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A DISCONTINUOUS GALERKIN METHOD
FOR THE NAGHDI SHELL MODEL

SHENG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We propose a mixed discontinuous Galerkin method for the bending problem of
Naghdi shell, and present an analysis for its accuracy. The error estimate shows that when
components of the curvature tensor and Christoffel symbols are piecewise linear functions,
the finite element method has the optimal order of accuracy, which is uniform with respect
to the shell thickness. Generally, the error estimate shows how the accuracy is affected by
the shell geometry and thickness. It suggests that to achieve optimal rate of convergence,
the triangulation should be properly refined in regions where the shell geometry changes
dramatically. These are the results for a balanced method in which the primary displace-
ment components and rotation components are approximated by discontinuous piecewise
quadratic polynomials, while components of the scaled membrane stress tensor and shear
stress vector are approximated by continuous piecewise linear functions. On elements that
have edges on the free boundary of the shell, finite element space for displacement com-
ponents needs to be enriched slightly, for stability purpose. Results on higher order finite

elements are also included.

KEY wORDSs. Naghdi shell model, membrane/shear locking, mixed finite element, discon-
tinuous Galerkin method.
SUBJECT CLASSIFICATION. 65N30, 65N12, 74K25.

1. INTRODUCTION

We propose a mixed finite element method for the Naghdi shell model and present an anal-
ysis for its accuracy. In the method, the midsurface displacement and normal fiber rotation
are approximated by discontinuous piecewise polynomials, while the scaled membrane stress
and transverse shear stress are approximated by continuous piecewise polynomials. This is
a discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method in terms of the primary variables of the Naghdi shell
model. The finite elements for various variables form a balanced combination in the sense
that except for some minor displacement enrichments required by stability on the free edge of
the shell, every degree of freedom contributes to the accuracy of the finite element solution.
DG method provides a more general approach and offers more flexibilities in choosing finite
element spaces and degree of freedoms. It is believed to have a potential to help resolve
some difficult problems in numerical computation of elastic shells [3, 4, 18]. In this paper,

Department of Mathematics, Wayne State University, Detroit, MI 48202 (szhang@wayne.edu).

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.1343v1

2 SHENG ZHANG

we show that DG method indeed has advantages in reducing the troublesome membrane and
shear locking in computation of shell bending problems. We prove an error estimate show-
ing that when the geometry of a shell satisfies certain conditions the method yields a finite
element solution that has the optimal order of accuracy that could be achieved by the best
approximation from the finite element functions. Thus it is free of membrane/shear locking.
When such condition is not satisfied, the estimate shows how the accuracy is affected by
the geometrical coefficients and how to adjust the finite element mesh to accommodate the
curved shell mid-surface such that the finite element solution achieves the optimal order of
accuracy. Particularly, the estimate suggests that some refinements for the finite element
mesh should be done where a shell changes geometry abruptly.

We consider a thin shell of thickness 2¢. Its middle surface Q C R? is the image of a two-
dimensional coordinate domain Q C R? through the parameterization mapping ¢ : Q — Q.
This mapping furnishes the curvilinear coordinates on the surface (2. Subject to loading
forces and boundary conditions, the shell would be deformed to a stressed state. The Naghdi
shell model uses displacement of the shell mid-surface and rotation of normal fibers as the
primary variables. The tangential displacement is represented by its covariant components

€
(0%

covariant components 6<. (The superscript € indicates dependence on the shell thickness.)

ut, (a € {1,2}), normal displacement is a scalar w®, and the rotation is a vector with
To deal with membrane and transverse shear locking, we also introduce the transverse shear
stress vector and symmetric membrane stress tensor both scaled by multiplying the factor
€2 as independent variables, which are given in terms their contravariant components £¢*
and M (a, 3 € {1,2}). All the ten functions are two-variable functions defined on €.
For a bending dominated shell problem, under a suitable scaling on the loading force, these
functions converge to finite limits when ¢ — 0. This justifies our choice of approximating
them as independent variables. For a curved shell deformation to be bending dominated, the
shell needs to have a portion of its boundary free, or subject to force conditions. It is known
that a totally clamped or simply supported elliptic, parabolic, or hyperbolic shell does not
allow bending dominated behavior [15]. We assume the shell boundary is divided into three
parts, on which the shell is clamped, simply supported, and free of displacement constraint,
respectively, and the free part is not empty.

We assume that the coordinate domain €2 is a polygon. On €2, we introduce a triangulation
Ty, that is shape regular but not necessarily quasi-uniform. The shape regularity of a triangle
is defined as the ratio of the diameter of its smallest circumscribed circle and the diameter of
its largest inscribed circle. The shape regularity of a triangulation is the maximum of shape
regularities of all its triangular elements. When we say a 7j, is shape regular we mean that
the shape regularity of 7;, is bounded by an absolute constant IC. Shape regular meshes allow
local refinements, and thus have the potential to more efficiently resolve the ever increasing
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singularities in solutions of the shell model. We use 7, to denote the set of all the (open)
triangular elements, and let €, = U,c7, 7. We use h, to denote the diameter of the element 7.
We analyze a particular combination of finite elements for various variables. We use totally
discontinuous piecewise quadratic polynomials to approximate the displacement components

€
(s3]

€
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and rotation components u¢, w, and ¢, and use continuous piecewise linear functions to
approximate components of the scaled membrane stress tensor M¢*? and scaled shear stress
vector £ . If an element 7 has one edge that lies on the free boundary of the shell, we
need to enrich the space of quadratic polynomials for the displacement by adding two cubic
polynomials. If an element has two edges on the free boundary, we need to use the the full
cubic polynomials for the displacements. The finite element model yields an approximation

(0" ul  wh), (MHoB £he) and we have the error estimate that

(1.1) [[(6° = 0", u — u", w' —w")||s,

<C 1+€—1£%a%h§< > Msleor+ Y [baslacer + Y \bg\m,T)]
a,B,A=1,2 a,f=1,2 a,f=1,2
1/2
{Zhilz (002 + ) + o+ 3 Meesz, + 3 nswn;]} |
T€T) a=1,2 o,f=1,2 a=1,2

Here, C'is a constant that could be dependent on the shape regularity I of 7;, and the shell
mid-surface, but otherwise it is independent of the finite element mesh, the shell thickness,
and the shell model solution. For a subdomain 7 C Q, we use || - ||z- and | - |z~ to denote
the norm and semi norm of the Sobolev space H*(7), and use || - |[k.c0r and | - |rcor to
denote that of W*>(7). When 7 = , the space H*(Q) will be simply written as H*.
The functions I'); are the Christoffel symbols and b,z and b3 the covariant and mixed
components of curvature tensor of the parameterized shell middle surface €2. These will be
called geometrical coefficients of the shell. The left hand side norm is the piecewise H* norm
for the error 0¢ — 0", uf, — u", and w® — w", plus penalties on discontinuity and violation of
the essential boundary conditions by the finite element approximation, see (4.16) below. It is
noted that we have no estimate in for the errors £ — £"* and M — M"*% in (1.1), while
£°“ and M are involved in the right hand side, which usually has very strong internal
and boundary layers. Some weaker estimate for this error will be given below.

The quantity in the first bracket in the right hand side of (1.1) is independent of the shell
model solution. It, however, involves the geometrical coefficients, the triangulation 7, and
the shell thickness €. If the geometric coefficients of the shell midsurface are piecewise linear
functions, then the quantity is completely independent of €. Generally, € has some negative
effect. To keep the quantity bounded, the finite element mesh needs to be relatively fine
where the geometric coefficients has greater second order derivatives. Where the shell is
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flat, the thickness € does not impose much restriction on the mesh size. In any case, the
quantity in the first bracket is bounded if h* = O(e), with h being the maximum size of finite
elements. The finite element mesh, the shell shape, and its thickness together should satisfy
a condition such that the quantity in the first bracket is bounded. It seems reasonable to
say that the method reduces locking quite significantly, which otherwise would amplify the
error by a factor of the magnitude e!.

To assess the accuracy of the finite element solution, we scale the loading forces on the
shell by multiplying them with the factor €2. (Such scaling will not affect relative errors

of numerical solutions.) Then we have the limiting behaviors that when € — 0, 65, — 69,
0 0

(e

uf, — u?, and w® — w® in H', and £© and M’ converge to finite limits in a weaker
norm. The shell problem is bending dominated if and only if (6%, 4% w°) # 0. In this case,
the smallness of the error in the left hand side of (1.1) means small relative error of the

approximation of the primary variables, thus accuracy of the finite element model. The

€
(e

asymptotic behaviors of 6, uf,, w¢, £® and M’ | in terms of convergence in strong or
weak norms, mean that they tend to limiting functions in major part of the domain, while
may exhibit boundary or internal layers that occur in slimmer and slimmer portions of the
domain. If the finite element functions are capable of resolving such singular layers, the
finite element solution would be accurate and free of membrane and shear locking. It is
noted that the quantity in the brace in the right hand side of (1.1) is the error estimate of
the best approximations of 0¢, u¢, w¢, £ and M*? from their finite element functions in

the piecewise H'-norm and L?-norm, respectively.

If the limit (02, u2, w") is zero, the shell deformation is not bending dominated. In this case
we do not have the accuracy of the finite element solution measured in the aforementioned
relative error. In computation, one would obtain finite element solutions that converge to
zero in the norm in the left hand side of (1.1) when ¢ — 0. Our theory implies that such
smallness must not be due to numerical membrane or shear locking. But rather, it indicates
that the shell problem is not bending dominated, and needs to be treated differently, in
which case standard finite element methods could be better. Whether a shell problem is
bending dominated, membrane/shear dominated, or intermediate is determined by the shell
shape, loading force, and boundary conditions [15, 14]. Membrane/shear locking is the most
critical issue in bending dominated problems [1].

There is a huge literature on scientific computing of shell models. Despite great success
in numerical computation in shell mechanics, the mathematical theory of numerical analysis
is much less developed, see the books [6, 15, 21, 14] for reviews. There are several theories
on locking free finite elements that are relevant to this paper. In [1], a locking free estimate
was established for Naghdi shell under the assumption that the geometrical coefficients are
piecewise constants. In [23], similar result was proved for some higher order finite elements
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under the assumption that the geometrical coefficients are higher order piecewise polyno-
mials. These papers did not say how the finite element accuracy would be affected had
the assumptions on the geometrical coefficients not been met. In [9], a uniform accuracy of
a finite element method was proved for Naghdi shell model under a condition of the form
h?* < O(e), with some bubble functions introduced to enhance the stability. Our result
seems more general and our method seems simpler. We have made an effort not to assume
the finite mesh to be quasi-uniform. This is important for the shell model for which layers
of singularities are very common in its solution and quasi-uniform meshes are not practi-
cal. The stability achieved in this paper are mainly due to the flexibility of discontinuous
approximations. A theory for Koiter shell that is related to this paper can be found in [29].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the shell model in the standard
variational form, and write it in a mixed form by introducing the scaled transverse shear
stress vector and scaled membrane stress tensor as new variables. An asymptotic estimate
on the model solution, and an equivalent estimate on the solution of the mixed model are
given in an abstract setting. The latter will be used in analysis of the finite element model.
In Section 3, we introduce the finite element model that is consistent with the mixed form
of the Naghdi shell model. The consistency is verified in the appendix. The appendix also
includes proofs for the abstract results. In Section 4, we prove a discrete version of Korn’s
inequality that is suitable for the Naghdi shell. This inequality plays a fundamental role in
the error analysis. The error analysis is carried out in Section 5. In the last section, we
briefly report the results for higher order finite elements.

For a fixed ¢, the shell model solution ¢, uS, , w will be assumed to have the H? regularity.
Of course, when ¢ — 0 these functions could go to infinity in this norm. Throughout the
paper, C is a constant that could be dependent on the geometrical coefficients of the shell
mid-surface, the Lamé coefficients of the elastic material, and shape regularity I of the
triangulation 7. It is otherwise independent of the triangulation and shell thickness. We
shall simply say that the constant C' is independent of 7, and e. For such a constant C,
we use A < B to denote A < CB. If A < B and A < B, we write A ~ B. Superscripts
indicate contravariant components of vectors and tensors, and subscripts indicate covariant
components. Greek sub and super scripts, except €, take their values in {1,2}. Latin scripts
take their values in {1, 2,3}. Summation rules with respect to repeated sub and super scripts
will also be used. Vectors with covariant components u, or contravariant components £

will be represented by the bold face letter u or &, respectively. A tensor with components
M will be simply called M.
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2. THE SHELL MODEL

Let Q € R3 be the middle surface of a shell of thickness 2. It is the image of a domain Q C
R? through a mapping ¢. The coordinates x,, € € then furnish the curvilinear coordinates on
Q). We assume that at any point on the surface, along the coordinate lines, the two tangential
vectors a, = 0¢/0x, are linearly independent. The unit vector az = (a; X as)/|a; X as
is normal to Q. The triple a; furnishes the covariant basis on €. The contravariant basis
a' is defined by the relations a® - ag = 05 and a® = as, in which 05 is the Kronecker delta.
It is obvious that a® are also tangent to the surface. The metric tensor has the covariant
components a,3 = @, - ag, the determinant of which is denoted by a. The contravariant
components are given by a® = a® - a”. The curvature tensor has covariant components
bap = a3-03a,, whose mixed components are by = a*7b,5. The symmetric tensor c,s = blb.s
is called the third fundamental form of the surface. The Christoffel symbols are defined by
Flg = a” - Oga,, which are symmetric with respect to the subscripts. The derivative of a
scalar is a covariant vector. The covariant derivative of a vector or tensor is a higher order

tensor. The formulas below will be used in the following.
Uals = Optta — Togty,  11%15 = 9an™ + a1,

2.1
(21) 0’|y = 0,0 + T80 + T 0.

Product rules for differentiations, like (0°uy)|s = 0°*|guy + 0**uy g, are valid. For more
information see [20].

The mapping ¢ is a one-to-one correspondence between Q and Q. It maps a subdomain
T C 2 to a subregion 7 = ¢(7) C Q. A function f defined on the shell middle surface will
be identified with a function defined on €2 through the mapping ¢ and denoted by the same
notation. Thus f(@(x,)) = f(xs). The integral over 7 with respect to the surface area
element is related to the double integral on 7 by

L fdS = / fvadz dz,.

We will ignore the area element dS in the integral over the surface 7, and simply write the

left hand side integral as / f, and ignore the dxidxy in integral on the subdomain 7, and

write the right hand side integral as / f+/a. The mapping ¢ maps a curve e C §) to a curve

¢ = ¢(e) contained in the closure of Q. Let x,(s) be the arc length parameterization of e,
then ¢(z,(s)) is a parameterization of €, but not in terms of the arc length of é. Let § be
the arc length parameter of €, then the line integrals are related by

. dxe dxg
/éfds = /ef Z aagggds.

a,f=1,2
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Similar to surface integrals, we will ignore the ds in the left hand side line integral and the ds
in the right hand side line integral. Without further explanation, a tilde indicates operations
on the curved surface Q, and no tilde means the operations are on the flat domain €2. For any
line element e, area element 7, and function f that make the following integrals meaningful,

Ji= i [in= 10

We need to repeatedly do integration by parts on the shell mid-surface, by using the Green’s

we have

theorem on surfaces. Let 7 C €2 be a subdomain, which is mapped to the subregion 7 C Q
by ¢. Let n = n,a® be the unit outward normal to the boundary 07 = ¢(d7) which is
tangent to the surface (2. Let fi,e® be the unit outward normal vector to 9 in R2. Here e®
is the basis vector in R?%. The Green’s theorem [20] says that for a vector field f<,

(22) [5te= [ = [ ronuva

2.1. The Naghdi shell model. The Naghdi shell model [22, 25] uses displacement w, w
of the shell mid-surface and normal fiber rotation @ as the primary variables. The bending
strain, membrane strain, and transverse shear strain due to the deformation represented by
such a set of primary variables are

1 1
(2.3) Pap(0,u,w) = 5(9045 + 0ja) — E(bguw + b3Usja) + Capw),
1
(2'4) 'Vocﬁ(ua 'LU) = 5(“04\6 + uﬁ\a) - ba6w>
(2.5) To(0,u, w) = 0w + by + 6,

The loading forces on the shell body and upper and lower surfaces enter the shell model
as resultant loading forces per unit area on the shell middle surface, of which the tangential
force density is p®a, and transverse force density p*as. Let the boundary 99 be divided to
OPQUAQUAFQ. On 9P the shell is clamped, on 95 the shell is soft-simply supported,
and on 9FQ the shell is free of displacement constraint and subject to force or moment
only. (There are 32 different ways to specify boundary conditions at any point on the shell
boundary, of which we consider the three most typical.) The shell model is defined in the
Hilbert space

(2.6) H={(¢,v,2) € H' x H' x H'; v, and z are 0 on 0”Q U 9°Q,
and 6, is 0 on 9”Q}.
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The model determines a unique (0, u¢, w¢) € H such that
1
21) g [0 0w )ps(6.v. )
9)

+ 6_2 [ aaﬁkw,y)\ﬂy(ue’we),yaﬁ(v’z) + K 6_2 [ aaﬁTa(ee,ue,'UJ)TB(¢,v,Z)
Q Q

= /(po‘va + p’2) —i—/ rPq —i—/ (qo‘va + ¢z + raqba) vV (¢,v,2) € H.
Q 350 AFQ

Here, ¢' and r® are the force resultant and moment resultant on the shell edge [22]. The
factor k is a shear correction factor, often assumed to be 5/6, which we think should be 1
[27]. The fourth order contravariant tensor a®? is the elastic tensor of the shell, defined by
a®Pr — ’u(aa'yaﬁ + aﬁvaaé) 4 Maaﬁavé.
2+ A
Here, A and p are the Lamé coefficients of the elastic material, which we assume to be
constant. The compliance tensor of the shell defines the inverse operator of the elastic
tensor, given by

L 1( + ) A Qs
Uapys = — |=(ansa A35Gn ) — —————0q
Bvyd 21u 2 U3y B0 Uary 2M+3>\ BU~E

For symmetric tensors o®? and YaBs o = ao‘ﬁ'y‘;%(; if and only if v,5 = aamga’y‘;. The
elastic tensor is a continuous and positive definite operator in the sense that there is a
positive constant C' depending on the shell surface and shell material such that for any
covariant tensors v,s and p.g,

1/2 1/2
a®Yappys < C < > %%ﬁ) ( > Piﬁ) )

a,f=1,2 a,f=1,2

(2.8)

2 5
Z Yoz < Ca®yap705.
a,f=1,2

The compliance tensor has the similar property that for any contravariant tensors M’ and

NP,

1/2 1/2
aaﬁ—y(SMQBN’Y(S < C < Z Ma52> < Z Na52) ’

a,f=1,2 a,f=1,2

(2.9)
Z ./\/laﬁ2 < Caagfyg/\/laﬁ/\/lws-
a,B=1,2
The model (2.7) has a unique solution in the space H [15, 7]. When ¢ — 0, its solution
behaves in very different manners, depending on whether it is bending dominated, mem-
brane/shear dominated, or intermediate. For bending dominated shell problems, when the
resultant loading functions p?, ¢*, and r® are independent of €, the model solution converges
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to a nonzero limit that solves the limiting bending model. We show below that the scaled
membrane stress and scaled shear stress also converge to finite limits.

As did in [1, 9, 23] for Naghdi shell and in [29] for Koiter shell, we split a small portion
of the membrane and shear parts and add them to the bending part, replace ¢ 2 —% by €72,
introduce the scaled membrane stress tensor M = €72 ¢*" ', (u, we) and the scaled
shear stress vector £ = ¢ 72 kua®75(0°, u¢, w*) as new variables, and write the model in a
mixed form. The mixed model seeks (0, u, w®) € H and (£, M) € V = [L?]® such that

1 (07 € € € (e} € €
210) 5 [ 0 a8 08,0, 2) 0 (0.2
Q

a0 w0 (0 2)] [ [MOP0a(0,) + 60 7(8,0,2)]

— [(pava +p*2) —i—/ 1%, —i—/ ~ (qava + P2+ ro‘qba) vV (¢,v,2) € H,
) 950 aF )

1
/ [/\/'O‘Bvag(ug, we) + n%7,(0°, us, wE)] — 62/ [%BMMWBNM + —aagfgo‘nﬁ =0
Q Q s
vV (n,N)eV.

We repeat that the € in this mixed formulation is actually € /(1 — 3 ¢?) with € being the
shell half thickness. This mixed model is the basis for the finite element method. In the
next subsection, we present two results in abstract form, which are applicable to the Naghdi
model in the original form (2.7) and the mixed form (2.10), respectively. The latter result
also furnishes a framework for analysis of the finite element model.

2.2. Asymptotic estimates on the shell model. Notations in this sub-section are in-
dependent of the rest of the paper. The proofs of the theorems are given in the appendix.
The Naghdi shell model (2.7) can be fitted in the abstract equation (2.12) below. Let H,
U, and V be Hilbert spaces, A and B be linear continuous operators from H to U and V/,
respectively. We assume

(2.11) |Au||lv + || Bullv ~ ||u|lg ¥V ue H.
For any € > 0 and f € H*, the dual space of H, there is a unique u¢ € H, such that
(2.12) (Au®, Av)y + € *(Buf, Bv)y = (f,v) Vv e H.

We let ker B C H be the kernel of the operator B, and let W C V be the range of B. We
define a norm on W by ||w||w = inf,ey po—w ||v|lv V w € W, such that W is isomorphic to
H/ker B. We let W be the closure of W in V. Thus W is a dense subset of W, and (W)*
is dense in W*. We need a weaker norm on W. For w € W, we define [Jw[jz= = ||rmwlw-.
Here my : W — (W)* is the inverse of Riesz representation. The relation among these

norms is that for any w € W, |lwll= < |[mpwl g = vl = [wllv < [[w]lw. We let W
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be the closure of W in this new norm. This closure is isomorphic to W*. We let j[W*_)W} be

the isomorphic mapping from W* to W. We assume that flker 8 # 0, such that the limiting
problem

(2.13) (Au’, Av)y = (f,v) Vv €Eker B
has a nonzero solution u° € ker B.

Theorem 2.1. For the solution of (2.12), we have the asymptotic behavior that lim, o [|u®—
u®|| = 0. Furthermore, there is a unique M € W such that lim_ || €72 Bu® — M= = 0.

In terms of the Naghdi model (2.7), the operator B is the membrane and transverse
shear strain operator, and ker B is the space pure bending deformations. The situation of
ker B # 0 is that the shell allows pure bendings, and the condition f|x., 5 # 0 means that the
load on the shell indeed activates pure bending. The convergence described in this theorem
means when ¢ — 0, (6%, u, w®) converges to a non-zero limit in H' x H' x H' and the
scaled transverse shear stress vector and membrane stress tensor (£°, M°€) converges to a
limit in a space that generally can not be described in the usual sense of space of functions
or distributions. This is a minimum information one should have in order to conceive a
possibility to make the term 7 . h2(30 ., €15, + Zi,ﬁ:l [MeP|[3 ) in the error
estimate (1.1) small, uniformly with respect to €, by a limited number of triangles.

The mixed form of the Naghdi shell model (2.10) can be fitted in the abstract problem
(2.15) below. Let H,V be Hilbert spaces. Let a(-,-) and ¢(-,-) be symmetric bilinear forms
on H and V, and b(-, -) be a bilinear form on H x V. We assume that there is a constant C
such that

la(u,v)| < Cllullallvllz, O ullf < au,u) ¥ u,v e H,
(2.14) le(p. )l < Cliplvllallv,  CIplly < elp.p) ¥ p.g €V,
b(v,q)] < Cllvllullglly VveH qgeV.
For f € H* and g € V*, we seek u € H and p € V such that
a(u,v) + b(v,p) = (f,v) YveH,

(2.15) 2
b(u,q) — € c(p,q) =(9,q) YqeV.

This problem has a unique solution in the space H x V' [1], for which we need an accurate
estimate. Although this problem has been extensively studied in the literature [11], we were
not able to find what we exactly need. So we include the theorem below.

For v € H, there is a [(v) € V* such that (I(v),q) = b(v,q) V ¢ € V. We let B(v) =
ivl(v) € V| with iy : V* — V being the Riesz representation operator. Let W be the range
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of B. We define a weaker (semi) norm on V' by

b
(2.16) lqly7 = sup (v, 9) VgeV.
ver [|v]lm

If W is dense in V/, this is a weaker norm. Otherwise, it is a semi-norm. Whether W is dense
in V' or not, we have the following equivalence result.

Theorem 2.2. There exist constants C, that only depend on the constant in (2.14) such
that

CL(U, 'U) + b(U,p) - b(u> q) + 62 C(pa Q)
(2.17) |lulla + [ply +€llplly < C1 sup
v vEH,qEV vl + lalw + € llallv

< Co[lullm + |ply + €llpllv) YucH, peV.

3. THE FINITE ELEMENT MODEL

As mentioned in the introduction, we assume that the coordinate domain € is a polygon.
On €2, we introduce a triangulation 7, that is shape regular but not necessarily quasi-
uniform. We use &) to denote both the union of interior edges and the set of all interior
edges. The set of edges on the boundary 9f is denoted by £7 that is divided as EP UETUEF,
corresponding to clamped, soft-simply supported, and free portions of the shell boundary.
We let &, = EQUEY. For a e € E" we use h, to denote its length. We use &, = o(En)
to denote the curvilinear edges on the shell mid-surface Q in a similar way. On Q, for any
piecewise vectors &u, N, Oay Ga, Ua and v,, scalars w and z, symmetric tensors M and
N we define the following bilinear and linear forms.

(3.1) a(,u,w; ¢, v,z) =
1

3 {/ (@72 (8, 1, w)pas(, v, 2) + @ yaq (1, W) s (v, 2)
Q

+rpa®’15(0, u, W), (P, v, 2)]

= [ @ s (6.0 ML, — [ @ 6, 0}

0 0
h gh

~ [ (6,0, 2w, ~ [ a0, w ),

gh 5h

4 [ [ o (00 2 = 0 g (0, 2] [,
£

h

+[ [a® oy (0, w, )}, — a7 ya (w, w)}] [vs]n,
5

0
h
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+ /SDUS [aaﬁAva’Y(¢? v, Z)béa - a'éﬁowvoﬁ(va Z):| U&’TLB
h

+ / [a“P (0, w, )b, — a®P*V o, (w, w)] vsng
gpus

DUS
Sh

—/ muaaﬁTg(d),’u,z)wna—/ kpa® 75(0, w, w)zn,
gpus

—/ a® py, (¢, v, 2)0ams — / a® py, (0, u, w)gbang} .
&7 &7
An inter-element edge € € é,? is shared by elements 7; and 75. Piecewise functions may have
different values on the two elements, and thus discontinuous on é. The notation {p,. (¢, v, 2)}
represents the average of values of p,,(¢, v, z) from the sides of 7, and 7. Let ns = nfa, =
nsea® be the unit outward normal to € viewed as boundary of 75. We have n; + ny = 0,
n{+ng =0, and ni4 + noq = 0. We use [ug]n, = (Ua)|7 712 + (Ua)|7n2) to denote the jump
of u, over the edge € with respect to ny, and use [w],, = w|snix + w|zne, to denote the
jump of w over the edge € with respect to ny, etc. On the boundary g}?us’ n =n%a, = n,a”
is the unit outward in surface normal to 9.

We add some additional penalty terms on the inter-element discontinuity and on the
clamped and simply supported portions of the boundary, and define a symmetric bilinear
form a(0,w,w; ¢, v, z) by

(3.2) a(f,u,w;p,v,2) =a(0,u,w;p,v,2)

veyntf [Z ([walve] + [l [6a]) + L] M]

ve >t (Z[[uananMzD se St [ S (il

DUS €
e€&)

The jump [u,] is the absolute value of the difference in the values of u, from the two sides
of e. The jumps [0,] and [w] are defined in the same way. We also define the bilinear forms

(3.3) BM,& v, 2) = / [MBrs(v, 2) + E7(h, 0, 2)]

Qh

_ /8 (MO e, + ML) - /

h h

(Mo‘ﬁnﬁva + ﬁanaz) ,
S

(3.4) o(M,EN,7) = /

Qp

1
N MV&N(XB —a, «a, B )
(a o) + Kﬂa 55 n
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We define a linear form

35) (fio.0.5 = |

Qp

(p®va +p%2) + / G0 + / (¢°va + ¢*2 4+ 179 -
) .

glf h
All these forms are well defined for piecewise functions that could be independently defined
on each element of the triangulation 7j,.

The finite element model is defined on a space of piecewise polynomials. We use continuous
piecewise linear polynomials for the components M<? of the scaled membrane stress tensor
M and for the components £ of the scaled transverse shear stress vector §. Therefore,
in the right hand side of (3.3), the averages {M®°} and {£°} are replaced by the function
values M? and &9, respectively. We use discontinuous piecewise quadratic polynomials for
components u, of the tangential displacement vector w, components 6, of the rotation vector
6, and the scalar w of normal displacement. The finite element space for the displacement
components u, and w needs to be enriched on elements that have one or two edges on the
free boundary &F. There is no need to enrich the finite element space for rotations. On an
element 7 (with edges ¢;), we let P*(7) be the space of polynomials of degree k. If 7 has one
edge (e1) on the free boundary, we define two cubic polynomials p3 by

pi=Api+1, py=\ip;+ o

Here \; are the barycentric coordinates with respect to the vertex opposite to the edge e;,
and p? € P?(7) are defined by

(3.6) /(mﬁ +1)gva=0Y q € PX1), /(Alpg +X)gva =0V q € P(1).

Note that functions in span(p3) are orthogonal to P?(7) with respect to the inner product
of L*(1) weighted by y/a, and they are linear on e;, on which they can be determined by
their zero and first moments weighted by /a. We then define the P3(7) = P?(7) ®span(p?).
If 7 has two edges (e,) on the free boundary, we take the full P3(7). A function in P3(7)
is uniquely determined by its projection into P?(7) with respect to L?(7) weighted by \/a
and its zero and first moments on e; and ey weighted by /a. These will be explicitly given
by the formulas (5.13) — (5.16) below. Let P“(t) = P?*(t), P3(7), or P3(7), depending on

whether 7 has no edge, one edge, or two edges on the free boundary 7. The finite element
space is defined by

Hp, = {(¢,v,2); on each 7 € Ty, ¢o € P*(7),v5 € P*(1),2 € P*(1)},
Vi ={(N,n); N° 07 € H', on each 7 € T, N** o7 € P'(7)}.
The finite element model secks (6, u,w) € Hy, and (M, €) € V), such that
a(0,u,w; ¢,v,2) +b(M,& ¢,v,2) = (fid,v,2) V (P, v,2) € Hy,
bN,m; 0,u,w) — (M, & N.n)=0 VY (N,n) € V.

(3.7)

(3.8)
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This equation is in the form of (2.15). We shall define the norms in #; and V), later, in
which we prove that the finite element model (3.8) is well posed if the penalty constant C in
(3.2) is sufficiently large, by verifying the conditions (2.14). This penalty constant C could
be dependent on the shell geometry and the shape regularity K of the triangulation 7. It
is, otherwise, independent of the triangulation 7, and the shell thickness.

The solution of the Naghdi model (2.10) satisfies the equation (3.8) when the test functions
¢, v, z, N, and i are arbitrary piecewise smooth functions, not necessarily polynomials.
This says that the finite element model is consistent with the shell model. The consistency
is verified in the appendix.

Note that there is no boundary condition enforced on functions in the spaces H; and
V5. The displacement boundary condition is enforced by boundary penalty in a consistent
manner, which is Nitsche’s method [2]. For displacement components on an element with
one edge on &£ one may simply replace P3(7) by the richer P3(7). This would slightly
increase the complexity, but not affect the stability or accuracy of the finite element method.
The finite element space for the rotation could be taken as continuous piecewise quadratic
polynomials. The error estimate will not be changed. In this case the terms in the bilinear
forms (3.1) and (3.2) that have a factor of the form [0,] or [¢.] would be replaced by zero.
On &P, the zero boundary condition for the rotation variable also needs to be explicitly
enforced.

4. A DISCRETE KORN’S INEQUALITY FOR NAGHDI SHELL

To prove the continuity and coerciveness of the bilinear form (3.2) for finite element func-
tions in a suitable space, we need to have a Korn type inequality that bounds a discrete H*!
norm of the displacement and rotation variables by the L? norms of the bending, membrane,
and transverse shear strains.

Let H} be the space of piecewise H' functions in which a function is independently defined
on each element 7, and u|, € H'(7) for 7 € T;,. We define a norm in this space by

1/2
(4.1) g = | 3 Il + - 0t [1al?
T€T 6662 ¢
For 6, u, and w in H}, we define a norm
1/2
1) 10wy — [Z (18uli + el ) + Hwnif;I -
a=1,2

Let f(0,u,w) be a semi-norm that is continuous with respect to this norm such that there
is a C' only dependent on the shape regularity IC of 7}, and shell mid surface such that

(43) ‘f(evuvw)‘ < CH(e’u’w)HH}LxHixH}L v (9,u,w) S Hi1L X H}L X Hfi
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We also assume that f satisfies the condition that if (8, w,w) € H" x H' x H' defines a rigid
body motion and f(6,u,w) = 0 then 8 = 0, u = 0, and w = 0. The space of rigid body
motion is a 6-dimensional space, denoted by RBM. The functions (0, u,w) € RBM if and
only if u,a® 4+ wa? is a rigid body motion of the shell midsurface, and 7,(0, w,w) = 0. This
is also equivalent to that p,s(0, u,w) = 0, Yas(uw,w) = 0, and 7,(0, w,w) = 0 [7]. Therefore,
we have another norm on the space H, x H} x H} defined by

(44) 1@ ww)li= > (Ipas(8,uw)lq, + I1as(w, w)l5a,) + D 1726, u,w)|5q,

«a,B=1,2 a=1,2

+3 n! [Z /e([[ea]]u [ua]?) +/e[[w]]2

ece? a=1,2

+ £2(0,u,w).

We have the following Korn’s inequality for piecewise functions.

Theorem 4.1. There exists a constant C that could be dependent on the shell mid-surface
and shape reqularity IC of the triangulation Ty, but otherwise independent of the triangulation,
such that

(4.5) 100, w, W)l pry oy < CNO,w, )l V (0, u,w) € HY, x Hj, x Hj.

In view of the definitions (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5), this theorem implies that

||<07 u, w)HH}LxH}LxH}L = m(eu u, w)mh

To prove the inequality, we need a discrete Korn’s inequality for piecewise functions in H},
see (1.21) of [10]. It says that that there is a constant C' that might be dependent on the
domain {2 and the shape regularity K of the triangulation 7, but otherwise independent of
Ty, such that

@6) 3 Nl <C | 3 Juallia, + 3 eastlfe, + 30 [ 3 fual?

a=1,2 a=1,2 a,f=1,2 €& €a=1,2

Here eop(u) = (Ogua + Onup)/2 is the symmetric part of the gradient of w. It follows from
this inequality and the definitions (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5) of pag, Yap, and 7, that there is a
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constant C' that only depends on the shell midsurface and shape regularity of 7, such that

(A7) 118w, 0) 2 g ey < cr{ S (loes(O.w,w) 2o, + as(u,w)[30,)

" a,f=1,2
+ZM@%W%%Z@IZ/W$WM%JM1

a=1,2 eety

+wamﬁmmm+wm}vw%wemxmx%

a=1,2
We also need a trace theorem and a compact embedding result for functions in H}.

Lemma 4.2. Let 7 be a triangle, and e one of its edges. Then there is a constant C' depending
on the shape reqularity of T such that

h;l/u2+ Z h6/|0au|2] Vue H ().

a=1,2

(4.8) / u?* < C

This can be found in [2]. For piecewise functions in H}, we have the following trace
theorem.

Lemma 4.3. There exists a constant C' depending on 2 and the shape reqularity IC of Ty,
but otherwise independent of the triangulation such that

(4.9) llomy < Cllully ¥ u € H

Proof. Let ¢ be a piecewise smooth vector field on {2 whose normal component is continuous
across any straight line segment, and such that ¢-n =1 on 0). (The piecewise smoothness
of ¢ is not associated with the triangulation 7,. A construction of such vector field is given
below.) On each element 7 € Tj, we have

‘p-n= [ div(ui’¢) = [ (2uVu- *div ¢).
/aTud)n /TIV(U¢> /T(uu¢+u iv @)

Summing up over all elements of 7, we get

/89“2:_2/6[[“2¢]]+/Q (2uVu - ¢+ u*div ¢).

6652 h
If e is the border between the elements 7 and 7 with outward normals n; and 7, then
[u?@] = ui, 11 +u3¢y o, where u; and uy are restrictions of v on 71 and 7o, respectively. Tt

is noted that although ¢ may be discontinuous across e, it normal component is continuous,
ie., ¢, M+ ¢y -1y = 0. On the edge e, we have |[u?@]| < |[u?]]||@]l0.o.0- Here, |[u?]| =



FINITE ELEMENT FOR NAGHDI SHELL 17

|u? — u3]. Tt is noted that |[u?]| = 2|[u]{u}|, with {u} = (u; + us)/2 being the average. We
have

110 [l < 2elowa [l [w7] " 10 f0r]
1/2

< Clolocea ™ 17 [Z (/ e [ |Vu|2)] "

Here, C' only depends on the shape regularity of 71 and 75, and we used the trace estimate
(4.8). It then follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that

. 1
[l Z2g00) < Cllplosca +1divloca) |llullZz) +/Q Vul* + el /[[U]]2 :
h €

6652

Here the constant C' only depends on the shape regularity of 7,. The dependence on €2 of
the C'in (4.9) is hidden in the ¢ in the above inequality. O

We describe a construction of the vector field ¢ used in the proof. On the xy-plane, we
consider a triangle OAB with the origin being its vertex O. Let the distance from O to the
side AB be H. Then the field ¥ (x,y) = (z,y)/H has the property that ¥»-n = 1 on AB and
¥ -n =0on OA and OB. Also |¢|p. = max{|OA|, |OB|}/H and divey = 2/H. For each
straight segment of 0€), we define a triangle with the straight segment being a side whose
opposite vertex is in €2, then we define a vector field on this triangle as on the triangle OAB
with AB being the straight side. We need to assure that all such triangles do not overlap.
We then piece together all these vector fields and fill up the remaining part of the domain
by a zero vector field. This defines the desired vector field used in the proof.

The following compact embedding theorem can be derived from a result in [17], for which
a direct proof can be found in [28].

Lemma 4.4. Let Ty, be a (infinite) class of shape reqular but not necessarily quasi-uniform
triangulations of the polygonal domain ), with a shape reqularity constant IC. For each i, let
H}L be the space of piecewise H' functions, subordinated to the triangulation Tj,, equipped
with the norm (4.1). Let {u;} be a bounded sequence such that u; € H}, for eachi. Le., there
is a constant C, such that HuZ||H,1% < C for alli. Then, the sequence {u;} has a convergent

subsequence in L*.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. From (4.7) and the definition (4.4), it is trivial to see that that there
is a constant C' such that

(411) (10w, )31 g < C {10, w)llz + D (10allie, + luallfo,) + 1wl e,
a=1,2

v (0,u,w) € H; x H, x Hj.

On a fixed triangulation 7y, it then follows from the Rellich-Kondrachov compact embedding
theorem and Peetre’s lemma (Theorem 2.1, page 18 in [19]) that there is a constant C'7; such
that

18,2, 0) g1y st s < Crill(0, 0, w)lln ¥ (6,1, w) € HL x HL x H.
We need to show that for a class of shape regular triangulations, such C'7; has a upper bound
that only depends on the shape regularity IC of the whole class. Otherwise, there exists a

sequence of triangulations {7}, } and an associated sequence of functions (6", u", w") in
H, x H, xH} such that

10" w0y crry sy =1 and [[(67 u™, 0™, < 1/n.

It follows from Lemma 4.4 that there is a subsequence, still denoted by (6", u", w™), that
converges to (8%, u’,w°) in L? x L* x L?>. We show that this limit defines a rigid body
motion and it is zero, which will lead to a contradiction.

First, we show that w” is actually in H' and we have that J,w® + 6, + bjuj = 0. For a
compactly supported smooth function ¢, we have

/woﬁaqﬁ = lim [ w"0,¢.
Q

n—oo QO

For each n,

[wono—-[ G+ )0 + / RIS [ .o

n ec&? €

hn

Here, (n1,72) is the unit normal to the edge e and [w"];, is the jump of w™ over e with
respect to n,. The sum of the first and third terms in the right hand side is bounded by

1/2 1/2

Cllra(0", u”, w00, 18lloa +C | Y k' / [w"]? bl5a+ D> RSl .

eeggn T€77’Ln

where C' depends on K only. Since [|(6",u", w")||, — 0, this upper bound tends to zero as
n — co. The second term converges to [, (65 + bJuj)¢. Thus we have

/Qwoam = /Q«)g + bJul)e.
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This shows that w® € H' and
(4.12) Oaw” + 65 + bouy = 0.

Next we show that u2a® + w’a® is a rigid body motion of the shell mid-surface. Let Q'

be a smooth surface force field that annihilates RBM, i.e.,
[(Qaua +Q*w) =0V (0,u,w) € RBM.
)

Such a force field is an admissible loading on the shell with totally free boundary. We let m®?,
n®® and k® be a stress resultant, stress couple, and transverse shear resultant equilibrating
Q" such that

/ [naﬁpag(d), v, 2) + m*y,5(v, 2) + k7o (¢, v, z)}

:[(Qo‘va+ng) V(p,v,2) € H x H x H'.
a

One can choose m®”, n®_ and k® in the following manner. We consider a Naghdi shell
with the mid surface €, but of unit thickness e = 1, loaded by Qf, and free on its entire
lateral boundary. The shell model has a unique solution (61, w;,w;) in the quotient space
(H' x H' x H")/RBM. We then take
1
naﬁ = gaaﬁAfypA’y(elu Ui, w1)7 maﬁ - aaﬁAPYfY)\“/(uh w1>7 ka - "i/’l’aaﬁTﬁ(eh Uy, wl)'

Since this (61, w1, w;) is the solution of a rather regular elliptic equation, under our assump-
tion on the regularity of the shell model, we have (81, u;,w,) € H? x H* x H?. Using the
Green’s theorem on surfaces (2.2), in view of the definitions (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5), for an

element 7 € Tj,,, we have

(4.13) [[naﬁpaﬁ(tﬁ,vw) +m*a5(v, 2) + k7o, v, 2)] =

7

/ {(—nP|5 + k) dpo + [-m| 5 + (0703) |y + K°05] va + (k%0 + n*Pcap — m*bag) 2}

+ / [n*ngde + (M*ng — n 050, v + k*ngz] .
o7

This identity is also valid when 7 is replaced by €2, and from that we get the following
equilibrium equations and boundary conditions.

—n*?s+k*=0 inQ,
—m*|5 + (n709) |, + Kb = Q“ in Q,
—]{Ja‘a + naﬁcag — maﬁbag = Q3 in Q,

n“ng =0, m*ng—nYbn, =0, k%, =0 on IN.

(4.14)
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Since (u", w") — (u®, w°) in L? we have

[ @0+ Q% = lm [ (Qu? + Q).
o) n—oo [&

19759%

For a given n, by using (4.13) on each element of 7 C th, and summing up, we get
[ @@= [ (o k) s () 1+ )
hn hn
O,

- Z [ [naﬁpaﬁ(ena u™, w") + mP s, w") + k7, (0", u", w")]

T€Thy, T
- E {/ naﬁngé’;‘%—/ (m*ng — n*b5n.,) uZ+/
oF 7

ko‘naw"] .
Teﬁtn 87— 87:

In view of the boundary condition in (4.14), the second line in the above right hand side is
equal to

2 YR A G Ny I e W

We apply the trace estimate (4.8) to each of the edges, and use Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,
to obtain the following estimate.

< Cl(6", u", w)[ln,

/ (@l + Qu)
Q

hn

1/2

DN ([ P =4 U P U o (el U S L R G [ )
TEThy,;a,0=1,2

Since Q°, m®®, n®” and k“ are independent of n, and lim,,_,, [|(8", u", w™)|s, = 0, we have
Jo(Qud 4+ Q*w®) = 0. Thus ula® + w’a® is a rigid body motion of the shell midsurface.
This, together with (4.12), shows that (8°, u°, w®) € RBM.

Finally, we show that (6°,u®,w°) = 0. It follows from (4.7) and [|(6", u™, w™)|s, — 0
that lim,, . (0" — 6°, u™ — u®, w" — W) 1 xmt = 0. Since f is uniformly continuous
with respect to the norm |- || g1, g1 w1 and since f(6", u", w") — 0 (f is a part in the triple
norm), we see f(0° u’, w®) = 0. Thus (6°,u’, w®) = 0. Therefore,

lim ||(0naunawn)||H}L><H,1><H}L =0,
n—ro0 )

which is contradict to the assumption that |[(6",w", w")|| g1 gt g = 1. O
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As an example, we take

o= [ [£ e 2 ([50ef+)]

eEé’D a=1,2

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that there is a C' only dependent on K such that the continuity
condition (4.3) is satisfied by this f. Under the assumption that the measure of 9P is
positive, it is verified in [7] that if (6, u,w) € RBM and f(60,u,w) =0 then 8 =0, u =0,
and w = 0. With this f in the Korn’s inequality (4.5), we add boundary penalty term

;/ az;292+ 6;@( /az;zu +h / )

to the squares of both sides of (4.5). We then have the equivalence that there is a constant C
that could be dependent on the shell midsurface and shape regularity IC of the triangulation
T, but otherwise independent of the triangulation, such that

(415) C(0,w,w)[l0, < (8.2, w)llsg, < CllO,w,w) |, ¥ (8w, w) € H}, x H} x H].

Here

(4.16) [1(6,u,w)|3, = > [Z (10allf - + lluallt -) + IIwH?,T]

T7€T, La=1,2

Sy [z ([6ul? + [al?) + [ul?
Y h;1/<ZU+W>+Zh [ >

e

e€EFUEP a=1,2 ecEP a=1,2
(4.17)
1(6,w, w7, = [ Y (lpas(0.w,w) I3, + [Vap(u, w)5,) + Y I7a(6,u,w IIOTI
T€Th La,=1,2 a=1,2

Sy [z (I8l + [w]?) + ol?
- h;1/<ZU+W>+Zh /292

ecESUEP ¢ \a=12 ecgP a=1,2
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5. ERROR ANALYSIS FOR THE FINITE ELEMENT METHOD

The finite element model defined by (3.2) to (3.8) fits in the form of the mixed equation
(2.15). We verify the conditions (2.14) for the bilinear forms defined by (3.2), (3.3), and
(3.4), with the space defined by (3.7), in which the #; norm is defined by (4.16). We define
the Vj, norm by

1/2
(5.1) N m)[ly, = ( > AINTIGa+ D Hn“llﬁ,g> :

«o,f=1,2 a=1,2

We show that there is a constant C' that depends on the shell geometry and shape regularity
KC of the triangulation 7, but otherwise, independent of the triangulation such that

|CL(0,U,’LU;¢,’U,Z)| < CH 0 u w)HH}L

(5.2) ( (@, 0, 2)[ls, Y (
(5.3) (. v, 2)l3,, < Cale,v,2,v.2) v (
54) PN, ¢, v,2)| <Cll(d v, )0 [N Mllv Y (b,0,2) € Hi, (N, m) €V,
(5.5) |e(M, &N m)| < Cf[(M, €)th!|( M), v (
(5.6) N v (

IV o, < Ce )

We start with (5.2). From the definition (3.1) and (3.2) of the bilinear form a, using the
property of the elastic tensor (2.8), we see the first line in (3.1) is bounded as

N ‘ [aaﬁ)\'yp)\’y(e’ u, w)paﬁ(¢a v, Z) + a'OCB)\FY’Y)\'y(ua w)%ﬁ(’va Z)
Qp
+rpa 7o (0, u, w)Ts(¢, v, 2) || < CJ(0,u, w) |, [(S, v, 2)l|a,

< Cll(0, w, w) |3, [1(, v, )4,

We then estimate the second line in (3.1). We take on the first term and let e € & be one
of the interior edges shared by elements 7, and 7. Using the elastic tensor property (2.8),
the Holder inequality, we have

<C

Zhﬂmwzrqwzlmfé

Ay=1,2 €

[ @ s (6.0, 2} 0],

e
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Using the trace inequality (4.8), the formula (2.3) and (2.1), and the inverse inequality for
finite element functions, we get

b s 02 <0 S

B,6=1,2

(/ \pxw¢vz|2+h2/@pwvzﬂ)

<CY (Il + 103, + 1208, + 22 (19113, + wll3., + 1213 ,,)]
5=1,2

<C Y (Il + 125, +1I=1-)

5=1,2

Summing the above estimates for all e € £, and using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get

6 | [ o (6.0, 101,

h

1/2

<C

1/2
> (Il + lvll?, + ||ZII3,T)]

TETH

Sty [l

e a=12

All the other terms in the expression (3.1) of the bilinear form of @ can be estimated similarly.
The estimates on the additional penalty terms in the expression (3.2) of the bilinear form a
can be obtained by using the Cauchy—Schwarz again. This completes the proof of (5.2).

Next, we consider (5.3). Let B(0,u,w; ¢, v, z) be the bilinear form defined by the sum
of all the lines but the first one in the definition (3.1) of a(@,u,w; ¢, v, z). In view of the
equivalence (4.15), there are constants C; and C3 that depend on the shell mid-surface and
IC, and C5 that depend on the penalty constant C in (3.2) such that

a(@,v, 2 ¢,v,2) > Ci]|(p,v, 2) I3,

Z<a212h /va +a212h/ 24 h; /J[]P)

6680

> (;he_l/evi+h;/ )+Z > ht /¢2 — C3|B(¢p v, 2 v, 2)]

eEEfUSE ethx 1,2
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Using the same argument as what used in deriving (5.7), we have an upper bound that

|B(¢, v,z ¢,v,2)]

< Cll(¢,0, )|, Z<a§;2h /va +a21:2h/ 2 4 /e[[]P)

6680

> (azzmhj/eviJrh;/ )+Z > ! /¢2

e€ESUED gD a=1.2
It follows from Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that when the penalty constant C in (3.2) is
sufficiently big (which makes C; sufficiently big) there is a C' such that (5.3) holds.

To see the the continuity (5.4) of the bilinear form b, we only need to look at the second
term in the right hand side of (3.3). For an e € £? shared by 7; and 73, we have

1/2
N wa]n <C[Z h/]\/'o‘ﬁ)] Zh / ]
e a,f=1,2 a=1,2
1/2
<C| Y (N[, + R |N“B|1T5>] [Z h, / ] :
a,B,0=1,2 a=12
Similarly,

el S (2, + 2" w] N et [ "

a,0=1,2

Summing up these estimates for all e € £, and using inverse inequality to the finite element
functions N and n, we obtain

‘/éo (N Hvaln, + {1 Helno) | < CIN v (@, 0, 2) 12, -

The conditions (5.5) and (5.6) are trivial consequences of (2.9).

Thus the finite element model (3.8) has a unique solution in the finite element space (3.7).
Corresponding to the weak norm (2.16), we define a weaker (semi) V;, norm for finite element
function in V), by

v, = sup bW, m; b, v, 2) vV (N,

(5.8) [NV, m) oo, (D0, 2) |,

n) € V.

We are now in a situation in which Theorem 2.2 is applicable. From that theorem, we have
the inequality that there exists a C' that could be dependent on the shell mid-surface and the
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shape regularity K of the triangulation 7, but otherwise independent of the finite element
mesh and the shell thickness € such that

100, w, w)|l3, + (M, €)

v, tell(M, 8]y,
a(0,w, w; p,v,z) + bM,§; ¢, v, 2)
—b(N,m;0,u,w) + € ¢(M, &N )
<C sup
(b2 )N mev, (@50, 2) |, + 1N )|y, + e l(NVn)lly,
v (O,U,,UJ) € wa (Mag) € Vh-

Let 0%, u, w, M*, £° be the solution to the mixed formulation of the Naghdi model (2.10),
let 0", ul, w", M", €" be the finite element solution to the finite element model (3.8), and let
0’ u!, w', M' € be an interpolation to the Naghdi model solution from the finite element
space. Since the finite element method (3.8) and the Naghdi model (2.10) are consistent, we
have

(5.9) C7Y(0" — 0" u" —ul wh —w!)|x,
+ O (M = M€ =€)y, +el|(M" = Mg =gy, ] <
a(@" — 0" u" —u' " —w' v, 2) + B(M = M E - P, v,2)
[—b(/\/’,n;eh . Bl,uh —’U,I,’wh —’LUI) —|—€2C(Mh —MI,€h _€I’N’n)]

sup

() HA N Vi (8,9, 2) e, + IV, 1) [5, + € [N 1)l[,
a(@° — 0" u —ul uf —wl;q’),’u,z) + b(M€ — ML g —El;qb,'u,z)
[—b(/\/,n;@E — 0" uf —u!w — w) + E (M — M E —EI,/\/,n)]
T (O W)V 1@ 0, ), + [N D)5, + € [V, 1)y,

We estimate the four terms in the numerator of above last line one by one.

Lemma 5.1. There is a constant C' independent of T, such that

(5.10) ‘a(@E — 0" u —ul w —w: g, v, z)‘

2 1/2
S C { Z [Z h?_k_z (Z ‘9; B H‘i‘zﬂ— + Z ‘U,Z{ - “é@,r + ‘wﬁ - w1|k,7’>] }

T7€T, Lk=0 a=1,2 a=1,2

||(¢),’U,Z)||Hh v (¢,’U,Z) € Hh-

1

Proof. There are many terms in the expression of a(0° — 0" ut —ul,w —w'; ¢, v, z), see

(3.2) and (3.1). We only present estimations for a few typical terms. The others can be
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bounded in similar ways. It is easy to see

/ aaﬁ)\'yp)\_y(ef _ 01’ ut — ’u,I, we — 'lUI)paB(¢> v, Z)
Q

1/2
<C { > [( D6 =0+ D lus =l + ot = wllo;)] } 1(®, v, 2) ]|,

T€Th a=1,2 a=1,2

For an edge e € & shared by 7 and 75, we have

<c(n [t @ 1) " (e [ - i) "

1/2 1/2
<c [Z (16,0, + hiéwpm«zb,v,z)\im)] (e 1 - o112

5=1,2

/ (o (6.0, 2)}65 — 0],

1/2 1/2
<C Z(||¢||%,m+||v||%,m+||z||3,m)] [Z(h¥f|92—9i|3,75+|9;—9£|i76)] :
0=1,2

5=1,2

/ {0 (6 — 0" — ! w0 — ')}l

<C|> (e =03, + u —u'|}, + [l — w5 ,)
6=1,2
1/2 12
+ Z h72'5 (‘06 - 01 3,7’5 + |’u’E - U’I 3,7’5 + |w€ - wl %,T(s)] <he_1 /[[¢a]]2) .
6=1,2 e

For an edge e € £PYS that is an edge of element 7, we have

[tom. 00 =] < b [t ae] ot fuur-utp]
12 :|1/2

12 )
< C U(ﬁ‘g,r + ‘/U‘(%;r + ||ZH%,T:| [h72|w€ - wI (2),T + ‘we — W,

)

<6 =0, +u '}, + [ —w'|,

/7‘5(49E — 0" v —u w—wh)z
e

1/2
+R2 (10— 03 .+ |u —u'[} 4 |w —w' ;T)}l/z <he_1 /zz) :
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As a typical penalty term in (3.2), we consider an e € &) shared by 71 and 73, and we have

<c e fle-ur] i fuar]”

1/2 12
S (b2t~ + - uiﬁ,m)] et [

5=1,2

<C

1

Any single term in the expression of a(6° — 8", u¢ — u’, w — w'; ¢, v, z) can be estimated

in a way used above. The desired result then follows from summing up estimates for all the
term and using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. O

Lemma 5.2. There is a C independent of Ty, such that

(5.11)  [pM = M & — €5 ¢,v, 2)|

< C { Z [ Z (‘Meaﬁ _ Mlaﬁ‘?)ﬂ— 4 h72_|MeaB B Mlaﬁﬁﬂ_)

T7€T, La,f=1,2

+ ) (jg =R B2 =€)

a=1,2

1/2
} H(d)v'vv’z)H?‘lh v (¢,U,Z> € Hy.

Proof. In view of the definition (3.3), we have

Q

M — M g — € v, 2) = / [(MF — M )y5(0, 2) + (6 = ) (b, v, 2)]
- [ M - Y ] 7 - el

_ /EDUS [(Meaﬁ _ Mlaﬁ)nﬁva + (gea o £Ia)naz] ’

We have the estimates on the M related terms

e = pte ) (w,2)
Q

<C Z M — M0, Z Vas (v, 2) 0,00

a,f=1,2 a,f=1,2
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/go{[Meaﬁ o Mlaﬁ]}[[va]]nﬁ

1/2
<C) [ 7 he| M — Mfa%,e] o [12.]"

6652 a,f=1,2
1/2 1/2
<cy > (|Mmﬁ—Mmﬁ|§,7+hiwmﬂ—M“ﬂiT)] Soa I
T€TH a,5=1,2 6652
and
/ (Meaﬁ—Mlaﬁ)nﬁUa
EJuep
1/2
<C ) [Z hewmﬁ—wa%e] (h 2]
ecguEP La,f=1.2
1/2

<C

1/2
>y (|Mmﬁ—M“ﬁ|3,T+hi|Mmﬂ—MM%)] > h vl

T€Th o,f=1,2 ecESUEP

The £ related terms can be bounded in the same way. Summing up, we get the estimate
(5.11). O

In either the inequality (5.10) or (5.11), we did not impose any condition for the interpo-
lations 07, w!, w!, M', and &', except that they are finite element functions from the space
(3.7). The next estimate is very different in that the interpolation needs to be particularly
chosen to obtain a desirable bound for

(5.12) b(N,m;0° — 0" ut — u', w — w)

— / [Naﬁ,yaﬁ(ue _ ’U,I,’LUE . ’LUI) +na7-a(0€ o BI,U,E . ’U,I,’LUE . UJI)]
Qp

- [ @ — ity + G Hu - ')

0
h
- / [N ng(ul, —ul) + nna(w —wh)].
EJuEP
For 6¢,, on any 7 € Ty, we define 6. € P?(7) by the weighted L?(7) projection such that

(5.13) [(eg =0V pe P
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For uf, and w® , on a7 € Ty, if a7 NE}F = 0, we define ul, and w’ in P?(7) by the weighted
L?(7) projection such that

7

(5.14) /(u; —ul)p =0, /(w6 —wp =0V pe Pr).
If O N EF has one edge e, we define ul, and w! in P3(7) by

/%(ufx —ul)p =0, [(wﬁ —whp=0Vpe P¥r),

7

(5.15)
/ (ut, — ul)p/a = 0, / (w —w'pv/a =0V pe P'le).

If 97 N &L has two edges eg, we define u/, and w! in P3(7) by

/%(u;—ui)pzo, /(we—wj)p:OVpe P2(r),

7

[ = aapva=o. [ = upva=0vpe Pliea)

€s €p

(5.16)

The unisolvences of (5.13) and (5.14) are trivial. The unisolvence of (5.15) is seen from
the condition (3.6). To see the unisolvence of (5.16), one uses Appell’s polynomial [8] to
decompose a cubic polynomial as the sum of a quadratic and an orthogonal complement,
and uses the fact that the orthogonal complement is uniquely determined by its averages
and first moments on two edges.

Lemma 5.3. With the interpolations defined by (5.13) to (5.16), there is a constant C
independent of T, such that

(5.17) [N, ;0 — 0" u® —u! w — w))

SCE_%%%{}LE[ Z |P35|2,oo,7'+ Z (|ba6|2,oo,‘r+|bg|2,oo,r)]

a:ﬁ7>‘:172 a7B:172

1/2
u;—ué};TjL ‘we—wl‘;T)] V (N,n) € V.

[N 1), [Z ne (

TETH
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Proof. With an application of the Green’s theorem (2.2) on each element 7 € 75, summing
up, we obtain the following alternative expression to (5.12).

b(/\/,n;@e—¢9I,uE—u‘r,we—wl):/~ [ NP5 (ug, — ul) — bagN? (w0 —w")
Qp
=1%o (w = w') + 005 — 0) + 0B (ug, — ug)]

+ / W g, — el + / T w'}

gh 5h

Nng (u, —ul) +/ 7 ne (W — w!).

& &

Since N*? and n® are continuous piecewise linear polynomials, on each e € &£ we have
[N*F],, = 0 and [n°],, = 0. For each e € &, we have, see (2.2),

/Nﬁnﬁu—u /Nﬁnﬁu—ul)\/a:Q
[770‘71@(1,0E —wh) = /77“‘71@(1,0E —whv/a = 0.

Using the formulas (2.1) for the covariant derivatives N*?|5 and n®|,, and using properties
of the interpolations (5.13) to (5.16), the expression is further simplified to

(5.18) BN, m;60°— 0" u* — u,w — w')
= /f; [(bg B _ FgnyOfY — F?ﬁj\/'(;ﬁ) (U —u ) (F ana + baﬁNQﬁ) (we i ’UJI):| .
h
The last term is estimated as follows. For 7 € 7T},, we have

/bag./\/'aﬁ (w6 — wl) = [ [bag —pl(bag)} NP (w6 — wl)

T T

Here, p'(bas) is the best linear approximation to b,s in the space L°°(7) such that

}baﬁ _pl(baﬁ)}()pOT S Ch |baﬁ|2,oo,7 :

From this, we see

/bagj\/'aﬁ (w® —w")

7

<Ch |ba5|2OOT|NaB|07— 1|'LU —wI|oT

Summing up such estimates for all 7 € T, and using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get

/ bag./\faﬁ (wE - wl)
Qp,

1/2
garx<h > |baﬁ|2m>]||/\fllo,ah (Zhizlwf—w18,7> :

«a,f=1,2 TETH
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The other terms in (5.18) can be estimated in the same way. U

It is trivial to see that
(5.19) |e(M— M’ & — €N )|

< CH(Nv 77)HVh ( Z ‘Meaﬁ - Mlaﬁ‘oﬂh + Z |£Ea - gla‘oﬂh) v (Nv 77) € V.

«o,f=1,2 a=1,2

The following result gives an estimate for the difference between the finite element solution
and an interpolation of the Naghdi model solution. It is a result of combining (5.10), (5.11),
(5.17), (5.19), and (5.9).

Theorem 5.4. Let (8", u", w") and (M",&") be the finite element solution determined by
the finite element model (3.8). Let 6%, ul, and w' be the interpolations to 05, u,, and w*
in the finite element space (3.7), which is defined by the formulas (5.13), (5.14), (5.15), and
(5.16), respectively. Let M and &' be approzimations to M and £ to be selected
from the space of continuous piecewise linear functions. There is a C independent of the

triangulation T, and the shell thickness € such that

(5.20) [(68" — 0", u" — u!, w" — w!)|y,
+ |(Mh - MI>€h - €I)|7h +e ||(Mh - MI>€h - €I)||Vh

<C 1+€—15%a%h§< > Msbeor+ Y [baslacer + Y \bng)]
a,B,A=1,2 a,f=1,2 a,f=1,2
2
{z [z pat (z (65— 0L + s — ul2.) + o — wfm)
T7€T, Lk=0 a=1,2

1 1/2
DD WIS S I
k=0 a,B=12 a=1,2

Although we see an estimate for the weak (semi) norm |[(M" — M ¢" — ¢! )|y, from this
inequality, we do not know how to interpret it. We therefore can not make any statement on
the accuracy of approximating (M€, £) by the part of the finite element solution (M", €").
We will not pursue this lead, but concentrate on the error estimate for the primary variables.
We assume that for fixed e, the Naghdi model solution has the H? regularity. Under this
assumption, components of the scaled membrane stress tensor and scaled transverse shear
stress vector have the H? regularity. Note that this regularity assumption does not imply
that the H? norm of the model primary solution or H? norm of the scaled membrane stress
and transverse shear stress are uniformly bounded. Instead, it is very likely that when ¢ — 0
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these functions would grow unboundedly in these spaces. We have the following theorem on
the error estimate for the finite element method.

Theorem 5.5. If the Naghdi model solution has the regularity that 05, u, and w® have

finite H® norms, then there is a constant C' that is independent of the triangulation T;, and
the shell thickness €, such that

1(6° = 0" uf — u" w' — w")3,

<C 1+€—1%Xh§< > Msleor+ Y Ibaslacer + Y |b§|270077)]
" B =12 o,B=1,2 a,f=1,2
1/2
{Z hy [Z (0503 - + gl ) + lwll3 -+ D> M3+ ||€m||§,7” :
TET a=1,2 a,B8=1,2 a=1,2

Here (0", u" w") is the primary part of the solution of the finite element model (3.8) with
the finite element space defined by (3.7). The norm || - ||, is defined by (4.16).

Proof. In view of the triangle inequality, we have

||(0E - 0h> ut — uha we — wh)HH}L
<107 = 0" u —ul w —w) |y, + (0" — 0, u" —ul w" —w')a,.
Using the trace inequality (4.8) to the edge terms in the norm [|(6° — 8, u¢ —u'

cf., (4.16), we get

>w€_w1)”7‘im

||(6° —Ol,ue—ul,wg—wI)HHh <(C

1/2
{z e [z (e — a6 — 012 )+ — ]} |

T€T;, k=0,1 a=1,2
For each 7 € T}, we establish that

2
> n2e, — 0L, < OO s,
k=0

2
(5.21) > 2l —ul} < Chljug s
k=0

2
> - 'l < Onful,
k=0
We scale 7 to a similar triangle 7 whose diameter is 1 by the scaling X, = h 'z,. Let
O5(Xa) = 05(xa), Us(Xa) = uf(wa), W(Xa) = w(wa), A(Xa) = a(2a), O5(Xa) = O5(za),
Uj(Xa) = up(za), and W(X,) = w'(zq). It is easy to see that © is the projection of O,
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into P?(7T) in the space L*(T) weighted by \/A(X,). This projection preserves quadratic
polynomials and we have the bound that

1/4
max, @

/
] 1€allor-

(5.22) 161 o7 < [

min, a

For a ©, € H3(T) and any quadratic polynomial p, using inverse inequality, there is a C
depending on the shape regularity of 7 such that

180 = O4lls.r < 100 = plls7 + 1(©a = 1)’ 57 < 10 = Pl + Cll(©a = p)'llo.7-
Therefore, there is a C' depending on the shape regularity of 7 and the ratio max, a/min, a
such that

180 = ©4lls 7 < Cll©a = pllsr ¥ p € PXT).
Using the interpolation operator of [24], we can choose a p € P?(T) and an absolute constant
such that
104 — OLlls7 < ClOa — pllsT < ClOalsr
Scale this estimate from 7T to 7, we obtain the first estimate in (5.21).
If 7 has no edge on the free boundary £F, the second inequality in (5.21) is proved in the

same way. If 7 has one or two edges on the free boundary, in place of the estimate (5.22),
we have that there is a C' depending only on the shape regularity of 7 such that

Uo7 < CllUalli7 ¥V Us € HY(T).

For any p € P?(T), we have

1Ua = Uallsr < 1Ua = plls7 + (Ua = p)'lls7
<||Ua = plls7 + Cl(Ua = ) llo7 < Ua = pllsr + CllUa = plli7 < CllUa = plls.7

Using the interpolation operator of [24] again, we get
|Uo = Ullls7 < ClUuls7-

Here C' only depends on the shape regularity of 7. The second inequality in (5.21) then
follows the scaling from 7 to 7. The third one is the same as the second one with a = 1 or
2.

Finally, we need to show that there exist interpolations M’®# and &¢/® from continuous
piecewise linear functions for M®? and £¢@, respectively, such that

S0 (M = MR MO MU ) < O ST RIMEP

TETH TETH

> (e~ +h2le — R ) <O Y melieel

7€Th T€Th
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This requirement can be met by choosing M’®? and £/ as the nodal point interpolations of
M8 and £°°, respectively. In view of Theorem 5.4, the proof is completed. U

6. HIGHER ORDER FINITE ELEMENTS

The finite element model (3.8) can be defined on finite element spaces of higher order
polynomials. For integer £ > 2, we use discontinuous piecewise degree k polynomials to
approximate the rotation components 6,, use discontinuous piecewise degree k polynomials
with some modifications on elements that have edges on the free boundary £ to approx-
imate the displacement components u, and w, and use continuous piecewise degree k — 1
polynomials for components of the scaled membrane stress tensor M®? and components of
the transverse shear stress vector £%. In view of the interpolation requirements (5.15) and
(5.16), on an element 7 that has one edge on the free boundary, we need to add k polynomials
to P*(7) for the variables u, and w. If an element 7 has two edges on the free boundary,
then we need to add 2k polynomials to P*(7) for the displacement components.

For such higher order finite element methods, we have the following theory. If the Naghdi
model solution has the regularity that #¢, u, and w® have finite norms in H**!, then there is
a constant C' that could be dependent on the shell mid surface, the Lamé coefficients of the
elastic material, the polynomial degree k, and the shape regularity IC of T,, but otherwise
independent of the triangulation and the shell thickness €, such that

1(6° = 0" uf — u", w' — w")s,

1+€_1m§i7d_th+l< Z |F()3\Cﬁ|k,oo;r+ Z |bo¢6|k,oo,'r+ Z |b§|k70077)]

TE
" aBA=1,2 a,8=1,2 a,8=1,2

{Z h2k [Z (0N 2r s + sl Farr) + w7 s
TET a=1,2
1/2
+ Y MR ||sw||i,T” -

«o,f=1,2 a=1,2

<C

With k being raised, the locking effect is further reduced, and accuracy of the finite element

approximation is enhanced.
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APPENDIX

A.1. Consistency of the finite element model. We verify that the solution 8%, u¢, w°*,
M€, £° of the Naghdi model in mixed form (2.10) satisfies the equation of the finite element
model (3.8) in which the test function ¢, v, z, N, 1 can be any piecewise functions of sufficient
regularity, not necessarily polynomials. Under the assumption that the shell material has
constant Lamé coefficients, we have a®?7° l; = @apys|lr = 0. This is due to the fact that
a®P|, = ausl, = 0. On a region 7 C Q, for any vectors ., da, Ua, Va, and &, scalars w and
z, and symmetric tensor M’ the following identities follow from the Green’s theorem (2.2)
directly.

(Al) [aaﬁarpm_(e’ u, w)¢a|ﬁ = - [aﬂma‘rparﬁ(ea u, w)¢a + /a~ aaﬁa'rpm_(e’ u, w)¢anﬁ>

/:aaﬁm—pm‘(eu u, w)beU’Y‘B - / aaﬁm— [pO'T(07 u, w)bl] |5U“/+/ aaﬁoTpr, u, w)nﬁblvﬁ“

7 o7

1
[aaﬁ’yfsfy,yé(’u,, w)E(’an + Ug\a) = —/Claﬁ’yéq/’yﬂﬁ(ua w)va ‘l'/ aaﬁwv’ﬂ;(u’ w)ngva,

T or

/aaﬁTB(eauaw)ﬁazz —/aO‘BTma(e,u,w)z—l—/ a®P75(0, w, w)n,z,

T T or

1
/:Maﬁi(vaw + Uﬁ\a) - - /Ma6|ﬂvoc + s Maﬁnﬁvaa

/faﬁaz N _/£a|az+ §%ngz.
T T or

Using these identities on Q for several times, we write the Naghdi model (2.10) in the
following mixed strong form.

1
(A.2) 3 [—a®"pr15(0, u,w) + kpa®r5(0, u,w)] + €% =0 in Q,

1 (63 Q (63
3 (a2 [pry (8, w, w)b5] |5 — g 5(w, w) + Kpa™’75(0, u, w)be ]

af o o
— M5+ 705 = p* in Q,
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1
- [aaﬁ)\'yp)\’y(e’ u, w)caﬁ . aaﬁ)\’%y)w(’u,’ w)baﬁ — /ﬁuaaﬁTaw(ea u, ’LU)]

3
_ Maﬁbag _ £a|a _ ps in Q,
2 Ay 2 1 ep .
Yap(W, W) — € aqpry M =0, 7,(0,u,w)—¢€ @aagf =01in €,

1
gaaﬁ*vph(e, w, w)ng = r* on 9°°FQ,

1
3 [—a" py (0, w, w)bns + a® My, (w, w)ng| + M Png = ¢* on 07Q,

1
g/@,uao‘ﬁfg(e, w, w)ng + Ny = ¢ on 07 Q,

Uo =0, w=0ond”Q, 6,=0ond"q.

For any piecewise vectors 0, ¢n, Ua, Vs, &, and n,, scalars w and z, and symmetric
tensors M and N'*?, on €, summing up the bilinear forms defined by (3.1), (3.3), and
(3.4), we have

C_L(eauaw; d)v'vvz) + b(M7€7 ¢,U,Z> - b(Nanu H,U,U)) + 62 C(Mvﬁ;Nv 77)
1

- g {/Q [aaﬁ)\’yp)\“{(ev u, w)paﬁ(d)? v, Z) + CLOCB)W”)/)\«{('UJ, w)fyaﬁ(v, z)
h

+Hua°‘57ﬁ(97uaw)Ta(fﬁv’UvZ)]

—[ aaﬁh{[PM((ﬁvvvz)]}[wa]]na _/ aaﬁ/\w{[/)/\'v(evuvw)]}[[gba]]"a

& &y

R LR I P A CR [
5‘0 0

h gh

4 [ [ o (00 2 = 0 g (0, 2] [,
&0

h

+[ [a® oy (0, w, )}, — @M ya (w, w)}] [vs]n,
5

0
h
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* /Dus [aaﬁk'ypky(qu v, Z)béa - aéﬁa%)/ow(va Z)} Usnpg
gh
+ [D . [a“P (0, w, )b, — a®P*V o, (w, w)] vsng
£py

—/ KﬂaaﬁTg(d),’U,Z)wna—/ kpa® 75(0, w, w)zn,
(c/'hDUS (c/'hDUS

_/ a'aﬁkypk'y(¢> v, Z)eoenﬁ - /
EhD gp

h

aaﬁ)\’ypk'y(ea u, w)¢an6 }

+ / [Maﬁf)/aﬁ(vv Z) + gaTa(d)’ v, Z)]
Qp,

(M*Pngu, + £142)
S

~ /5 (MO Hvaln, + € D) /

cDU
h 5h

- / [Naﬁfyaﬁ(uv w) + naTa(ev u, w)}
Qp,

(N nguq + n*naw)

+ / (VoL + " Hwln.) + /

cDUS
(‘:h gh

1
+ 62/ (CLQQWJM’Y&NQB + —aagﬁo‘nﬁ) .
Qn K
Using the identities (A.1) on every element 7 € Ty, we rewrite the above form as

(A3) a(0,u,w;d,v,2) +bM, & p,v,2) —bN,1m;0,u,w) + € (M, &N, n)
1

=3 /Q [—ao‘ﬁ)‘”’p,\ww(e, w,w) + l'i,uaaBTg(e, u,w) + 350‘} o
h

1 o
+ g ~ {Cﬂﬁ)\fy [p)m/(ev u, w)bf:] |5 - aaﬁ)\ﬁb}/k’ﬂﬁ(uv w) + ’%IU’CLA/BTB(Ov u, w)bw
Qp,

—3M*|5 4 3876 } v

1
+ —[ [a®" pry (0, w, w)cas — a® Ty (W, w)bas — Kpa®’745(6, u, w)
Qp,

—3M* g — 36%a] 2

1
+/ [Yap(u, w) — € aag,\yM’\V] NP 4 / [Ta(e, u, w) — € @aagfﬁ ne
QO Q
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1 1
-3 /g]g aaﬁAv{pM(qb, v, z)]}[[@a]]nﬁ + 3 /52 GQBM[[,O,\V(B, u, w)]]nﬁ{[%]}

_ %/go kpa®{r5(8,v, 2)Hw],., + %/ kpa®[15(6, w, w)],, {2}

0
h 5h

+ % /g;g [a® Y pry (@, v, 2) 10, — ™ yar (v, 2)}] [us]n,

1

- g /go [aaﬁky [[p)\'y(eﬁ u, w)]]ngbi - a(wcw [h/ory(’u'a w)]]ng} {['Ué]}

1 N .
"3 /DUS [a 6Mﬂ>\7(¢> v, Z)bi —a” "Yan (0, Z)} usng
gh

1

73 / [0 pxy (8, 1, w)bg, — a”* Ty (w, w)] w5
5h

1

1
- —/ muaaﬁm(d),v,z)wna—l——/ kpa® 75(0, w, w)zn,
3 Jepus 3 Jer

1

1
_ 5[ aaBMpM((ﬁ, v, z)@ang + §/~ aaﬁ/\'pr(e, u, w)qbang
Ep ESVF

)

(ML e + [T ) + [ (Mg + €°na2)

0
h gh

+ / (Mol + 0" Hwln.) + /

&9 Epus

(N nguq + n*naw) .

Since there is no jump in the Naghdi model solution 6%, u¢, w®, M* £°, in view of the defi-
nitions (3.2) and (3.1) we have a(6°, u¢, ws; ¢, v, 2) = a(6°, u, w<; @, v, z) for any piecewise
(¢, v, z). We therefore have that for any piecewise regular test function (¢, v, z)

a’(ee? uE? we; ¢7 v? Z) + b(‘ME’ EE; ¢7 v’ Z) - b(N’ n; 05’ ue’ wE) _l— 62 C(‘ME7 66; N’ T’)
- 9(069 ,u’67 ,we; ¢7 v, Z) + b(ME> 657 ¢)7 v, Z) - b(N> n; 05) ,u'Ea wE) + 62 C(Mea EE;Na 77)
= (fi,v,2).
The linear form (f; ¢, v, z) is defined by (3.5). The last equation follows from comparing

(A.3) with the strong form of the Naghdi model (A.2). This verifies the consistency of the
finite element model (3.8) with the Naghdi shell model (2.10).
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A.2. Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and Theorem 2.2. For completeness, we include the proofs
for results on the asymptotic analysis in the in the abstract setting.

Proof of Theorems 2.1. In view of equation (2.13), we have (f,v) — (Au®, Av)y = 0 Vv €
ker B. Thus there is a unique ¢ € W* such that (f,v) — (Au®, Av)y = (¢, Bv). Subtracting
(Au®, Av) from both sides of the equation (2.12) and using the fact that Bu® = 0, we have

E(Au —u), Av)y + (B(u® — u°), Bv)sw = €2(¢, Bv) Vv € H.
This problem is in the form that was analyzed in [12] and [26]. By Theorem 2.1 of [26], we
have
[A(u = u®) o + e |Bully + [ € my Bu = Cllw 2= [ICllwseqryes

The conclusion of the theorem them follows from the fact that limc o [[C[[y- i) = 0 [5],
and || € ? - But — (|lw+ = || € ? Bu® — M| Here M = j[W*%ﬁ]C. O
Proof of Theorem 2.2. The second inequality is obvious. To prove the first inequality, we first
assume that W is dense in V. Then V* is dense in W*, and we have (e V*NW*)* = ¢ ' V+W
[5]. We also see from the definition (2.16) that |¢|; = ||mvq|lw+. Here my : V' — V* is the
inverse of Riesz representation. For any (u,p) € H x V, we let (f,g) € H* x V* be the
corresponding right hand side functional in the equation (2.15). We write u = u; 4+ uy and
p = p1 + pa, With (uy, py) solving

a(ubv) + b(vapl) = <f>'U> Voe H>

b(ur,q) — € c(p1,q) =0 Vg€V,
while (uz, p2) solves
a(ug,v) +b(v,p2) =0 Yov e H,

b(us, q) — € c(p2,q) = (g,q) Vg€ V.
It can be shown that |ui||g + [p1]y + € ||p1llv < C||fllg= [1]. This is to say
|a(u, v) +b(v, p)|

[0l =

(A.4) uill g + [p1ly + €ellpillv < C’sug
ve

From the first equation of the above second system, we see that |ps|y < ||ual/g. Let ugp € H
be an element such that ||ug|| g = || Buol|lw. We write

(9,9) = (ivg,q) = (Buo, q) + (ivgi, q) = b(uo, q) + (g1, 9)-

We thus have
a(ug — ug, v) + b(v, p2) = —a(ug,v) Y v eU,

b(uz — o, q) — € c(p2,q) = (g1,q) VqeV.
Taking v = us — ug and g = p, in this equation, and sum, we have

[us — wo|3 + € |p2llt = —aluo, u2 — uo) — (€ ivg, €p2).
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Using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get

s — wollir + €llp2llv < Clluo|lar + € |livar v

Thus

luzllz + [paly + € lIp2llv < Cllluoller + € livarllv) < CIBuollw + €™ llivallv)-

Since this is valid for any decomposition of g, we get

(A5) ualle + [p2lv + €llp2llv < Cllivgllwserv = llivgllweneve)-

B (ivg, Tvq) B (9.9)
= sup =sup ——m———.
gev |mvallw- +ellmvallve qev laly + €llallv

It follows from (A.4) and (A.5) that when W is dense in V' for any (u,p) € H x V we have

b —b 2
(A.6) lulla + [Pl + €llplly < C sup a(u, v) +b(v, p) — blu, q) + € c(p, Q).
(v,q)eHxV ]|z + |gl + € ||lg]lv

If W is not dense in V, we let W be the closure of W in V, and decompose V orthogonally
asV =Wa W', Then any ¢ € V can be written as ¢ = qw + ¢q. such that gy € W and
— 1
qr € W. We have b(v,q) = b(v,qw) and |qly = |awly and [l|[{, = [lawl} + [lqL [ For
any u € H and p € V, it follows from (A.6) that

Thus

lullz + ol + €llpllv < Cllulla + lpwly + ellpwllv +€llpLllv)

b —b 2
<C swp a(u,v) + b(v, pw) — b(w, qw) + € c(pw, qw) CCelpely
ve H,qw €W vl + law |y + € llaw [lv
<C sup a(u,v) + b(v, pw) — b(u, qw) + € c(pw, gw) + € c(p1, q1)
 seHaweW.g W [oller + lawl + € llaw |lv + €llgv]lv
<0 sup UV Eb©P) —blu,q) +clp,a)
veH g€V o]l + laly + €llallv



