(x”) ? dz¥ = / P2 | Lu(x) [ da . (2.22)
Qp !

Here dz¥ denotes a volume element in 2V coordinates and dz a volume element in x

coordinates. In Chapter 3 it will be shown that

3
L'u(z") = —divg (eX/Q\/sin ngA”quu) + Z Bfuzlj + c’u . (2.23)
i=1

In the above A" is a symmetric, positive definite matrix.
Let I'}; be one of the faces of (2} and ffl denote its image in z¥ coordinates. Let P be

a point belonging to f}’z and v* be the unit normal to ffl at the point P. Then define

( gjv)m (P) = ()T A"V out. (2.24)

Here the matrix A" is as in (2.21).

Let
i = sup (emg).
mvef‘}”i
We now define
Ny
VYW (F}) = Z / | () [ da”
QU
1=1,u(Q !

1/2,T7, )

(\w S SN

ry, CQv\aQ
N(fzjz)<oo
ou?
+ Z H,/Rflul -+ Z ',/Rfi( lv) (2.25)

(rm um Z><oo
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The fractional Sobolev norms used above are as in (2.17) and (2ZI8)). Moreover p denotes
measure.

Finally, the quadratic form UMW ({F,}) is given by

UNY ({FL)) = Z/ e Y " | Dy (a”) [* da”. (2.26)

|a|<2

We now define VO edges({Fu}) and uw cdges ({Fu})- Let v —e denote one of the
vertex-edges of ). Here v —e € V — &, the set of vertex-edges of (). Let (2"~¢ denote the
vertex-edge neighbourhood corresponding to the vertex-edge v — e. We divide 2V~¢ into
N,_ elements /7 1 =1,2,..., N,_,, using a geometric mesh.

Figure shows the vertex-edge neighbourhood €2*~¢ of the vertex v and the edge e.

Now

_e:{[lfeQZ O<x3<5va0<¢<¢v}'

Here 0, = p, cos¢,. We impose a geometrical mesh on Q"¢ as shown in Figure by

defining
(r3)o = 0 and (z3); = 5v(#v)N+1_i

for 1 <i< N-+1. Let
G =In((x3):)

for 0 <i< N +1.

Figure 2.9: Geometrical mesh imposed on Q2V~°.
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Let us introduce points ¢g ¢, . .., ¢35 such that ¢~ = 0 and tan ¢} ¢ = pY ™" tan(¢,),
for 1 <¢ < N + 1. Here pu,. is a positive constant less than one. Thus we impose a ge-
ometrical mesh on ¢ with mesh ratio p.. Finally, ), . < 6 < 6% _. A quasi-uniform

v—e

mesh
I _ o - —e _
ev_e_eg6<9§6<~-~<9;vf€_93_6

is imposed in . We introduce new coordinates in 2°~¢ by

r]7¢ =1 = In(tan¢)

x5 “=(= Inzs.

Let QV=¢ be the image of 2*7¢ in x"~¢ coordinates. Thus Q¢ is divided into N, —e =

I—o(N + 1)? hexahedrons {Q%},—1._n,_., where

Qv—e:{ .¢ve<w< Z+1’9v5<9<9;+f, £E<C<Ck+1

n

We now define the spectral element functions on the elements in Q*~¢. Consider an

element
Qure={a" s P < <Yl 00 <0 <005, —oo < (< (T}

Then on Q¥ ¢
u, = hv—e = hv

n

where h, is the same constant as for the spectral element function !, defined on the
corner element

= {a": ) €57, —o0 < x <In(p})}.
Next, we consider the element
Qe ={2"": —co <y <Y° , 077 <0 <07, <<yt

Here k£ > 1.

Then on Q;‘e we define
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Here 1 < W, < W. Moreover W), = [uzk] for 1 < k < N, where p5 > 0 is a degree factor.

Now consider

Qe ={a" W <O <YLT, 07 <O <O (T << GG

q

for1<i< N,1<k<N. Then on Q;’_e we define

W, W, Vi
u;}—e(l,v—e) _ Z Z Z Voot wresct‘
r=0

=0 s=0 t=0
Here 1 < W, < W and 1 <V, < W. Moreover W, = [ii],V, = [pek] for 1 < ik < N,
where p1, iz > 0 are degree factors [51].
Let ffl_f be one of the faces of QY€ such that u(ff;f) < 00, where 1 denotes measure.
We introduce a norm ||| u |||gZT as follows:

Let B¢ = sup (sing) and F7° = sup (es ). We also define G,;© which is

zv—eel) * zv—eely *
used in (2.29)).

1) If f‘z_f = {:B”_e: apg <] <ay, fo<zy <P, vy © —70} then define GZ;G =

E"¢ and

b1
mwmeHW*U“/u¢H%ww
ot Bo

Aqu/ /muwHVO—uwﬂewwcwdw

(Y —v)?
61 ¢7 770 _ U(¢,9,,70))2 l)
n / /ﬁ 0 L d0.do') (2.27a)

2) If ffff = {2"7°: 2} = ap, Bo <2y < Pi, Yo < a4 ° <} then define G, =

Ml = £ ([ A; (20,6, 0) dB d¢

ulao, 0,0) — u(a0,8,))*
/0 / = W a6 df

+ B /; d@B/ / (a0, 6 C()ao,e ) d¢ d(’). (2.27h)

3) If fz_f = {2 ap <2y " <a, 2y ° =Py, Y0 <y © <y} then define G, =

and
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and

Ml = £ (] 0. 0p i

+/ dc// wﬁo,w w(;ﬂﬁo,wdwdw,

+ Ez’—le/ d¢/ / w 607 C C()¢ ﬁOaCI))2 dC dc/) ) (2270)

Let L'~¢ be a differential operator such that

/ } L' u(x"~°) }2 dz’~¢ = / p?sin? ¢ |Lu(x)|* dx .
ue oy

Here dx¥~¢ denotes a volume element in 2Y~¢ coordinates and dz a volume element in x
coordinates. In Chapter 3 it will be been shown that
3
L u(z"™%) = —divge—e (€ A"V yu—cu) + Z by U e + ¢ u. (2.28)

Z;

i=1
Here A"~¢ is a symmetric, positive definite matrix.
We now define the quadratic form

Ny—e

MEh= Y [ [ a

v—e
1=1,u(9) " ¢)<o0 &

DY (H FS;@G:;;@[U]HZWE )] ftgr-e]

17

I‘\/U e
vaeCQvfe\aﬂ
N(F:}L 5)<o0
+ [ g <] \FHHHEHUH] ‘>
2
FU ecrion (H \/ﬂ OF“ e ‘H Uy f‘z;e
N(F:}L ) <00
v—e 2 ,
B e |y >l (aw ) ... 229
7 FU 6C1"[1] Av—e iy

u(f“li,?e)<0<>
Once more p denotes measure.

Here the term ( u

W)A%e is defined as follows. Let F” ° be a face of QV=¢, P be a point

nz’
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belonging to T ni and v°7¢ denote the unit normal to ffff at the point P. Then

( ou )Av 6(]5):(Vv_e)T U VA (2.30)

ovv—e
Now the quadratic form V! cdges({Fut) 1s given by
Vvertex edges {f} Z V?iVW {f }) (231>
v—e€V-&

Next, we define the quadratic form U™Y ({F,}). Let w? ¢(zV"¢) be a positive, smooth

weight function such that

v—

w2y ) =1 for 7" > (" = In(tan ¢y )

and which satisfies

¢re
/ w " (2]7¢) dx]T¢ = 1.

o0

We shall choose

W) =1 for Ayt (-

and
w27 =0 for aTC < (-
Then
N'U*e a2uv_e 2
Wurh- Y [ e (e
— Qe < Ox;” “0x’
I=1,u(QY ) <00 0 i,j=1,2 i j
0} )2 i [ Pu & <0u}’_e)2
+ ) sin® veq e | TNt + L
Z ( 8 (8:173_6)2 ; o}
v—e\ 2
—|—sm2¢< i}—e) + (u)~ e)) dx'"¢
Oy
Ny—e
+ > / (u¥=)2e™ " W= (2V ) da¥° . (2.32)
=1, ;e
()~ ¢)=00
The quadratic form "W cdges ({Fu}) 1s then given by

uverte:c edges {‘F} Z Z/{NW {‘F }) (233>

v—eeV—-E&
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v 3
xR 5 =p cosq, é&
VoV '
e
Z=gsing, i

L N
\Y X

2

<O
J

X1
Figure 2.10: Geometrical mesh imposed on °.

Finally, we define the quadratic forms ng;;vs ({F.}) and Uéﬁ’gg ({F.}). Counsider the
edge e whose end points are v and v’. The edge e coincides with the x5 axis and the
vertex v with the origin. Let the length of the edge e be [.. Now the edge neighbourhood

Q¢ is defined as

v—e?

Qez{zGQ: 0<r<Z=p,sinp,, Qi_e<9<9“ 5U<x3<le—5;}.

Here (r,0,x3) denote cylindrical coordinates with origin at v, §, = p,cos¢, and §/ =
ph cos @) are as shown in Figure 210l

A geometrical mesh in r is imposed by defining 7§ = 0 and 7§ = Z(u.)V*'77 for
7 =1,2,...,N + 1. We impose the same quasi-uniform mesh on # as we did in the

vertex-edge neighbourhood, viz.
O =0y <O <. <=0 .

Here I, = I,_. and 0 = 0, ° for 0 < k < I.. A quasi-uniform mesh is defined in z3, by

choosing

by=25<Zy<--<Z5 =l.—9,.

Thus Q° is divided into N, = I, J. (N + 1) elements. We introduce new coordinates in Q¢
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by

i =7= Inr
x5 =10

o =1x3.

Let Q¢ be the image of Q¢ in 2¢ coordinates. Thus Q¢ is divided into N, hexahedrons

{an}m:L...,Ne where
= {z°: 9 <af <In(rfyy), 05 < ag <65, Zg <a§ < Zi,} .
We now define the spectral element functions on the elements in Q¢. Consider an element
= {2°: —o0 < 2} < In(r), 05 <y <05,y Zy <a§5<Zn.,} .

Then

This representation is valid for all j for fixed n.

Next, consider the element
= {2 In(r{) < af <In(rfy,y), 0 <af <05, Z; <a5 < Z .}

for1<¢< N.

Then we define

Zqz Qr st (z7)"(25)* ($3) .

r=0 s=0 =0
Here 1 < W, < W. Moreover W, = [u1] for all 1 < i < N, where ;3 > 0 is a degree
factor [51].

Let ffm be one of the faces of Q¢ such that (T mm.i) < 00, where pi denotes measure. We
define a norm ||| u |||2; as follows:

Let G}, ;= sup (e7). We also define H,, ; which is needed in (2.38).

zeele

m,i
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1) If ffm ={2°: ap <2 <y, By <25 < B, 15 =} then define Hy, ; = Gy, ; and

Br pou
=G, (/ / u?(7,0,7) dr df
Bo
B1 .
/ d@/ / 7_ 9’70 u(z 97’}/0)) dr d’T,
Bo (tr—1')
€3} 681 o /
/ dr / / u(r,8:70) = ulr, ¥, 30))" g d@’) . (2.34a)
o (6 —0)
2) If ffm ={2°: 27 = ap, Bo <25 < B1, Yo < 25 <1} then define H, ; =1 and
Il = (/ / *(cw, 0, 3) dO das
Bo

b 040,9 T3 —U(Oéo,e 1’3)) ,
[ o) s P g
Bo
B1 . 2
+Ge, . / d@/ / w0, 9, x:” u(00, 6, 73)) datgdxg). (2.34b)
Bo

(x5 — x%)?

3) If ffni ={2°: ap < 2§ <aq, 2§ =Py, Yo < x§ <1} then define HS, , = 1 and

(/ / (7, Bo, x3) dT dx3
+/Vl d:cgf /ao T’Bo’x?’):ul(;’ﬁo’x?’))Q dr dr’

+ Ge / dr /%/ T ﬁo,xg (7_ ﬁo,l{g))2 dxs dl‘é) ) (234C)

(x3 — ah)?

Let L€ be a differential operator such that

/ |Leu(a)dat = / 2| Lu(z)[2dz . (2.35)

Here dxz¢ denotes a volume element in z° coordinates and dx a volume element in z

coordinates.

In Chapter 3 it will be shown that
3

Lu(2%) = —divge (AVaeu) + > Huge + u (2.36)

i=1

where A° is a symmetric, positive definite matrix.

Let ffm be one of the sides of Qin and P a point belonging to ffm Let v be the normal

to ffm- at P. Then

(556),46(}3) (V°)T AV jeu(P) . (2.37)
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We now define the quadratic form

P EN =Y e de
1=1,u(925) <0 &
2

+ X (WEw, i,
re . CQe\oq, e ’
U(f?,i)<oo

2 2

1] ) 15, + N1 Gl 7 )

3 (W, + s 17, + 111 Geass 115, )
rg,Cril, ’ '
p(T ) <oo

+ ¥ ‘H(aw) . (2.38)
1“e CF[1]

u(Ts ) <oo

The quadratic form Vedges({}" }) is given by
Viges UF}) = D VI ({FD). (2.39)
ecé

Next, let us define the quadratic form UMW ({F,}). Let wé(z$) be a positive, smooth

weight function such that
w(x]) =1 for xf>1In(r}])

and

In(r{)
/ we(x]) dxf =1.

oo

We shall choose

wé(z]) =1 for z{>1In(ry)—1

and

w(z]) =0 for zf<lIn(rf)—1.
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=1 ,u(ﬁle)<oo Uo\i,j=1,2 i =1 i3
9?ue \° 2L/ 0u\? 0
4T l l 27 l e\2 e
d

he ((azs,f) *Z(aa:) (5) + ) @

Ne
+ Z [(uf)Qwe(xf)dxe. (2.40)

=1, l

plf)=o0

Here i denotes measure.

We define
Usgges {F) =Y UMY ({FLD) (2.41)
eck
Finally, using (2.I4) and (2I5) we can define the quadratic forms V¥W({F,}) and
UM ({Fub).

We now state the main result of this chapter. It is assumed that N is proportional to W.

Theorem 2.3.1. Consider the elliptic boundary value problem (21)). Suppose the bound-

ary conditions are Dirichlet. Then
UNY{FD < Cln W) VN HFEY) . (2.42)
Next, we state the corresponding result for general boundary conditions.

Theorem 2.3.2. If the boundary conditions for the elliptic boundary value problem (21))

are mized then
Z/IN’W({}"U}) < CN4VN’W({fu}) (2.43)
provided W = O(eM") for a < 1/2.

The rapid growth of the factor CN* with N creates difficulties in parallelizing the
numerical scheme. To overcome this problem we state a version of Theorem when
the spectral element functions vanish on the wirebasket. Let WB denotes the wirebasket
along which the spectral element functions need to be conforming. Here the wirebasket

denotes the union of the vertices and edges of the elements.
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Theorem 2.3.3. If the spectral element functions ({F,}) are conforming on the wire

basket WB and vanish on WB then
UMY {FD < Cln W)WYV AFET (2.44)

provided W = O(eN") for a < 1/2.






Chapter 3

Proof of the Stability Theorem

3.1 Introduction

In this chapter we prove the stability estimate, which we use to formulate our numerical

scheme.

In Chapter 2 we have introduced a set of local coordinate systems in various neigh-
bourhoods of the polyhedron €2, which we referred to as modified coordinates, in the ver-
tex, vertex-edge and edge neighbourhoods. These local coordinates are modified versions
of the spherical and cylindrical co-ordinate systems in vertex and edge neighbourhoods
respectively. In vertex-edge neighbourhoods modified coordinates are a combination of
spherical and cylindrical coordinates. Away from the corners and edges in the regular
region of the domain we use standard Cartesian coordinates. The differentiability esti-
mates for the solution of the elliptic boundary value problem in a polyhedral domain in
terms of these new local coordinates were obtained. We also stated a stability estimate
for a non-conforming spectral element representation of the solution. For problems with
mixed Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions the spectral element functions may
be chosen to be continuous on the wirebasket of the elements.

We now briefly describe the contents of this chapter. In Sections 3.2 and 3.3, we derive
estimates for the second order derivatives and the lower order derivatives of the solution

respectively. Estimates for terms in the interior and on the boundary of the polyhedron €2



64 Proof of the Stability Theorem

are obtained in Sections 3.4 and 3.5. In Section 3.6, we combine all the results of sections
3.2,3.3,3.4 and 3.5 to complete the proof of the stability estimate which has been stated
in Chapter 2.

In Chapter 4 we shall give the numerical scheme and error estimates. It will be shown
that the error between the exact and the approximate solution is exponentially small
in NV, the number of layers in the geometrical mesh. Optimal rate of convergence with

respect to the number of degrees of freedom is also provided.

3.2 Estimates for the Second Derivatives of Spectral

Element Functions

3.2.1 Estimates for the second derivatives in the interior

We first obtain estimates for elements in the regular region Q" of 2. Divide 2" into
N, elements, which may consist of curvilinear cubes, prisms and tetrahedrons, (2] for
1<I1<N,.

Let
3

3
Lu = Z — (aiJu:cj)xi + Z bitly, + cu (3.1)

ij=1 i=1
be a strongly elliptic operator that satisfies the Lax-Milgram conditions. Hence there

exists a positive constant g such that
3

Z a; ;GG > pol¢I?

ij=1

We consider the mixed boundary value problem
Lw=f in Q, (3.2a)

Yow = W|pp = g[O}, (3.2b)

v (811))
w= | —
o/,

Mu = Z (ai,juxj)xi. (3.3)

=gl (3.2¢)
T

Let
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Consider an element €. Then € has n; faces {I']; }1<i<n,- Let OI']; denote the boundary
of the face I'j;.

To proceed we need to review some material in [46]. Let O be a bounded open subset
of R? with a Lipschitz boundary 0. Assume in addition that 9O is piecewise C2. Let P
be a point on A0 in a neighbourhood of which 0O is C?. It is possible to find two curves of
class C? in a neighbourhood of P, passing through P and being orthogonal there. Let us
denote these curves by Cy,Cs and by 71, T2 the unit tangent vectors to Cy,Cy respectively
and by si, o the arc lengths along these curves. We assume that 7,75 has the direct
orientation at P. Let v be the unit normal at P defined as v = 71 X 7. Then at P, Bp,

the second fundamental form at P is the bilinear form

81/
k=1
where ¢, n are the tangent vectors to dO at P and ¢ = ((1,(2) and p = (n1,72) in the

basis {71, 7T2}. In other words,

B = ~5¢ - (35)

where % denotes differentiation in the ¢ direction.
Let w be a vector field defined in a neighbourhood of O. If P is a point on 0O then
by w, we shall denote the component of w in the direction of v, while we shall denote

by w7, the projection of w on the tangent hyperplane to 00, i.e.
w, =w -V, (3.6)
Wy =W — W,V = W, T1 + W, To. (3.7)

Here w,, =w -7, forv=1,2.

We shall denote by V1 the projection of the gradient vector on the tangent hyperplane

Vru = Vu — —1/ = Z 5T (3.8)
J

Let h be a vector field defined on 0O such that h is tangent to O except on a set of zero

measure. Then

divy(h) = i (8%) T (3.9)

Jj=1
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We now cite Theorem 3.1.1.2 of [46].

Theorem 3.2.1. Let O be a bounded open subset of R® with a Lipschitz boundary 0O.
Assume, in addition that OO is piecewise C*. Then for all w € (H?(0))* we have

ow; Ow; .
/o (div(w d:z: — Z / o, 8xj dx /ao {divy(w,wr) — 2wr - Vrw,} do

{(trB)w, + B(wr,wr)} do. (3.10)
20

Here dx denotes a volume element and do an element of surface area.

Consider an element 2] which is assumed to be a curvilinear cube as shown in Figure
B.Il Let I']; denote one of the faces of 2j. Let @ be a point inside I'];. The unit tangent
vectors 71, Ty and the unit normal vector v at ) are shown in Figure B.Il Consider a
point P € OI']; and assume that P is not a vertex of . Then we can define the vector n
at P as the vector belonging to the tangent hyperplane which is orthogonal to the tangent

vector to the curve dI'7; at P. Moreover m is chosen to point out of I77,. Recall A is the

A

Figure 3.1: The element 2].

(5n),
(52:),
(5) (P)= (ra-av0) (P
(5),

matrix (a; ;). Define

3|

(n- AVu) (P),

IS

|- AVu) (P),

()>

SER.
IJ>

(v - AVu) (P). (3.11)
A
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Let s, so denote arc lengths along 7; and 75 and s denote arc length measured along
ory ;.

We can now prove the following result.

Lemma 3.2.1. Let u € H3(Q)). Then

1o
—pvsm (¢0) /TZ’axzﬁx]
ou ou
< p2sin®(o, Lu|*dx — p?sin*(¢, 7{ <—) <—) ds
p WQJ [*dz — p <¢>{; e \on ), o),

e () 2 () ]

+C/ Z|D°‘u| dz . (3.12)

Q |a|<1

Here C denotes a constant. Moreover dx denotes a volume element, do an element of

surface area and ds an element of arc length.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [38]. We define the vector field
w by w = AV, u. Then

3
0 du .
Mu = Z - <ai,ja—xj) = div(w), (3.13a)
3
(0_u) — Z v; -7'% = w, and (3.13b)
N .

ou > ou
% — Z (TJ)ZalJfa—xk = wTj' (313C)
J .

Applying Theorem 3.2.1]

ow; aw
2 2 : 7 - j : .

i,j=1

-22/1 > 1(873) a%((i—fi)) USRI

+B (; (%)Arj,; <%)A7j> } do. (3.14)

J
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Now by Lemma 3.1.3.4 of [46] the following inequality holds for all u € H*(Q):
i =1 8215]' 8@ ikl
a.e. in €2. Integrating we have

uoz/r

’lj_

0*u daj; Ou

i d
@ kaxjﬁxk ox; 0x; v

8x18x

i ow; Ow;
SZ/rﬁxj 8xjd
+C/TZ‘8L

1 =1

&Eﬁx j

‘ O0x;0x;

The constant C' in the above inequality depends on M where M is a common bound for

all C'' norms of the a; ;. Hence

RS
0
EDOY P

ij=1

Z/ 8w,8wjd
r Oz Ox;

2,7=1

+ o/ > |D2ul? da. (3.15)

l|o¢\ 1

8@8@

Here C denotes a generic constant. Now from Lemma [3.2.2] we have

g / divy(w,wr)do = E w,w, ds .
) lrz % 81“{&.

Here w,, = w-n and n is the vector depicted in Figure[B.Illying on the tangent hyperplane

at the point P and orthogonal to the tangent vector to the curve 9I7;. Now

3
Mu = Lu — Zblum — cu.

i=1

Combining ([3.14)) and (BI5) and proceeding as in Lemma 3.4 in [38] we obtain

2sin(6,) /TZ

1 4,5=1

< p2sin’(6,) / |LulPde — o2 sin(6,) {wa (a“) (gjj) s
= [ () () )

+C/ S| Do dx+DZ/ S D2 do. (3.16)

U Jal<1 Tl jal=1

8@(% j
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Now for any € > 0 there exists a constant K, such that

/ Z\Dgufdagg/ Z\Dgumﬁm/ > DYl dx.
7 Qr Qr

1, |a‘:1 1 |a‘:2 1 |a‘:1

Using above in (3.16) and choosing € small enough (3.12) follows. O

We now prove the following result which we have used in the proof of Lemma 3211

Lemma 3.2.2. Let w € H*(Q]) and I}, denote one of the faces of Qj. Then

J

Here do denotes an element of surface area and ds an element of arc length.

divy (w,wr) do = / w,w,, ds. (3.17)

r r
I,k 8Fl,k

Proof. We shall use geodesic coordinates to prove the result. For any point P € closure(l“}: %)
there is an open subset U of R? containing (0,0) such that 7 : U — R3 is an allowable
surface patch for I']; in a neighbourhood of P. Moreover the first fundamental form of
7 is d¢% + G(¢,m)dn? where G is a smooth function on U such that G(0,17) = 1 and
G¢(0,m) = 0 whenever (0,77) € U. Hence for any € > 0 we can choose a fine enough
triangulation of I'j, so that on each triangle there is a set of geodesic coordinates such
that |G¢/G| < € for all (¢,n) € U, for all i. Here the curve corresponding to ¢ = 0 is
chosen to be a geodesic. All the curves = constant are geodesics orthogonal to the curve
¢ = 0. This can always be done if the surface patch is small enough. Such a system of
coordinates is called Fermi coordinates [89)].

Now integrating over one such triangle we obtain

_ 9
/M(Ui) divp(w,wr)do = / Z 8—sj (w,(wr - T5)) do

mi(Us) =1

2 87']-
- > w, wr 5= do (3.18)
mi(Ui) j=1 Sj
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Clearly
+ %(wl/(wT 7'2))} d¢ dn
= /U{ag w, (wr - 7'1)\/5)
+ g(’w (wr - 7'2))} d¢ dn
/.

{wy wr - T1) CG/\/E}\/@dCdn.

Hence

\/7;7,'(Ui) ]Z; % (w,(wy - 7)) do = /an (’w,,(wT T )VGdn — w, (wr - T5) dC)

- /M(Ui) w, (wr - T1) (8\/7/\/7>

dz . dn ¢ dn
ds—l’cd +l’,7d _Tld ’Tg\/7

Now

Hence n = 7, \/@— —T9 —8 is the unit outward normal to Om;(U;). And so

2

/m-(UZ-) Z

j=1

— /(%i(Ui) w,w,, ds — /m(Ui) w, (wr - T1) <8\/7/\/7>

Summing over all triangular elements of the form m;(U;) we obtain using (3.18)

/{kdivT('wV'wT)da:/{)FT w,Ww,, ds—Z/ S(wy - 7'1)( \/_/\/_>
—Z/ N Z’wv <wT 07) . (3.19)

9
88]'

(wy(wr - 75)) do

Now

WG
‘ Zz: /Wz'(Ui) wdwr ) ( /\/7> v

< 6/ |lw|? do (3.20a)
Lk
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Next at the point P the the ( parameter curves and the n parameter curves are geodesics.

oT ;

Hence at P, 5
J

-T" = 0 for any vector T” which lies on the tangent plane at P. Thus for

any € > 0 we can choose a fine enough triangulation so that

Z/ w, (wr - %)da < e/ (w + |wr|?) do
~ Jrwi) Js; r

T
I,

< e/ lwl|? do. (3.20b)
Iy,

Now from (819) and (3:20) we obtain the result since € is arbitrary. O

3.2.2 Estimates for second derivatives in vertex neighbourhoods

In Figure 2.2] the intersection of 2 with a sphere of radius p, with center at the vertex
v is shown. On removing the vertex-edge neighbourhoods, which are shaded, we obtain
the vertex neighbourhood €2” where v € V and V denotes the set of vertices. Choose p,
and ¢, so that p,sin(¢,) = Z, a constant, for all v € V. Let SV denote the intersection
of the closure of 2V with B, (v) = {z: |z —v| < p,}. SV is divided into triangular and
quadrilateral elements S for 1 < j < I,, where I, is a fixed constant. We define a
geometric mesh in the vertex neighbourhood 2V of the vertex v as shown in Figure 2.8
Thus QY is divided into N, curvilinear cubes and prisms {2} }1<;<n,. Let us introduce

the new coordinate system

] =¢
x5 =10
ry=lnp=2X. (3.21)

Let QU be the image of QY in (29, x3,23) coordinates. Now

/ p*|Lul? do = / e’ sin ¢|e** Lu|*dpdl dX . (3.22)
Qp Qp
Define

Lou(z’) = e \/sin ¢ (e*¥ Lu) . (3.23)

We have the relation

pVu = Q"Vou . (3.24)
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Here

Q'=0"P’ (3.25a)
where OV is the orthogonal matrix

cospcosf) —sinf sin¢cosd

O’ = | cos¢sinf cosf sin¢psinf (3.25b)
—sin ¢ 0 cos ¢
and
1 0 0
P'=10 1/sing 0 |- (3.25¢)
0 0 1
Define
A = (Q")TAQ". (3.25d)

Since ¢g < ¢ < ™ — ¢ where ¢y denotes a positive constant, pgl < A” < uql for some
positive constants po and p;. Let Q}’ be a curvilinear cube and let its faces be denoted

by {T 11} We now prove the following result.

Lemma 3.2.3. There exist positive constants C, such that

_Sm () / x3z

r,s=1

(2

Ox? 01'”

§sin2(¢v)/ |Lu(z)[Pda”

Q

(o) {Z f/;r sinta}) ()
_ 22/ &% sin(z?) (;:) a(zg. <<§:>A) dav}

+C’/ > e Dl da® (3.26)

it la|<1

foru € H3((~2}’). Here dz’ denotes a volume element in x¥ coordinates, do’ an element

of surface area and ds’ an element of arc length in x° coordinates.
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Proof. We let f denote a vector field. Then

Take f = AV,u. Hence

|p divg(AV u)* dx = / ‘dwzv e sin ¢(Q)TAQ Y ou)|” da”.

Qv Gy sin ¢

Define
M u(x") = divge (eX/zx/sin ngA”quu) . (3.27)
Then

o= /2

Vsin ¢

3
1 ou
. X v v v X/2 . v
divge (e sin pA"Vyou) = M u(z’) + 3¢ / \/smgbjg:l a?”j—ax;’

2 sin ¢ = Oxy
Here AV is as defined in (3.25d)).
Define the vector field w by
w = e¥/?\/sin AV out . (3.28a)
Then
Lu(z?) = divge (w) + nu(z?)
where
v X 2 COS¢ v
n’u(x’ /2, /sin Za?’jaj 2 /\/—qb;alj o
3
, Ou
.28b
> b (3.250)
=1
Here
||b;)||0,oo,§~2;’ = 0(632(/2)’ (3.29a)

||CU||0,OO,Q;} = O(€5X/2)7 (329b)
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and

| (e*72simoar)

To obtain (B.26) we shall use Theorem B.2.I] applied to the vector field w along with
Lemma [3.2.21 Now

= 0(e¥/?). (3.29¢)

l,oo,flf

2 ~ wr - VT’U)V do’

FU
/ Z X/z sin ¢ ( ) (X/z sin ( uv) ) do”
lz 7=1 Av V Av

=[S () 3 ((5),)

i j=1
ou ou 3}
X/2 Y xpe /o v
+2/;}1 ]Ele sin (8 j)AU <8V”)Av 95 (e \/Slngb) do" . (3.30)

And so using (3.27), (3:28) and (B.30) we obtain
0 sin?(¢,) / e%s Z

r,s=1

’l)

ox? 01'”

§sin2(gz5v)/ |Lu(z)[Pda”

Q

_ sin2(g,) {Z ]grﬂ 7% sin (z!) (;’_“) (;7“) e
-2y [ e X (5o () y)d““}

+C/ > e Douf® dat +DZ/ > e Douf’ do?

Q) la|<1 lz |a|=1

Now for any € > 0 there exists a constant K, such that
/ > e Dyul? do <e/ > e Dyl da
Tl ja=1 U Jo|=2

+K/ > e | Dyul? dat .

U Ja=1

Choosing € small enough (3.26) follows from the above equation. O
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We now show that the boundary integrals in Lemma B.2.]] and Lemma [3.2.3] coincide
when I’} ; =7 is a portion of the sphere B, (v) = {z : [r —v| = p,}, except that they
have opposite signs. Let QY be the matrix defined in ([3.25a). Then by (3.24)

pVou=Q"Vou.

Now if dx is a tangent vector to a curve in x coordinates then its image in x" coordinates

is given by dx"” where

dx’ = (Qv)de . (3.31)

Clearly the first fundamental form ds? in x coordinates is

ds® = dx"dx
= PAx)T @)@ 7] ax'
= e*¥ (d¢? + sin” ¢pdf? + dX?) . (3.32)
Moreover on I,
do = p*sin¢ do df . (3.33)

Choose 7¢ = (1,0,0)T and 73 = (0,1,0)T. These are then orthogonal unit tangent vectors

on I'}; since (ds?)? = d¢? + d6® + dX2. Define

T1=—(Q") 7T = —ey,
v\—T
Y (ij>¢ — (3.34)

Let v* = (0,0,1)” denote the unit normal vector on f‘zl Then
v=—(Q") v (3.35)

denotes the unit normal to I, . Finally let ds” = (d¢,df,0)T denote a tangent vector

field on f‘zl Define
ds" = +/d¢? + db?,

ds = p,(Q")"*ds" (3.36)
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and

= Py \/d¢2 + sin?(¢)do? .

Let

o — (240,49, 0)7 (3.37)

VA0 + dg?

be the unit outward normal to 81;%71-. Define

d
m’ = (— sin gbd@ ) /\/d¢2 + sin? ¢df? . (3.38a)
Then
n=(Q") " m" (3.38b)
is the unit normal vector to 9I7,,. We now prove the following result.

Lemma 3.2.4. Let I}, =17 ,,. Then the following identities hold.

9 . 9 ou ou
g () (%)

I,m

s ou ou
L ain2 T8 o v v
= —sin®(¢,) 7{)@ e”s sin(x}) <—8n”)AU (8VU)AU ds (3.39)

ki

and

() 2((%)) e o
Al

Proof. We first evaluate p? sin®(¢,) farr (3 8—,/) ds. By (3.24) and (335

ou T v’ T vy—1 v
(%)A _ AVmu:—%((Q) AQ") Vo
()@ Q)T

= ) AV 0w .
Po

3¢
\./

Now by (B.32]) and (335
(") (@) Q)™ = ()"

ou —1 [/ Ou
(a_V)A P (ayv)A”. (3.41)

Hence we can conclude that
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Now by (3.38h)

(@) = 0T AV u = — (m) Q") Q") T AV )

on v

Clearly

((mv)T(Qv)—l(Qv)—T> . sin ¢(_d‘97 d¢7 0)

\/dg? +sin? pdf2
Using (3.35)), (8:30) and B:37) gives

(@) (@) ) = sing ().
Hence
ou , ou Y
(8—n)Ad8 = sin ¢ (8n”)m ds". (3.42)

Thus from (B.41]) and ([3.42) we obtain (8.39). Finally we evaluate the term

s | () 4 (%))

lm j=1

Using (B.34) it is easy to show that

(), 5 )
o | T T\ a3 , and
87—1 A Po 87'11) Av
(@> - <8—u> (3.43)
0T2 A Pv 87'12) Av ) .
U W
v A a Pu ovv Av )
i 8_“ i 0 Ou and
0s4 ow), p2 0s? o) )
0 Ou 1 0 ou
s, <<3_V) A) T Zsin g 9sy (<3V”)Av) : (3.44)

Moreover from (3.32))

Moreover by (3.41])

Hence

do = p?sin ¢ do”. (3.45)

Combining ([3.43), (B.44) and (3.45]) we obtain (3.40). O



78 Proof of the Stability Theorem

3.2.3 Estimates for second derivatives in vertex-edge neighbour-

hoods

Figure 2.4l shows the vertex-edge neighbourhood €2*~¢ of the vertex v and the edge e. As

before we have p, sin ¢, = Z. Now
Qe ={reQ:0<w3<0, 0< < o,}.

A geometric mesh is imposed on "7¢ as shown in Figure 2.9 To proceed further we

introduce new coordinates in 2~¢ by

x]7¢ =1 = In(tan ¢)

zy “=(=Inzz3 =& +In(cos¢). (3.46)

Here

Ty =¢
x5 =10
z5 =X =lInp (3.47)

are the coordinates which have been introduced in the vertex neighbourhood 2V, adjoining
Qv=¢. Let Q"¢ be the image of Q"¢ in z"~¢ coordinates. Thus Q"¢ is divided into

Nv=¢ = ["=¢(N + 1)? hexahedrons Q’~¢. Now
vw’uu = Jv_evxvfeu (348)

where
sec?gpcotg 0 —tang

JUTC = 0 1 0 : (3.49)
0 0 1

We now need to evaluate

/ p? sin? ¢| Lu(z) |*dx .
Q¢
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Let ije denote the image of 2°7¢ in x¥ coordinates. Then

/ p?sin? ¢|Lu(z) |’ dx = / sin® ¢| LV u(x?)|*dx".
Q}rzlfe Qvfe

n
Now

dx’ = sin ¢ cos ¢ dx’"°.

Let f denote a vector field. Then

divg (f) = divgo-e (sin g cos p(J" )T f) .

sin ¢ cos ¢

Using (3:50)) we obtain

/ p?sin? ¢ | Lu(z) |* do = / sin® ¢ cos | L u(z")|* daz”~¢ .
Qn° ®

Q¢
Define
L~ Cu(zV~¢) = (sin ¢)**(cos ¢) 2 LVu(x?) .

Then using ([3.27), [B3.48) and (3.51)
L~ Cu(x"~¢) = (sin ¢)/?(cos ¢) "V 2divgo-« (eX/z(sin $)>/% cos ¢

2
(JU—E)TAvJv—evau) + 3B e

i=1
Define
MY u(2"7¢) = divgo— (e¥/?(cos ¢)'/? sin® ¢(J* )T A" TV yo—cut) .
Or
MY u(2"7¢) = divgo— (e/2A 7V o-cur) .
Here

Av—e — SiIl2 ¢(JU—6)TAUJU—6 )

Or using (3.29))
Av—e — (Kv—e)TAKv—e

where

K’U—e — O’URU—G

(3.50)

(3.51)

(3.52)

(3.53)

(3.54)

(3.55)
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and
cosg U _Csci: ¢¢
R = 0 1 0
0 0 sing
Now

(tan @)% dive-—. (eX/Q(sin $)3/? cos QS(J”_E)TA” JUV o)

— M Cu(z") ¢/2Z Ai}]eaxv .
Hence using (3.53)
L u(x"¢) = M " u(x""°) + n° “u(z""°) . (3.56)
Here
nCu(z¢) = c/zzwl)]ea — + (sin ¢)¥2(cos &) /20 u(a”)

3
~ ou
_ C/2 ~v—e v—e ~v—e
= Z ay 8x”e Zbi 8251-}_6—’_6 U .
; i

Moreover using ([B.28), (3:29) and (3.48)), it can be shown that
157 []g.o0 e = O(e/?) for i =1,2,
I z}g—e [ O(eC/2 sin ¢), and
1 fopoqye = O(*/?sin? ¢) (3.57)

Now consider the matrix A*~¢ defined in (355]). We note that the matrix A"~¢ becomes

singular as ¢ — 0. To overcome this problem we introduce a new set of local variables

y = (y1,Y2,y3) in

= {o 9T <O <G 077 <0 <07, (i)t < s < 0,(nn)" )

J

by
=y ¢
Yo =Ty ©
Yz = i : (3.58)
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In making this transformation Q};_e is mapped to a hexahedron Q};_e such that the length
of the y3 side becomes large as 2/~ ¢ approaches the edge of the domain 2. It is important
to note that the trace and embedding theorems in the theory of Sobolev spaces remain

valid with a uniform constant for all the domains Q2~¢. Now

10 0
vafeu - O 1 O Vyu, (359)
1
00 sin(¢>zj7:f)
dz"~¢ = sin (gb}’;f) dy, (3.60)
and
1 0 0
divge—c(f) = div, 0 1 0 fl. (3.61)
1
00 sin(d)}ﬁ:le)
Hence
M " u(z""°) = div, (eC/2AyVyu) (3.62a)
where
AY = (NY)TANY, (3.62b)
Here by (3.54)) and (3.55])
NY = 0@ (3.63)
where
1 0 —sin? ¢
cos(¢) sin(@“;f) cos(¢)
Q=1 0 1 0
0 0 sin()
sin(47,7)

Clearly, there exist positive constants pg and gy such that

for all elements (2,7, Moreover there exists a constant C' such that a}; and its derivatives

with respect to y are uniformly bounded in Qg—e. Hence we obtain the following result.
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Lemma 3.2.5. Let w"=¢(x]~°) be a smooth, positive weight function such that w’=¢(x]~¢) =

1 for all x7™° such that
LI
2y7¢ > )¢ =1In (tan(¢) %)) and / w’(z]7¢) = 1.

Then there exists a positive constant C,_. such that the estimate

2 2 2 2 2 2 2
@ zve 8 u . 2 8 u
2 Jor O ; <axv-eaﬂ—6) +2_sn(9) (axg-eaxg-e)

i J i=1

% zve ( 8u ) ( 8u ) v—e
— Z e’s — — ds
af\ufe anU e qv—e 81/7_} e Av—e
0 ou
—9 v—e
Z/u -« Z (87‘}’ G)AU . Osi=¢ (811” E)Ave do }

o 2y 2 ou \° | 9 du \? da—e
_l_ v—e e e ) Z 8:1:1)—6 + Sln (¢) 8x§_e x
n i=1 i

+[ e u? wi e (2t 7°) dx”_e> (3.65)

holds for all 27=¢ C QV~°.

Proof. Since the spectral element function u(z¥~¢) is a function of only x5 ¢ if Qv=¢ C
{z:0< ¢ < ¢}°} the result follows. Here we have used the fact that the second funda-

mental form is identically zero. O

Now we can prove the following result.

Lemma 3.2.6. Let I'y ; = I';"¢. Then the following identity holds.

v ou ou
sin? (o, 7{ e*s sin(xy ( ) ( ) ds”
(¢ ) 8f‘z’i ( l) anv Ao 81/” Ao
2
- 251n2(¢v)/ e”s sin(2Y) ( ) (( Ou ) ) do"
~v v al/”
=1 N9

_ 6:1,‘;78 du ds?—®
e nv e auv e
arq,r' Av—e Av—e

2
vee ou 0 ou
+2/ e"s A o—e —e (( — ) ) do’~¢. (366)
foe ; <8Tj ) . 8sj o= ) 4.

Av—
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Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix B.1. O

3.2.4 Estimates for second derivatives in edge neighbourhoods

Consider the edge e whose end points are v and v'. Let the length of e be I.. We define

the edge neighbourhood (Figure 2.3))
Qe:{x69:0<r<pvsin¢v:Z, Qi_e<9<9“ 5v<x3<le—5vf}.

v—e?

Here (7,0, z3) are polar coordinates with origin at v. We define a geometrical mesh on Q¢
as in Figure 210

Let €) denote an element
Q= {z v <r <rfyy, 0 <0 <05, Z5 < < Ziyy ) (3.67)

of the geometrical mesh imposed on the edge neighbourhood Q°. We now introduce a

new set of coordinates in the edge neighbourhood

i =7=Inr

Th = x3. 3.68
5 (

Let Q¢ denote the image of QF in 2¢ coordinate. Now

V,u= RV eu (3.69)
where
e "cosf —e Tsinf 0
R°=| e 7sinf e Tcosf 0 |- (3.70)
0 0 1
Hence
dr = e*"dx* . (3.71)
Moreover

divg(f) = e divge (* (R f) . (3.72)
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Here f denotes a vector field.

J

We need to evaluate

(92 sin ) | Lu(z) Pdz = / 2| Lu(z) [2dz .

@ Q5
Clearly
/ | Lu(z)Pde = [ | Lu(x) Pda®. (3.73)
Qg Qg
Let
Mu(x) = div(AV )
Now
" Mu(z) = divge (¢ (R)T ARV eu) .
Or
e*" Mu(x) = divge (A°V getur) . (3.74)
Here
A = (59T AS® (3.75)
and
cosff —sinf 0
S¢=| sinf cosf 0 |- (3.76)
0 0 e’
Hence ,
e Lu(z) = divye (AVpeu) + > buge + ¢u . (3.77)

i=1

Now the matrix A° becomes singular as the element (2 approaches the edge e. We note

that

1[lo 00,20 = O(€”) and

169,00, 600 = O(e7) . (3.78)

Now

Qp = {a:rf <r<rfy,, 0p<0<07,, 0, <35 <le—0y}.
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To overcome the singular nature of A° as j — 0 we once again introduce a set of local

coordinates z in €2 defined as

29 = T§
1.6
=2 (3.79)
,r,e
J+1

Then QZ is mapped onto the hexahedron QZ such that the length of the z3 side becomes
large as ()¢ approaches the edge of the domain (2.

Define
Meu(2®) = e Mu(z) = divge (A°Vgeur) . (3.80)
Then
Mu(z®) = M*u(z) = div, (A*V,u). (3.81)
Here
A* = (T*)T AT (3.82)
where

cos@ sinf 0

T° = | —sinf cosf 0 . (3.83)
0 0 =
J+1

Clearly there exist positive constants po and p; such that

Moreover there exists a constant C' such that af; and its derivatives with respect to z
are uniformly bounded in Q¢. Here ai ; denotes the elements of the matrix A*. Hence we

obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.2.7. Let w®(x§) be a smooth, positive weight function such that w®(z§) =1 for

all 2§ > 78 = In(r§) and f_Tloo we(x§) dx§ = 1. Then there ezists a positive constant C.
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such that

2 2 9 2 9 ) ) , ,
@ a u 2T a u Ar a U .
L) £ ()

ou
Le 2d.§(3 — % ( ) ( ) ds®
/ Lu(a®)] (Z (o).
0 ou
— 92 / ( ) ((_) ) do®
Z A 8Tl Ae 8515 aue e
= ou ou \ 2
2T e 9 er e .
+C€</g<;<8$f) +e (8x§)>d$ +/ﬁuw(xl)dx> (3.85)

holds for all X, C Q°.

Proof. Since the spectral element function u(z¢) is only a function of z§ if QF C {z :r <
r§} the result follows. Here we have used the fact that the second fundamental form is

Z€ro0. ]

Finally we state the following results.

Lemma 3.2.8. Let I'; , =I'7°°. Then

j{ er§€< Ou ) ( Ou ) ds’™¢
ory e o= ) jooe NV ) 4uoe
2
v—e ou 0 ou
-2 / e’s A o—e v—e << ) ) o™
'Z:: N (07']- )Ave asj Ov=e J go-e
(). ().
ore, \On° ) 4o \OVe ] 4.
2
ou 0 ou
=3 [ (o) s (), ) o 556
; pe, \NOTS/ 4o 05 \\Ove /) 4

J

Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix B.2. O

Lemma 3.2.9. Let I, , =17 ,. Then

du u du u
— ds® = —p*sin?(¢, j{ <—) <—) ds, 3.87
j‘gfﬁ,k (81/5)Ae <ane)A6 g (¢ ) ory; on A v A ( )
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and
22: / du 0 (0w .
= Jre, ote, ) 4o 088, \Ove ) 4.
0 (0du
—pU Sll’l ¢U (Z /T (aTm)Aa <8_V>A dO') . (388)
Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix B.3. O

3.3 Estimates for Lower Order Derivatives

{n " hz1,..N, . for v—e € V=& and {nf}i=1,..n. for e € € such that the corrected
spectral element function p defined as

pp=u +n forl=1,...,N,,

pl =u +n/ forl=1,...,N, and veY,

p C=u " +n¢ foril=1,...,Ny_e and v—ecV—E,

P =uj +1f forl=1,....,N, and e€é&, (3.89)

is conforming and p € HY(Q) i.e. p € HY(Q) and p vanishes on T, Define

{-7:} ZH sy (1,2, 73) HlQ’ +ZZH£1 (21,25, 73)e %/2 HIQ"

veY =1
Ny—e 2 —eN 2
N W
S (i A ( (o) +one ()
v—e€V-&
(Q” ¢)<oo
NU e
( ) ) dzv¢ + Z / 2wv—e($111—e> dxv—e)
M(Ql e)—oo
88[ 2T asle ? e\2 e
+;< Z /e< ( ) +e (8:)3§) + (s7)" | dx
M(Qe)<00

+ Z / s¢)2 we(x5) x) (3.90)
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Then the estimate

Uy (F) < OwVM{EY) (3.91)

holds. Here Cw is a constant, if the spectral element functions are conforming on the

wirebasket WB of the elements, otherwise Cyy = C(In W), where C' is a constant.
Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix C.1. O

Theorem 3.3.1. The following estimate for the spectral element functions holds
Uy {FL) < KnwV" ({F.}) (3.92)

Here Ky w = CN*, when the boundary conditions are mized and Ky w = C(In W)? when
the boundary conditions are Dirichlet.
If the spectral element functions vanish on the wirebasket WB of the elements then Ky w =

C(InW)?, where C is a constant.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [38] and is provided in Appendix
C.2. O

3.4 Estimates for Terms in the Interior

3.4.1 Estimates for terms in the interior of 2"

Lemma 3.4.1. Let ], and Q) be elements in the regular region Q" of Q2 and T}, ; be a
face of 0, and I'} ; be a face of Q4 such that I}, , =T .. Then for any € > ( there exists

a constant C. such that for W large enough

/ our, oup,\ (9 Ouy, s
arr ov J,\on ), ov),\on),

< CmWPRY el e+ > (D210, + 1020 30,) - (3:93)

m
k=1 1<|a|<2

w

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [37] and is provided in Appendix
D.1. 0
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Lemma 3.4.2. Let 0, and € be elements in the reqular region Q" of Q0 and ', ; be a
Jace of Q7 and T} ; be a face of 07 such that T, ; = I') .. Then for any € > 0 there exists
a constant C¢ such that for W large enough

2

r r 87" 87"
LG o (), [ (6) o (), o
= . oT; Os; \ Ov - or;) ,0s; \ov ),

< C(n W)’ Zn[um W rs +e S (IDSu Ry, + DS ey ) - (3.99)
k=

1< <2

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [37] and is provided in Appendix
D.2. O

3.4.2 Estimates for terms in the interior of ()¢

Lemma 3.4.3. Let Q7 and QF be elements in the edge neighbourhood Q¢ of ) and 'y, ;
be a face of Qy, and Ty ; be a face of QO such that 'y, , =T . and ,u(ffm) < 00. Then for

any € > 0 there exists a constant C, such that for W large enough

T (EANEE ZANNCI AN
8Fe 8"’1,6 Ae al/e Ae ane Ae 81/6 Ae

< W) (s | IE, )
o%us \° 2 o%us \? o%us \ >
+e / ( - ke) +€2T ( - ke) +€4T< k )
k;p( Qe <Z;2 8xi0xj ; 0xs 0§ (0x§)2

S (39) )

Here C. is a constant which depends on € but is uniform for all ffm C Q°, and Ghi =

r +II
N Une
L= T2

+{] G luas] ]

sup (€7).
xeef’fnyi

If ,u(f“;”) = oo then for any e >0

bo((2) () - LANEARPE
ope A\ 0N ) 4o \ OV ) one ) ,. \Ove ) ,. i

<e (/e (uf) 2w (x$) da® +/ (us)?w®(x9) dxe> (3.95b)

%

provided W = O(e™") with o < 1/2.
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Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix D.3. O

Lemma 3.4.4. Let Q7 and QF be elements in the edge neighbourhood Q¢ of ) and I';,
be a face of Q5 and T, ; be a face of QU such that I';, ; =17 ; and ,u(f‘fm) < 00. Then for

p,J

any € > 0 there exists a constant C. such that for W large enough

& ous, 0 ous ous ) Ous
/ Z n . - . Ae L do®
f’fn i 1=1 aTle Ae 037 ove Ae 07-25 Ae 087 ove e

< ColmnWy? (][] fus] || | )

Pue )2 - ( 02us )2 A <a2u; )2
t+e +e” +eV
kzm: </ﬂ (;2 <5‘$?5’$? ; O dxs (0x5)?

3 () e (52) ) o). s

If ,u(ffm) = oo then for any € > 0

/ i oul,\ 9 ((0u\ \  (Ous\ 9 [[0u »
e A \\OT /) 4 Os7 \\OV° )y o5 ) 4o Osy \\ove ) ,.
9( | et s+ [ upur et do ) (3.961)

provided W = O(e™N") with o < 1/2.

2

be 1] feag] 115

Te
Fm,i

+|I| Griluas] ||

Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix D.4. O

We now state estimates for terms in the interior of vertex neighbourhoods and vertex-

edge neighbourhoods the proofs of which are similar to those for Lemma B.4.1] to Lemma

.44

3.4.3 Estimates for terms in the interior of 2

Lemma 3.4.5. Let (2, and €2y be elements in the vertex neighbourhood Q¥ of 2 and 'y, ;
be a face of ), and I} ; be a face of Q) such that I'), , =1 .. Then for any e > 0 there
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exists a constant C, such that for W large enough

jg xg in( v) 8u21 8UZL .
o\ ane ) e )

C.(InW) ZR illwa ]I o 5

8u§ 8u§ s
onv ) ,, \Ov® ) ,, §

re 3 (||e%/2Dxuuv I2 6, + e/ D2ut]2 5, ) (3.97)

1<|o]<2

Here RS, ;= sup (e"3).

zvel?

m, i

If ,u(f‘}j”) = 0o then the integral in left hand side of (3.97) is zero.

Lemma 3.4.6. Let 2, and € be elements in the vertex neighbourhood Q¥ of X and 'y, ;
be a face of 1y, and I') ; be a face of Q) such that I'), , =T} .. Then for any e > 0 there

exists a constant C,. such that for W large enough

/ €% sin(zY) Ou, 9 ((%m do®
o ! oty ) 4o Os] oY J 4.

m,i

3l

—/ (). (52),.) =
11‘ 87-;} Av 85;) 811” Av

C.(InW) ZR i T oo

ey (||ex3/2Dau 126, + les2D%upl2,, ) (3.98)

1<]|af<2

If ,u(f‘}j”) = oo then the integral in left hand side of (3.98) is zero.

3.4.4 Estimates for terms in the interior of (2V=°

Lemma 3.4.7. Let (2)7¢ and §2,7° be elements in the vertex-edge neighbourhood Q"= of
Q and I} 7 be a face of 47¢ and T')~¢ be a face of 0)7¢ such that I') 7 =T~ Then for
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any € > 0 there exists a constant C. such that for W large enough

(o) ()
al—m e 071”_5 Av—e ayv_e Av—e
(55, (), )
anv—e Aufe 81/’0—6 Aufe
2

CelmW)? (||| [yl | [
m,i

82 v—e 2
é;;;;)j% Z / Z <ax1}—7g§xv—e)

oo+ [1] =]

H[[ B ]

k=m,p k 1,j=1,2
2 _ 2 _ 2 2 N
a2uv e a2uv e auv e
+ sin? —k ) 4sinto| —E— | + k
(b; <ax;)—eax§—e) (b (al’v_e)2 z_: al,v—e

v—e\ 2
+sin? ¢ (gzg_e) ) evs d:v”_e> : (3.99a)

Here C, is a constant which depend on € but is uniform for all F” cC Qe and E'F
sup (sin ).

v—e v—e
r EF’!?L i

If ,u(F”mf) = oo then for any e >0

feoe (@), (5)
8F:’n ze anv_e Av—e 81/1)_6 Av—e
(o (YN L
ON’=¢ ) qoee \OVY™ ) 4ooe

(Z / )2es Wt (2V) da:”_e> (3.99D)
k mp v—e

provided W = O(e™N") with o < 1/2.

Lemma 3.4.8. Let ()7 and §1)7° be elements in the edge neighbourhood 2°~° of Q and

Iy be a face of Q)¢ and I')° be a face of )7¢ such that I, 72 = T')~¢. Then for any
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€ > 0 there exists a constant C. such that for W large enough

2
Lo our-® ) 0 ( <8u“m_e ) )
e’ v—e v—e v—e
/;n <; ((87'1 av—e O3] v Av—e
o a“z_e a a“z_e do_v—e
0T 7% ) jo—e 08¢ ov=e ) 4o-e

< CmW)? (|| oy :

Zee + ||| 1 [t-e] ||[70-
Lod L
2
82uv—e
+H}Eveu”6] ‘ ”e)_l_ei: E: v—ek v—e
Fm % Qvfe aaj aaj .
k=m,p k 1,j=1,2 ¢ J

2w\ & o’
+ sin ¢Z (8x” Ot e) +sin” ¢ <7(8x _e)2> +Z (axp—e)

v
3 i=1 t

v—e 2
+sin? ¢ <a“jj ) >e d:c”_e> . (3.100a)
Iy
If u(ffn_f) = oo then for any e > 0
2
o 8ufn‘e) 9, <<8ufn_e) )
e —e v—e v—e
L (B (G, (G5,
(N o ((ou .
077 ) qooe 0577 \\OV"¢ ) 4o
(Z / )2es wm(2V7°) d:)s”_e> (3.100b)
PA— v—e

provided W = O(eN") with a < 1/2.

3.5 Estimates for Terms on the Boundary

3.5.1 Estimates for terms on the boundary of ()"

To simplify the presentation we assume the face constituting part of the boundary of 2
lies on the x5 —x3 plane. The contributions from the boundary which have to be estimated
will then consist of terms from the regular region, the vertex region, the vertex-edge region
and the edge region as shown in Figure [3.2l We first examine how to estimate the terms
on the boundary of €2 for the regular region, terms from the other regions can be estimated

similarly.
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-e

Figure 3.2: Boundary terms.

Lemma 3.5.1. Let I}, ; be part of the boundary of the element SX, which lies on the

Ty — x3 axis. Define the contributions from '], . by

0 )
(BT);,; = pasin’(¢y) (— ]gpr (a—Z)A (a—:j)A ds

m,j

SLEE) S

If Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on L'}, ; then for any e > 0 there exist

constants C. and K. such that

(BTY, | < Cln WPl By + 50 S D8 B g,

la|=1
S (3102

laf=2

If Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on I'}, ; then for any € > 0 there exists a

o ),

Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix D.5. O

constant C. such that

2

(BT, ;| < Ce(lnW)? +e > IDupll3 0 - (3.103)

1217, ; 1<]a|<2
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3.5.2 Estimates for terms on the boundary of €)°

Lemma 3.5.2. Let I}, ; be part of the boundary of the element SX, which lies on the

Ty — x3 axis. Define the contributions from 'y, . by

(BT, ,; = _j{ <ﬂ) <8_“> ds¢
’ af\;’j ane Ae 01/6 Ae
2
ou 0 ou
-2 — . 104
/e Z (87'1)Ae Osy ((8V6)Ae) do (3.104)

m,j =1

If Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on I'y,

there exists constants C¢, K. such that for W large enough

and u(ffn,j) < oo then for any e > 0
() < oy (it | (52 17+ len (52) I

)
o (£ () -

82ufn ’ 2T - a2ufn ’ 4T 82Ufn ’ e
“/@sﬂ <-Z <8xfax;) e g(@x&cg) e <<ax§>2) o

1,j=1,2
(3.105)

If Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on I'y, ; and u(f‘fmj) < 0o then for any e > 0
there exists a constant C. such that

9 2 02'&6 2
(01/6) iy +e </:$n (;:1 (8mf@1’§)
2 9 2 2
0*us d%us o,
2T 41 m
s (axeaxg,) e ((ax§>2> +2 )

8U
2T m e
+e (—J}g) ) dx ) . (3106)

If ,u(ffmj) = 0o then for any € > 0 for N,W large enough

‘BTmJ}<C (In W)?

‘(BT)fw-‘ < e[ (us,)*w®(x¢) da° (3.107)
as,
provided W = O(e™") for a < 1/2.
Proof. The proof is provided in Appendix D.6. O

We now state estimates for terms on the boundary of vertex neighbourhoods and

vertex-edge neighbourhoods.
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3.5.3 Estimates for terms on the boundary of (2°

Lemma 3.5.3. Let I'), ; be part of the boundary of the element €, which lies on the

Ty — x3 azis. Define the contributions from Iy, . by

) ou ou
v a2 T i (Y !
(BT)m’j = sin“(¢y) < fgpv e”s sin(zy) <8n”)AU <8VU)AU ds

m,j

2
ou
—2/ €% sin (Y g < ) ((—) )da” : (3.108)
~’u 1 =1 aTl Av aSl ayv Av

and p(f‘;’w) < oo then for any e > 0

If Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on I'y,

there exists constants C. and K. such that

(BT )5 51 < CnW )Ryl 50+ Ko >l Dg s o
la=1
+ed (e D u |l g, - (3.109)
|a|=2

If Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on '), . then

v
<8um
ovv J -,
Avlliyafy

+e Y e Dhunlle g, - (3.110)

1<]af<2

2
‘ (BT); ‘ < Ce(In W)2an7j

[fu(f”md) = oo then (BT);,; = 0.

3.5.4 Estimates for terms on the boundary of (2V~°

Lemma 3.5.4. Let '), % be part of the boundary of the element €27¢ which lies on the

Ty — x3 axis. Define the contributions from I "% by

(BT)"= — _7{ o ou ou Jsv-e
»J Sfv—e anv—e Av—s ayv—e Av—e

m,j

2
_— - dov=.  (3.111)
/U € lZ:; (aTl )AU e 08 ayv ¢ Av—e
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v—e

If Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on '}

there exists constants C, and K. such that

andu(f%;)<oothenf0r any € > 0
8uve auv—e 2
oz < caun (i ) (255 I, +
)51 < . (R, (89311, ]|/ )

Z(aum_e) + sin? ¢ vm ) B e
QI e —1 3

2
821,6%1_6 2 82 v—e
+€/§;%E Z <ax§)—eax§ e) +Sln Z:( v— eaxé) 6)

i,7=1,2

2, v—e 2
+sint ¢ 8“7’”2 e™s " dxve. (3.112)
(037)

If Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on I'y ¢ and ,u(fzm_]e) < oo then for any

€ > 0 there exists a constant C. such that

J
v—e 2 - 82uvm_e i
} (BT),, } < Cln V) m (81/” E)Ave re e /Q;Jne ZZ (W)
2 2 _ 2 2 _ 2
82 U e a2uv e auv €
2 4  "m m
+ sin ¢Z<8x” “Onl ) + sin ¢<(8x§_6)2) _'_Z(axv—e)

v—e\ 2 e
+sin? ¢ <au—;”_e) ) e’s d:)s”_e) : (3.113)
oxs,

If u(ffn_f) = 0o then for any € > 0 for N,W large enough

‘(BT v e‘ < E[ (ut;n e)2€x§ 6wy e(xtlj e) dxv—e

provided W = O(eN") for a < 1/2.

3.6 Proof of the Stability Theorem
We are now in a position to prove the stability estimates stated in Theorems 2.3.1] 2.3.2]
and 2.3.31 We recall them again.

Theorem 2.3.1. Consider the elliptic boundary value problem (21]). Suppose the bound-

ary conditions are Dirichlet. Then

UMY ({FD) < Cla W)V FY) -
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Theorem 2.3.2. If the boundary conditions for the elliptic boundary value problem (2.1))

are mized then

UM ({F}) < ONWET({FLD)

provided W = O(eMN") for a < 1/2.

Theorem 2.3.3. If the boundary conditions are mixzed and the spectral element functions

({F.}) are conforming on the wirebasket WB and vanish on WB then
UMY ({Fu}) < ClnWPPVEY({FLD)
provided W = O(eN") for a < 1/2.

Proof. Define

3 2
0%uy
N,W ya . l

Ny_ 2
v—e e a2u;1—e
i Z Z /Q’l“e ‘ Z <8x7-’_68x”_6>

v—e€V—E \[=14(Q) ) <oo

2 _ 2 _ 2
O*ul—e JPul e
.2 1 4 l d v—e
+ sin Z (78@’_6(%;;_6) + sin” ¢ ((8x§_6)2) ) T )

1=1

¢
0*uf 2 o 2 0?uf 2
* Z </Ql (Z (0xf@x§) te Z <8xf@x§)

i,7=1,2 =1

Then combining the results in Sections 3.1,3.2,3.3 and 3.4 we obtain that for any € > 0

there exist constants C, and K, such that

Uy ({(Fu}) < Cm WPV ({FD) + ey ({Fu})
+ KUY ({FD) (3.114)

Here L{g)w({]—"u}) is as defined in (3.90). Hence choosing e small enough we obtain

Uy (R <2 (CnmVYYED + KUY (ED) (3.115)
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At the same time using Theorem [3.3.1] we have
Uy {FY) < Enw VN ({FLY) -

Now

UMY {FD) = Uy {FD) + Uy (R -

Combining (3115, (B116) and B.II7) the result follows.

(3.116)

(3.117)






Chapter 4

The Numerical Scheme and Error

Estimates

4.1 Introduction

In Chapters 2 and 3 we have described a method for solving three dimensional elliptic

boundary value problems on non-smooth domains using h — p spectral element methods.

In this chapter we provide the numerical scheme based on the stability estimates of
Chapters 2 and 3. We shall define a functional which is closely related to the quadratic
forms defined in Chapter 2 in the regular region and in the various neighbourhoods of

vertices, edges and vertex-edges. We seek a solution which minimizes this functional.

The functional which we minimize is the sum of a weighted squared norm of the
residuals in the partial differential equations and the squared norm of the residuals in the
boundary conditions in fractional Sobolev spaces and the sum of the squares of the jumps
in the function and its derivatives across inter-element boundaries in fractional Sobolev
norms. The Sobolev spaces in vertex-edge and edge neighbourhoods are anisotropic and

become singular at the corners and edges.

In section 4.3 we obtain error estimates and show that the error is exponentially small

in terms of the number of degrees of freedom and number of layers in the geometric mesh.
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4.2 The Numerical Scheme

In Chapter 2, we had divided the polyhedral domain €) into a regular region ", a set
of vertex neighborhoods Y, a set of edge neighborhoods 2¢ and a set of vertex-edge
neighborhoods Q2*7¢. We had further divided each of these sub domains into still smaller
elements as curvilinear hexahedrons, tetrahedrons and prisms and by virtue of the fact
that a tetrahedron can be split into four hexahedrons and a prism can be split into three
hexahedrons we can assume that all our elements are hexahedrons to keep the exposition
simple (and to keep the programming simple).

In Chapter 2, we had introduced a spectral element representation of the function u
on each of these elements in various parts of the domain 2. To formulate the numerical

scheme we will define a functional RMW ({F,}), closely related to the quadratic form

VW F,L) as follows:

R ({F}) = Rycguiar {Fu}) + Rodltices {Fu}) + Ricriencages ({Fu})
+ Regges {Fu})- (4.1)
Let us first consider the regular region 2" of 2 and define the functional Rﬁngm({fu}).
2" is divided into N, curvilinear hexahedrons ], l = 1,2, ..., N, and we map each of these

(2] onto the master cube
Q: (_171)3:{)\:<)\17)\27)\3>|_1S)\ZS 171 SZS?)}

using an analytic map M having an analytic inverse.
We now define a non-conforming spectral element representation on each of these

elements as follows:

ur ) =YD gk AN

=0 j=0 k=0
Let A = (A1, Ao, A3) and let f](N) = f(M] (A1, A2, A3)) where A € Q for l =1,2,... N,
and let J/(A\) denote the Jacobian of the mapping M. Define

F(A) =TI
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and

Lyjui(A) = Lup (M; (\)/ I (A) -

Now consider the boundary conditions w = g on I'y for k € D = 'l and (g—;j) 4=
he on Ty, for k € N = Tl Let I, = T, N 09 be the image of the mapping M/
corresponding to Ay = —1. Let gj, = gp(M] (=1, A2, A3)) and hj, = hp(M] (=1, Az, A3))
where —1 < A\g, A3 < 1.

We now define

Nr

Ripu(FD =3[ L)~ )y

=1

3
2
+ > <||[u]||ar;i+Z||[uxk]||1/zvr,yi>
k=1

L7, COm\o0

n Z Hu;—gzr,iH;Z),/z,r;i

Iy, cro
I8
<8ul) o
Li
o ),

+ 2
Let v be one of the vertices of 2. Consider the vertex neighborhood €2¥ of the vertex

2

(4.2)

Fz-ﬂ_gr[l} 1/2,1—‘27’.

v € V, the set of vertices (defined in Chapter 2). QY is divided into NNV, curvilinear hexa-
hedrons 7,01 =1,2,..., N,. We define a non-conforming spectral element representation
as follows: Let QY be the image of Qf in 2% coordinates. Then there is an analytic map

M :Q — Q}’ having an analytic inverse. If Q}’ is a corner element of the form
Oy = {2": (¢,0) € 5, —00 < x < In(p})}

then we define u; = h,,, where h, is a constant.

If ¢ is of the form

QF = {2V (¢,0) € S¥,In(p¥) < x < In(p¥,y)}

we define
w, W, W,

u}’(m”) - Z Z Z Br,s,t ¢T98Xt :

=0 s=0 r=0
Here 1 < W, < W. Moreover as in [51], W, = [pyi] for all 1 < ¢ < N, where 1 > 0 is a

degree factor. Hereafter [a] denotes the greatest positive integer < a.
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Let A, = (2%, 23, #3) denote one of the vertices of Q. Let F(zV) = €*2X\/sin ¢ f (z(x?))
for 2 € O, 1 <1< N,,.

We now consider the boundary conditions w = g; on I'; forz € D = ' and ( g—;ﬁ) 4= h;
on Ty for i € N = Tl Let ['7;, = I N oY and suppose €] is not a corner element.

Moreover it is assumed that I'}; lies on the x — x3 plane for simplicity. Define

(@),

gl K )) fOI' F = F[O]a

sin ¢

X
) hi(x(x")) for I'}; C i,

Let

[i = sup (e%5).
:EUEF}”Z.

We now define the functional

RYV((FH= 3 |1zt - e P

v

I=1,p(2Y ) <00

(H [, + 2] P
I}, COv\oQ
(T ;) <oo

H \/ R;)Z ,i

/2,07, )

1"“ Il 3/2, F”
H(Fl ;)<00
ouy AP
(@), )l =
FU CF[l] 1/2,1—‘;"71.
M(Fl )<o0

The functional R ({F,}) is then given by

vertices

Uertlces {f} ZRNW {‘F }) (44)

vey

Next, we define RV cdges ({Fu})- Let Q277 denote the vertex-edge neighborhood of
the vertex-edge v—e € V — £. Q"¢ is divided into N,_ elements ;7,1 =1,2,..., N,_.
As in Chapter 2, let us define a non-conforming spectral element representation on each

of these sub-domains as follows:
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Let QV=¢ be the image of Q¢ in #~¢ coordinates. If QY€ is a corner element of the
form

Qe = {2~ Y < <P, 00 <0 <05, —co < (< ()

then on QU~¢ we define

v—e
Uy = hy_e =hy .

Next, suppose Q;’,_e is a corner element of the form
Que = {a:”_e P00 < <P 0770 <0 <007, (< (< (it

with £ > 1. Then on Q;’,_e we define

Here 1 < W, < W. Moreover W, = [usn] for 1 <n < N, where py > 0 is a degree factor.

Finally, suppose QZ‘E is of the form

Qe = {2V )T < <P, 0770 <0 <00 Gt <<

with ¢ > 1, n > 1. Then on Q}I’_e we define

Wqg Wq Vg

ug “(x"7°) = Z Z Z Ve YTOC

r=0 s=0 t=0
Here 1 < W, < W and 1 <V, < W. Moreover W, = [u1i], V; = [pon] for 1 < i,n < N,
where p1, g > 0 are degree factors [51].

Let F'=¢(zv=¢) = 21 “e2% " f(x(xv=¢)) for 27¢ € Q¢ 1 <1 < N,_..

We now consider the boundary conditions w = g on I'y, for k € D = I'l) and ( g—;ﬁ) =

A
hp on Ty for k € N = T, Then (55%=) ... et “hy(w(xv70)). Let T7¢ =

v—e
= 6x3

[, N €)™ and suppose €2 is not a corner element. Moreover it is assumed that I'};*

lies on the x5 — x5 plane for simplicity and u(f}jge) < 00. Define
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We define the functional
NU e

RN_";V({,FU}) _ / Lv e U e(xv )_ F}v—e(zv—e) }2 dx?—¢
1=1,u( Q;’
+ ( Fe GLS Hor“e +|[ 1 [ty }rve
Y% ecm \00,
(Fl,k )<oo
2 v—e 2
+ }H u 11 e ‘ f‘;}’;e + H‘ Elvk I:unge] } f\;;’ke>
- - N
(H Y Fz,k (uz — Gk ) Hof“*e
— Lk
3y ecro, ’
,u(f‘;i;e)<oo
v—e 2
+|] (um;’*e — (91 )m;ﬁe) | e
1B (e — 60 ) Il
L,k xg L,k zye Fl,k
v—e 2
+ Z H’ ( VU 6) _hlJi‘ f\ufe' (45)
F’U e F[] Av—e L,k
,u(f‘;i;e)<oo
Here £} ° = sup (sing) and G}° = sup (e*s "). Moreover, G[}.° is defined in
avmeelyy wvmeely e
2.27).
Then the functional R cdges({Fu}) is defined as follows:
Ri\;mm edges {‘F } Z R {‘F }) (46)

v—eeV-F

Finally, we define the functional Redges({]-" }). Let Q¢ denote the edge neighborhood
of the edge e € £. Q° is divided into N, elements Qf,l = 1,2,..., N.. Once again we
define a non-conforming spectral element representation on each of these sub-domains as
follows:

Let Q¢ be the image of QF, in z° coordinates. If Qg is a corner element of the form
={2°: —oo <af <In(r}), 05 <a§ <05, Zo <5< Z. .}

then we define

w
us(x®) = Z a(z§)" .

t=0
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Next, let QZ be of the form
= {2 In(r) < af <In(ry,y), 0 <af <05, Z5 <a5 < Z,}

with1<i< N, 0<j<L,0<n<...

Then we define

SSS (a5

r=0 s=0 t=0
Here 1 < W, < W. Moreover W, = [u] for 1 <7 < N, uy > 0 is a degree factor.

Let Ff(z¢) = €21 f(x(z¢)) for 2 € QF, 1 <1 < N..
We now consider the boundary conditions w = g on I'y, for k € D = I'l) and ( 8—w) 4=

hi on Ty for k € N =T Then (5%),. = ¢"Thy(z(2°)). Let I',, = Iy N 9QE, and

suppose {27 is not a corner element. Moreover it is assumed that I'¢ , lies on the x9 — 23

plane for simplicity and ,u(f;bk) < 00. Define

(w(z)) for I, ;. C i,

gm k =w=
(81/@) = el hy,(x(2%)) for I, C ri,
We define
Ne
RIVAEN = S0 [0 - ) P
l:l,,u(ﬁle)<oo

2

e
Fm,k

e 2 (|ERw ), e

re ,CQe\09,
2
Dok

u(le, p)<oo
) (1 G = 5 W, 11 (11 = C0,5) 11

M(Fm k)<OO

+1]] G i (ux3 - (g;k)xg) Hﬁ“ilk)
o 2 G, -l

“(Fm k) 0

2
1"6

m,k

[ G Luas] |

+ ||| [uaa]

e
Fm,k
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Here Gy, . = sup (e7) and Hy, , is as defined in ([2.34)).

xeef‘fn,k
The functional Ri\%gs({]:u}) can now be defined as:
Redges (Fu}) = D_RIV{FY) (48)
ec&

Finally using (£2)), (£4), (£6) and (43]) in (@) we can define RYW ({F,}).

Our numerical scheme may now be formulated as follows:
Find F, € SNV which minimizes the functional R™NW ({F.}) over all F, € SMW.

Here SMW denotes the space of spectral element functions F.

4.3 Error Estimates

It is well known that for three dimensional elliptic problems containing singularities in
the form of vertices and edges, the geometric mesh and a proper choice of element degree
distribution leads to exponential convergence and efficiency of computations (see [12, 113,
49, 151] and references therein).

Let N denote the number of refinements in the geometrical mesh and W denote
an upper bound on the degree of the polynomial representation of the spectral element
functions. We assume that NN is proportional to W.

In this Section we show that the error obtained from the proposed method is expo-
nentially small in N. The optimal rate of convergence with respect to Ngor, the number
of degrees of freedom is also provided.

Our analysis of error estimates is similar to that in two dimensions (see |8, [11, 160, |86
and references therein). Here, we briefly describe the main steps of the proof, for details
one may refer to [60].

Let S¥W(Qv), S¥W(Qv=e), SNW(Q°), and S¥W(Q") denote the space of spectral
element functions (SEF) over the set of vertex neighbourhoods QY vertex-edge neigh-
bourhoods Q°7¢, edge neighbourhoods 2¢ and regular region " respectively. Let us
denote by S™W(Q) the space of SEF over the whole domain €2 whose restrictions to QV,
Qv=¢, Q° and Q" belong to SNV (QY), SMW (Qv=e), SMW(Q°), and SV (Q") respectively.
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Let {F.} minimize RYW ({F,}) over all {F,} € SM¥W(Q), the space of spectral ele-

ment functions. We write one more representation for {F,} as follows:-

{F.} = {{Zz (At Aoy Aa) hvy A2 (9, 0,0 1 s {28744, 6, €) Nv (0, 25) 1Y 1} :

Here z] (A1, A2, A3) is a polynomial of degree W in each of its variables.

z{ = a,, where a, is a constant, on corner elements Q}’ with u(fl}’) = 00. In all other
elements in the vertex neighbourhoods, 2} (¢, 0, x) is a polynomial of degree W;,1 < W; <
W, W, = [uyi] for all 1 <i < N +1, in ¢,0 and x variables separately, where p; > 0 is a
degree factor.

v—e

2/~ = ay_e = a,, on corner elements Q}’_e of the form
Q}’_e = {27 )7 < <Y, 0i7c <0 <0 ], —c0o<(< ¢}

and 2/~ is a polynomial of degree V;in ¢, 1 < V; < W,V = [ugn] forall1 <n < N, us > 0,

on corner elements Q;’_e of the form
Q;’_e = {x”_e D —00 < P < PyTE 9;-’_6 <0< 9;’3, (o< (< Cﬁ;f}

with n > 1.

On the remaining elements in the vertex-edge neighbourhoods, 2z, ~“(¢, 6, () is a poly-
nomial of degree Wi, 1 < W, < W, W, = [py1] for all 1 < ¢ < N, in ¢, 6 variables and of
degree V;, 1 <V, < W, V; = [ugn] for all 1 < n < N, in ¢ variable with gy > 0, g > 0.

Finally, on corner elements Qe with ,u(Qf) = 00, 2z is a polynomial of degree W in x3
and on the remaining elements Qz away from edges zf (7,6, x3) is a polynomial of degree
Wi,1<W, <W,W; = [mi],1 <i<N,pu >0in 7,6 variables and of degree W in the x5
variable.

Approximation in the regular region:

Let us first consider the regular region Q2" of €2. In Chapter 2, 2" has been divided
into ], l =1,..., N, curvilinear hexahedrons, tetrahedrons and prisms. Let M be the
analytic map from @) to ;.

Let TIW:W:W (w(M7()))) denote the projection of the solution w into the space of poly-

nomials of degree N in each of its variables with respect to the usual inner product in
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H?(Q). Then on Qf we define
st(A) = VW (M (M) = TV (w(N)), for A € Q.

Approximation in vertex neighbourhoods:
Let us now consider the vertex neighbourhood 2V of the vertex v € V, where V denotes
the set of vertices of Q (see Figure 2.8)). We had divided 2" into 27,1 =1, ..., N, elements

(Chapter 2). If Q}’ is a corner element of the form
Op = {2 (¢,0) € S}, —o0 < x < In(p})}

then on QY we define

v
S = Wy,

where w, = w(v) denotes the value of w at the vertex v defined as in our differentiability
estimates of Chapter 2.
If Q}’ is of the form

Op = {a": (¢,0) € S7, In(p) < x < In(py )}

then on € we approximate (w(z”) —w,) by its projection, denoted by IT"tWitWi into the
space of polynomials of degree N in each of its variables separately with respect to the

usual inner product in H?(QY) and define
sP(xY) = VWi ((2%) — w,) + w,.

Here 1 < W, < W, W, = [pqi] for all 1 < i < N, where p; > 0 is a degree factor [51].
Approximation in vertex-edge neighbourhoods:

We now consider the vertex-edge neighborhood €27¢ of the vertex-edge v—e €V — &
(see Figure 29)). Here, as earlier, V — & denotes the set of vertex-edges of the domain
Q. Q"¢ is divided into 77¢ ¢ = 1,..., N,_. elements using a geometric mesh in ¢, z3
variables and a quasi-uniform mesh in 6 variable.

Let Q;’_e be the image of (7™° in x"~¢ coordinates. If Q;’_e is a corner element of the

form

U7 = {271 VO < < UL, 0VC < 0 < 0055, —oo < € < (U0
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then on Qg‘e we define

v—e __ _
57 = Wy—e = Wy .

Here w, is the value of w at the vertex v (Chapter 2).

Next, suppose Qg_e is a corner element of the form

Qe ={a": —oo < < 07 <0 <O, (< (<

with n > 1. Let s(z5 “) = w(®1, T2, 23)|(2,20,20=0) be the value of w along the edge e.
Define

v—e

o(rg ) = s(x57) — wy.

Let ITV2(o(x4~¢)) be the orthogonal projection of o(zy ) into the space of polynomials

in H*(I). Then we define
s “(w57) = (0 (257%)) + w, = "5 (257°).

Here 1 <V, < W. Moreover W, = [ugn] for all 1 < n < N, where puy > 0 is a degree
factor.

The remaining elements Qg_e in Q¢ are of the form

Qe = (@70 B < < G O < 0 < B, G < C < QS

with ¢ > 1, & > 1. Let us write a(z""¢) = w(2""°) — s(x} ). Then on Q;’_e we

Wy,

approximate a(x”¢) by its projection, denoted by IT"=W«Va into the space of polynomials

with respect to the usual inner product in H 2((2;’_6). We now define
570 (a70) = TV M (a2 ) 4 I (s(a)).

Here 1 < W, < W and 1 <V, <W. Moreover W, = [u1], Vy = [pon] for all 1 <i,n < N,
where p1, iz > 0 are degree factors [51].

Finally, we discuss approximation in the edge neighbourhood elements and define
comparison functions there.

Approximation in edge neighbourhoods:
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Consider the edge neighborhood Q¢ of the edge e € £ (see Figure 2.I0). Here, as
before, £ denotes the set of edges of the domain €2. In Chapter 2, we had divided €2¢ into
,p=1,..., N, elements.

Let Q; be the image of {27 in 2° coordinates. Let Q; be a corner element of the form
= {2 —oo <af <In(ry), 0 <a§ <0, Z; <a§<Zi,}.

Let s(x§) = w (21, %2, 23) | (2,=0,0,=0)- Then on Qe we approximate s(z§) by its projec-
tion onto the space of polynomials with respect to the usual inner product in H?(I). Let

1V (s(z5)) denote this projection, then we define
si(w5) = I (s(x5))-
Next, let Qg be of the form
= {2 In(r) < af <In(rfyy), 05 <af <05, ZF <a§ < Zi 4}

with 1 <i < N, 0<j<I,0<n<J. Letus write f(z°) = w(z®) — s(z5). Then
on Qg we approximate [3(z¢) by its projection, denoted by II"»W»W "into the space of

polynomials with respect to the usual inner product in H 2((2;;). Define
si(2€) = YW W (5 (a0)) 4+ 11 (s(a5)).

Here 1 < W, < W. Moreover W, = [y7] for all 1 < i < N, where p; > 0 is a degree
factor [51].

Now consider the set of functions {{sl N {s0yNe {svmepee {se) } and denote it

by {Fs}.
We will show that the functional defined by

RYW ({FD) = Recpuar UFD) + Ricrtices {F})
+ Rvertez edges ({‘F }) + Redges({f }) (49)

is exponentially small in N. Here the functionals R gutar 1Fs1)s RNV ({F}) etc. are

vertices

similar to those as defined in Section 4.2.
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Using results on approximation theory in |11, [12, 160] it follows that there exist con-

stants C and b > 0 such that the estimate
RYW ({F}) < Ce™™ (4.10)

holds.

Now {F.} minimizes RMW ({F,}) over all {F,} € SMW(Q), the space of spectral

element functions. Then from (4.I0), we have
RNW ({F.}) < Ce ™™V, (4.11)

Let VMW be the quadratic form as defined in Chapter 2. Then from ([#I0) and EIT) we

can conclude that
VYW ({Foen}) < Ce™™ (4.12)

where C' and b are generic constants.

Hence using the Stability Theorem [2.3.1] we obtain
UMY ({Foen}) < Ce™N. (4.13)

Here the quadratic form UMY ({F,_.)}) is defined similar to the quadratic form UMW ({F,})
as in (2.17]) of Chapter 2.

Let UF(\) = w(X] (A1, A, As)) = w(M(N\)) for X € Q, U(z") = w(z®) for z° € Q,
UP=¢(2°=¢) = w(z*~°) for 2V~ € Q¢ and Uf(2°) = w(z®) for z¢ € QF. Here w is the
solution of the boundary value problem (21I).

We now define another quadratic form EMW ({z — U}) as follows:-

EVY ({2 = UY) = Eutar ({2 = U + Everices({2 = U}

regular vertices
+ gzi\e[;}gx—edges({zlv_e - Ulv_e}) + gé\(;;]I/Zs({Zle - Ule}) ) (414>
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where
Ny
G -v =3 [ SIS D,
1=1 7 Q=(M)7H) |41<2
gij)\cfrlgz/ces({zz) - Ulv}) = ZE’.NW( Ul ) >
veV
EN ({21 - Z f et i o e,
|a| <2
gzi\e[;}gx—edges({zlv_e - Ulv 6 Z gNW U ‘ Ulv e) )
v—eeV-E&
NU e
v—e v— e v—e v—e v—e 2 v—e
é’ﬂv({zl - U Z /U . Dyo-e (Zl -0 )(I )‘ dz®",
|o¢\<2
gczgvei({zle - Ur}) = ZENW( - Uf),
ec&
eV (i - Z | i - vpy o s
L || <2
It is easy to show that
Erepuar ({5 = U} < C
vertzces({ - }) < C
gé\e[r?gx edges({s Uv 6}) < Ce_bN
Eages(LsF = U} < C (4.15)
where the quadratic forms €ﬁ’gvuvlar sy = U, ENW  ({s? — UP}) ete. are defined similar
to those in ([@.14)). Now define
E’.N’W({S - U}) gﬁg‘;[/lar({‘s; - Ulr}) gijj\cfrlgz/ces({sz) - Ulv})
51])\;7‘1?;2 edges({sz)_e - Ulv_e}) gejtifgl/c}g({sle - Ule}) :
Then from ({I5) it follows that
ENW ({s —U}) < Ce™®V. (4.16)

Finally, using estimates (L.I3]) and (4.I6]), we obtain

U (Fiuoan)) < C
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Our main theorem on error estimates is now stated

Theorem 4.3.1. Let {F.} minimize R™W ({F.}) over all {F,} € S¥W(Q). Then there
exist constants C' and b (independent of N ) such that

UNY ({Fmn}) < Ce™M. (4.17)
Here UNW ({F.—u)}) is as defined in (215) of Chapter 2.

Remark 4.3.1. After having obtained the non-conforming spectral element solution we
can make a correction to it so that the corrected solution is conforming and the error in
the H' norm is exponentially small in N. These corrections are similar to those described
in [60, 183, |80] in two dimensions and are explained in the proof of Lemma [F.31] in

Appendiz C.1.

To end this chapter, let us estimate the error in terms of number of degrees of freedom
in various subregions of the domain (2.
The regular region 2":

The regular region 2" contains no vertices and edges of the domain 2. Here the
solution w has no singularity and is analytic.

There are O(1) number of elements in this region and each element has O(W?) degrees

of freedom. Let Ngr(€2") denotes the number of degrees of freedom in ©". Then
Naop(27) = O(W?) = O(N?) .

The vertex neighbourhoods (2":
In a vertex neighbourhood Q¥ there are O(N) elements with O(W?) degrees of freedom

in each element. If Ny,r(€2V) denotes the number of degrees of freedom in V. Then
Naog (V) = O(NW?) = O(N*?).

The vertex-edge neighbourhoods 2" ¢:
There are O(N?) number of elements in each of the vertex-edge neighbourhoods (V¢

and each element has O(W?3) degrees of freedom. Then

Nuos (27=¢) = O(N2W?3) = O(N) .
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Here Ngor(£2V7¢) denotes the number of degrees of freedom in 2V°.
The edge neighbourhoods ()°:
An edge neighbourhood Q¢ has O(N) elements with O(1W3) degrees of freedom within

each element. Let Ny, r(€2°) be the number of degrees of freedom in Q°. Then
Naop(2¢) = O(NW?) = O(N*?).

Hence, the error estimate Theorem [£.3.T]in terms of number of degrees of freedom assumes

the form

Theorem 4.3.2. Let {F,} minimizes RV ({F,}) over all {F,} € S¥W(Q). Then there
exist constants C' and b (independent of N ) such that

uNw ({]:(Z—U)}) < Ce_bN;‘{?. (4.18)

Here UNY ({F.—un}) is as defined in (Z13) and Nyoy = dim(SNY(Q)) is the number of

degrees of freedom.
Proof. Follows from Theorem [4.3.1] O

Remark 4.3.2. From the above theorem it is clear that the exponential rate of convergence
will be visible only for a large value of Ny, as a result we need to sufficiently refine the
geometric mesh both in the direction of edges and in the direction perpendicular to the

edges.

Remark 4.3.3. Since the majority of degrees of freedom is present in the vertex-edge

neighbourhoods the factor N ;0/? in the theorem is due to the vertex-edge singularity in the

1/5
solution. Hence the optimal convergence rate will be e *Naos |
Remark 4.3.4. It was conjectured in [13,51] that for h — p version of the finite element

1/5
method in R® the optimal convergence rate will be e ®Naos and it can not be improved

further with any mesh and any anisotropic polynomial order within the elements.



Chapter 5

Solution Techniques on Parallel

Computers

5.1 Introduction

In Chapter 4 we had described the numerical scheme and the error estimates for the

numerical solution were stated.

The method is essentially a least-squares collocation method. To solve the mini-
mization problem we need to solve the normal equations arising from the minimization
problem. We use preconditioned conjugate gradient method (PCGM) to solve the normal
equations using a block diagonal preconditioner which is nearly optimal as the condition
number of the preconditioned system is polylogarithmic in N, the number of refinements
in the geometric mesh. Moreover, to compute the residuals in the normal equations we
do not need to compute mass and stiffness matrices.

We use only non-conforming spectral element functions. We shall examine spectral
element functions which are conforming on the wirebasket in future work.

It is shown that we can define a preconditioner for the minimization problem which
allows the problem to decouple. Construction of preconditioner on each element in various
regions of the polyhedron is also provided. It will be shown as in [36] that there exists

a new preconditioner which can be diagonalized in a new set of basis functions using
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separation of variables technique.

The coefficients in the differential operator and the data are projected into the poly-
nomial spaces (we call them filtered coefficients of the differential operator and filtered
data) so that the integrands involved in the numerical formulation are exactly evaluated
using Gauss-Lobatto-Legendre (GLL) quadrature. However, in our computations we do
not need to filter the coefficients of the differential operator and the data. Of course, in
doing so we commit an error and it can be argued as in [86] that this error is spectrally
small.

In section 5.3 we shall describe the steps involved in computing the residuals in the
normal equations without computing mass and stiffness matrices on a distributed mem-
ory parallel computer. The evaluation of these residuals on each processor requires the
interchange of boundary values between neighbouring processors. Hence the communica-
tion involved is quite small. Thus we can compute the residuals in the normal equations
inexpensively and efficiently. Finally, we shall discuss computational complexity of our

method.

5.2 Preconditioning

We now come to the aspect of preconditioning. Our construction of preconditioners is

similar to that for elliptic problems in two dimensions (see |37, 138, 185, 186]).

5.2.1 Preconditioners on the regular region

In the regular region the preconditioner which needs to be examined corresponds to the

quadratic form

B(u) = l[ullf g (5.1)

where Q = (—1,1)3 =master cube, u = u(\) = u(\;, A2, A\3) is a polynomial of degree W

in A1, Ay and A3 separately.
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Let u(Aq, A2, A3) be the spectral element function, defined on Q = (—1,1)3, as

w w W

u(A, A2, As) = DD D " aigrLi(M)Li(A2) Li(As). (5.2)

i=0 j=0
Here L;(-) denotes the Legendre polynomial of degree i.
The quadratic form B(u) can be written as
B(u)= [ > [Dsul*dA. (5.3)
@ Jaj<2
We shall show that there is another quadratic form C(u) which is spectrally equivalent to
B(u) and which can be easily diagonalized using separation of variables.

Let I denote the interval (—1,1) and

v(A) = Zﬁz’Lz’()\l) : (5.4)

1=0

Moreover b = (B, f1, - - - ,BW)T. We now define the quadratic form

E(v) = /I(vil)\l + v}, )dM (5.5)

and
Fv) = / vid\; . (5.6)

Clearly there exist (W + 1) x (W + 1) matrices £ and F' such that
E(v) =b"Eb (5.7)

and

F(v) =b"Fb. (5.8)

Here the matrices E and F' are symmetric and F' is positive definite.
Hence there exist W + 1 eigenvalues 0 < pg < py < -+ < py and W + 1 eigenvectors

bo, b1, . .., by of the symmetric eigenvalue problem
(E—pF)b=0. (5.9)

Here
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The eigenvectors b; are normalized so that

bl Fb; = 0" . (5.10a)
Moreover the relations

bl Eb; = ;0 (5.10b)
hold. Let b; = (bi0,bi1,- .., biw). We now define the polynomial

w
$i(M) =D biyLi(\) for 0<i < W (5.11)

i=0

Next, let 95 ; » denote the polynomial

Vijk(A1, A2, A3) = 0i(A1) 5 (A2)Pr(A3) (5.12)

for 0<i<W,0<j<W 0<k<IV.
Let u(A1, A2, A3) be a polynomial as in (5.2). Define the quadratic form

C(u) = /(uilA1 + uiQAQ + uiSAS + uil + uiQ + uig + Uz)d)\ld)\gd)\g ) (5.13)
Q

Then the quadratic form C(u) is spectrally equivalent to the quadratic form B(u), de-
fined in (5.J). Moreover, the quadratic form C(u) can be diagonalized in the basis
i jk(A1, A2, A3). Note that {¢i7j,k()\1,)\2,)\3)}i7j’k is the tensor product of the polyno-
mials ¢;(A1), ¢;(A2) and ¢(A3). The eigenvalue p; jj corresponding to the eigenvector

Y ;k is given by the relation

Migo = i+ 5+ pe + 1 (5.14)

Hence the matrix corresponding to the quadratic form C(u) is easy to invert.

Using the extension theorems in [1] and Lemma 2.1 in [36] we can extend u(A, A2, A3)
defined in (B.2]) to U(A1, A2, A3) by the method of reflection (see Theorem 4.26 of |1]). This
extension U(Aj, Mg, A3) of u(A1, Ag, A3) is such that U(Aj, Ao, A3) € H?(R?) and satisfies

the estimate

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
/R?’ (UA1>\1 + U>\2>\2 + U>\3>\3 +U ) dA < K/Q (UMM + Uryxo + Uxzs +u ) dX .
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Here K is a constant independent of W. Now making use of Theorem 2.1 of [36] and
extending it to three dimensions it follows that there exists a constant L (independent of

W) such that

1
ZHUH%{?(Q) < /Q (luaon |+ [uaga |+ Tagrg|? + Tun |2 + s, [ + [usg[* + [ul?) dA

< Jullf2q) -
i.e. the quadratic forms B(u) and C(u) are spectrally equivalent.

Theorem 5.2.1. The quadratic forms B(u) and C(u) are spectrally equivalent.

We now show that the quadratic form C(u) defined in (5.13]) as
C(u) - / (uil)\l + u§\2>\2 + uis)\g + u%q + uiz + uig, + u2) dA1dA2d A3
Q

can be diagonalized in the basis {t; jx}i . Here w is a polynomial in A;, Ay and A3 as

defined in (5.2)). Let C(f, g) denote the bilinear form induced by the quadratic form C(u).
Then

C<f’ g) B /C; <f)‘1)\19>\1)\1 + f)\2)\2g>\2>\2 + f>‘3>‘3g>‘3>\3 + f>\1g)\1 + f)\ng
+s9xs + f9) dAidrad)s . (5.15)

Let £(v) and F(v) be the quadratic forms defined in (5.5) and (56) and let £(f, g) and
F(f.g) denote the bilinear forms induced by &(v) and F(v) respectively. Then

E(f,g) = /I(fA1A19A1A1 + frigxn ) dA (5.16a)

and

F(f.g) = /Ifg dA; . (5.16b)

Here I denotes the unit interval and f(A1), g(A1) are polynomials of degree W in ;.
Finally, let ¢;(A;) be the polynomial as defined in (5I1]). Then relation (5.I0a) may

be written as

Fli, b)) = /I@(Al)@(Al) d\; = 4t . (5.17a)
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Moreover, relation (5.10b]) may be stated as

g(¢za ¢]) = /((¢1)A1A1(¢j)A1A1 + (qﬁi)h(qﬁj)h) d)‘l = :ulé; . (517b)

1

Recalling that v; j x(A1, A2, A3) = ¢i(A1)P;(A2)dr(As) and using (5.I7) in (G.15) it is easy
to show that

C(Vijk> Vimm) = (M + pj + pig + 1)6;67,0%

Hence the eigenvectors of the quadratic form C(u) are {1 ;x}i;x and the eigenvalues are
{14} ij,6- Moreover the quadratic form C(u) can be diagonalized in the basis {;;x}, ;
and consequently the matrix corresponding to C(u) is easy to invert.

Let

and 3 denotes the column vector whose components are 3, ; ; arranged in lexicographic

order. Then there is a (W +1)® x (W + 1)® matrix C such that
C(u) = p10B.
As in [36] it can be shown that the system of equations

CB=p

can be solved in O(W*) operations. Therefore the quadratic form C(u) can be inverted
in O(W*) operations.

Let x denote the condition number of the preconditioned system obtained by using
the quadratic form C(u) as a preconditioner for the quadratic form B(u). Then the values

of k as a function of W are shown in Table .1
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Table 5.1: Condition number s as a function of W

K

3.69999999999999

4.90406593328559

0.27448215795748

o | O | = | DN

5.48239323328901

5.62480021244268

12

5.72673215953223

14

5.80192403338903

16

5.85907843805046

In Figure B.1] the condition number & is plotted against the polynomial order W.

6.0

9.5
5.0
4.5
4.0

3.5 '

2 4

Figure 5.1:

8 10 12 14 16
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Condition number s vs. W.

5.2.2 Preconditioners on singular regions

In Chapter 2 we had divided the polyhedral domain {2 into a regular region 2", a set

of vertex neighbourhoods ¥, a set of edge neighbourhoods 2¢ and a set of vertex-edge

neighbourhoods Qv7¢. )" is divided into a set of curvilinear hexahedrons, tetrahedrons
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and prisms and the singular regions in the neighbourhoods of vertices, edges and vertex-
edges are divided into hexahedrons and prisms using a geometric mesh.

A set of spectral element functions has been defined on all elements in the regular
region and various singular regions.

Let N denote the number of refinements in the geometric mesh. We shall assume that
N is proportional to W. Then the proposed method gives exponentially accurate solution
in NV provided the data satisfy usual regularity conditions [51, 52, [86].

We choose our spectral element functions to be fully non-conforming. Let F, denote

the spectral element representation of the function u. We define the quadratic form

WNW({f }) regular({f }) vertlces({f }) verte:c edges({‘F })
Wees {Fu}) - (5.18)

Here Wregular({f }) vertzces({f }) vertex edges({f }) and dees({f }) are defined
similar to the quadratic forms U" ({F.}), uN"W ({(F.}), uM? ({F.}) and

regular vertices vertex—edges

edges({}" }) as in (219), 221), (233) and (Z4I) respectively. Then for problems with

Dirichlet boundary conditions by Theorem 2.3.1] it follows that the following estimate is

true
WIW({F}) < Cn W)V ({FD) (5.19)
provided W = O(e™") for o < 1/2.
At the same time using trace theorems for Sobolev spaces there exists a constant k
such that
LN () < WY (7)) (5.20)
Hence using (5.19) and (5.20) we conclude that the two quadratic forms WYW ({ F,}) and

VYNW(LF,}) are spectrally equivalent and there exists a constant K such that
1
ZVYYED) WYV (FY < KW VY ({F)) (5.21)

provided W = O(e™") for o < 1/2.
We can now use the quadratic form W™W ({F,}) which consists of a decoupled set of
quadratic forms on each element as a preconditioner. It follows that the condition number

of the preconditioned system is O(In V)2
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The other case is when the boundary conditions are of mixed Neumann and Dirichlet
type. In this case, as above, using Theorem [2.3.2] and trace theorems for Sobolev spaces

it follows that for W and N large enough the following estimate holds
1
VAR SWEVHRL) < ENTYVET ALY

Here K is a constant. It is clear that the quadratic form W™W ({F,}) can be used as a

preconditioner and the condition number of the preconditioned system is O(N?).

We will now construct preconditioners on each of the elements in the neighbourhoods
of vertices, edges, vertex-edges and the regular region. Here u denotes the spectral element
function which is a polynomial of degree W in each of its variables separately defined in
various regions of the polyhedron.

The quadratic forms which need to be examined are

Breguiar (1) = ||“||?{2(Q) = / Z |D§1,)\2,>\3u|2 dArdAsdAs (5.22)
@ Jal<2
2
Buertices(u) = HeX/zuHHQ(Qf) - [ et Z |D<(Z,9,xu|2 dpdfdy (5.23)
U <2

Bvertem—edges (U) = / eC (in + Ugg + Uie + SiIl2 (buic + Sil’l2 (buzc
Q¢
+ sin? gbugC + ui + uj + sin? gbug + u?) dypdfdc (5.24)

2 2 2 2r 2 2r, 2 ar, 2
Bedges(u) = / (uz, + ugy +urg + e Tur,, +eTuy,, +eTug
QE
1

+ul +ug + eTul, +u?) drdfdz; . (5.25)

Here (¢, 0, x), (¥,0,() and (7,0, x3) denote the modified systems of coordinates introduced
in Chapter 2 in vertex neighbourhoods, vertex-edge neighbourhoods and edge neighbour-
hoods respectively. Moreover Q}’, Q;’_e and Qf denote elements in the vertex neighbour-
hood, vertex-edge neighbourhood and edge neighbourhood respectively.

The construction of preconditioners corresponding to the quadratic forms B,cguiar ()
and Byersices(u) is similar to the case of a smooth domain already discussed so we omit

the details. It follows that there exist quadratic forms Cyeguiar(%) and Cypertices(u) which
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are spectrally equivalent to Breguiar(t) and Byertices(w) respectively and which can be
diagonalized using separation of variables technique. We will now obtain preconditioners
for edge and vertex-edge neighbourhood elements. For this purpose we observe that for
quadratic forms in edge and vertex-edge neighbourhoods it is enough to examine the

quadratic form

1 1 1
B*(u) = / / / (g + g, + 07z, + 0 uy, + 'z,
11/
+ul + ul + nPul + P dedydz . (5.26)

Here n = sin ¢ and n = €7 for vertex-edge and edge neighbourhood elements respectively.
We remark that the factor n becomes smaller towards the vertices and edges of the domain

Q.

Making the transformation Z = £, so that di = l%, the quadratic form B*(u) assumes
" = ndz

the form
sl
B*(u) = / / / (uly +usy, +ul, +uls +uls + uds +ul +ul + ul + u?) dedydz
-L1J1J-1
n
Let us define the quadratic form
11 1
C*(u) = / / / (uly +ugy +n'ul, +ul +ul + n'ul + u?) dedydz . (5.27)
—1J-1Ja

We now show that the quadratic form C*(u) is spectrally equivalent to the quadratic
form B*(u), defined in (5.26). Moreover, C*(u) can be diagonalized using separation of

variables technique.

Let
v(z) = Z BiLi(z), and wv(z) = Z viLi(2) .

Moreover b = (50)61) - '75W r and d = (707717 s a’yW)T'

We now define the quadratic form

E(v) = /I(vim + v2)dx (5.28)

and

F(v) = /I vidx . (5.29)
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We also define the quadratic form

G(v) = / (', + i) dz (5.30)

and
H(v) = /vzdz : (5.31)
I
Here I denotes the unit interval (—1,1). Clearly there exist (W + 1) x (W + 1) matrices
E,G and F, H such that
E(w)=b"Eb, Gv)=d"Gd (5.32)

and

F)=b"Fb, H(v)=d Hd. (5.33)

Here the matrices F, G and F, H are symmetric and F, H are positive definite.

Hence there exist W + 1 eigenvalues 0 < pg < pp < -+ < py and W 4 1 eigenvectors

bo, b1, . .., by of the symmetric eigenvalue problem
(E—pF)=0. (5.34)
Here

Similarly, there exist W + 1 eigenvalues 0 < 1y < vy < --- < vy and W + 1 eigenvectors

do,dy, ..., dy of the symmetric eigenvalue problem
(G—-vH)d=0. (5.35)
Here

The eigenvectors b; and ¢; are normalized so that
bl Fb; =6}, and d Hd; = 6 . (5.36a)
Moreover the relations

b Eb; = ;6% and df Gd; = 1,6} (5.36D)
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hold. Let b; = (bio,bi1,...,biw) and d; = (d;0,d;i1,...,d;w). We now define the poly-

nomials

bim L (z) for 0 <i < W, (5.37a)

o

S

SN~—
|

=10+

bjmLm(y) for 0 <j <W, (5.37Db)

©-
<.
—~
N
S—
I

o

>

ol
O

!
=1

digmLim(z) for 0 <k <W. (5.37¢)

3
Il
o

Next, let x; ;, denote the polynomial

Xi,j,k(xaya z) = ¢i($)¢j(y)9k(z) (5.38)

for 0<i<W,0<j<W, 0<k<IW.
Note that {xi;xr(z,y,2)},;, is the tensor product of the polynomials ¢;(z), ¢;(y) and

0x(z). The eigenvalue o; ;; corresponding to the eigenvector x; ; is given by the relation
Oijk = M + by + v + 1. (539)

Let C*(f,g) be the bilinear form induced by the quadratic form C*(u). Then

1 1 1
C*(f,g) = / / / (fwwfww+fyygyy+n4fzzgzz+fmgw+fygy
1JorJa
+1°f.9. + fg) dudydz .

It is easy to show that

C*(Xijk> Xtomon) = (M + pj + v + 1)6;67 6%

i¢j sk

Hence the eigenvectors of the quadratic form C*(u) are {x; ;}ij and the eigenvalues are
{oijx}tije Thus, the quadratic form C*(u) can be diagonalized in the basis {X;;k}; ;-
Therefore, the matrix corresponding to the quadratic form C*(u) is easy to invert.

Now proceeding as earlier, it can be shown that the quadratic forms B*(u) and C*(u)

are spectrally equivalent. Moreover, the quadratic form C*(u) can be inverted in O(W1)

operations.
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Thus, it follows that there exist quadratic forms Cyertex—cdges(t) and Cegges(w) which
are spectrally equivalent to Byertes—edges(t) and Begges(u) respectively and which can be

diagonalized using separation of variables technique.

5.3 Parallelization Techniques

In minimizing the functional RYW ({F,}) we seek a solution which minimizes the sum of
weighted norms of the residuals in the partial differential equation and a fractional Sobolev
norm of the residuals in the boundary conditions and enforce continuity by adding a term
which measures the sum of squares of the jumps in the function and its derivatives at inter-
element boundaries in appropriate Sobolev norms, suitably weighted in various regions of
the polyhedron.

In order to obtain a solution using PCGM we must be able to compute residuals
in the normal equations inexpensively. Since we are minimizing R™"W ({F,}) over all

{F,} € SMW (space of spectral element functions) we have
RNW(U 4 V) = RYW(U) + 2eVHXU — YG) + O(€%)
for all V', where U is a vector assembled from the values of
O R O R U G P (TG A

V' is a vector similarly assembled and G is assembled from the data. Here X and Y
denote matrices. Thus we have to solve XU — YG = 0 and so we must be able to
compute XV — Y G economically during the iterative process. We will now explain in
brief how this can be done. The idea is very similar to the case of two dimensional
problems so we refer the reader to [85] for details.

The above minimization amounts to an overdetermined system of equations consisting
of collocating the residuals in the partial differential equation, the residuals in the bound-
ary conditions and jumps in the function and its derivatives at inter-element boundaries
at an over determined set of collocation points, weighted suitably. In fact, we collocate

the partial differential equation on a finer grid of Gauss-Lobatto-Legendre (GLL) points
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and then we apply the adjoint differential operator to these residuals and project these
values back to the original grid. Such a treatment obviously involves integration by parts
and hence leads to evaluation of terms at the boundaries. These boundary terms can
be evaluated be a collocation procedure and the other boundary terms corresponding to

jump terms at the inter-element boundaries can be easily calculated.

5.3.1 Integrals on the element domain

We first show how to compute the integrals on the element domain. Since each element
is mapped onto the master cube Q=(—1,1)% = (—1,1) x (—1,1) x (=1, 1), so we consider
the computations only on Q).

Consider the integral

I(£)"u = Pl (5.40)

Its variation is
/Q ()" (£)"u — F) de, dé de, (5.41)

Here

(£>aw = Awﬁl& + Bw§2§2 + Cw53§3 + Dw5152 + Ew52§3 + Fw53§1

+éw51 +ﬁw§2 +Tw53 +jw,

where the coefficients 21, B , C etc. are polynomials of degree N and F is a filtered repre-
sentation of F.

Let,
2N 2N 2N

51752753 ZZZ%,; kS1 §2J§3

i=0 j=0 k=0

and
ON 2N 2N

v(€,6,6) =) D> Y Biiub'&IE"

i=0 j=0 k=0

The differential operator (£)* is obtained from the differential operator

Lw = Awﬁl& + Bw§2§2 + Cw53§3 + Dw§152 + Ew52§3 + Fw53§1

+Gw51 +Hw52 +Iw§3 +Jw,
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with analytic coefficients A, B, C' etc. We choose the coefficients fAl, E, C ete. so that they
are the orthogonal projections of A, B, C' etc. into the space of polynomials of degree N
with respect to the usual inner product in H?(Q).

Let (£L*)T denote the formal adjoint of the differential operator (£).

Then

(LY "w = (Ew) e + (Ew) - + (611}) s + (ﬁw)&g2 + (Ew) e
+ (1/7\11))&;§1 — <C§w>§l — <f]w>52 — (Tw)gg + jw,

Let 3 denote (£)%u — F. Integrating (5.41) by parts we obtain

S~

(£)*v3 d&y dés dEs

v(LYYT 5 dE dés dEs

I
S~

[ay

\::\

[hiy

~

(v, + Gus =0 ((A3)e, + (F)e, + (Do) ) (1, s )2 ds

_|_

(v + Drg, + Goly = v (A + (Fa)e,) ) (+1.60,65)dco
1

3)(1 1, E)dgs — / o(D3)(1, ~1,&)dés

1

’—‘»—A

~

+
=

)—‘,_.
—_

~

| ((Bue+ Hv)s — v ((Bs)e + (D3)es + (Bs)ey) ) (61,1, €0)d s

_|_

\HH\

~

( BU§2 + EU53 + HU)3 -V ((Bﬁ>§2 + (B3>§1)) (517 _17£3)d£1 ds

-1

~ L

+ [ B nnda - [ oEs)e -

1o, R R R R
+ 1/_1 ((Cvgg +1Iv); —v ((Cé)sg + (E3)e, + (F3)51>) (&1, €, 1)dE déy

1 1 R R N
_ 1 /_1 ((CU&) + F’T)g1 + IU)3 —v ((Cﬁ)gg + (Eg)&)) (517 o, —1)d£1 dé,

1 R 1 R
+ [ oFe e - [ oFs-1e i (5.2

Now u, v and ;1, B , C ete. are polynomials of degree N in each of the variables &1, & and
&3. Moreover Fisa polynomial of degree 2N. Hence all the integrands are polynomials

of degree 4N in each of the variables &;, & and &3 and so the integral may be exactly
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evaluated by the Gauss-Lobatto-Legendre (GLL) quadrature formula with 2N + 1 points.

Let &30, .. &10n, &30 -- - &30y and &35, ..., £3Yy represent the quadrature points in &,
& and & directions respectively and w2”, ... w3¥ the corresponding weights.

Proposition 5.3.1. Let the matriz D*N = d?N denote the differentiation matriz. Then

Z a1 (¢ (5.43)

if 1 1s a polynomial of degree less than or equal to 2N.

Using the GLL quadrature rule we obtain

/Q (L) o((L)u — F)de,deades

2N 2N 2N
_ZZZ 1” 2]’ 32’7]]\9[) (w2Nw2N NLT (1z7£2j7 ))

i=0 j=0 k=0
2N 2N 2N

Y DS o (Y. 8. 8Y) (wiNwN 3N AL &Y, 605 (1L.6Y, 6Y))
=0 j7=0 k=0
2N 2N

_'_ZZ 22];[7 2N (w?Nsz (Gé_(Aé)fl _(Fﬁ)ﬁs_(Dﬁ)&) (1 52]7 ))
7=0 k=0
2N 2N 2N

=D D> w6, 6% (wiNwi (dgY A(-1, 67, 6M5(-1,65 . 65

i=0 j=0 k=0
+d3YD(-1, 67, 650)5(-1,67,61)))

2N 2N
3OS0 (1,5, (W wdN (G5 — (A3)e — (F3)e) (—1,62Y,€2Y))
7=0 k=0
2N 2N 2N
+ 35S 0 (@8, 8N, 8N (wN N aN BEY 1,805 (6,1,8Y))
=0 7=0 k=0
2N 2N
+) Y o (Y, 1L,.8Y) (wiNwiN (Hs — (Bs)e, — (D3)e, — (E3)e,) (617, 1.63Y))
=0 k=0
2N 2N 2N

_ZZZ 117 2]7 ?2>]I\c[) (sz 2N(d(2)]jB( 127_17£§7J]:,‘7>3( 1,8 15 )

i=0 j=0 k=0

‘l‘di]}[E( 1, 9 175??,11\9[)5( 1, —1 5 )))
2N 2N

=SS o (Y, -1, (wVuY (Hs — (Bs)e, — (Ds)e,) (€2, —1,60))

=0 k=0



5.3 Parallelization Techniques 133

2N 2N 2N

YYD o (6, N, 8N (W wN N O, Y 1) (€Y, 65, 1))
=0 j7=0 k=0
2N 2N

+ Z Z 12 7531]\]71 (szw?N( d— (03)53 - (E3)52 - (Fﬁ)&) ( 1,6 7522];[7 1))
=0 7=0
2N 2N 2N

=3 > o (R ay,aY) (wiNu (dgoEy, &Y, -0, &Y, -1)

i=0 j=0 k=0

+ d%jF(€127 250 ) (612’ 2]’_1)))

2N 2N
- ZZ 12 ) 2]7_1) (w2Nw2N (]3 - (05)53 - (Ez)ﬁz)( 1,7 a§2]7_ ))
=0 7=0
2N 2N
+ (L L GNwND(L L, EN3(1,1,6Y) = > v, —1,8N)wiN D1, —1, %)
k=0 k=0
2N
(L =180+ w1V B 1,1)3(6Y . 1,1)
=0
2N
- 20(6%57 1a _1)w22NE(§%,]zVa ]-7 _1) (5%2 s Ly T )
=0
2N 2N
+Y (LY, DN (1LY 151,85, 1) = Y o(-1, &Y, DV F(-1,6, 1)
=0 k=0
x 3(=1,67,1) (5.44)

Note that we have used unfiltered coefficients A, B, C' etc. in the right hand side.

Remark 5.3.1. The stability estimate is stated in terms of unfiltered coefficients of the
differential operator, and we use unfiltered coefficients in our computations. Of course, in
writing the above we commit an error. It can be argued as in [37,138,|83, 86] that this error
18 spectrally small. In fact, if we assume that the boundary of the domain ) is analytic,
the coefficients of the differential operator are analytic and the data is analytic then the
error committed is exponentially small in N. Hence we do not need to filter the coefficients

of the differential and boundary operators or the data in any of our computations.

Rewrite u (&, &2, €5,) by arranging them in lexicographic order and denote

U(N+1)2k+(N+l Vi+i (51 i 52]753 k) for 0 < i, J, k <N,
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and let

U(22]J\<7+1)2k+(2N+1 Vi4+i (61 i 2] 76 ) for 0 < iaja k < 2N.

Similarly
Z(2N+1 2k+(2N+1)j+i — = (Lu—F) ( 1, fzj ) )

for 0 <14,j,k < 2N, are arranged in lexicographic order.

Then we may write

/Q (L) ((£)*u — F) déydéydes = (V) RZ2N,

where R is a matrix such that RZ?" is easily computed.

5.3.2 Integrals on the boundary of the elements

We now show how to evaluate the boundary terms. For this we have to examine the norm

H'Y2(E), here E denote either S or T. Now

115 = e+ [ / T 51’52 (5(51’5;))))3/2@d@d&d@
1 2762

However if F is S, which is always the case, then we prefer to use the equivalent norm [64]

12 s = s + / / / 51’52 gjl’f?” dédelde,

/// 51,52 /5)12>§2)) derd€)de,

1(€1,82)—1(&],€2)) -
@) o

polynomial of degree less than or equal to 2V in &; and £]. Now using the GLL quadrature

Let (&1, &) be a polynomial of degree less than or equal to 2N. Then
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rule we can write

2N 2N

||ZH%/2,S = Z szzngz'NF L 75 )

i=0 j=0

2N N N N N N l( %Nv 2 ) l( 1, §N> i
2 2 2 X ) Ks ,
> > > wN e} (2JN_ 2 :

j=0 i=0,i'#1 /=0 1,8 1,4/

2N 2N 2N _ oON
+Z Z Zw?wa-Nw?,N <l(€1“ 55) 2(51;’5 ))

i=0 j=0,j'#j j'=0 (&7

2N 2N 2
+ZZ 282 2N(Zdlkl k& ))

=0 5=0

2N 2N

B o)

=0 =0
Thus there is a symmetric positive definite matrix H*V such that
9N 2N 2N 2N

|l||1/gs—ZZZZl EN IV HEY, EN ) (5.45)

1=0 j=0 ¢=0j'=

A typical boundary term will be of the form

H(ﬁu& + @u§2 + ﬁugg)(&, §2,1) — g(&, 52)H1/2,S

and its variation is given by

2N 2N 2N 2N

SN NN (Pog, + Que, + Rug, ) (1Y, &Y DHEY,

1=0 j=0 =0 5/=0

x ((Pug, + Que, + Rug,) (635,635, 1) — G(¢2, €3%)) . (5.46)

Let

2N 2N

ZZ ’ljl] (ﬁu§1+@uf2+§u§3)( 12/7€2j’7 ) (glz” ))

=0 j'=
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Then

2N 2N

ZZ P’Ug1 + Qvfg + RU@)(glz ) 2j’ )U%V

=0 7=0
2N 2N 2N

=SS weh. gy na (P8 0
=0 /=0 j=0
2N 2N 2N

0D we gy nd (QEY. Y. 0ol

i=0 j=0 j'=0
9N 2N 2N

_'_ZZZ 1@7 ;]]V, 2N)d2Nk< (12753,]]\[7” ,])

i=0 j=0 k=0

Proposition 5.3.2. Let
Yng = (Pu& + Qu52 + Ru§3 - g)( 1,4 7531]\[7 1) X = H2NY2N7

and let ]3, @ and R be filtered representations of P, @ and R. Similarly g is a filtered
representation of the actual boundary data g.

Then we may write

2N 2N 2N 2N

ZZZZ Pvfl +QU£2 +RU£3)(§12> 2213\7>1)Hz2§vz N

1=0 j=0 /=0 j'=

x ((Pug, + Qug, + Rug,) (617, 5. 1) — §(€1Y. 6550))

2N 2N 2N

_ZZZ 1@7 S]]V,ld2N( (1@753771>X2N)

1=0 =0 j=0
2N 2N 2N

+ZZZ 127531]\[7161273]\[’ (Q( 117531]\[71))(227?7)

i=0 j=0 j/'=0
2N 2N 2N

+ZZZ 117 22];[7 2N)d2Nk( (117&2371))(1'2,?[)

i=0 j=0 k=0

= (V) 17X

Here T is a (2N +1)° x (2N +1)® matrix and TX?V can be easily computed. In
writing the above we are again committing an error and this error can be shown to be
exponentially small in N once more. Hence there is no need to filter the coefficients of

the boundary operators or the data.
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Adding all the terms we obtain

/Q ()0 (£)u — F) dérdéyde

2N 2N 2N 2N

+ ZZZZ (Pug, + Que, + Rug, (€Y, €Y, 1) B2,

1=0 j=0 /=0 j'=

((Pufl +Qu€2 +Ru€3)(§1z’a§§]” ) g(glz’a ))+

where 02N = RZ?N 4+ TX2N 4 ... is a (2N 4 1) vector which can be easily computed.

Now there exists a matrix GV such that V2¥ = GNVY. Hence
(VzN)t 02N _ (VN>T ((GN>T O2N> '

In [85, 186] it has been shown how (GV )TOZN can be computed for two dimensional
problems without having to compute and store any mass and stiffness matrices. Same
idea extends here and so we just describe the steps involved in brief and refer the reader
to 89, 186] for details.

Let v be the normalizing factors used in computing the discrete Legendre transform as

N (m+1/2)7" if m < N,
" 2/N if m = N
Let {O; k}0<” k<2N be defined as O, ; = OigN+1)2+j(2N+1)+i‘ Now we perform the fol-

lowing set of operations.
1. Define O; ;s <= O;j/wiNw?NwpN.

2. Calculate {A; 1}y, p<on the Legendre transform of {O;jk}oc; ; <oy - Define

2N 2N 2N
Aijk 7% 0 Ve Digee

3. Calculate ;< Aiji/7 7 s 0 <4, 5,k < N.
4. Compute €, the inverse Legendre transform of u. Define

5,7Jk<—wNw w,ivewk, 0<i,j5,k<N.

)
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5. Define a vector J of dimension (N + 1) as

Then J = (GN )t O?N. Thus we see to compute J we do not need to compute and store
any matrices such as the mass and stiffness matrices.

Clearly, O(N*) operations are required to compute the residual vector on a parallel com-
puter. In order to compute the residual vector we need to communicate the values of
the function and its derivatives on the boundary of the element between neighbouring
elements. Moreover, when computing the two global scalars, needed to update the ap-
proximate solution and the search direction during each step of PCGM, some scalars have
to be exchanged among all the processors. Thus we see that inter processor communica-

tion is small.



Chapter 6

Numerical Results

6.1 Introduction

In this chapter we present the results of the numerical simulations which have been per-
formed to validate the asymptotic error estimates and estimates of computational com-
plexity that we have obtained. First, we consider test problems on non-smooth domains
with smooth solutions (i.e. solutions without singularities) which include Laplace, Pois-
son and Helmholtz problems with different types of homogeneous and non-homogeneous
boundary conditions (e.g. Dirichlet, mixed, Neumann and Robin). Next, we consider a
general elliptic equation with mixed boundary conditions. Numerical results for a variable
coefficient problem on L-shaped domain are also presented which confirm the theoretical

estimates obtained.

The method works for non self-adjoint problems too. Computational results for a non

self-adjoint problem with variable coefficients are provided.

In order to show the effectiveness of the method in dealing with elliptic problems
on non-smooth domains containing singularities we shall consider various examples of
Laplace and Poisson equations on a number of polyhedral domains containing all three
types of singularities namely, vertex, edge and vertex-edge singularities with Dirichlet and
mixed type of boundary conditions to include all possible cases of singularities that may

arise due to the presence of corners and edges. We show that the error between the exact
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and the approximate solution is exponentially small.

The spectral element functions are nonconforming. The method we have described
is a least-squares collocation method and to obtain our approximate solution we solve
the normal equations using Preconditioned Conjugate Gradient Method (PCGM). The
residuals in the normal equations can be obtained without computing and storing mass
and stiffness matrices. A preconditioner is defined for the method which is a block diagonal
matrix, where each diagonal block corresponds to an element. It is also shown in Chapter 5
that there exists a new preconditioner which is a diagonal preconditioner on each element.
Let N denote the number of refinements in the geometrical mesh and W denote an upper
bound on the polynomial degree. We shall assume that N is proportional to W. Then the
condition number of the preconditioned system is Ky, where Ky = O((InW)?) for
Dirichlet problems and Ky y = O(N?) for mixed problems with Neumann and Dirichlet
boundary conditions, provided W = O(e¥") for a < 1/2.

As stated in previous chapters after obtaining our approximate solution consisting of
non-conforming spectral element functions we can make a correction to it so that the
corrected solution is conforming and is an exponentially accurate approximation to the

true solution in the H! norm over the whole domain. These corrections are explained in

the proof of Lemma [3.3.1in Appendix C.1.

We perform the PCGM until a stopping criterion on the relative norm of the residual
vector for the normal equations becoming less than e, a specified number, is satisfied.
Since we would need to perform O (@\ log (2) \) iterations of the PCGM to satisfy the
stopping criterion, we would need to perform O(N(In(N)) and O(N?3) iterations of the
PCGM for Dirichlet and mixed problems respectively to obtain the approximate solution.
Here k denotes condition number of the preconditioner.

We shall denote by ,Q® Q) Q= ete. polyhedral domains in R3. Throughout
this chapter, (1, s, z3), (¢, 0, p) and (r, 8, x3) will denote the Cartesian, the spherical and
the cylindrical coordinates, respectively of points in these domains. In case the solution

is smooth we shall denote the Cartesian coordinates by (z,y, 2).

Let wgppe. be the spectral element solution obtained from the minimization problem
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and u., be the exact solution. Then the relative error is defined as

u, — U 1
||E||rel _ H appx. 690~||H
|[tew || 0

The computations are carried out on a distributed memory parallel computer which
consists of V20Z and V407 Sun Fire Servers. Each of the Sun Fire Servers is a 2 CPU 64
bit 2.4 GHZ Oeptron AMD machine with 4GB RAM. The library used for inter processor

communication is Message Passing Interface (MPI).

6.2 Test Problems in Regular Regions

We start with the numerical results for various test problems on polyhedral domains on
which the solution is analytic. Let Q = Q = (—1,1)° denote the standard cube in R? with
boundary 0f). Let N denote the number of refinements in each direction and W denote
the degree of the polynomials used for approximation. In each of the examples that will
follow we have used three different meshes with uniform mesh size h = 2.0,1.0 and 0.67

in each direction which corresponds to N = 1,2 and 3 respectively (Figure [6.1]).

h=2.0 h=1.0 h=2/3
(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6.1: The domain Q = @ = (—1,1)% = standard cube with uniform mesh refine-
ments. @ Mesh 1, @ Mesh 2 and Mesh 3.

It is known from Chapter 4 that the error in the regular (smooth) region obeys
1/3
Huappm. - uew.HHl < Ce_bNdof . (61)

Here Ny,s denotes the number of degrees of freedom (DOF).
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Thus, in case the solution is analytic on €, exponential convergence can be achieved
by increasing the polynomial order and keeping the number of elements fixed. Hence, for
practical implementation it is enough to compute the error for p—version of the method.
In what follows by iterations we always mean the total number of iterations required to

compute the solution upto desired accuracy by PCGM.

Remark 6.2.1. For computational simplicity, in all our computations we assume that

the degrees of the approximating polynomials are uniform within each element.
Example 6.2.1. (Laplace equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions):

Our first example is the Laplace equation in the unit cube 2 = (0, 1)3 shown in Figure

[6.2] with Dirichlet boundary conditions:

AU = Ugg + Uyy + Uz, =0 in Q,

u=yg on Of)

where the data g is chosen so that the exact solution is

1

m sin(7x) sin(7y) sinh(ﬂwz)_

u(z,y,z) =

The results are given in Table The relative error (in %) against polynomial order

-

1.0

0.5
1.0

1.0

Figure 6.2: Mesh imposed on © = (0,1)® with mesh size h = 0.5.

p and iterations against p are plotted in Figure |6.3(a)| and [6.3(b)| respectively. The error

curve is a straight line and this shows the exponential rate of convergence. The relative

error is plotted on a log-scale in each case.
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Table 6.1: Performance of the p—version for Laplace equation with Dirichlet boundary

conditions
p=W | DOF | Iterations | ||E||e(%)
2 64 51 0.380275E+02
4 512 213 0.204875E+01
6 1728 303 0.269917E-01
8 4096 380 0.221613E-03
10 000 456 0.106885E-05
12 13824 523 0.452056E-08
600 )
g o 400 .
3 é 200 - 2
p— ~
il =100 |- -
50 | | | |
2 4 6 8 10 12
p—
(a) (b)
S S
) )
10—10 | | 10—10 | | |
50 500 2500 15000 50 100 200 400600
DOF — Iterations—

()

(d)

Figure 6.3: @ Error, [terations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and @ Error vs. Iterations

for Laplace equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions.
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In Figure 6.3(c)|a graph is drawn for || E||, against degrees of freedom on a log — log
scale. It is clear that the error obeys (6.]).

Example 6.2.2. (Poisson equation with homogeneous boundary conditions):

We now consider the Poisson equation posed on Q = Q = (—1,1)? with homogeneous

Dirichlet boundary conditions as follows:

Lu=—-Au=f in Q,

u=>0 on 02
where the right hand side function f is chosen so that the exact solution is
u(x,y, z) = sin(mx) sin(7wy) sin(7z).
The performance of the p—version on Mesh 2 of Figure is given in Table for

Table 6.2: Performance of the p—version for Poisson equation with homogeneous bound-

ary conditions

p=W | DOF | Iterations | [|E||,e(%)
2 64 10 0.131056E+4-02
4 512 56 0.178835E+01
6 1728 87 0.607343E-01
8 4096 100 0.872751E-03
10 8000 109 0.717092E-05
12 13824 116 0.384300E-07

different values of the polynomial order W. In Figure the relative error (in %)
is plotted against p. The error decays to ~ 1078 % with p = 12. Figure [6.4(b)| depicts
iterations against p. The relative error is plotted on a log-scale. The relative error against

degrees of freedom and iterations is plotted on a log — log scale in Figure and Figure
6.4(d)| respectively.
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150

Tterations

2 4 6 8 10 12

10—8 | | 10—8 | | |
50 500 2500 15000 10 25 50 100150

DOF— Iterations—
(c) (d)

Figure 6.4: Error, [(b)] Iterations as a function of p, [(¢)] Error vs. DOF and [(d)| Error

vs. Iterations for Poisson equation with homogeneous boundary conditions.

Example 6.2.3. (Poisson equation with mixed boundary conditions):

Now, let us consider the Poisson equation posed on € = (—1,1)? with mixed Dirichlet

and Neumann boundary conditions as follows:

Lu=-Au=f in Q,

u=yg on D C 00

ou

@Zh on N=90Q\D.

Here D =T UIl'; UTl'3, where I';,I's and I's are the faces corresponding to x = -1,z =1
and y = —1 respectively. N = I';UIl'sUTs, where I'y, I's and I'g are the faces corresponding
toy =1,z = —1 and z = 1 respectively. Moreover, v denotes the outer unit normal to

the faces where Neumann boundary conditions are imposed.
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Table 6.3: Performance of the p—version for Poisson equation with mixed boundary

conditions
p=W | DOF | Iterations | ||E||e(%)
2 64 97 0.103976E+02
4 512 159 0.540972E+00
6 1728 183 0.614615E-02
8 4096 201 0.284761E-04
10 8000 217 0.716345E-07
12 13824 232 0.876167E-09
250
g 2 200
3 2 150
s S
—_— ~
B = 100
75 | | | |
2 4 6 8 10 12
p—
(a) (b)
10+2
< <o 10°F .
ISN ISN
= <07 1
: e :
S G 10°F !
— — 1078 .
10—10 | | 10—10 | | |
50 500 2500 15000 75 100 150 200 250
DOF — Iterations—

(c) (d)

Figure 6.5: Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and @ Error vs.

Iterations for Poisson equation with mixed boundary conditions.
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The right hand side function f and the data g, h are chosen so that the true solution

(w2) = o () (eos () - (5)
u(z,y,z) = = sin [ — —=) —sin(—]]).
2= P 2 2
Results for p—version of the method for the mesh in Figure [6.1(b)| are provided in
Table [6.3. The relevant curves are given in Figure [.5 In Figure [6.5(a), log||E|| e is

is

plotted against W and the graph is almost linear.

In our next example, we consider a constant coefficient elliptic problem of Helmholtz
type with mixed boundary conditions and examine the performance of the h—version for
the three meshes shown in Figure ie. for h = 2,1 and 0.67. Polynomials with a
uniform degree W = 4 are used. Comparision with p—version of the spectral element

method is provided to show its effectiveness over h—version.
Example 6.2.4. (Helmholtz equation with constant coefficients):

Consider the elliptic boundary value problem

Lu=-Au+u=f in Q,

Bu=g on 0f)
where 0 = (—1,1)? and let us choose the data f and g so that the exact solution is
u(x,y,z) = e” cosysin z.

Different choices of the operator B, give rise to different boundary conditions. For our
analysis we impose mixed Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions on 02 by choosing

B as follows:

Bi(u) =u(—-1,y, z), Bo(u) = u(l,y, z), Bs(u) = u(z, —1, 2),

0 0 0
Bilw) = (2,1, 2), Ba(w) = =5 (2, —1) and Bo(u) = (2,9, 1)

The h—version:
Table shows relative errors (%) against different mesh sizes h for W = 4. The
relative error decays to ~ 0.05% when h = 2/3 and Ngoy = 1800.
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The p—version:

Performance of the p—version is given in Table [6.5l A uniform mesh of size h = 1 is

used which corresponds to the Mesh 2 (Figure [6.1]).

In Figure[6.6(a)] the relative error is plotted against p. Figure[6.6(b)] contains itera-

tions vs. p. The relative error (%) is plotted on a log-scale.

Table 6.4: Performance of the h—version for Helmholtz problem

h | Naoy | Iterations | || E||qa(%)

2 64 o4 0.839583E4-00

1 512 76 0.114335E+00
2/3 | 1728 216 0.377972E-01

Table 6.5: Performance of the p—version for Helmholtz problem on Mesh 2

p=N | Ny | Iterations [|E||rer(%)

2 64 25 0.696654E+01
4 512 76 0.114335E+00
6 1728 135 0.521586E-03
8 4096 222 0.993449E-06
10 8000 294 0.109613E-08
12 13824 302 0.149336E-08

Comparison between the h and p versions are shown in Figure 6.7, where the relative
errors are plotted against the number of degrees of freedom on a log —log scale. It is clear

that the p—version is superior to the h—version as expected.
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Iterations for Helmholtz problem with mixed boundary conditions.
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Figure 6.7: Comparison between h and p versions: Error vs. Degrees of Freedom.

The examples presented so far deal with constant coefficient differential operators.
However, the method is equally efficient for a general elliptic problem too. To illustrate

this we now give more examples which include problems with variable coefficients, non
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self-adjoint problems and a general elliptic problem on L-shaped domain.
Example 6.2.5. (Elliptic equation with variable coefficients):

Let us consider the following variable coefficient boundary value problem with Robin

boundary conditions:

a(z,y, 2) Uz + b(z,y, 2)uy, + c(x,y, 2)us, +d(z,y, 2)u=f in Q= (-1, 1)3,

@+u:g on 0f)
v

where v denotes the outward unit normal to the boundary 9€2. We choose the coefficients
as:

a(z,y,z) = —(1.00 + 0.01ysinz), b(z, y, 2) = —(2.50 + 0.02 cos(z? + 2)),

c(x,y,z) = —(3.00 + 0.03ye*) and d(x,y, z) = 0.15sin(27(y + 2)).

Moreover, the right hand side function f and the data g are chosen such that the exact
solution is

u(z,y,z) = cos(m(z +y)) exp(2).

We examine the p-version of the spectral element method with fixed mesh size h = 2/3

Table 6.6: Performance of the p—version for elliptic problem with variable coefficients

p=W | DOF | Iterations | Relative Error(%)
2 216 231 0.284009E4-02
3 729 332 0.737578E+01
4 1728 369 0.203203E+01
3 3375 397 0.318021E400
6 0832 414 0.352678E-01
7 9216 428 0.337654E-02
8 13824 437 0.263263E-03
9 19683 445 0.185170E-04

that corresponds to the Mesh 3 in Figure Results are given in Table 6.6
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Figure shows a graph between log || E||,¢ against polynomial degree p. The

relationship is almost linear demonstrating that the error decays exponentially. In Figure

6.8(b)], log(iterations) is drawn against p while in Figure error against degrees of

freedom is plotted on a log — log scale.
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Figure 6.8: @ Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and @ Error vs.

Iterations for elliptic problem with variable coefficients.

Example 6.2.6. (Variable coefficient problem on L shaped domain):

In our next example we consider the following variable coefficients problem with Dirich-

let boundary conditions on the solution domain €2 shown in Figure [6.9

Cl(l’, Y, Z)uazx + b(l’, Y, Z)uyy + C(l’, Y, Z)uzz + d(l’, Y, Z)u:c
+e(z,y, 2)uy + h(z,y, 2)u, + l(z,y,2)u=f in Q,

u=g on D=0
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where the choice of the coefficients is as follows:

a(z,y,z) = —(0.50 + 0.01ysin ), b(x,y, z) = —(1.50 + 0.02 cos(z? + 2)),

c(x,y,z) = —(2.00 4+ 0.03ye?), d(x,y,z) = 0.25sin(27(y + z)),

e(z,y,z) =0.25sin(2n(z + x)), h(z,y, z) = 0.25sin(27(x + y)),

and I(z,y, z) = 2.50 — 0.025 exp (W)

Moreover, the right hand side function f and the data g are chosen such that the exact

solution is

(1,1,2)

(1,0.5,1)

(-0.5,1,1) (1,0.2)

(-1,1,1) (1,-0.5,1)

(1,-1,1

(1,-1,0)

(0,-1,0)

Figure 6.9: Mesh imposed on domain €2 containing 24 brick elements

Performance of the p—version on mesh (containing brick elements) shown in Figure
is provided in Table 6.7 The relative error decays to ~ 10~® when p = 10 and
Naop = 240000.

Relative error and iterations are plotted against polynomial degree p in Figure|6.10(a)

and [6.10(b)| respectively. In Figure we plot the relative error as a function of
degrees of freedom. The graph would be a straight line if the error obeys (G.I]) exactly.
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Table 6.7: Performance of the p—version for elliptic problem on L-shaped domain

p=W | DOF | Iterations | Relative Error(%)
2 384 o4 0.143522E4-02
3 1944 143 0.131046E+01
4 6144 192 0.209803E4-00
) 15000 243 0.149981E-01
6 31104 308 0.101674E-02
7 07624 336 0.785544E-04
8 98304 393 0.611724E-05
9 157464 420 0.549101E-06
10 240000 488 0.447650E-07

Iterations
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Figure 6.10: Error vs. p, |[(b)| Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and Error vs.

Iterations for elliptic problem on L-shaped domain.
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Example 6.2.7. (General elliptic equation with variable coefficients: A non

self-adjoint problem):

The method works for non self-adjoint problems too. To verify this, let us consider

the following non self-adjoint general elliptic problem with mixed boundary conditions.

a(l’, Y, Z)u:r:x + b(l’, Y, Z)uyy + C(l’, Y, Z)uzz
+d(z,Y, 2) (Ugy + Uy + Uz) +e(z,y,2)u=f in Q= (-1,1)%,

u=¢g on D CIN

du
g—h on N=0Q\D.

Here D and N denote the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary part of 992 respectively
and are chosen similar to those in example Further, we choose the coefficients of
the problem as follows:
a(z,y,z) = —(0.50 + 0.05 exp(zy=2)), b(z, y, z) = —(1.00 + 0.015 cos(z + y)),
c(x,y,z) = —(2.50 4+ 0.02exp(y + 2)),d(z,y,z) = —0.001 sin(7(x + y + 2))

and e(z,y,2) = (4.05 + 0.045 cos (W)

Moreover, the right hand side function f and the data g and h are chosen such that

the true solution is

™

u(z,y, z) = (sin(ﬂz) + sin (%) ) cos(mz).

We examine the p—version of the method on different meshes in Table for poly-
nomial degree p = 2,...,10. It is clear that the method performs best on Mesh 3 and
the error reduces to approximately 107%%. However, on Mesh 1 the relative error decays

slowly. Figure shows log || E'||,«; plotted against p for different meshes.

In Figure we plot error against polynomial order p. Error as a function of
degrees of freedom is plotted in Figure|6.12(c)|on a log — log scale.
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Table 6.8: Performance of the p—version on different meshes for general elliptic (non

self-adjoint) problem with variable coefficients

i
I
=

Mesh 1

Mesh 2

Mesh 3

0.498666E+02

0.485737E+02

0.291328E4-02

0.507328E+02

0.107829E+02

0.586317E+01

0.227058E+02

0.517751E+01

0.149092E+01

0.143968E+02

0.814482E+-00

0.237686E+00

0.408230E+01

0.234810E+4-00

0.292025E-01

0.184822E+01

0.279261E-01

0.289156E-02

0.311612E4-00
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Figure 6.11: Error as a function of W for different values of h for general elliptic (non

self-adjoint) problem.
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Table 6.9: Performance of the p—version for non self-adjoint problem.

p =W | DOF | Iterations | Relative Error(%)
2 64 207 0.670184E4-02
3 216 364 0.741499E4-01
4 512 464 0.536971E4-01
) 1000 519 0.725120E4-00
6 1728 047 0.228276E4-00
7 2744 605 0.267290E-01
8 4096 642 0.420000E-02
9 2832 671 0.364194E-03
10 8000 694 0.424524E-04

Tterations
Ut
o
o
I
|

>

EHrel (%)

10—6 | | 10—6 | |
50 250 1000 8000 200 300 500 800

DOF— Iterations—
(c) (d)

Figure 6.12: @ Error vs. p, Iterations vs. p, Error vs. DOF and @ Error vs.

Iterations for general elliptic (non self-adjoint) equation with variable coefficients.
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6.3 Test Problems in Singular Regions

In order to show the effectiveness of the proposed method in dealing with three dimen-
sional elliptic boundary value problems containing singularities we now present results
of numerical simulations for model problems on various polyhedral domains containing
different types of singularities discussed in the previous chapters which aim to verify the
validity of the asymptotic error estimates and estimates of computational complexity that
have been obtained.

Hereafter N will always denote the number of layers in the geometric mesh
and W, the polynomial order used. It is assumed that N is proportional to
W. In case of examples with vertex and edge singularities all our calculations are based
on a parallel computer with O(N) processors and each element is being mapped onto a
separate processor. However, in case of examples with vertex-edge singularities we have
used a parallel computer with O(N?) processors. The geometric mesh factors in the
neighbourhoods of vertices and edges are chosen as p, = 0.15 and p, = 0.15 which give
optimal results.

The examples reported here will include all three types of singularities. In addition, to
compare our results with those existing in the literature we shall consider a few examples
similar to those of Guo and Oh [52] as well.

Our first example is the Poisson equation containing only a vertex singularity with
Dirichlet boundary conditions. For computational simplicity we shall assume that the
singularity arises only at one vertex of the domain under consideration. However, in
general, a typical domain may contain singularities at more than one corner in which case

the same technique can be applied to each vertex containing a singularity.
Example 6.3.1. (Poisson equation with vertex singularity)

Consider the domain Q® shown in Figure defined by

O = {(4,0,p) | 7/6 < ¢ <m/3,0<0<3r/2, p<1}.
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We consider the following model problem:

~Au=f in QW

u=g on 0QW. (6.2)

Let w(¢, 0, p) = p*/?sin(£). Then this axially symmetric function w is the true solution

Figure 6.13: The domain Q") containing a vertex singularity.

of the model problem Note that w has a vertex singularity at the origin and none
other. Let 2z}, 2% and 2§ denote the modified coordinates in the vertex neighbourhood

introduced in Chapter 2.

InQ/
InQ/ + Inp,
X = In(p) |I’]pV +2Inpv
o i Ing + Nin,
Semi-infinite
Element RN

Figure 6.14: Geometric mesh imposed on Q® (front view) and elements after mapping.
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Performance of the h — p version of the spectral element method is analyzed on ge-
ometrically refined meshes shown in Figure with mesh ratio p, = 0.15 (optimal for
geometric mesh refinement [9, [13, [18, 51, 152] for the h — p version of the finite element

method). Results are given in Table [6.10l

Table 6.10: Performance of the h — p version for Dirichlet problem on domain Q) con-

taining a vertex singularity

p=W | DOF(Nyos) | Iterations | Relative Error(%)
2 9 46 0.100821E+01
3 55 56 0.841462E-01
4 193 86 0.309263E-02
5 501 109 0.273612E-03
6 1081 123 0.733920E-04
7 2059 143 0.180276E-04
8 3585 158 0.503131E-05
9 5833 179 0.984438E-06
10 9001 191 0.480789E-06

We know that the error in the neighbourhoods of vertices satisfies
1/4
||uapp:c. - uex.”Hl S Ce_bNdof . (63)

Here Ngo5 denotes the number of degrees of freedom.

In figure the relative error versus polynomial degree p is drawn. Iterations as
a function of N, the number of layers are given in Figure Relative error against
degrees of freedom is depicted on a log — log scale in Figure , the curve is a straight
line which confirms the estimate (63]). The error decays to ~ 1077 when p = 10. Further,
the number of iterations required to obtain the solution to the desired accuracy is nearly

200 which is fairly low.
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Figure 6.15: [(a)] Error vs. p, [(b)] Iterations vs. N, Error vs. Ny, and [(d)] Error vs.

Iterations for Poisson equation containing a vertex singularity.

The second example illustrates the effectiveness of the method for problems with mixed
boundary conditions containing a vertex singularity and is similar to that of Guo and Oh

reported in [52].

Example 6.3.2. (Mixed problem containing vertex singularity):

Consider the axisymmetric Poisson equation with mixed boundary conditions:

~Au=f in QW

u=g on DcC N,

ou
—_— = = (v)
% h on N =9Q"\D, (6.4)
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where the domain Q® is shown in Figure and

D=T,UlUlUl, =TLUTS,

Iy ={(¢,0,p): ¢=7/6,7/3,0<60<31/2,0<p<1},
T2 = {(¢,0,p): /6 <o <7/3,0=0,31/2,0<p<1},

N=T5={(¢,0,p): 7/6 <p<m/3,0<0<3n/2, p=1}.

We choose data f, g and h such that the function w = p®(1 — p)sin2¢ is the true

solution of (6.4)) satisfying prescribed boundary conditions. Here v denotes the exterior

unit normal to the part of the boundary where we impose Neumann boundary conditions.

Table 6.11: Performance of the h — p version for mixed problem on polyhedral domain

Q) containing a vertex singularity

p =W | DOF(Ngy) | Iterations | Relative Error(%)
2 9 16 0.962637E+01
3 55 39 0.252012E+01
4 193 128 0.191490E+00
) 201 176 0.212320E-01
6 1081 314 0.192391E-02
7 2059 409 0.884830E-03
8 3585 743 0.412629E-03
9 2833 814 0.470681E-04

Table [6.11] contains the relative error obtained by applying the method on geometri-

cally refined mesh in p. The relative error versus degrees of freedom is depicted in Figure

[6.15 It is clear that the method gives exponential accuracy.

Next, we apply our method to an elliptic problem containing an edge singularity.
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Figure 6.16: [(a)] Error vs. p, [(b)] Iterations vs. N, Error vs. Ny, and [(d)] Error vs.

Iterations for mixed problem containing a vertex singularity.

Example 6.3.3. (Elliptic equation containing edge singularity)

Consider the following Laplace equation:

—Au=0 in Q,

u=g on Q. (6.5)
where the domain Qge) is shown in Figure and is given by
QY ={(r,0,25): 0<r<1,0<60<7/2 0<z3<1}.

We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions on all the faces marked as I';,2=1,...,5.

Let w(r,0,z3) = r3 sin(4)zs. Then w is the exact solution of (G.5) satisfying the
Dirichlet boundary conditions u| ol = W Note that w has an edge singularity. Let
x{, x5 and x§ denote the modified coordinates in the edge neighbourhood introduced in

Chapter 2.
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~1

(a) (b)

Figure 6.17: @ The domain Qge) containing an edge singularity, Geometrical mesh

imposed on Qge).

Table [6.12 contains the numerical results and it shows that &~ 1074(%) of relative error

in the H'-norm is achieved with p = 8 and Naop =~ 4000.

Table 6.12: Performance of the h — p version for Laplace equation on Qge)

p =W | DOF(Ngy) | Iterations | Relative Error(%)
2 10 24 0.464542E4-00
3 o7 34 0.131359E4-00
4 196 38 0.402204E-01
5 504 49 0.123974E-01
6 1085 58 0.364617E-02
7 2064 68 0.107525E-02
8 3592 75 0.315249E-03
9 5840 85 0.920349E-04
10 9001 98 0.279848E-04
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The relative error against polynomial degree p for p = 2,...,10 is drawn in Figure

It follows that the error decays exponentially. In Figures [6.18(c)| and [6.18(d)|

error as a function of degrees of freedom and iterations is plotted on a log — log scale.
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Figure 6.18: Error vs. p, |(b)| Iterations vs. N, |(c)| Error vs. Ng¢ and Error vs.
f

Iterations for Laplace equation containing an edge singularity.

In the following example, we consider Laplace equation containing an edge singularity

with mixed boundary conditions which is similar to that examined by Guo [52].

Example 6.3.4. (Laplace equation with mixed boundary conditions containing

edge singularity: A crack problem)

Let us consider the Laplace equation:

—Au=0 in QF,

u=0 on I'%c oy,

% =h on I'M=90\ Tl

(6.6)
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where

OF = {(r0,25): 0<r<1,0<0<2r, 0<ax;<1},
IO = {(r 0,25): 0<r<1,6=0,2r, 0<ux3 <1},
ril=ruyrl =r,ursurs,

TV ={(r0,25): r=1,0<6<2m, 0< a3 <1},

T = {(r,0,25): 0<r<1,0<0<2r 23=0,1},
sin(4) on l"[ll}

0 on F[Ql}.

N

r

N[ =

h = (6.7)

Then the function w(r, 0, z5) = rz sin($) is the exact solution of (G.0)) satisfying the given

boundary conditions w|pp = 0 and w|pp = h. Note that w has an edge singularity along

x3-axis. The domain Qge) and its plane section are shown in Figure [6.19

(a) (b)

Figure 6.19: [(a)] The domain Qge) with a crack, [(b)] Plane section of the domain Qée).

Note that the domain Qge) is obtained by removing a vertical slit of unit height from
r=0tor =11ie. acrack along § = 0, from a cylinder of unit height and radius 1 with
centre at the origin.

We impose a geometric mesh on Qge) as shown in Figure which is refined
geometrically in r with mesh ratio p, = 0.15. All the elements in the geometric mesh are

of unit height. Cross section of the mesh on Qge) is shown in Figure [6.20(b)|
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Figure 6.20: Geometric mesh imposed on QY Cross section of the mesh imposed

on QO

Table contains the relative error and iterations for different values of the polyno-
mial order used in computations.

The relative error is plotted against polynomial degree p in Figure It is clear
that the error decays rapidly with increase in the polynomial order. In Figures and
6.21(d)| error as a function of degrees of freedom and iterations is plotted on a log — log

scale.

Table 6.13: Performance of the h — p version for Laplace equation with mixed boundary

conditions on Q;e) containing an edge singularity

p =W | Ny | Iterations | Relative Error(%)
2 26 129 0.121468E4-02
3 138 167 0.979093E+01
4 452 225 0.395164E+-00
) 1129 244 0.234473E+00
6 2382 400 0.571179E-02
7 4466 462 0.326770E-02
8 7688 768 0.610394E-04
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Figure 6.21: Error vs. p, [(b)] Iterations vs. p, Error vs. Ny and [(d)] Error vs.

Iterations for mixed problem containing an edge singularity.

In the next example, we consider Poisson equation on a polyhedral domain containing

vertex, edge and vertex-edge singularities and analyze the performance of the method.
Example 6.3.5. (Poisson equation containing vertex-edge singularity)
Let us consider the problem:

—Au=f in QW

u=g on O0QW°. (6.8)

Let w(¢, 0, p) = p**(sin¢)/?sin (£) and f = —Aw. Then w is the exact solution of (G.8)
in Q~¢ satisfying the Dirichlet boundary conditions u|yqw-) = ¢, where Q= is the

domain in Figure [6.22] defined by

Q=) = {(4,0,p): 0< ¢ <7/6,0<60<3m/2, p<1}.
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Let us note that w has a vertex singularity at the origin, an edge singularity along the
z-axis and a vertex-edge singularity. A geometrical mesh is imposed on Q¢ (Figure
[6.23)) in both ¢ (angular direction) and 3 (radial direction) variables with geometric mesh

factors p. and p, respectively.

Figure 6.22: The domain Q=

P —
In(tang,, *Inpg
In(tang,, ¥ Ninpg In(tang,, )
T In(3,,)
777777777777 § In(d, )+ Inp,
4
A / 4 In(8, )+ Ninp,,

Figure 6.23: Mesh imposed on Q(*~® and the elements after mapping.

To obtain the exponential convergence and efficiency of computations it is essential to

refine the mesh geometrically in both angular and radial direction along with a proper
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Table 6.14: Performance of the h — p version for Poisson equation on Q(=¢ containing a

vertex-edge singularity

p =W | Ngos | Iterations | Relative Error(%)
2 19 15 0.473188E+01
3 117 51 0.106067E+01
4 592 61 0.363064E+-00
) 2025 69 0.165742E+00
6 5436 7 0.693299E-01
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Figure 6.24: [(a)] Error vs. p, [(b)] Iterations vs. N, Error vs. Ny, and [(d)] Error vs.

Iterations for Poisson equation containing a vertex-edge singularity.

choice of polynomial degree distribution because the solution possesses the combined effect

of a vertex singularity and an edge singularity.

The numerical results are given in Table [6.14. The relative error reduces to nearly
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0.07% with p = 6.

Figure m contains the relative error versus polynomial order p. The error is
plotted on a log —scale. The curve is almost a straight line and it confirms the theoretical
estimates obtained. Further in Figure the error is drawn as a function of Ny, on

a log — log scale.

6.4 Conclusions and Future Work

6.4.1 Summary and conclusions

There are three different types of singularities for elliptic problems on non-smooth domains
in R3, namely, the vertex, the edge and the vertex-edge. In addition, the solutions to these
problems are anisotropic in the neighbourhoods of edges and vertex-edges.

Among many approaches that have been attempted over the past three decades to
provide accurate and economical solutions to the elliptic boundary value problems con-
taining singularities, the two principal approaches are the adaptive mesh refinement (very
small elements near the singularities and large elements elsewhere) and the use of singular
basis functions. In three dimensional problems, the first approach suffers the problems of
limited storage capacity and high computational cost while ill-conditioning occur in the
latter in presence of singularities. As an extension of the second approach, the method of
auxiliary mapping (MAM) was introduced by Babuska and Oh (see |17, 165, |68, 69] and
references therein). The MAM has proven to be highly successful in dealing with elliptic
boundary value problems containing singularities in R? [17, 65, 68, [69] and R® |52, 163]
using p-version of the finite element method. However, the success of this method depends
on optimal choices of auxiliary mappings.

In the present work we have proposed an exponentially accurate h —p spectral element
method for three dimensional elliptic problems on non-smooth domains using parallel
computers.

We choose as our solution the spectral element function which minimizes the sum of

a weighted squared norm of the residuals in the partial differential equations and the
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squared norm of the residuals in the boundary conditions in fractional Sobolev spaces
and enforce continuity by adding a term which measures the jump in the function and
its derivatives at inter-element boundaries in fractional Sobolev norms, to the functional
being minimized.

The present study can be summarized as follows:-

e To resolve the singularities which arise in the neighbourhoods of vertices, edges and
vertex-edges we use modified systems of coordinates that are modified versions of
spherical and cylindrical coordinate systems. These modified coordinates serve as

our auxiliary mappings in different neighbourhoods.

e The Sobolev spaces in vertex-edge and edge neighbourhoods are anisotropic and

become singular at the corners and edges.

e We choose spectral element functions (SEF) which are fully non-conforming. i.e.
there are no set of common boundary values, and hence we do not need to solve the

Schur complement system.

e The method is essentially a least-squares method and to solve the minimization

problem we need to solve the normal equations for the least-squares problem.

e The residuals in the normal equations can be obtained without computing and

storing mass and stiffness matrices.

e We use Preconditioned Conjugate Gradient Method (PCGM) to solve normal equa-
tions using a block diagonal preconditioner. Moreover, there exists a new precon-
ditioner which can be diagonalized in a new set of basis functions, and hence it is

easily inverted on each element.

e For Dirichlet problems the condition number of the preconditioner is O((InW)?),
provided W = O(eM") for a < 1/2. However, it grows like O(N*) for mixed

problems.
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e For Dirichlet problems the overall complexity of the method is O(N®In(N)) opera-
tions on a parallel computer with O(N?) processors to compute the solution. For
mixed problems it is equal to O(N") operations on a parallel computer with O(N?)

processors.

e Computational results for a number of test problems on smooth as well as non-
smooth domains confirm the estimates obtained for the error and computational

complexity:.

e In each iteration of the PCGM we need to communicate the values of the function
and its derivatives on the boundary of the element between neighbouring elements.
Moreover, we need to compute two global scalars to update the approximate solution

and search direction. Thus, the inter processor communication involved is small.

e Though the method is efficient and delivers exponential accuracy, more experience is
needed in computations and implementation. e.g. how to implement the distribution

of element degrees, what are the optimal degree factors, etc.

6.4.2 Proposed future work

Rapid growth of the factor N* for mixed problems creates difficulty in parallelizing the
numerical scheme. To overcome this difficulty another version of the method can be
defined in which we choose spectral element functions to be conforming only on the
wirebasket of the elements.

The values of the spectral element functions at the wirebasket of the elements con-
stitute the set of common boundary values and we need to solve the Schur complement
matrix system corresponding to the common boundary values. We intend to consider this

in future work.
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Appendix A

Al
Proof of Proposition [2.2.1]

Proposition 2.2.1. There exists a constant 5, € (0,1/2) such that for all 0 < v < p,

the estimate

D2 (w(z") —w,) [ dz’ < C(d™ m!)? p1-20) (A1)

Qvn{av: x§<In(v)

holds for all integers m > 1.
Proof. By Theorem 3.19 of [14] for g, € (0,1/2), H2ﬁ,v2(9u) ‘s embedded in CO(QU) and
HwHCO(Qv) <C HwHH;f(Q’”) )

Here C denotes a constant and Q¥ the closure of V.

Hence we can define w, = w(v), the value of w at the vertex v and
o] < C fwllgzz ) -

Let Du = ugergozpos. Here a = (aq, g, a3) and o = (o, ).

Define
fotlal=2 " for |a| > 2
52 () =< Forlel =
1 for |a| <2
as in (2.3) of |14]. Let
/ o 2
’Hgf(m) = HuHiZf(ﬂ’“) = Z H@gf p 1Dy ‘ . < 00
lo| <k
and
2
B2 (') = e HE2(QY) for all k> 2,|®%2p 11D <Cd*al.
Bu( ) {u| u Bu ( ) or a — Bo p u L2(Qu) - a

Then from Theorem 4.13 of [14] we have that w € B3 (Q°) iff w € B (")

Hence

Z ‘ P72 3w ger gas pos }2 p? singdpdpdfd < (Cd™m!)?. (A.2)

2§‘a|§mﬂu
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Define x = Inp. Then

0 0 dp
— = p=— and — =dyx.
ox  "op p X

Now as in [14] it can be shown using (A.2]) that

2<]al<m

. / e g oo | dx dddf < (C d™ mi)>.
Qv
Here C and d denote generic constants.

Hence

S / | Do 2 dat < (Cd™ ml)? =2 (A3)
2S‘a|gmflvﬂ{m”: x<lnv}
We now obtain estimates for 0 < |o| < 1. By Lemma 5.5 of |14] since w € HZ’f(Q”)
the estimate
2(8y—2 2 2
/p 52w —w () de < C Jullfez
Qv

holds.

Hence

/6(2Bu—1)x lw — w,|” dydpdf < (Cd™m!).

Qv

Thus we conclude that
/ lw — w,|* dz® < C (d™ m!)?v! =2, (A.4)
Qun{zv: x<lnv}

Finally, let C3 (") denote the set of functions u(z) € C°(Q") such that for all || > 0
| D3 (u(2) — u(v)) | < Cd*alp=CHlel=12 (). (A.5)

Then by Theorem 5.6 of [14], B3 () € C3 (2*).

Now

pV,u = Q"Vy, u. (A.6)

Here

Q’U — O’UPU
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where OV is the orthogonal matrix

cos¢pcosf) —sinf sin¢cosd

O’ = | cos¢sinf cosf sin¢sinf
—sin¢ 0 cos ¢
and
1 0 0
vo_ 1
Pt= 0 sin ¢ 0
0 0 1
Now in ¥
Q' < p<m— .

Hence from (A5) and ([A.6) we can conclude that

| Vow | < C p~HH1/2 (A7)
Using (A7) the estimate
Inv
/ Y | Dhw[* dat < C / eTHAIX gy < O (A.8)
Qvn{zv: x<In I/}la‘::t o
follows.
Combining (A.3)), (A.4)) and (A.8]) we obtain the result. O
A.2

Proof of Proposition [2.2.2]

Proposition 2.2.2. Let s(x3) = w(1, T2, 3)|(21=0,20=0)- Then

/le—éul
Oy

k<m

2

dk

WS(QU;’) d.flfg S (C d™ m')2 (Ag)
3

Moreover there exists a constant . € (0,1) such that for p < Z

[ XD ) s det < c@rmA o (aa0)

~ al<m
Qen{ze:25<In ,u,}‘ <

for all integers m > 1.
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Proof. We denote by C3 (¢), S, € (0,1), the set of functions u € C°(€2¢) such that for
ol >0

|| rBetertaz= Do (y(z) — (0,0, x3)) < Cd*al (A.11)

HCO(Qe)
and for k >0

H < Cd Kl (A.12)
(dx3)* CO(Qen{az: 1=22=0})

asin (5.1) and (5.2) of [14]. Here Q¢ denotes the closure of Q°.
Then by Theorem 5.3 of [14], B3 (Q°) € C3_(Q°).

00253)

Now
r{=7 = Inr
x5 =10
T = T3 .

Define s(z3) = w(x1, T2, 23)|(2,=0.2.=0). Then (A.9) follows immediately from (A.12) since
w € B} (92°) and hence w € C3 (Q°).
Let

p(z) = w(x) — s(xs) .

Then by (A.II)) we have that

H T’B€+al+a2_1DO‘ Hc()(f)e) S C d® o) (A13)
Now we can show just as in Theorem 4.1 of [14] that
e—1 o
777! Dgep(a®) || goggey < € d* ! (A.14)

using the estimate (A13).
Hence
| D2p(a°) | < Cd® al =P
for z¢ € QF.
Using the above we conclude that
Inp
/ > | Deplaf) [P dat < C (d™m))? / e2=Be) 7
Qeﬂ{xe eglnu}|a‘<m

and this gives the required estimate (A.10). O
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A.3
Proof of Proposition 2.2.3

Proposition 2.2.3. Let w, = w(v), the value of w evaluated at the vertex v, and s(x3) =

w(21, T2, T3)|(21=0,00=0)- Then there exists a constant B, € (0,1/2) such that for any

0<v <,
Inv e 9
/ ety ‘ DYy (s(z5™) —w,) | dag™® < O (d™ml)* w20 (A.15)
3
— 00 k<m

Moreover there ezists a constant B, € (0,1) such that for any 0 < o < tan¢, and
0<v <y,

/ 6”376 Z ‘ Dzﬂfe (w(xg_e) _ S(l’g_e)) }2 dl’g_e

- <
Quren{zv—e:z] *<lne, x5 °<lnv} r<m

S C (dm m|)2 a2(1—ﬁe) V(l—QBU) (A16>
for all integers m > 1.

Proof. By C3__(Q"7°), where B,_c = (8y,8.), B» € (0,1/2) and . € (0,1) we denote
the set of functions u(z) € C°(Q¥~¢) such that

| pP 191712 (sin @) erto2 1 D2 (u(ir) = u(0, 0,5 o SCdal (A7)

)) HCO(Q”*

and

dk
g |2 (u(0, 0, 25) — u(v))

< Cd k! A.18
dxéf - ( )

CO(Q“*eﬂ{m: x1:m2=0})

as described in (5.26) and (5.27) of [14]. Here Q¢ denotes the closure of *~°.
Now by Theorem 5.9 of [14], B3 _ (Q2"°) € C3 _(Q2°~°). Since w € B} __(Q2"7°) we
conclude that w € C3 _ (27°). Let s(z3) = w(0,0,23) and w, = w(v). Then

dk
|x3|5“+k_1/2ﬂ (s(w3) —wy) | < Cd* KL
L3
Now 2537 ° = Inxs. Hence it can be shown as before that

Inv )
Z ‘ D];:Ufe (S(l’g_e) — wv) ’ dIg—e <C (dm m!)2 V(l—zﬁv).
3

0 k<m
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Let p(x) = w(x) — s(x3). Then by (A.I7) we have that
H pﬁv+\a|—1/2(sm ¢)ﬁe+a1+a2—1 D%p(z) HCO(QH) <Cd*al.
It can be shown as in Theorem 4.8 of [14] that
| (772 (sin @))% sin ) posgmaps [ gmepey < Cd™ .

Here (V¢ is the image of Q¢ in (9,0, p) coordinates.

From the above the estimate
H eBr=1/2X (gin )%~ (sin @) pgorgasyos HCO(QH) < Cd*a! (A.19)

follows. Here QU=¢ is the image of Q*=¢ in ¥ coordinates, ¥ = (9,0, x) and x = In p.

Now the vertex-edge coordinates are defined as
x]7¢ =1 = In(tan¢)
xy ¢=40

xy ¢ =( = In(z3) = x + In(cos ).

Thus
Vpu = J""V-eu
where
sec?gpcotg 0 —tang
J = 0 1 0
0 0 1
Hence
Vet = (J'7¢) 7'V o
Here
cospsing 0 sin®¢
() = 0 1 0
0 0 1
Hence
S—Z = cos ¢ sin C%Z + sin? qﬁﬁ—z,
Ou  Ou

o
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From the above we obtain

Oy . |
M—Z:Z > ( S Al (cosE) (sing)” ((sin¢)a1)u¢alxa2> (A.20)

k=1 a1+az=k \ji1+j2=2m—a1

m

oy 415> Satisty the recurrence relation

It can be shown that the coefficients a

m—+1 _.m . m
Coy,az,g1,52 — Far—1,a0,51—1,52 + (al + ]2)aa17a27j1—2,j2 (A'Ql)
N m m
- jlaal,a27j1,j2—2 + aal,az—l,jhh—? (A22>
for |a| < m.
For |a] =m +1
— L ifji=a,jo=2m+2—-a
a . =
a1,02,71,72

0 otherwise.

Since 0 < ¢ < ¢, where ¢, < m/2, we can conclude from ([A.19) that

H e(Bv=1/2)C ,(Be=1)¢ (sin ¢)a1 Dgorgasyas HCO <Cdal. (A23)

(Qv—e)

Here °=¢ denotes the image of Q"¢ in 2v¢ coordinates. From (A.23) the estimate
H B2 (Be=al ™ pa ) H <Cd®al. (A.24)
co.
(@v=e)
follows.
As in [14] we show ([A.24) for the cases a = (m,0,0), « = (0,m,0) and o = (0,0, m)
since the general case can be shown in the same way. It is enough to prove (A.24]) for

a = (m,0,0) since the other two cases are trivial.

Let
AZ?J - Z Z ‘az,az,jlm : (A'25)
al1tas=k j1+j2=2m—a1
Then
A < 4™, (A.26)
Moreover for k£ < m
m!
APt < 4m—. (A.27)
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The proof is by induction. Using the recurrence relation ([A.21]) we obtain
AT < 2mAT 4 247
4™m) 4™m)
<2 —_ 2 ———
- m( P )* ((k—l)!)

N[ 2m 2%
< 4m+1 (m +
- k! 4(m+1) * 4(m +1)

m—+1

<
K

(m + 1)! (A.28)

Now using (A.19]), (A.20) and ([A.28) it can be shown that

(Bo-1/2)5 (pe-vay— 0P
8¢m CO(Qv—e)

m art+az o |
2 : 2 : }aa17a27j17j2‘ Cd Qg

1 a1+ag=k j1+j2=2m—ay

NE

e
I

AP (Cd* k)

NE

<

e
I

1

d™ m!

IN
Q

Here C' and d denote generic constants.
The inequality (A.24]) is obtained in the same way. Now the estimate (AI6) follows
immediately from (A-24)). O

A4

Proof of Proposition [2.2.4]

Proposition 2.2.4. The estimate

> | D2w(x) [P < C (A ml)? (A.29)

Qr laj<m

holds for all integers m > 1.

Proof. Now w(x) is analytic in an open neighbourhood of Q". Hence (A.29) follows. [
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B.1

Proof of Lemma

Lemma 3.2.6. Let I'y , = I';"°. Then the following identity holds.

. 8u 8u
) T3 g1 v °
sin”(¢, ) jgf’z,i ¢* sin(z}) (8?1”) (aVU)A“ “
2
o ou
N 2 x3 '
2s8in”(¢,) [U sin(zy ;( ) 0s} <<8VU)AH> 1

j{ mve< du ) ( ou ) e
= — e’s ds
ary e onv—e e opv—e e
2
0 ou e
ef (o) (), ) e

7=1
Proof. Let
Ty = ¢
xy =10
s =X =Inp. (B.1)
and

Figure B.1: Interior common boundary face I'y ; = I'77¢.

x]7¢ =1 = In(tanz?)
y =10

xy ¢ =(=Inzs =)+ Incos(z7) . (B.2)
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Clearly
vau = Jv_evxv—eu (BB)

where

sec?gpcotg 0 —tang
JUe = 0 10 : (B.4)
0 0 1

Now if dx" is a tangent vector to a curve in z¥ coordinates then its image in x'~¢ coor-

dinates is given by dx"~“ where
dx'"¢ = (J¢)Tdx". (B.5)

Clearly the first fundamental form (ds¥)? in 2V coordinates is

(ds®)? = (dx")T (dx") = (dx"~)T(J°~¢) 1 (J*=¢)"Tdx""". (B.6)
Now
cospsing 0 sin®¢
()t = 0 1 0
0 0 1
Hence

(ds*)? = sin® ¢(dw}™¢)? + (dwy~¢)* + (day™®) + 2sin® pday“das™®

= sin? pdip? + db? + d¢* 4 2sin® ¢ dvp dC. (B.7)
Moreover, on fz,m
do’ = dfd( (B.8)
since by
(ds®)* = d§* + d¢?
on le Choose 777¢ = (0,1,0)7 and 757¢ = —(0,0,1)7. These are orthogonal unit

vectors on I';"¢ since

(ds™¢)2 = dup® + df? + d(2. (B.9)
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Define
= (JUe) Trye (B.10)
T = —(J ) Trye. (B.11)
Let vv=¢ = —(1,0,0)” denote the unit normal vector on f;’;e and
m" ¢ = (sec’ g cot ¢,0, — tan @)’ (B.12)
Then
v’ =(1,0,0)" = (J"7¢) Tm"* (B.13)

is the unit normal to 81;271-. Finally let ds"~¢ = (0,df, d¢)T denote a tangent vector field
on f;’;e. Define

ds'™¢ = \/db2 + d(> (B.14)

ds’ = (J'°)Tds""¢ = (0,df, dx)" (B.15)

and
ds® = Vdo2 + dX2. (B.16)

Let

n’~¢ = (0,d¢, —df)" /\/dC? + db> (B.17)
be the unit outward normal to 8f;’;e. Then
n' = (J") Tn"° (B.18)

is the unit outward normal to oI i

Now
au _ o\T v
(@)AU = (n ) (A )vau

— (nv—e)T(JU—e)—l(Av>vwvu

= O (e (7)) (sind ()T ATV

sin? ¢

sin¢ 0 sin?¢
(n"—)" e
sin¢p 0 1
(—dfsin® ¢, d¢, —dO)T

= A"V po—cu.

sin? ¢p+/d(? + dp?
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Hence referring to Figure

Figure B.2: The face fzﬂ-

ou ou 1 ou
= B.19
).~ @), e Gae) . o
and
ou 1 ou
= Py . B.20
(ang)m SinZ ¢ (aﬁ’—E)AH (B.20)
Moreover
) sinf¢ 0 sin?¢
t _
( ou ) _ (sec? ¢ co 'gb;(), tan ¢) 01 o P
o' ) 4 sin” ¢
sin?¢ 0 1
Hence
ou ) ( ou )
= —cot¢ — : (B.21)
(81/” e ovv v
Finally

1 ou
= A_v—e . B.22
sin2¢ (87‘1{_6)AUe ( )
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And

sin2¢ 0 sin?¢

ot} sin® ¢

sin¢p 0 1

_ (o (o
B owv=c ) 1o sin®P \OTy ¢) jue

Now referring to Figure [B.3]

¢
y3
nv—e
~ -e
Y, T
0
y2
~ v-e
Y, iv—er 1

%91“’,272. sin® (¢ )" sin(a7}) (aﬁf:v) o (gsv)m o
- [ (5) ()
+[y2p81ﬂ3(¢v) (a%g)m (f;?:”)m “

_ /y psin®(6,) ( ;é)m (;:U)AU w
i

- - / psin?’(%)cot(asv)( N g

v—e
,\/1 81/ Aufe

ou ou
— [ pcos(¢y,) (—U_e) ( U_e) do
/71 87’2 Av—e 8’/ Av—e

1T
<8u) OOV A
Au

(B.23)
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ou ou
—+ ﬂﬂl pCOS(¢v) (87_11)—6) Ao (auv—e)Ave dC . (B24)

Hence
N 8u 8u
Sil’l2 v exB Sil’l (L‘U <_) ( ) dSv
7{ (etsin)) (55) (g0 )
_ ]{ e%( Ou ) ( Ou ) ds™*
org e MU= ) g \NOV™C) g0
A psin CO v Jpv—e Ao-
i ou \°
+ [ psin®(¢,) cot(oy) do (B2
3 v
Next,
2sin? (¢, / % sin(a? ( ) ( ) )
( ) ~Z,i ( 1) 87-1 Av 8Sl Av
ou U
E— 3 2 ] A ., ’
= 2sin(¢,) /Zipsm(cbv) (87’1)Au sy (ayv)A”) 1
1 ou
-9 in’ (¢,
/Fgmepsm (¢ >sin2(q5v) <8T71J_6)Ave
o ou
2% (cot(¢v) (W)Ave) do d¢
= -2 / ew56< aff_e) - << = ) o .
g 0T ) pv—e 05} OV ) pome
Moreover

i ou 0 du
s 2 %3 g1 v -
2sin*(¢,) /,Zz e”s sin(r7) (@Tg)AU dsy <<5Vv)
— 02 8 8

1,7. ou 0 Ju
T sz (arg—@)A“)) ac \0tow) (ay—v_e)me) 46 d
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— in? 3(‘% )2 do d
oo otton g ¢

81/1)_6 Av—e

ou 0 ou
2 ¢ — dhd
T2 fae (87) o (8v) ‘

=—/pmﬂmwmww<a“)2 a6

71 ayv_e Av—e
—I—/ psin®(¢,) cot(¢ )( Ou )2 do
73 ’ Y\ owre Av—e
—9 / e ( aff_e) 0_ ( Ou ) do"~° . (B.27)
fue 0T3¢ ) jo—e 059 o= ) 4.
Combining -([B.27) we obtain the result. O
B.2
Proof of Lemma [3.2.8]

Lemma 3.2.8. Let I} , = I'/7°. Then

% emgfe < au_ ) ( au_ ) wy_e<x11)—e) dsv—e
8fx:;;e onv—e e opv—e e
2
rlT€ au 8 8U v—e(, v—e v—e
22 / ‘ (ar;—6> D" ((aw—e)AH) wt ) do
= n, Av—e J

ou ou ol en e
1. (o), (&), wrnas

2
ou 0
+22/(a?) os

Ae U7
Proof. We have

x5 =x3. (B.28)
and

r] =1 =Intan¢

v—e

xy “=(=Inz;. (B.29)
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Figure B.4: Interior common boundary face I';, , =I")°

Hence
7 =2l e = Y+
Ty =1y ¢
x5 = e = ¢l (B.30)
Clearly
vafeu == Jevxeu . (B?)l)
Here
1 0 0
J=101 0 | . (B.32)
10 xI3

e

Now if dx""° is a tangent vector to a curve in x'~¢ coordinates then its image in x°

coordinates is given by dx® where
dx® = (J9)Tdx""°. (B.33)
Clearly the first fundamental form (ds®~¢)? in 2°~¢ coordinates is
(ds*=)? = (dx*~*)T(dx") = (dx°)((J)~1(J)~T)dx"°. (B.34)

Now

(B.35)
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Hence
v—e)2 e\2 e\2 2 e\2 2 e j..e
(ds"7°)" = (dx)” + (dz§)” + —(dz§)” — —daidxg
2 2
= dr® +db® + —da; — —drdxs. (B.36)
Moreover on fz_le
do" ¢ = drdf
since
(ds'=¢)* = dr* + db*
on fz_le Choose 7§ = (1,0,0)” and 75 = —(0,1,0). These are orthogonal unit vectors
on f‘i,k since
(ds®)? = dr* + db* + dx3 . (B.37)
Define
07 = (J9)I7s, and
Ty ¢ = —(J) TS, (B.38)
Let v¢ = —(0,0,1)” denote the unit normal vector to fz,k. Let
m® = (1,0, 23)". (B.39)
Then
v’ = (0,0,1)" = (J)Tm® (B.40)
is the unit normal to fz_le Finally let
ds® = (dr,df,0)"
denote a tangent vector field on fi,k- Define
ds® = Vdr? + db? (B.41)
ds’ ¢ = (J°)Tds® = (dv,dd,0)" (B.42)
ds’™¢ = \/dB? + dip? = V/dr? + db? = ds° . (B.43)
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Let

. (d,—dr,0)"
M Vit d (A

be the unit outward normal to 8fz7k. Then the unit outward normal n"~¢ to 81~“ZT is
n'~¢ = (J) " 'n°. (B.45)

Now

( 8U ) _ (nu—e>TAv—evxvieu
A’ufe

onv—e
= (n)T(JO) LA TV euu
= ()" ((J)THT)T) ((J)TAT?) Ve

1 0 -

3

1
— (ne)T 0 1 Aevxeu

3

(deu _dTa _%)T
= 2 AV s .

Vart 1

wgw| N

Here

(df, —dr,0)T
VdeE +dr?
It should be noted that A¢ = (J¢)T A*=¢J¢. Hence referring to Figure [B.5]

e

v)
O

M3

Figure B.5: The face fak

(o) = (o) (B.46)
Oy~ ) go-e 75 ) 4e
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and

Moreover

Now

- — : B.4
(ang_e)me <0T§>Ae + T3 ((‘)ye)Ae (B.47)

1 0 —x%
) (10| 0 1 0 |AV.
Av—e o _i i
3 z3
[ 1
= 0,0,—} AV el
L xs3
1 /0
T <—u> : (B.48)
x3 \ Ove Ae
v}
M3
)
Y
F4 T\Zl_e%
T ° n,
| o

Figure B.6: The face fffle

f x’”e< ou ) ( ou ) v—e
e ds
af\vfe anv—e Av—e avv—e Av—e
ou ou

- d

/F1 " (antlj_e)Ave (81/1}_6)141/6 ¢

8u_ ) ( ou ) 5
8'}?,12) € Av—e av’l)—e Av—e

8u_ ) ( ou ) "
8 ;.) ¢ Au—e al/v_e A’Ufe

(a
ou ou
4 xs (ang_e)Ave <auv_e)A’ue de
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)e =), (Ge),
2) (),

<)ot e),) Ge), @
<87> (5) o

_l’_
5
—

@
\/H@

1 1 ’
( ) d9+ 1 (ﬂ) a0 (B.49)
FQ T3 81/6 F4 T3 8116 Ae
Now 747 = (10.0)" and 7§ = (J9)~Tr}~. Morcover 75~ = (0,1,0)" and 75 =
(T
Hence

oo (o) o (), ) o
2 e v—e
fo—e TV ) gv—e 051 o= J 4u-
ou 1
), ), ) o ((aue),)
u 0 ou
k T)Ae&?T((al/)e) o
1 w2 1 ou
_/fzx_g<8v@),46 d9+/r4 - (aue> o . (B.50)

And
v—e [ Ou 0 ou
2 x v—e
/fﬁf " <673_6)Ave Osy ((ayv—e)me) o
-2 ) ((55), ) e
w075 ), 00 \\ave ) .
ou 0 ou .

2 Gs), 55 ((5),) 7 -
Combining (B.49), (B:50) and (B.51]) we obtain the result. O
B.3

Proof of Lemma [3.2.9
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Lemma 3.2.9. Let I’} , =17 ,. Then

I sin2(¢v)% <%> <%) ds = —j{ < Ou ) ( Ou ) ds*
ar‘{,j an A 011 A af‘i,k (91/6 Ae ane Ae

and

2

——Z/ 8 8U do‘e
- . 87‘6 e 0ss, \ove ) .

Proof. We have

i =7=lInr

x5 =10
5 = 3. (B.52)
Clearly,
V,u= RV eu (B.53)
where

e Tcos —eTsinf 0O
R°*= | e"sinf) e Tcosh 0 |- (B.54)
0 0 1
Now if dx is a tangent vector to a curve in ¥ coordinates then its image in ¢ coordinates
is given by dx® where

dx® = (R%)Tdx. (B.55)
Clearly, the first fundamental form (ds)? in z coordinates is
(ds)? = (dx)T(dx) = (dx°)T(R*) "' (R*)"Tdx". (B.56)

Now

e"cosf e"sinf 0
(Re)_l = | —e"sinf e cosh 0O |. (B.57)
0 0 1
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Hence

(ds)?* = € (dr)* + €*"(df)* + (dx5)* . (B.58)

Moreover on I7;

do = " dfdat (B.59)

since

(ds)? = €*"(df)* + (dx§)?

on I'/ ;. Choose 7§ = (0,1,0)" and 7§ = (0,0,1)". These are orthogonal unit tangent
vectors on IS, since (ds)? = €*7(dr)? + €7 (df)? + (dz§)%.
Define

m = e (R

= (R)"75. (B.60)
Let v = (1,0,0)7 denotes the unit normal vector on fi,k' Then
v=—eT(R) v
denotes the unit normal to I'] ;. Finally let
ds® = (0,d0, dz5)

denotes a tangent vector field on f;k. Define

ds® = +/(d0)? + (dx§)? , (B.61)
ds = (R¢)"Tds° (B.62)

and
ds = \/e27(d0)? + (dx5)? . (B.63)

Let

nt = (Oa _dx§> de)T (B64)
(d0)? + (dx$§)?

be the outward unit normal to 8fi7k. Define

(0, —e7"das, eTdo)"
Ve (dO)? + (dx§)?

e

(B.65)
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Then
n = (R%) Tm* (B.66)
is the outward unit normal to OI7 ;.
Now
8_u = vl AV, u
o),
= — (W) (R)TTA(RY)VEu
_ _6—7-(Ve)T€—2T((Re)—1(Re)—T)AevgeEu )
And
() e (RN R)T) = ()"
Hence we conclude that
(%) = T ( Ou ) . (B.67)
o), ove ) 4.
Also from
<%) =nTAV,u = (m*)T(R) e (R*) 1) A°Veu.
on ),
Clearly
d e
((me>T(Re)—le—2r(Re)—T)) —e 7 d‘i (ne)T
Hence
(8_u) ds=¢e " (ﬂ) ds®. (B.68)
on) , one ) ,.
Thus from (B.67) and (B.68) we get
ou du
2 o2 el il
P sin”(¢,) fgrg'j (8n)A (8V)A ds
du u
2 ;2 —2r e
= —p; sin” (¢, % e (—) ( ) ds
( ) 81:‘3,]6 ave e ane Ae
- —f (a—“) (ﬂ) dse . (B.69)
afi,k 8116 Ae 8'"/6 Ae
Using it is easy to show that
Gu) e (Ou
o), ‘ ors) 4.
( Ou ) =¥ ( Ou ) (B.70)
A Ae

ory

e
ot
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Moreover using we get

w ((5),) - (GR),)
(&) ) =5 ((59),) 57

Combining (B.69), (B70) and (B.71) we obtain the result.
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C.1

Proof of Lemma [3.3.7]

Lemma 3.3.1. We can define a set of corrections {n] }i=1.._n,, {0} }i=1..n5, forv €V,
{7~ hz1 N, . forv—e € V—E and {nf}i=1..n. for e € € such that the corrected

spectral element function p defined as

Py =u +n forl=1,...,N,,
pl =u +n/ foril=1,...,N, and veY,
p C=u " +n° forl=1,...,Ny—e and v—ecV —E,

P =u + 1] fori=1,...,N. and e€€,

is conforming and p € H}(Q). i.e. p € HY(Q) and p vanishes on T'%). Define

{]:} ZH si (1, 2, 23) ||1QT+ZZH sy (@7, 3, T3)e x3/2 Hmv

veY =1
Ny—e v—e \ 2 v—e \ 2
cx (X L (D) e (25)
v—eeV-E
Q“ “)<oo
Ny_e
+ (S;) e) ) dzv=¢ + Z / 7 enge(si) e)2 wv—e(xv—e> dxv—e)
=1 1
(@) =00
asl 27 asle ? e\2 e
+ Z ( Z / ( ( ) + e (a—xg + (Sl) dx
ec&
M(Qe)<°°
+ Z/Sl we(x9) x) (C.1)
(S ) =00

Then the estimate
Y{FD < OV EY) (C.2)

holds. Here Cw 1is a constant, if the spectral element functions are conforming on the

wirebasket WB of the elements, otherwise Cy = C(In W), where C' is a constant.
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Proof. We first consider the case when the spectral element functions are conforming
on the wirebasket. Consider an element €2 C Q" which, for simplicity is assumed to
be a hexahedral domain. Let @ denote the cube (—1,1)% and M/ (A1, A2, A3) denote an
analytic mapping from @) to €. Let f; be the face corresponding to A3 = —1, f> the
face corresponding to A3 = 1 and [u(A1, A2)]|;, denote the jump in the value of u across
the face fi so that uj(Ai, A2) + 1/2 [u(A1, A2)]|;, = average value of u on the face fi.
Similarly by [u(A1, A2)]|;, we denote the jump in the value of u across the face f; so that
up (A1, A2) +1/2 [u(M, A2)]| 5, = average value of u on the face fs.

Let f3 be the face corresponding to Ay = —1 and f4 the face corresponding to Ay = 1.
We can now define [u(A1, A3)]|,, the jump in u across the face f3, and [u(A1, A3)]];,, the
jump in u across the face f;. Finally, let f5; denote the face corresponding to \; = —1

MO Aphg) 2 T
/\

(M) (X1, % % ),

Q

Figure C.1: The element (2] and the master cube.

and fq the face corresponding to A; = 1. Once again, we define [u(A2, A3)]|,, the jump
in u across the face f5, and [u(Ag, As3)]|;,, the jump in u across the face fs. Let us now
define the correction

(1= A3) [u(M, A2)]
2 2

(14 A3) [u(Ar, A2)]
2 2

Vlr()\la )\29 )\3) =

f1 f2
n (1= Aa) [u(As, Az)] (14 X2) [u(A1, A3)]
2 2 f3 2 2 fa
(1= A1) [u(Ag, A3)] (1+ A1) [u(Ag, A3)]
e 5 5= (C3)

Then

n; (w1, T2, 3) = 1] ((er)_l(xlaiﬁz,%s)) .
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Next, we define the corrections in the vertex neighbourhood Qv for v € V, the set of
vertex neighbourhoods. Suppose ()} is not a corner element, nor does it have a face in
common with a corner element. Then the correction 7} (x}, 2%, 2%) is defined in the same
way as in the regular region.

If Q) is a corner element then define
i (@, 2, 2%) = 0.
If Q7 is an element which has a face in common with a corner element, i.e.
Qp = {z": (6,0) € 57, n(p) < x <In(py) }

then the corrected element function will assume the constant value h, on the side y =
In(pY). Hence the correction will assume the value [u(¢, 8, In(p))] instead of 1 [u(¢, 8, In(pY))]

on the side x = In(pY). In the vertex neighbourhood Q" the vertex coordinates are

r] = ¢
xy =0
ry=x = Inp
Moreover
v |2 2 1 2 2\ o
| Voup |“de = / (u¢ + ——up + (pu,) ) sin ¢ dp d¢ db.
Qv Qv sin” ¢
Hence

|V ul|*dx
Qz“
is uniformly equivalent to
/ e | Voou? | da®
oy
for all ), v € V.

Here we have used the fact that

0<¢0§¢v§7‘-_¢0

for all v € V.
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Next, we define the corrections in 2°7¢, a vertex-edge neighbourhood, where v — e €
V — &, the set of vertex edge neighbourhoods. Let €2/7° be an element which is not a

corner element, nor which has a face in common with a corner vertex-edge element. Then

Qe = {1 I < < WU, 0V <0 < 0UL5, (U < C <Gt

with 2 <,2 < k. If Q)7° is a corner element then 1/ “(z"~¢) = 0. Here

r]7¢ =1 = In(tan¢)
xy ¢ =46

x5 ¢ = (= Inzz = x + In(cos(¢)).

We introduce local variables

Y1 = 9311) c
Yo =Ty ©
Ty ¢
Ys = 7 o=ey -
sin (¢757)

Then €2/7° is mapped to a rectangular hexahedron ﬁ}’_e in 27¢ coordinates and to a
long, thin hexahedron Q}’_e in the local y coordinates such that the length of the y3 side
becomes large as €2, approaches the edge of the domain "¢, as shown in Figure

/ | Vou | dz
Que

Clearly

is uniformly equivalent to

n? ¢

forall ;7 C Q"¢ v—ecV —&. Here @}’_e denotes the image of 2;"° in 2" coordinates.

1
/ (ui + ——uj + ui) eXsin g do di dy
ﬁ;ﬁe S1

Now
Ve = J" "V p-cu
where
sec2pcotp 0 —tano
J'TC = 0 1 0
0 0 1
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and

dx" = sin ¢ cos ¢ dx""°.

/ | Vou |* d
is uniformly equivalent to

2 2 2
ou 9 ou v—e
"ES d v—e
/@;e (; (e +oe <8x) ) oo

forall Q) C Q" v—ecV—-E.

Using the above we can show that

Hence

/ ) | Vau | d

1

is uniformly equivalent to

[ oS0V )vs i ((ﬁ;f) IV yul? dy.
ave

_ Ck i k41 i
Let f; denote the face y3 = (o) ky, and fy the face y3 = Snlor ) Kp1-
% b
/
f
f %
Y,

Figure C.2: Image of ;"¢ in y-variables.

Let [u(y1, y2)]|;, denote the jump in u across the face fi so that u(y1, y2) | ;, +1/2[u(y1, y2)] | 4,
denotes the average value of u on the face fi. Similarly let [u(yi, y2)] | ;, denote the jump

in the value of u across the face fo. We now define the correction

(1, Y2, y3) = ) (Y1, Y2, y3) + B (W1, Y2, y3) + 9 (yn, y2, vs)-
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;" “(y1, Y2, y3) is first defined as follows:

7 7
i . K1 — Ry
r=min |1, — 5 )

Let

Let 7(y3) be the function

Figure C.3: The function r(ys).

(K, —y3) i i i
) — kh{ﬂ +1  fork, <wys <K+ h, (C.4)
0 for Kl + hiy <ys < Kl

Let s(y3) be the function

0 for K}, < ys < ki — Iy,
s(ys) = Y3~ (Ki1—hi) i i i (C5)
T h Jor Ky —hy, S ys < Kpy .
Then we define the correction
1
k h K

Figure C.4: The function s(ys).

@ (Y1, Y2, y3) = 1/2[ulyr, y)ll, 7(ys) + 1/2[ulyr, y2)]l 1,5 (3)-

If €2)7° is a corner element, i.e. the face f; corresponds to x5~ = (7" “ then

(Y1, 92, y3) = [ulyr, y2)llf, 7(ys) + 1/2[u(yr, y2)l1 . 5(ys)-
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Next, let f3 denote the side § = 077 and f; the side 6 = 077 7. Let [u(y1,y3)]|s, denote

the jump across the side f; and [u(y1,ys3)]|s, the jump across the side fy. Define

Bl (Y1, Y2, y3) = ( Y2~ b1 ) [u(y1,y3)]

07" —bin 2 g
n ( y2 —0;7° ) [w(y1,ys)]
J+1 9]' 2 fa

It is assumed here that 6 = 67" and 6 = 01 do not correspond to a face of the domain
Q.
Finally, let f5 denote the face ¢ = v/ and fs the face 1) = v;". Define

v—e Y1 — ;)_e u(y2a yS)
7[ (y1> Y2, y3) = <¢v—e _ Jrz)l—e) [ 2 ]
i i+1 f5
< v — ;¢ ) [u(y2, y3)]
+ v—e v—e
i+l wz 2 fe

If i = 1 then the first term in the right hand side is multiplied by a factor of two.

Define the final correction as

VY2, y3) = o (Wi Y2, y3) + B (Wi Y2, y3) + 90 (s y2, vs)-

Then
v—e
X
v—e/ v—e\ __ . v—e v—e v—e 3
m (z )—Vl ($1 y Lo s v—e))'

sin(¢7}

If €277 has a face in common with a corner element 2, then on the common face I'};
we define the correction n;™¢ (z"~¢) so that the corrected value of the spectral element
function p}™¢ = u; (") + n, (z"~°) assumes the value of u}, © on the common face
e
If Q77¢ is a corner element then we define the correction . ¢(z"~¢) = 0.

Finally, we define the corrections in ¢, an edge neighbourhood where e € £, the set

of edge neighbourhoods. Let €2f be an edge element. Then in Q¢ the edge coordinates are

i =7= Inr
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Let Q¢ denote the image of Q¢ in z° coordinates. Then
QF = {2°: In(rs) < 2§ <In(rs,,), 05 < a§ <05, ZE <a§ < Zi,}.

Once again we introduce a set of local coordinates z in ) defined as

21 = .TL’T
29 = ZIZ'S
5
zZ3 = c .
Tj+1

Then € is mapped onto the hexahedron @f such that the length of the 23 side becomes

large as €1 approaches the edge of the domain.

ou\? ou\? ou\?
2 _ e el 2t [ %
/Q |V ul dx_/fz; <<87’) + (89) +e (8x3) ) dr df dxs .
/ |V ul?dz
Q

e
u

Now

e
u

Hence

is uniformly equivalent to

[ IV ulrS dz .

Qg
Here u denotes the spectral element function defined on 2 . Now we can define cor-

rections to the spectral element functions so that the corrected element functions are
conforming as we have for vertex-edge elements.

Finally, a further set of corrections can be made so that the corrected element function
p(z) € H(Q), i.e. p vanishes on T the Dirichlet portion of the boundary 9§ of Q.
Moreover the estimate (CII) holds.

We now briefly indicate how the corrections need to be defined in case the spectral
element functions are nonconforming.

The corrections are first described for an element 2] C Q7 the regular region of €.
Let M (A1, A2, A3) denote the map from the cube @ = (—1,1)% to Q7 as shown in Figure

We first make a correction &} (A1, Ag, A3) = .1y Z;:o S o @i N XN such that
(uf + 07)(n) = u(n), where n denotes a node of Q@ = (M7)~'(Q7) and u(n) the average
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value of u at the node n. Hence the corrected spectral element function is conforming at

the nodes of €)]. Here we use the estimate
2 2
[wlizoomy < Cllwlirsrzry

where R is a rectangle in the plane, each of whose sides is of length = O(1).

Next, we define a correction €] (A1, Ay, A3) such that if ¢ is a point on a side S of
Q = (M;)' (%) then (uj + 07 + €)(t) = u+ 6(t) where u + 6(t) denotes the average
value of u + § at t. It should be noted that €] (t) = 0 if ¢ is a node of (). Consider for
example the side corresponding to A\; = —1, Ay = —1, —1 < A3 < 1 and let the correction
corresponding to the side be g(A3). Then the contribution of the correction for this side to
¢/ would be w% g(A3). The contributions of the corrections for other sides would
be similarly defined and €] would be the sum of all these contributions. Here we use the

estimate

it (s) < ClnWl[wlFae g

where R is a rectangle in the plane, each of whose sides is of length ©(1), and S is a side
of the rectangle R. Moreover w is a polynomial of degree W in each of its two arguments.

Now u] + 4] + €], would be conforming on the portion of the wirebasket contained in
Q", the regular region of 2. We shall next make corrections in Q¥ for v € V, Q"¢ for
v—e €V —E& and QF° for e € £, so that the corrected spectral element functions are
conforming on the wire basket of the elements contained in 2. Once this has been done
a further set of corrections can be made so that the corrected spectral element functions
would be conforming on the faces as well as the wire basket and vanish on the Dirichlet
portion of the boundary T of 9 as has already been described. The corrections 6} + ¢}
that need to be made in the vertex neighbourhood ¥ of € so that u; + 6; + €] would
be conforming on the portion of the wirebasket contained in 2V are very similar to those
described for the regular region 2" of €2 and hence are not discussed any further. We now
describe the corrections 0, “+¢, ¢ that need to be made in the vertex-edge neighbourhood
"7¢ of Q2 so that u;“+4 6, “+ ¢/ would be conforming on the portion of the wirebasket
contained in ~°.

Let €27° be an element in the vertex-edge neighbourhood 2"~¢, and let @f‘e be its
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Figure C.5: The element Q;’_e.

image in y coordinates where

y1 =1 = In(tan ¢)
Yo =0
¢ _ In(x3)
sin (¢7:1)  sin (047)
Then the length of the y3 side becomes large as the elements approach the edge of the
domain €2. We define

Ys =

W) = > by,

4,7=0,1

a bilinear function of y; and ¥, so that

(Y1, Y2, y3) + Ul(y17y2)‘f1 = w1 (Y1, Ya)

is conforming at the nodes of the face f;. Here wi(y1,y2) assumes the average value of
the spectral element functions at the nodes of f;.

In the same way we define

o2y y2) = Y hiyivl,

i,j=0,1

a bilinear function of y; and ¥, so that

Uy _6(y17 Y2, y3) + 02(y17 y2)‘f2 = w2(y17 y2)
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Figure C.6: Faces f; and f5.

is conforming at the nodes of the face fo. The correction 6, “(y1, ya, y3) is then given by

8" y1,y2,y3) = o1(y1, y2)7(y3) + 02(y1, y2)s(ys) -

Here r(y3) and s(y3) are defined in (C.4]) and (C.3).
Let

wow
1) i 4
V1(Y1,y2) = Z Z 02(7]-)?/19%

=0 7=0

be a polynomial of degree N in y; and y, separately such that

w " (Y1, Y2, y3) + 0, (Y1, Y2, y3) + v1(y1, v2)

is conforming at the sides of the face f;.

In the same way we define

such that
W (Y1, Y2, y3) + 0 (Y1, Y2, y3) + v2(y1, 42)
is conforming at the sides of the face fs.
Define
w1 (Y1, Y2, y3) = v1(y1, y2)7(ys) + v2(y1, y2)s(ys)-

Here r(y3) and s(ys) are defined in (C.4) and (C.3).

Now u;/ ¢ 4 6,7 4+ w; is conforming on the face f; and f,. We can define corrections

o9(y3), 10(y3), o11(ys) and o12(ys3) such that

(w) =+ 6,7 + wi) (Y1, 92, y3) + 0i(ys)
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{o S1

Figure C.7: Sides s;,i = 1,---,12 and faces f;,7 = 1,---,6 of a typical element in

vertex-edge neighbourhood.

is conforming on the sides s; as shown in Figure [C7l Note that o;(ys) is zero at the
end points of the side s;. On the face f3 define I3(y;,y3) to be a linear function of y;
which assumes the value o;(y3) on the side s; for i = 9,10. Similarly on the face f; define
l4(y1,y3) to be a linear function of y; which assumes the value o;(y3) on the side s; for
i =11,12. We now define ws(y1, y2, y3) to be a linear function of y, such that wy assumes

the value l3(y1,ys3) on the face f; and the value l4(yy,y3) on the face f;. The correction

B (Y1, Y2, y3) is then given by

B (Y1, y2,y3) = 6, “(y1, Y2, ¥3) + w1 (Y1, Y2, y3) + waly, Ya, Ys)-

O
C.2
Proof of Theorem [3.3.1]
Theorem 3.3.1. The following estimate for the spectral element functions holds
Uy ({FY) < Enw VN ({FY) - (C.6)

Here Ky w = CN*, when the boundary conditions are mized and Ky w = C(InW)? when
the boundary conditions are Dirichlet.
If the spectral element functions vanish on the wirebasket WB of the elements then Ky w =

C(InW)?, where C is a constant.
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Proof. Let p denote the corrected spectral element function defined in Lemma [3.3.T] and
3 3

B(p,\) = / <Z Qi P Ae, T D biPa A+ cpA) dz (C.7)
2 \ij=1 i=1

be a bilinear form for p,\ € H}(Q2). Here H}(£) denotes the subspace of functions C

H'(Q) which vanish on T'®. Moreover there is a constant K such that

Kllqll3 0y < Blg, q) (C.8)
for all ¢ € H}(Q).
Now
B(pa )\) = Bregular(p> )‘) + Bvertices (pa )\) + Bverte:c—edge(p> )‘) + Bedges (pa )‘) . (09)
Here N,
Bregular(pa >\) = Z B(p, A)Q{
=1
and

B(p, Aoy = /T 23:

1 i,5=1

3
(ai,jpxi)\xj + Z bszl)\ + Cp)\> dz .
i=1

The other terms are similarly defined.

Now
p=u +n.
Hence

Integrating by parts we obtain,

B(u{,A)Q;:/ Lu?Ader/ (%“1) Mdo .
o o \OV /4

ou
— | pdo
Z /r;l. (al/)A

T.CcQr
li—=

0 Al
s S [ (5e) pdo+ > Bl (C.10)
Ff,i v A =1 l

Iy ,coar

Hence

Nr
Bregulm"(pup> = Z /T LU; p dx +
=1 l T
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Now
Ny
Bvertices(p> )‘) = Z Z B(p’ )\)QZJ
veY =1
Clearly

B(p, Nay = B(u/, Nay + B(n/, \ay

Once more using integration by parts

B(uj, Ny = / LPu(z’) X e¥/?\/sin ¢ da® +/

oy

(8ul ) AeXsing do? .
o ) 4.

Hence

Bvertzces p p (Z / Lv ) A €X/2\/ sin ¢ d.ﬁ(}v
veVY
+ Z / [( Ou ) ]pexsinqﬁda”
rf oo /T LNV

ou . . N )
> /F (ayv>mp€xsm¢d0 +Y By, pey | - (C.11)
ry,Coav L =

Now if T, is a face of €} and I'}, is a face of (27 such that I'}; = I'; | then

/ <8ul ) pdo = — / <8ul ) peXsin ¢ do? . (C.12)
T ov Av v ov? Av
gk l,i

N’Ue

Bvertem edge p, Z Z B p, Qu e.

v—eeV-€ [=1

Next

And

B(p, Ngy-e = Bluy™, Ngp-« + B~ Ngy-«.

Integration by parts gives

B(uy™ A)gr-e = /Qve L u(2" =)\ (2"~%)es/? dzv=°
l
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Hence

N'Ufe
+ B(nZ"“’,p)de> : (C.13)

Now if I}, ; =I'/7° then

ou o
X si V= ¢ v—e‘ 14
/;”nj (ayv)Au peXsin ¢ do [l”f <5V”_6)Ave pet do (C.14)

edges pu ZZB p7 Qe .

eef 1=1

Finally

Here

B(p, Nas = B(uj, Nas + B0, Mas-

Integrating by parts we obtain

%)
B(uf,A)m:[ Leu(:c‘f)Ad:ce+/~ (87“) A do®.
23 8Qf Ae

Bedges b, p (Z/ Lu pdx
=1

ecf

ou
< X LG Jres 2 [ () e
Fl@,igﬂﬁ 1,

Hence

Fe ,C00e

+ ZEB(The,p)Qle) . (C15)

Let Fz;e = l"fn’j. Then it can be shown that

ou ou
VT = — do* C.16
[ Gos) maore== [ () paer €10

m,J
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Also if T, ; =17 ;. then

ou ou
e = o 1
[e .(8V6)Aepda /T <8V)Apda (C.17)

m,j n,k

Now

B(pvp)Q = Bregulm‘(pap> + Bvertices(pvp) + Bvertew—edges(pvp)

+Bedges(pap) : (018)
Substituting (C.10)—(C.I17)) into the above we obtain
B(p,p)e < cd V™ ({F,}) +1/dG(p) - (C.19)

In the above

G(p) = (@) 3 + Y (") 5 PP g+ D / <Z(T))

veV v—e€V—-E i=1 ?

+ sin® ¢ ( e ) ) €™ WV (20 7C) da

s / (Z( >) e (015563)) +(p<xe>)2) w(af)da.  (C.20)

eef
Klplln) < Bp,p) -

Now

Moreover if the spectral element functions are not conforming on the wirebasket W B then

G(p) < Crnwllpllzn g - (C.21)

Here Cyw = EN? if the boundary conditions are mixed and Cyy = E if the boundary
conditions are Dirichlet. Choosing d = 22Y* in (CI9) gives

c
B(p.p)a < ECN,WVN’W({fu}) :
Hence combining the above and (C.20) gives

G(p) < 55 (Cxw PNV ({F,}). (C.22)

K2
Now (CI)) and (C.22) yields (C.6).
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Finally, we consider the case when the spectral element functions are conforming on
the wirebasket WB and vanish on it. Then p vanishes on the wirebasket. Consider p(z€)

on Q. Here
= {z°: ) < <In(rfy,), 0; < a§ < b, Zp <z < Zg,} -

Now if s(y1,y2) is a polynomial of degree W in each of its arguments on the unit square
S which vanishes at one of the vertices of S then using a scaling argument as in § 3.4

of [87] we obtain

[ 6w v < ) [ (((%)%(%)) dy

Hence, since p(x§,x§,.) is a polynomial of degree W in z§ and x§

L(p(:ce))dee < F(an)/le (é (agg))z i (%)j da* .

And so it can be shown that

G(p) < FlnW/|pllfn ) - (C.23)

in (C.19) gives

2cF?
I7e

Choosing d =

2Fan

G(p) < (InW)* V" ({F.}) . (C.24)

Now combining (C.1]) and (C.24) yields (C.4]). O
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Appendix D

D.1

Proof of Lemma [3.4.7]

Lemma 3.4.1. Let 7, and Q) be elements in the regular region Q" of Q and T, ; be a
face of 0, and I'} ; be a face of Q4 such that I}, ; =T .. Then for any € > 0 there exists

a constant C, such that for W large enough

/ ou’, ou’, Ou, % s
arr . 81/ A an 81/ A 8'", A

3
sceanW)zZH[uxknﬁ/z%+e > (D2 ey, + 1020 Rg,) - (D)
k=1

1<]al<2

Proof. Let I}, ; be the image of the mapping M, from @) to (27, corresponding to A3 = —1
and I

»j» the image of the mapping M, from @ to (2 corresponding to A3 = 1. Then

['" . is the image of the square S = (—1,1)% under these mappings. However the proof

m,1

remains valid if it is the image of T', the master triangle, too.

au au 3 au au

Here the element of arc length ds in the right hand side denotes either d\; or d\s.

Now

Moreover «; ; is an analytic function of its arguments. Now

8@ Z Bis 8)\

where f3; ; is an analytic function of A = (A1, Aa, A3).
Let BZJ be the projection of §; ; into the space of polynomials of degree W in H?(Q).

Then for any m > 0

A C,,
||ﬁi7j - 5@]’”1,00,@ < W (D-3)

as W — oo.

a
Define (—m) an approximate representation for 2 by

ox

am’
3

our \*  Oul,
(F) =2 g
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Moreover <6;7§?> is a polynomial of degree 2W in each of its arguments Ay, Ao and ;.

Now , ,
ou’ (81/’ )a C
m _ m S _
' O Or; 0,05 z:: we ; 5/4,Q
by the trace theorem for Sobolev spaces.
Hence
ou’, our \* C o r o2 2172
|5 (3] < ¥ appmia™ o
) 1<|a|<2
Here we have used the inverse inequality for differentiation
ou’ ou;
T (N) <KW H—m()\) .
Now
‘ our |I” our |I”
82152' 0,08 N i=1 a)\l
Moreover (see [87]),
au:n ? a, r (|2
| <omw) YD 03Ul (D.50)
! 1<|al<2
In the same way it can be shown that
H ( o ) <CW) > DSl - (D.5b)
' 0,98 1<|a|<2

Now

ou,, ouy, ou,,
/arfm(ﬁl/)f;( ) ds_/aszaw(axz)(axj)ds'

i,7=1
Using (D.4) and (D.5)) gives
/ Z o :n “ _ 8U:n 8u7’m ds
et v : Or; Ox;
3 a
ou;, ou,
<0 ( ) () (3
(Z: 0,05 11\ 0%; dz;
() - (&)
0.05 |\ 9% 0z / llo,as

D ST (D.6)

1<]a|<2

0,05
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In the same way it can be shown that

[ ((m)a (5) -5 (G2) o

i,j=1

W o, T
I IDSup 6.0 - (D.7)
1<]al<2
Hence
3 r r r
/Z our, B 0up 8up s
=1 83)2 835]' 8@ 835]'
a au:n a 8u; a au; a
/ “((aw) <ao:j) _<8xi) (axj))ds
CvVInW o o
i Z (HD)\umHg,Q_'_||D)\up||(2),Q) . (D.8)
1<]al<2
Now

<C

0,08

0,08

() () () (39
ey
o (2122 )T

i,j=1
(GG -G
— 8152 0,08 81’]
Hence for any € > 0 there is a constant C, such that
< Ce(InW) <Z
+¢€/3 ( > (IDSuplisq + Di‘u;“,%,@)) : (D.9)

i,7=1
(8@ ) (8@
foe () () - G52 ()
PY Ox; Oz, Ox; Oz,
ij=1
1<]al<2

Here we have used the estimate

()1,

07

C(an)( > Dfurmg,cg) :

1<]al<2
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I(Zey)

0,05

and

<c®wv(§jm%aa.

1<|o]<2

Now as in [87]
2 a our\ @ 2
<com ([(52) - (52)
0,05 8@ 8@

H ( O )“ B (gzp)a 1/25) (D.10)

since (%%?) and (gﬁ’:’ ) are polynomials of degree 2W in each of their arguments.

Now combining (D.9) and (D.10) gives
[ () () - () (52)) =
05 (52 Wi ox; Oz, ox; Ox;
(-
ox; ox; 12,8

< C.(InW)? (Z
+e/3( > (Di“uZnS,Q+D§u;3,Q))- (D.11)

i,j=1
1<|o]<2

Next
ou’ )a <8u’" ) 3 ~ou”
m\ m (Bij — Bij) =
H ( O; Ox; 12,5 =1 ’ ! OA; 1/2,8
3
ouy,
Z_: H BZJ 52] 1,00,8 (9)\] 1/2,8
Hence

H(aa)a_<?g>2

1/2,8

1<|o]<2

C «,, T
< We ( Z D)\umg,Q)‘ (D.12a)

In the same way it can be shown that

IG2) - )

Combining (D.I1)) and (D.12) and choosing W large enough gives
Lxe (o) (55) - Gy ()
98 ! 8x 8215]' 82152 ox j

i,7=1
2
)+26/3 S oDsunlse |- (D13)

3
< Ce(In W
<Z 1/2,8 1<) <2

2
C «, T
< W ( Z D)\upg,Q)’ (D.12b)
1/2,8

1<]af<2

0u;
8@ o0x;
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Now substituting into and choosing W large enough yields

[ ((5) (%Zif) ; (ilif) (32))

i,j=1

< O (InW)? + € | DSul|la : (D.14)
< 8@ 8@ 1/2, 5) 1§|;§2 rie

And so the required result (D)) follows. O

D.2

Proof of Lemma [3.4.2]

Lemma 3.4.2. Let 0, and € be elements in the reqular region Q" of Q0 and ', ; be a
Jace of 7, and T} ; be a face of 0 such that T, ; = T') .. Then for any € > 0 there exists
a constant C¢ such that for W large enough

i/ % (B _/ ) (%) )as
— r 873 4085 \ ov ), - or;) ,0s; \Ov ),

3
< Cs(ln W)2 Z || [uxk] ||?/2,F;7j
k=1

te > (ID2u g, + 105 Ry ) - (D.15)

1<]af<2

Proof. 1t is enough to show that

our, B 0u; i 8u; J
&S’j ov ), or;) ,0s; \Ov ] , g

< Ce(InW)? Z ||[ka]||?/2,rg’j

77L i

te > (HDsu;Ha% + D312 ;) (D.16)

1<]|a]<2
for j = 1.
Let I, ; be the image of the mapping M, from @ to €}, corresponding to A3 = —1
and I') ;, the image of the mapping M, from @ to € corresponding to A3 = 1. Then

I}, ; is the image of the square S = (-1, 1)? under these mappings. However the proof
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remains valid if it is the image of T', the master triangle, too.

Now

2 3
ou 0 ou
— Z Z /s {(ai’ja—xi> 0—)\j (bkaxk)} dA1d s (D.17)

where a; j(A1, A2) and by(Aq, Ag) are analytic functions of A\; and As.

Now as in Lemma BA.T] let a; j(A1, A2) and I;k(Al, A2) be the projections of a; ; (A1, A2)

and by(A1, A2) into the space of polynomials of degree W in H3(S). Moreover, let (815?)&’

a
(gz ) be the approximations to Ou and Oup © defined in Lemma[3.4.1l Then ( “x”f) and
Up

( awr_>a are polynomials of degree 2W in each of the variables \j, Ao and 3.

Now

our \ 0 our, ) our \ 0 ou;
/S (““ (%i) O\ (b’f axk) i (8@-) O (b’“ Oz )) dhdhy

ou” o ou’
< A m m
- /s(a” i) dz; N, (b’“ 8xk) dArdA;
~ U:n 0 ~ 8u:n
+ )/ aid?ﬁ ((bk br) 8:@) dXN1d )y
<@ i (]
= 4 Rt 8>\l Mmllos  10ARIN o5
C < 2
Swi2| o : (D.18)
wt Z:: a)‘l 7/4,Q

To obtain the above inequality we have used the trace theorem for Sobolev spaces. Hence

by the inverse inequality for differentiation

our \ 0 our, p our \ 0 ou;
/ ( ( o ) o, (b’f axk) ( o1, ) o, (b’“ o )) P

C o, T
< S IDSUl, (D.19)

1<|o]<2
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Combining and gives
oul, 0 our, Ouy, 0 duy,
; (““ Dx; ON; (b’“ 8xk) YT 9z, N, (b’“ 8xk)) dhidAs
. Ouy, 0 ou ) ouy\ 0 ou”
(“” dx; 0N <b’“ 8xk> — % (axi) N (b’“ 8xk>) dhdhs

C o, T o, T
+W< > (DwminpriQ))- (D.20)

<

1<]o<2
Next
A~ au;‘n 8 a r A 8U a R au:n a
/s (%J’ Ox; O\, (bk ark) (8:)3, ) (b ) )) A\ d)y
a Ouy, 0 ZA) 8u’"m
N i 82172 8)\ 8flfk 8flfk
~ 8um aur
+ /Sai,j ((8—:6@) O, ) ((8@) dA1dX;
<C Ouy, o (Ou,
N 9zi |lgs \ 10N dr), azk
our \*  Ou” o ou
) " om, - : D.21
+H<3$z) 9zi |los 110N ((3$k) ) 0,S> (b-21)
Now
au;n] o, T
‘ Ox; =c Z DS um 1.6 - (D.22)
i llo,s
’ lal<1
and
0 ou’ ou™ \ ¢ C
m _ m < _ DOC T . D.23
H@)\j (a'fk <8xk) ) 05 W* 1<%:<2|| Nmllo,s ( )
Hence
0 (Our, our \*
H@)\j <3$k B <8xk> ) = W4 Z D5 usmll2.q - (D.24)

|al=1
Here we have used the trace theorem for Sobolev spaces.
Now using the inverse inequality for differentiation in gives

0 (du,,  (Jup\"

C o, T
< 3 IDuhe. (D.25)

0.8 1<]a|<2
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Combining and gives
0 (Ou, (Oup\*

Next
U, C
Um < Da r .
H(ax’l ) X 0.5 B W4 IZ_:L H AumHO,S

Hence by the trace theorem for Sobolev spaces

8u7’m a, T
D5 usmllo.q - (D.26)

8213‘2'

0,5 1<|al<2

¢ C
< — DSul . D.2
1(52) -52| < & 1o 027
<lef<2
And
<C Y DU llos -
H (( 83:16 ) ) 0,5 1<|o<2
Using the trace theorem and inverse inequality for differentiation gives
(D.28)

<OW* Y7 IDSupllog -

I () )

0.8 1<|al<2
Combining and we obtain
B Tm 0 our \*
0:)3, T O\ oxy,

C
gy<2m%aa. (D.29)

0,5

1<|o]<2

Substituting and into yields
L Oup 0 (p o\ L (Oup\* O ([ (0u\
s (“’*j Or; AN (bk 8xk) (8@) OX; (b’“ <8xk) )) dhadAs

C
<W(ZM%&J. (D.30a)

1<|o]<2

In the same way it can be shown that

. Ouy 9 [+ Ouy . Oupg\“ 9 ([~ (Ouy\*
<a”8x2 O, <bk8xk) I (8@-) N, (b’f (axk) )) dArdXs

C o, T
<<Zm%@) (D.30b)

1<]af<2

S
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Combining and gives
ou,, 0 ou,, duy, 9 Oy,
s (““ Ox; O\ (b’“ 8xk) iy, o\ (b’“ (8$k))) A,
[ (0 (25 2 (i, (22
S e 8@ 8)\J F 8xk
. Oug\“ 9 [~ (Oup\*
“ou ) oy (e (5m) )) v

C
W( > (Dﬁu:né,Q+Dsu:n3,Q)) . (D-31)

<

1<|a|<2

Clearly

[(o0 (22 2 (i (22
S @ig 8@ 8)\J F 8xk
. Oug\“ 0 [~ (Oup\*

k
o {Our\* 0 Ouy \
<[ (5r) ax k((axk) (@) ) o
(0w (Ou - (oun\®
16 )2 6 () ] o

Now if e(A1,A2) and f(Aq, Ag) are polynomials of degree W in A\; and Ay then using
Theorem 4.1 of [37]

0
/ ()\1’)\2)8)\ (f(A1, A2)) dhiddo| < C(InW)llell1 2,5 fll1/2,5 - (D.33)
S

The estimate remains valid if we replace the square S by the master triangle 7.

Hence for any n > 0 there is a constant C' such that
o (Ou" \" D [ our \* Ouy\
w(5e) an () - () ) s
R T a ou” a 2 r a2
< Q(mW) b (L) (e o e
oxy, Oxy, 7\ Oz 1/2,8
o\ (B
&rk 8:):k

n
2
) ) (D.34)
Here we have used the estimate

+n
1/2,8

2 a
o (52)
1/2,8 O

1 2
<K <5(1n W)

1/2,8

lghll1s2,s < Cllgllee.s hll1/2,s - (D.35)
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Now
H(aufm)“_ <au;;)a t ‘8u’"m  Oup? ‘au;; - (au;;)a 2
Oxy, Oxy, 12,8 Oxy, Oy, 1/2,8 Oy, Oy 1/2,8
8 r 8 r a2
+‘ U ( um) . (D.36)
8(L’k 8(L’k 1/2,8
By the trace theorem for Sobolev spaces
' Ou, B <8u;)“ - C' duy, B (8%)“ (D.37)
&rk &rk 1/2,S - 8:):k 8:):k 1,Q
and
ou’ oul \ * C
P P < — DSl : D.38
\ s (ax) G (Z 3 Q) (D.38)
Substituting and into gives
r a r\ a2 r r12
(65 T, el &
oxy, Oxy, 1/2,8 Oz Owy 1/2,8
K o, T o, T
+ W ( Z ||Dxup||(2)7ﬂg + D:cumg,ﬂgl) : (D39)
1<l <2
Next by the trace theorem for Sobolev spaces
r a2 r a
1G], =<l (52)
Ox; 1/2,8 Ox; 1,Q
and
ou’ )a ' ou’ C
" <Ol e | D DMl |-
H ( I 1,Q Irilhg W (1<a<2 7
Hence
H (8%) <o 3 it le, |- (D.40)
O; 1/2,8 "
: 1<]a|<2
Substituting and into for any n > 0

T
8up

. (Ou" \" D [ our \* ¢
foo (G) 3 (n () - (32) ) v

<K ((an)2 2

ou’ B au;
oxr,  Oxk

+n | Y 1Dl ey, (D.41)
g 1/2.5 1<]al<2
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by choosing W large enough.

In the same way it can be shown that

A our \“ Oup N\ 0 [+ (Ouy\*
foo((5) =) ) (n (52) )

(In W) || duy,  Ouy, 2
n

<K

+n | Y IDsule, | | - (D.42)

1/2,8 1<|al<2

Substituting and into and combining it with gives
ouy, 0 oul, Ouy, 9 duy,
<a” Dx; ON; (b’“ 0xk) YT 9z, ON (bkﬁxk)> dhadAs

<K <1“W <ZH s, ||m>

8xk 8(L’k

| 0 (IDslie + 108 lEe) | | - (D.43)
1<al<2
Now choosing € = K7, (D.15) follows. O

D.3
Proof of Lemma 3.4.3

Lemma 3.4.3. Let Qf and QF be elements in the edge neighbourhood Q¢ of ) and I';,
be a face of O, and 'y ; be a face of QO such that T, , =17 . and ,u(f‘fm) < 0o. Then for

any € > 0 there exists a constant C, such that for W large enough

b)) () - (25) (2%) Yas
ore A\ On° ) 4. \Ove /) 4. one ) ,. \Ove) ,.

< CullnW)? (][] fa) |17, e+l Goilus |II7, ) (D44a)

Pug \? | one (Pug N 0P\
> (/Q (Z (6’9:569:;) e ;(axkaxg) e ((ax§>2)

k=m,p ,j=1,2

T Z (8uk) (2—2)2) w(x9) dwe) : (D.44b)

Here C. is a constant which depend on e but is uniform for all ffm C Q°, and Ghi =

|| osas]

sup (7).
xeef’fnyi
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If ,u(f‘fm) = oo then for any € > 0 for W, N large enough

£((m) (25) (%) (29) Yae

ofe , \\ON ) 4o \ OV /4 one ) ,. \Ove) 4.

Se([ (ufn)zwe(:):f)dxejt/
0

Qe
provided W = O(eN") with o < 1/2.

(us,)?we(z%) dxe) (D.44c¢)

e
m m

Proof. In the edge neighbourhood §2¢ the system of coordinates used are

x5 =20
x5 =1x3. (D.45a)

There are two cases to be considered. the first case is when
[ ={2 a0 <2 <ay,fo <wy <fr,75="0}.

We introduce local variables

Figure D.1: A common face in the interior of the edge neighbourhood in z§{ — z§ plane.

2 =
29 = X5
xe
23 = Gj (D.45b)

m,i
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Now
ou
ox¢
ou !
— Ae ou
() ~[roo]als
ou
oz
ou
1 0 0 1 0 0 B
=[100]010A6010 3—2
1 1 u
O 0 an,z 0 0 G?n,i 86_23

Hence we obtain

Here using (3.76)

where

cos@ —sinf 0
Se — sinf cosf 0

0 0 =

m,i

Hence A° and its derivatives with respect to z are uniformly bounded in ﬁfn and €

an and ﬁ; are the images of (), and (27 in z variables respectively. Now

Figure D.2: 7, image of 4, in z—coordinates.

(D.46a)
(D.46b)

(D.46¢)

(D.474a)

(D.47D)

e

o Here
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/ oug, ous, B 8U§ 8“; ds
\\one ) \awe ). " \one ) \owe) ) @
LG, Ge), - (GR), (52),) o
= e e - e e dx2
_;/ 81’1 Ae 61'3 Ae al'l Ae 61’3 Ae
e e out out
(), (5), (), (8),) o o
’ 45 8z1 Ae 8Z3 Ae 8Z1 Re 8Z3 Ae

Here 7 is the image of 4 in z coordinates as shown in Figure

Proceeding as in Lemma B4 we can prove using the representation (D.48]) that for

any 1 > 0 there exists a constant C,, which depends on 7, but is uniform for all ffm C Qe

[o((2) () - LANZANRYY
oe A\ 0N ) 4o \ OV ) 4 one ) ,. \Ove) ,.

3
<G, (cnanwf S s e

k=1

such that

| > (D l2g, +ID2uwl2e) | - (D.49)

1<|o]<2

Here ffm is the image of I'}, ; in 2 coordinates and ﬁfn and ﬁ; are the images of €2, and
Q¢ in z coordinates. And by a proper choice of 7 in (D.49) we obtain ([D.44)).

The other case to be considered is when the boundary ffm- corresponds to
ff}b,z’:{xeiao <af <aq, 25 = Bo, 0 <x§ <M}

The case when

Figure D.3: A common face in the interior of the edge neighbourhood in z§ — x§ plane.

an,i: {xe:xi = Qyp, BO <LU§ <B17 Yo <.f1}'§ <’}/1}



Appendix D 229

is essentially the same and hence is omitted.

[((20) (25) - (25) (25) Ve
s\\on¢ ) . \ove ) ,. one ) 4o \Ove ) 4
-[(GE), (G), - (2), (52),) o=
5 015 ) 4o \ 05 ) 4e 05 ) 4e \OT5 ) 4
e e a e a e
- [((52), (52), -(G2).(32),) o 0o
’ 07 azl A\e 822 Ke 8Zl A\e 822 A\e

Here 7 is the image of 4 in z coordinates as shown in Figure [D.4]

Now

e

Figure D.4: 7, image of 4, in z—coordinates.

Let an and (AZ; be the images of ) and (27 in z coordinates. Then ﬁfn and (AZ; are

B /§7‘V

Qm §7
2
7,z
20

Figure D.5: Division of @fn into smaller rectangles.

long thin rectangles in z coordinates with the length in the 23 direction= © ( Gi ) We
1 :
Ge—

m,i

divide these rectangles into © ( ) rectangles as shown in the Figure [D.5 where each

rectangle has length in the z3 direction = O(1).
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Proceeding as in Lemma [3.4.T] we can prove using the representation that

[o((2) () - LANEAPE
are one ) 4. \Ove ) ,. one ) . \Ove) ,. °

3
<G, <Cn<1nw>2 Sl

k=1

| > (D2 l2g, +ID2uwl2e ) | ) (D.51)

1<|o]<2

Here T, ; is the image of ', ; in 2 coordinates and ()}, and () are the images of €} and

Q) in z coordinates. Now by a proper choice of 7 in we obtain . O
D.4
Proof of Lemma [3.4.4]

Lemma 3.4.4. Let 7, and 27 be elements in the edge neighbourhood Q¢ of Q) and I}, ;
be a face of QO and T ; be a face of QU such that I'y, , =17 ; and ,u(f“;”) < 00. Then for

any € > 0 there exists a constant C,. such that for W large enough

/ Z dus,\ 0 ((oug\ \ _ (Ou\ 9 ((0u .
e = 017 ) e Os7 \\ OV° ] 4. o1y ) 4e Osf \\OV° ) ,.

< Celmn W2 (] fuag] I | )

pe T [ Toeas
Pug \> o~ Pup o 4 0%
w2 (L (2.6 S ) - (525)

k=m,p 1,j=1,2

+Z <auk) e’ (gZ:Y) w(zf) dxe) : (D.52a)

If ,u(ff;”) = oo then for any € > 0 for W, N large enough

/ i ous, 0 out, B ug, 0 ous, ot
e A \\OT ) 4 Os7 \\OV° )y ot¢ ) 4o 058 \\ove ) 4.
<e ( / (0 )2 (25) da® + / (P () dxe> (D.52b)

provided W = O(e™N") with o < 1/2.

2
L

+{[] G iluas] ||




Appendix D 231

Proof. Let us first consider the case when
ffn’i:{xeza0<xf{<a150<:c§<51x§:%}

which corresponds to Figure [D.1l

I JO W U.Sl'Ilg D4
fn,i = a l € asl 01/ Ae

(), 50 ((52),) v
ot§ ) 4o 08§ ove ) 4.

o 2((), 5 ((3).)
re . = axle Ae aff &zg e
Ouy, o ([
_ p D . .
(axle)Ae Oxy ((8$§)Ae)) dz1dz)
2
ous 0 o’
~an [ 32 ((52), 02 ((52),)
7 ffn,i ; 8Zl A\e 8Zl 823 A\e
dus\ 0 ((Ou
N <aZl )A\e a—Zl <<023)A\e)) ledZ2 ' (D53)

Proceeding as in Lemma [3.4.2] we can prove using the representation that for

any 1 > 0 there exists a constant C,, which depends on 7, but is uniform for all ffm C Qe

such that

2/ oue o ([ou e o /[0
/ Z n Ose g — | 5= e —=L do*®
i =1 OT} ) e 057 We ) pe Ot} ) 4 O8] e ) s

3
<G, (Cnanw Sl IR

k=1

| 2 (I, + D22 ) | |- (D.54)

1<|a|<2

And by a proper choice of 1 in (D.54)) we obtain (D.52).

The next case we consider is when the boundary I'¢, , corresponds to

[ =12 a0 <] <ay, 15 = Po, 10 <5 <M} -
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The boundary f‘ ¢ . is shown in Figure Now

/em;((aﬁ) i ((2),) - Go) e (B2),)

(G, () ) (52), o5 ((52))) o

| <<ax) e ((52) )-(52) o= ((G2) ) asass,
),

Joo () o ((5),)

-(), 5 (3),)
s (o (GE), a5 ((52),)

(azl)Ae 9% (( 2) )) derdzs
() ((5))

(az3) az3((8z§) ) etz (B-55)

Proceeding as in Lemma [B.4.2 we can prove using the representation (D.53)) that for

_|_

Hence

ve

any 1 > 0 there exists a constant C,, which depends on 7, but is uniform for all ffm C Qe

such that

2 ous 0 ou’ Oue B ous
/ Z " - - £ L do®
i =1 0T} ) 4c Osi e OT] ) 4e O8] e ) 4

3
<Ge, ( (I W)* > [us, ||1/2Fe
k=1

+n( S (U2 2, + D% ))) (D.56)

1<]af<2

Now by a proper choice of 7, follows. O

D.5

Proof of Lemma [3.5.1]
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Lemma 3.5.1. Let I', ; be part of the boundary of the element S2, which lies on the

Ty — x3 azis. Define the contributions from Iy, . by

Ju Ju
BT)" . = p?sin?(¢, _7{ il -
( )m,] Py, S11L (¢ ) ( ory <8n)A <8V)A ds
2
du 0 u
cf () 2((2))w). e
Tm,j ]Z:; 87']- A 8sj ov A
If Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on I}, . then

(BT, | < Cln WPl By 45 S D8 B,

la|=1

+e Y IDSur I o, - (D.58)

laf=2

If Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on I'y, . then

our, 2 o
( ov )A te Z HDxumHgQ;n - (D.59)

1/2,r7, 1<]al<2

(BT);,,| < Co(nW)?

Proof. In case the boundary conditions on the face corresponding to the xo — x3 axis are

Neumann we can show that for any ¢ > 0
<8u’"m)
ov ),

We now need to examine the case when Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on

2

(BT, ;| < Ce(lnW)? +e > D5 - (D.60)

1/2,r7, 1<]al<2

the face corresponding to the x5 — x3 plane.

We may choose

T = (OaO> 1) s
T2 = (07 170) )
v =(—1,0,0). (D.61)

Now

ATl = 1 T1 + Q12T2 + 04131411

ATy = anT1 + QT2 + anAv (D.62)
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o

Figure D.6: The face I'}, ; of the boundary element €27, .

Here
viAT, viAT,
M=y P iy (D.63)
and
VvtAT)? VIAT) (VAT
ay =T AT — 7( VtAIi) , a1y = THAT| — ( ult)/(lu 2) ,
VIATS) (VAT VEAT,)?
o1 — TiATQ — ( 1/231511/ 1), Qo9 = T;ATQ — 7( ytAj) .
Hence we conclude that
or ), or | or,  Pl\av/,
ou ou ou ou
il — - - - . D.64
<8T2)A a2187’1+a2287'2+a23 (81/)A ( 6 )

0
ou 0 ou ou 0 ou
2 (“3 (a—,, @(7)/4*“23 (a?)@(a—u)) do. (D6Y)
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Now

() 2 (), () 2 () -
:/rw- (351 ( <§ ) >+6‘% (O% (%))) o

Using the divergence theorem we conclude that

2/ Ou\ 0 (ou\ . (Ou) O (0u) N\,
-\ \ow ) o \aw ), \aw ) 0, \ow ) )

:/arrnj{(n T1)ous + (- T2)ons} <gZ)A ds

_ / :n;(éle(alg) T a%(a%)) (g—:j): dor. (D.67)

Here n denotes the unit outward normal to oI, ..

Now
_(n-T)V'AT + (0 TV AT
{(n-T1)aiz+ (n-To)ass} = i
VIA{(n-T)T1+ (n-Ty)T2}  ViAn
N vt Av C ViAv
Hence
Ou viAn (u)’
/arfnj {(n-711)oz + (n - T2)ss} <8V)A ds = /ar;nj i (8_V)A ds. (D.68)
Thus

= psin’(¢,) </ <
e —
2 tA 2
@) da+/ v an <a—“) ds | . (D.69)
ov), o, viAv \ov J ,
We now examine the term

2
ou 0 [ OJOu
oot [ 52 (50) o (), @
pu S0 (90) ;’j; 0T ) 4 05, \OV ) 4 o
2
ou 0 [OJu
2 — | — d
(e () (Ge),)
/ (Z 0Sk 0%3) (
ou ou
2 . 2 e htind
Pz sin®(¢y) < fgprw <8n)A <8V)A ds) : (D.70)
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Now
% ou L ou n ou
om —711al 71202 713 8 )
Here
viAn
713 = Ay
(V' An) (V' A1)
M1 = TtlA’n - DA )
tAn) (VAT
o=t LA AT o
Hence

ou ou
2 2 — o0 v
P, sin (¢v) ( érz” <8n)A <8V)A ds)
ou ou
JR— 2 1 2 - or. v
Py sin*(¢v) ( ngfn,j ;%’kﬁ‘rk ( V)A
VAN ou\*
) fg% (m) (_V) ds) . (D.72)

Combining (D.69) and (D.72]) we obtain
2
ou 0 (0Ou
T 2302 e
(BT )5 = pysin”(¢o) ( /F . (Z 200155 < ay)) do (D.73)

k=1

2 2
0 ou ou [ du
/ (Za— s ) (a_V)A - ér:w ;%Jﬁa—ﬂc (a—n)A ds) ‘

m,j

Using (D.73) we can show that

[BTY | < ClaWRlu, ey, +e/2 3 1D R,
1<|a]<2
+ Kluy, |3 AN (D.74)

m,j

Now

|Um‘1rr < Kluy, |3 ar +€/2|Um|2ﬂr- (D.75)
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Hence
|BT) || < Colm W By + K S I1DSuL R
lal=1
+e > Dl 13 qr - (D.76)
|a|=2
O

D.6
Proof of Lemma [3.5.2]

Lemma 3.5.2. Let I'}, ; be part of the boundary of the element S5, which lies on the

Ty — x3 axis. Define the contributions from 'y, . by

i, (3),(2),
’ af\;’j ane Ae 01/5 Ae
2
ou 0 ou .
2 Z(a—ﬁ)Aea—sf((aue)Ae) o (D-77)

m,j =1

If Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on I';, ; and ,u(ffn’j) < oo then for any e > 0
there exists constants C¢, K. such that for W large enough
B1Y < Oy (uslzee + (|| (2 1+ [[|es (22 ||
It = mllo,L%, 8x1 re ™I\ Oz re

2 8ue aue 2 a2ue 2
+ Ke ( m) + e’ (—’”) d:)se—l—e/ ( m )
Qg, (; Oz 0§ Qe ;2 0xf@x§

Zh]

2 2 2
0?ul 0l
+e*7 ( m ) + et ( m ) da® . (D.78)
; 0xox§ (925)
If Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on I';, ; and ,u(f‘fmj) < 0o then for any e > 0
there exists a constant C. such that
Ou 2 2 9ue, \?
(81/6)Ae re te </$n (21 (8@%9:6?)
2 2 2 2 2
0?us O?ut o,
2T At m
> (o) + () + 2 (5%)

" (?‘Tm) ) dme> | (D.79)

(BT, | < Co(nW)?
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If p(f‘fmj) = oo then for any € > 0 for N,W large enough

(BT < e [ () do

Q5

provided W = O(eN") for a < 1/2.

Proof. In the edge neighbourhood the coordinates used are

=T
x5 =10
5 =u3. (D.80)
We introduce the variables as in
2 = af
2o = X5
z$§
73 = G?’iz (D.81)

Let us examine the term

2
— ou 0 ( Ou .
wrro=2 ], 3 (), o7 (@6e)

m,j =1

ou ou
+ — — ds® . D.&2
\fgf‘fn,j (ane)Ae <8V6)Ae ( )

If the boundary conditions are Neumann we can prove as in Lemma [3.4.4] that

e oue,
wwmgsamwﬂu(e)m@,
Ae md
(L B (25
&, S Oxcoxe “— \ Oz 0xs§ (925)?

2,/ Ou e\
+ Z <0:L'7:) + e (093%:) ) we(xf) da . (D.83)
i=1 i

Let us now examine the case when the boundary conditions are Dirichlet.
Now choose
= (1,0,0)
75 =1(0,0,1)
v®=(0,-1,0). (D.84)
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X
3
Ufr="mo
X3
X1
Figure D.7: The face I';, , of the boundary element 7 .
Moreover
A°TS = afy T+ afyrh + AV
A°TS = a5 TS + a5, 5 + ag AVE . (D.85a)
Here
N S V5 /G
13— (Ve)tAeVe’ 23 ™ (Ve)tAeye )
e tAeTe)Z
e _ e tAe e ((V ) 1
all (Tl) Tl (l/e>tAel/e 9
¢ et gene  (WO)ATH((VO) ATS)
afy = (15) A°T] — (Vel)tAeye 2
¢ vt qee () AT ((v°) A°T)
ag, = (T7)'A°T5 — (Vez)tAeye L,
¢ vt qoe  ((PO)PA°TE)?
agy = (T9) ATS — W (D.85b)
Now
ou ou ou ou
=" | 5= |l =— “Sl=—1 . D.86
(), =0 () i () + 70 (), (D-562)
Here
e (Ve)tAene
T3 = (Ve)tAeye ’
et gene () AN ((v°)A°TY)
Y11 = (7'1)tA n - (1)t Aee - )
e tAe e e tAe e
Mo = (T5)' A — (o) Am) (o) A7) (D.86b)

(Ve)tAeVe
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Then it can be shown that

2
— . Ou 0 [ Ou .
(BT)m,j = ([e " (kzlzzl 2ak’l—07fa—sz <0V6>Ae> do

2
ou ou
- E ¢ — i D.
fgf v 71’k872 <8ne)Ae ds ) (D57

Now
P G N OO D0
13 — (Ve)tAeye’ 23 — (Ve)tAeVe )
¢ vt qee  (O)PA°TE)?
af, = (79)'A°T] - W>
¢ et qere (@) AT((VO) A°TS)
Qg = (7'2)tA T — (Vel)tAeVe - ’
[ [ [ [ [ e ((Ve)tAeTe)z
Qg1 = Qqg,  Qgy = (7'2)tA Ty — W . (D.88)
Hence

~ o Ou :
/(; “higeag ((aT)A)> d“
:—/ evaitan () ) - otemman ((32),)
e " 0x§ 0x§ 075 ) 4e N2 90 5 0x§
o (o) ) * oo ((a) ) o0
" 0xf 0xg \\ 075 ) 4 = 0§ 0§ 8x2 4e
(e () B ()
m, e "0z 0% 02 ) 3. G 82’3 821 029

Oég’l 8U 8 au QS,Q 8U
" G 071 92 <<8Z2)Xe) G (Gri)? D73 03 ((822) )) dzy dzz.  (D.89)

Here Fe ; denotes the image of I'}, ; in z coordinates.

af af
Now from B.79), (3380) and (D.88) of 4, Ge” , = and (0622)2 are bounded and have

m,j m,j

bounded derivatives in z coordinates.
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Therefore
oue, ||I? oue, |I”
(o< (cowe (|52 w98
“1 2 fe, Z3 liyafe
el D D2 lleg, | | G- (D.90)

1<|o]<2

Next, we examine

u \’ .
5 ak?’)(@,ﬁ) do

_Ge 8z1 13 g:g)
e (87(1 ) (SZ)A) dzidzs . (D.91)
Now af 5 and are bounded and have uniformly bounded derivatives in z coordinates.
Hence
((I0)] < KG, u 2 e, < Gy (Kot 2o, + eluty25, ) (D.92)

Finally, we examine

u &
(III) _fgre Z Tk gre (ane) ds® . (D.93)

g k=1

Consider

2 ou ( Ou
IITa ) = E ¢ — €.
( a ) B Vl,k 872 <ane)Ae ds

7 k=1

Now n® = 7§ and so from (D.86h

T n =(0,0,1)

;A

Y

Figure D.8: The edge ¥
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(i - WLATI )

o = (s () A
oo = ((rgyaer; - LTI (D91

Hence

ou ou Vio ( ou ) < Ou ) )
IIla ) = Sl =— — + — — d
( ) /,; <’YH <82’1> <82’2)ge and 023 82’2 Qe “
. %, 8u)<0u) V12 (aU><8u) )
=G¢, . - — + — — dzy .
’j/?/ <an,j (821 022 Ae (an,j)2 023 82’2 Ae “

Now from (379), (380) and (D-94), 4 and e 2)2 are bounded and have uniformly

m,j m,j
2 )
1/27an,j

+e Y |Dtu OQS). (D.95)

1<]al<2

bounded derivatives in z coordinates.
And so we can show that

2
e
oug,
821

ous,
823

|( Ta )| < G7, ; <C’E(an)2 ()

1/2,an,j ‘

Next, consider

2
u e
(IIIb ) /Z Tk gre (ane)A ds® .

Now n¢ = 7¢ and so from ([D.86h))

n®=(1,0,0)

Figure D.9: The edge #.

o)A ((V"’)tA‘fTT)((ve)tA‘fT‘i)) |

7= ( 1 () Aew
Vi = <(T§)tAeT§ - ((Ve)tfl(zi)zgf:ztfl%;)) : (D.96)

Hence

. e (Ou (Ou Via [ Ou\ ([ Ou
(HIb ) = GmJ/?{ (711 (82’1) (azl)ge - G (82’3) (021)@5) T
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Now from (3.79), (3:80) and ([.96), 7%, and 22 are bounded and have uniformly bounded

an,j
2 )
1/2,1"fmj

e Y D g, |- (D.97)

1<]al<2

Combining (D.90), (D.92), (D.93) and (D.97), we obtain

derivatives in 2z coordinates.

So we can show that

&
ous,

821

&
ous,

823

|(HIb)| < Gy, (Ce(ln W)? (‘

| '
1/271—\;,3'

(BT, | <G | C(mw)? ’aufn 2 ’aufn 2
T 0z1 1/2,F¢, Oz 1/2.F¢,
+ Ky DMl g, +e Y 1Dl g, |- (D.98)
la|=1 |ar|=2

From this the result follows. O
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