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Abstract

This paper analyzes a two-level algorithm for the weak Galerkin (WGQG) finite
element methods based on local Raviart-Thomas (RT) and Brezzi-Douglas-Marini
(BDM) mixed elements for two- and three-dimensional diffusion problems with Dirich-
let condition. We first show the condition numbers of the stiffness matrices arising
from the WG methods are of O(h™2). We use an extended version of the Xu-Zikatanov
(XZ) identity to derive the convergence of the algorithm without any regularity as-

sumption. Finally we provide some numerical results.
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1 Introduction

Let @ ¢ R? (d = 2,3) be a bounded polyhedral domain. Consider the following

diffusion problem:
—div(aVu) = f inQ,
v = 0 on 01,

(1.1)

where @ € [L>(Q)]9*¢ is a given symmetric positive-definite permeability tensor, f €

L2(Q).
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The weak Galerkin(WG) finite element method was first introduced and analyzed by
Wang and Ye [32] for general second order elliptic problems and later developed by their
research group in [37, 38 B4, [39], 36, 33, B5]. It is designed by using a weakly defined
gradient operator over functions with discontinuity. The method, based on local Raviart-
Thomas (RT) elements [40] or Brezzi-Douglas-Marini (BDM) elements [I§], allows the
use of totally discontinuous piecewise polynomials in the finite element procedure, as is
common in discontinuous Galerkin methods [3] and hybridized discontinuous Galerkin
methods [22]. As shown in [32] B7, 38, 34, [36], the WG method also enjoys an easy-to-
implement formulation that inherits the physical property of mass conservation locally
on each element. We note that when a in (L)) is a piecewise-constant matrix, the WG
method, by introducing the discrete weak gradient as an independent variable, is equivalent
to some hybridized version of the corresponding mixed RT or BDM method [2, 18] (cf.
Remark 2.T]).

As one knows, multigrid methods are among the most efficient methods for solving
linear algebraic systems arising from the discretization of partial differential equations. By
now, the research of the multigrid methods for second order elliptic problems has reached
a mature stage in some sense (see [B] [6l [7, 8] O] 10, 1T}, 12 29, 4T, 42| [43], 44 [45] 46] and
the references therein). Especially, Xu, Chen, and Nochetto [46] presented an overview
of the multigrid methods in an elegant fashion. For the model problem (L)), Brenner
[14] developed an optimal order multigrid method for the lowest-order Raviart-Thomas
mixed triangular finite element. The algorithm and the convergence analysis are based
on the equivalence between Raviart-Thomas mixed methods and certain nonconforming
methods. In [28] Gopalakrishnan and Tan analyzed the convergence of a variable V-cycle
multigrid algorithm for the hybridized mixed method for Poisson problems. Following the
same idea, Cockburn et al. [23] analyzed the convergence of a non-nested multigrid V-
cycle algorithm, with a single smoothing step per level, for one type of HDG method. One
may refer to [13] 14} [15] 17, 24, 25 27, 30, 31] for multigrid algorithms for nonconforming
and DG methods.

This paper is to analyze a two-level algorithm for the WG methods. We show the
condition numbers of the WG systems are of O(h~2). We follow the basic ideas of [45]
46, 19] to establish an extended version of the Xu-Zikatanov (XZ) identity [45], and then

derive the convergence of the algorithm without any regularity assumption.



The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2] introduces the WG methods.
Section B analyzes the conditioning of the WG systems. Section 4] describes the two-level
algorithm, and analyzes its convergence. Section [ provides some numerical experiments

to verify our theoretical results.

2 Weak Galerkin finite element method

2.1 Preliminaries and Notations

Throughout this paper, we shall use the standard definitions of Sobolev spaces and
their norms([T]), namely, for an arbitrary open set, D, of R? and any nonnegative integer

S,

H*(D) := {veL*D):0w e L*D),V|a| < s},

1

2

lolls,p = (Z IviD> vl ¢=<Z fD|6%|2> :
0<j<s lal=j

al=j
We use (-,-)p and (-, -)gp to denote the standard L? inner products on L?(D) and L?(0D),

NI

respectively, and use |||, and ||-||5p to denote the norms induced by (-,-)p and (-, -)ap,
respectively. In particular, ||-|| abbreviates |||,

Let Tj be a regular triangulation of €. For any T € T, we denote by hp the diameter
of T and set h := jrpea?)_; hr. We denote by F}, the set of all faces of Tp,.

We introduce some mesh-dependent inner products and mesh-dependent norms as

follows. We define (-, -}, : L?(F;,) x L?(F;,) — R by

o= 3 br [ VA e (R (2.1)

and () : [L3(Q) x L*(Fp)] x [L*(Q) x L*(Fp)] — R by
((uy N), (0, )i = (u,0)q + O\ i, V(u, N), (v, 1) € L2(Q) x LA(Fp). (2.2)

With a little abuse of notations, we use [|-||, to denote the norms induced by the inner
products (-, )y and (-, -)p, i.e.,
1
lalln = )i Vi € L*(Fn), (2:3)
3 2 2\ 2
Il = (@) )i = (Il + ), V(o) € LAQ) x LA(F). (2.4)
We also need the following elementwise norm and seminorms: for any u € L?(Fp,),

1
lellnor = h lullor
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\ulf o7 = ht lw—me(wllyy  with  mp(p) = ﬁ > ﬁ S s

and

il = (Y 1l or)?, (2.5)

TeT,
where Fr denotes the set of all faces of T', and |F'| denotes the (d-1)-dimensional Hausdorff

measure of F.
Throughout this paper, z < y (x 2 y) means z < Cy (x > Cy), where C' denotes a
positive constant that is independent of the mesh size h. The notation x ~ y abbreviates

2.2 Weak Galerkin formulations
We first introduce two spaces:
Vi = {vn € L3(Q) :vp|r € V(T), VT € Tp},
MpP = {up € L*(F) : up|lrp € M(F), YF € Fp, pin|on = 0},
where V(T') and M (F') denote two local finite dimensional spaces.
For T € T, let W(T) be a local finite dimensional subspace of [L?(T)]%. Then,
following [32], we introduce the discrete weak gradient V., : L?(T) x L?*(0T) — W(T)

defined by
Vo (v, 1) = Vigv + Vo, ¥(v, ) € L*(T) x L*(9T), (2.6)

where Vi v, V? 1 € W (T) satisfy, for any q € W (T),

(Vv @)r = —(v,div @)r, (2.7)

(Vort, @)1 = (1,q - n)or. (2.8)
The WG method for problem (L)) reads as follows([32]): Seek (up,An) € Vi, x M}
such that
an((uns An)s (Vs 1)) = (f,vn)e, ¥(vn, pn) € Vi x My, (2.9)
where
an((un; An), (Vn, i) := (@V o (un, An), Vo (Un, pin) )02
For any set D, we denote by P;(D) the set of polynomials of degree < j on D. This

paper considers two type of WG methods [32] which are based on local RT and BDM

mixed elements, respectively:



Type 1. V(T) = Pi(T), M(F) = P(F), W(T) = [Py(T)]* + Py(T)z.
Type 2. V(T) = P1(T), M(F) = P(F), W(T) = [P(T)}? (k > 1).
Remark 2.1. When a is a piecewise constant matriz, we can show that the two type of
WG methods are equivalent to the hybridized version of the corresponding mized RT and
BDM method ([2, [18]) respectively. In fact, by introducing the vector pp := aV .y (up, Ap)

and the space Wy, == {q, € [L>(Q)]|? : qulr € W(T)}, it’s straightforward that the WG
scheme ([2.9) is equivalent to the following problem: Seek (pp,un, A\n) € Wi, x Vi x M,

such that
(@ 'pn,an)a+ Y (up, divgn)r — Y (Mn,qn-mar = 0,
TeT, TETh
— > (vn, divpp)r = (f,vn)a,
TeT
> (pn-m,pp)or = 0
TET

hold for all (qn,vp, un) € Wiy X Vi X M,g. This scheme is no other than the hybridized
version of the RT mized element method (cf. (1.18) in [2]) or the BDM mized method (cf.
(1.13) in [18)).

In the following we give an operator form and a matrix form of the WG discretization
@3). Let {¢;:i=1,2,...,M} CVyand {n; : i =1,2,...,N} C M} be nodal bases for
Vi, and MY, respectively. Denote by 4y, 7, € RM the vectors of coefficients of uy, vy, in
the {¢;}-basis, and by b, fin € RN the vectors of coefficients of A, yp, in the {n; }-basis,
respectively.

Define the operators Cp, : V), — Vi, By : Vi, — M}?, B}; : M,g — Vi, Dy, : M,? — M,g,

and the matrices By, € RN*M ) € RM*XM ' D, ¢ RNXN respectively by

Chuh,vh Q0 = anUuh, Viv?}h Q =: ﬁTCh?NJh, Vuh,vh S Vh,

h
<Bhuh,)\h>h = (aViuuh,Vs’U)\h)Q = (uh,Bz)\h)Q = QNLZB?;X;“ Yup € Vi, A\, € MO,
(Dndn ) = (@V A, Vo un)a =: N DF fin, YA, i € M.

Let Ay : Vp, x M}? — Vi x M,OL and A, € RIMHN)X(M+N) 1,6 defined by

N Up,
(An(uns M), (hs 1n))n = an((un, An), (Vs pn)) = (@5, M) An | (2.10)
Kn
for any (up, M), (Un, pin) € Vi x MP. Then we have
C, Bt Cn BF
A= " ), A= T ) (2.11)
By Dy By Dy,



and the WG discretization ([2.9]) is equivalent to the following system: Seek (up,A\n) €
Vi, x M ,g such that
Ap(un, An) = by, (2.12)

with by, := (f5,0) and fj, € V} denoting the standard L?—orthogonal projection of f onto
Vi.

3 Conditioning of WG methods

In what follows we assume 7}, to be a quasi-uniform triangulation. We recall that |||,
Ilns I-lls 4115 675 and |-[n,67 are defined in Subsection 211

We first present a basic estimate as follows.

Lemma 3.1. For any up € M}?, it holds

lenll, < Tpnln- (3.1)
Proof. See Appendix [Al O
For any simplex T', define
M(9T) := {u € L*(9T) : p|r € M(F), for each face F of T}.
The following lemma gives some basic estimates of weak gradients.

Lemma 3.2. For any any T € Ty, and (v,u) € V(T) x M(9T), it holds

HVZUHT ~ bl (3.2a)

(N7 e e 1 P (3.20)

IVwlv, e ~ hz' v =mr@ly + |ulhor- (3.2c)

Proof. See Appendix [Bl O

In view of Lemmas B.IH3.2] we have the following conclusion.

Theorem 3.1. For any (vp, up) € Vi X MY, it holds

1 hs 1)1l S an((Was n), (O ) S B2 (0, ) |17 (3.3)



Proof. From ([B.2d) it follows

IV (o i) I* ~ D b lon = mr(un)llz + |unli-

TETh
Since
1 1 e
mrGu)| < 7 3 I [l ST linlar
FeFr F
we have

1
ma(ua)llr S by lnllor < Nl or

which, together with Lemmas B.IH3.2] implies

lonl? S S {llon — mr ()3 + o Gan) 13}

TET,
2 2
S > o = ma(un)liF + sl
TET,
2
S > o = ma(un)liF + lunlz-
TET,

A combination of (B1), (3:4]) and (B.0) yields
[ hs )7 = Nlonll? + lenlli S an((vn, 1), (i in))-

On the other hand, it holds

an((ns ), s 1)) S | Van|? + ([ Vwpn]?
S R ol + A7 |psll; by B23) and (B2B)

SO (N1
The estimates ([B.7)-(3.8]) lead to the desired result ([B.3]).

Theorem 3.2. It holds

an((vn, 1), (Vns 1)) < 5 2

~

sup
(vh,uh)EVh XMS ||(’Uh, lu’h)Hi
In addition,
g an(Vn, tn), (Vn, fin))
nn)€Vix MY | (vns )1,
holds if h is sufficiently small.

<1

(3.6)

(3.8)

(3.10)



Proof. Given vy, € Vj,, from Lemma [B.2] it follows

ah((vmo)? (Ufho)) ~h? ”UhHQ ) (3'11)

which implies (3.9)).
Let s be the smallest eigenvalue of problem (L)) with f = su and let ug € HZ(Q) be

the corresponding eigenvector function. Then it holds
IV uol® ~ s [|uo|* - (3.12)

In the analysis below, we shall denote by C' a positive constant that is independent of
the mesh size h and may take a different value at its each occurrence.

We define (vp,, up) € Vi, X M}? by

Uh|T = mT(uo), VTEE,
plr = 5 Jpuwo, VE € F

By the definition of mp(-) it is easy to see

mr(un) = — Py 77 L= matuo). (313)

Standard scaling arguments yield
luo = mr(uo)lly < Prluolir, (3.14)
1
ln = ma(u)llor < hpluol,r- (3.15)

Thus, in view of ([B.14)) and ([B.12) we have

1
2 2 2 2
Jonll = 3 ()l > 3 {5 ol = luo = o)}

TeTh TeT,
2
2 > {luolls — Ch3fuof? 1 } (3.16)
TeTh

2 (1= sCh?) [|uo|*,
which, together with (3I5]) and (B.13]), further implies

S ( e (an) 27— Il —meh)uaT)

TET,
2
2> hrllmr ()l — Ch2luolf o
TETh (3.17)
2
2 Y Imr(uo)lly — Chluoli o
TET,

> (1= sCh?) |luoll”.



On the other hand, from the definition ([2.5]) and the estimate (.15 it follows

[l < Tuol10- (3.18)

Therefore, it holds
ah((’l)h,,uh),(vh,,uah)) ~ va(v]%/j/h)uz
2 2
[1(ons )l 1(on, ) |I7

lunl?
—_—— (by B.2d))
Uh Hhllp
o ll* + llnll;

2
S (1 5012 o] (by (B.16) and B.17))
2
< 8 ||uo|
~ (1= sCh?) [luolf?
<_ 5
~1—sCh?’

(by (B13))

which indicates the inequality (B.10) immediately. O
In light of Theorems B} 3.2 it’s straightforward to derive the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let A, be the operator defined by (2.10), then it holds
K(An) Sh2 (3.19)

where k(Ap) = i:::((ﬁ:))’ with Amaz(An), Amin(Ap) denoting the largest and smallest

eigenvalues of Ay, respectively. Further more, it holds

k(Ap) = O(h™3?) (3.20)
if h is sufficiently small.

Remark 3.1. Let Ay, be the stiffness matriz of ap(-,-) defined by (ZI0), then we easily
have k(Ap) ~ Kk(Ap) = O(h™2).
4 Two-level algorithm

In this section, we analyze a two-level algorithm for the discrete system (212]). For

the sake of clarity, our description is in operator form.



4.1 Algorithm definition
Set
Vi = {0 € HY(Q) : T|r € PUT), VT € Ty} (4.1)
We first define the prolongation operator Iy, : ‘N/h — Vi, x M }? as follows: for any vy, € TN/h,
Loy, = (Iiih,fgﬂh) €V, x M} satisfies
fT I}iﬂhv = fT vpv, Yo € V(T), VT €Ty,
fFIZiFh,U, = fFith, V,U,EM(F), VF € Fp.

Then define the adjoint operator, I}, of Ij, by

(I8 (vn, 1), Tn)e2 = (Vs fn)s nh )iy (0, pin) € Vi X MY, Y0, € V.

Define .;lvh : ‘7h — Vh by
(Antin, 0n)a == (aVin, Vip)a, Vi, 0 € V. (4.2)

Remark 4.1. By the definition of I, it’s trivial to verify that V ,Ipv, = Vu,, Yoy, € V.

Thus we have the following important relationship:
Ap = IE AL, (4.3)

—~ o~ ~ —~ 1 —
Let Ry : Vi — Vi, be a good approximation of A,  and define Rht by
/—vtN - ~ —~ . — ~
(Rh Un,Up)a = (tn, RpUp)a, Yun, vp € V.
Let Ry, : Vi % M,OL — Vi % M}? be a good approximation of .A;l. and let R} : Vj, x M,OL —
Vi, X M,g be defined by

(R}, (wny M) (Ohs 1)) = (s M) s R (Vhs 1))y ¥ (wns An), (Vns i) € Viy x My,

Using the above operators, we define an ingredient operator By, : V}, x M,OL — Vp X M}?

as follows:

Algorithm 1. For any by, € Vi, x M}, define Bpbp, = (v, ut) by
1. Smooth: (vi,u}) == Rpbp,
2. Correct: (v}, 7)== (v}, th) + IR T (bn — An(v}, ),
3. Corvect: (5,1 = (0}, 2) + o T (o — An(0? ),
(U 117,) = (vis, p13) + R, (bn — An (v}, 1))
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We are now in a position to present the two-level algorithm for the system (2.12)).

Algorithm 2. Set (u),\?) = (0,0),
for j =1,2,... till convergence
(uh,, M) = (uf L M)+ Bulbn — Ap(uf, L ATY).

end

4.2 Convergence analysis

At first, we introduce some abstract notations. Let X be a finite dimensional Hilbert
space with inner product (-,-) and its induced norm |[-||. For any linear SPD operator
A : X — X, the notation (+,-)4 := (A-,-) defines an inner product on X and we denote

by ||| 4 the norm induced by (-,-)4. Let B : X — X be a linear operator with

| Bz||
B4 == sup 4.
0#zeX ||~’U||A

From the definition of B} in Algorithm [I] we easily obtain the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. It holds
—~t —
I—BpA, = —REANI — IRy ITLARN T — IRy IEAR) (T — RiAp). (4.4)

It’s trivial to verify that I — By Ay, is symmetric semi-positive definite with respect to

the inner product (-, )4, , and thus it follows A,q (BpAp) < 1 and
I — BhAhHAh =1— A\pin(BrAp). (4.5)
Now we introduce the symmetrizations of R and 7,27“ ie.

Rn = RL+Rn—RLARY, (4.6)
Ry = Rp +Rp—Ry ALRn, (4.7)
and make the following assumption.

Assumption I. The operators Ry, and 7’22 are such that

11 =RpAnl,, < 1, (4.8)

HI—R?MT,L( < 1L (4.9)

A

11



Remark 4.2. It follows from [&X)) that Ry, is SPD with respect to the inner product (-, ).
Then it follows from
Ry =RL(R,' + Ryt — Aw)Ry

that R,:t + Rgl — Ay, is SPD with respect to the inner product (-,-). Similarly, Rxh and

t o~—1
Ry +Rp — Ay are both SPD with respect to the inner product (-,)q.

Following the basic idea of the X-Z identity ([45],]20],[19]), we have the following

ingredient theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Under Assumption [, B, is a SPD operator with respect to the inner
product (-,-)n, and, for any (up, A\p) € Vi, x MY, it holds

(By,  (un, An), (wns M)

: ~ |2 ~ 112 (4.10)
= inf Uhy Uh +Rt ApIpop |51 + [|op||—=—1 .
(vn,n)+1nVp=(un,An) H( tn) h HR” | HRh '
(Vh ) EVR X M) T €V,
Further more, it holds the following extended X-Z identity:
1—-B 1
1 = BrAnlla, =1 - 4 (4.11)
where
. ~ 112 ~ 112
K= sup inf Ony i) + REAR DO |51 + ||0n|7=—1 . (4.12
ll(ur, AR )|ay, =1 (O pn)H VR =(un,An) H( ) 4 HRh | ||Rh ' ( )

(VR n ) EVa X MY TR €V,

Proof. The desired results follow from a trivial modification of the proof of the X-Z identity
in [19]. For completeness we sketch the proof of this theorem. We note that Vi ¢ Vi x M?
means the corresponding spaces here are nonnested.

Denote X, := (Vj, x M) x Vi, and define the inner product [+, -] on X}, by
((@,b), (e, d)] = (a, O + (b, ), ¥(a,b), (c,d) € X

Introduce the operator Il : X, — Vj % M}? and its adjoint operator H';L Vi X M}? — Xp

with
I, = (1), i.e. Iy(a,b) = a+ Ipd for any (a,b) € Xp,
mo— [ 1) e ma=| ¢ ) Vi, x MY
P = | e Mha= ) or any a € Vi, x M.
I; I;a

Obviously, we have (II,a,b), = [a, [1'b], Va € X},,Vb € V}, x M,?.

12



Now define

—1
=~ Ap Ay ’B/\i ' R,:l 0

: —~ -1
IﬁAh IﬁAhIh IﬁAh R

and denote by Z/)vh the diagonal of :471
For any by € Vj x M}?, set
wy = Byl by,

t

wo = w1+ th (Hth — ./ivhwl).

Then it holds I wy = HhZfS’;H’;lbh, where

=t = =t

By, := By, + By, — By, AyBy.
It’s easy to verify that IIpwy = Bpby, which yields
By, = I, B,IT,. (4.13)

Denoting 7/?,71 := diag(Ry, 7/?,71), we have

= ——t=-t =—=-1 == ==

where 7’€vh = 7’22 + 7’22 — @Yf)vhkvh By (43]) we also have 7’22 :_diag(R_h, RTh) From
Remark [£2] it follows that 7/?,71 is SPD with respect to [-,-]. Thus 1/371 is SPD with respect
to [,]. Then from Theorem 1 in [19] and (£I3]) it follows

-1

By M(un, M), (wny A))n = inf  [By  wp, wp). (4.14)
Mpwp=(un,An)
’whEXh
In view of
=1 ~——1~—="l—t—-t I o\=""'(1 RE AR,
B, =B, RiRn RpbB, = Rp ,
IﬁAth I 0 I

the identity (£I0) follows immediately from (4I4]). The extended X-Z identity (AII)) is

just a trivial conclusion from (Z.I0]). O

13



We define the operator Py : M,g — f/h as follows. For any A\, € M,?, P\, satisfies

- mr(An)
Ppyap(x) = > TE%T, for each interior vertex x of Tj,
TEwe TEwg
Ppyp(x) = 0, for each vertex x € 012,

where the set wg := {T € Tj, : x is a vertex of T'}.

As for the operator P}, we have the following important estimates.

Lemma 4.2. For any (up, \p) € Vi, X M, it holds

|@=1PA]| S Al M), (4.15)
un = T PudR]| S Bl Cuns An)ll g, » (4.16)

which further indicate
[(uny An) = InPudnlly, S Bl (uns An) |l 4, - (4.17)

Proof. We denote by wrp the set {T" € Tj, : T and T share a vertex} and by N (T') the

set of all vertexes of T'. Since
2
hT HI;)LPh)\h — mT()\h)HaT
< b |[Pudn — mr () |37

Sh Y [Pan(@) — mr())?

xEN(T) (4.18)
ShE Y > imaz, (An) — m, (An)]?
xeN(T) Ty, Ts Ewe

Ty and Ts share a same face
2 2
S hT E ‘)‘h’h,aT“
T’ €wr

we have

2
hr H(I - I;liPh)AhHaT < by [, — mr (W) |57 + hr HleiPhAh - mT(Ah)H

Shg > alhor

T'€wr

Then the estimate ([AI5]) follows immediately from (3.2d).

2
oT

On the other hand, since
i 2
12, Pu X — ma (M) || < 1 Padn — me (M) |17
< hr [[Pudn = mr () [[57

Shr Y alhors (by @13))

T'€wr

14



it holds

Huh — IhPh)‘hHT Huh — mT()\h)HT + HIhPh)‘h — mT )\h HT

S llun —mr(An) HT Z hT|>\h|h T+

T'€wr
Then the estimate (£16]) also follows immediately from (B.2d]).
Finally, the result (£.1I7) is a trivial conclusion from ([@.I5]) and ([£.I6)). O
Lemma 4.3. For any (up, \p) € Vi, X M, it holds
InPaAnll 4, = 1Pa ARl 2 S 1 (uns An)ll 4, - (4.19)

Proof. The relation [[InPpAn|l 4, = HPh)‘hH,Th follows from ([.3]). It suffices to prove the
inequality of (4I9]). Since
|Pudnlir = [Padn — mr ()l 7
S hp? | Pudn — mr(An)|> (by inverse estimate)

< BN | Pudn — mr () |27

< > Pulior (by (EIN))
T ewr
we have
[1PaARll 7 ~ [PaAnlige S [Anln
which, together with ([8:2d), implies the desired conclusion. ]

Assumption II. The smoother Ry, : V, x M,g — V), x M,g is SPD with respect ro (-,-)p,
and satisfies
o(RrAr) C (0,1}, (4.20)
where o(RpAp) denotes the set of all eigenvalues of Ry Ap. What’s more, for any (up, Ap) €
Vi, x MY?, it holds
1 An) =1 < CrAmaz (An) [ (s A1l (4.21)

where Ry, is the symmetrization of Ry, and Cr denotes a positive constant.

. —1
Amazl(Ah)I , then it holds Ry, ~ = A2, (An)(2Amaz (An) —

Ap)~L. In this case it is obvious that Cr = 1. If we take Ry, to be the symmetric Gauss-

Remark 4.3. If we take Ry, =

Seidel smoother, then Cg is a bounded positive constant independent of the mesh size

h.
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Remark 4.4. Suppose Assumption [[1] holds, then the relation I — Ry A = (I —RpAp)?
leads to o(I — RpAp) C [0,1) and it follows ||I _R_hAhHAh < 1.

Lemma 4.4. Under Assumption [[I}, for any (up, \) € Vi, x MY, it holds
IRinAn(un, An)llzg =1 < [ (uns An)llLa, - (4.22)
Proof. Denoting Sy, := RpAp and thanks to
Ri = 2Ry — RuAnRiy = (28, — SPA; L,

we have

HRh-Ah(uha)\h)H;—h*l = (R "R A, An), R An(n, )
= (An(2Sn — S7) 7 Sk (uns An)s RiAn (uny An))n (4.23)

= (Sn(28n — i)™ Snluns An)s (un,s A)) 4y
which, together with the fact that Sy, is SPD with respect to (-, -) .4, and the inequality

t(2t —t3H) 7t < 1,t € (0,1],
yields the desired estimate (4.22)). O

Finally, we state the following convergence theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Under Assumptions [HIT|, it holds

1
I = BrAn)lla, <1 =2 (4.24)
where
1
K< |1+Cr+ —— (4.25)
1— HI —RLA ‘ _
il b
Proof. For any (up, A\p) € Vi, x M}, set
U = PpAn,  (Uns ptn) = (up, Ap) — Ip0p,
we then obtain
| (vn, pn) + Rh-AhIhth?z—h*I N H(Uhaﬂh)H?z—h*l + HRh-AhIhﬁhH?R—h*l
S H(Uhaﬂh)H?z—h—l + 11nTn1%, (by (@.22))
S H(Uhaﬂh)H?z—h—l + (s An) Iy, (by (419))

< CrAmaz (An) | (wns ) I, + (s A%, (by Assumption [T)

S (1+Cr) [[(un, M)y,
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where, in the last inequality, we have used the estimate (ZI7)) and the fact Ayqe (Ap) ~ h =2
derived from Theorems B.IH3.2l Similar to (4], we have

Ap,
and it follows

~ 1 ~ 112 1 ~ 12
thH;—l <————[ull5 = — |0n 5%

Rn )\min(RhAh) An 1-— HI — RLALI An

Ap,
1
——— ||, M) %, (by (EI9))
1 — HI Rh.A ‘

h

Therefore, we have

|(vn, pen) + RhAhIhah”%*l + ”fﬁhﬂ%fl
1

<(1+4+Cr+
1-— HI—Rh-Ah _
Ap,

) [ (uns An) 1%,

which implies

~ 112 ~ 2

sup inf Ony i) + RE AR |1 + [|Un]|2——1

Nl (s Al 4, =1 (Vnottn )+ Tn0p=(tp,An) H( Lo " HRh | HRh
(Vhotn ) EVi X MP T EV,

1 )

S(l-{-CR—i—l_HI_RTh;GL N
h

As a result, the desired estimate ([@24]) follows from the extended X-Z identity (£I1]) in
Theorem (4.1 O

Remark 4.5. In our analysis, we do not use any reqularity assumption of the model
problem (I1l). Thus our theory applies to the case that (1) doesn’t have full elliptic

reqularity. However, if 7f2vh is construted by standard multigrid methods, as shown in [8]-

[10], the lack of full requalrity will affect the convergence rate ‘ I— RTh./Th‘ —

h

5 Numerical experiments

This section reports some numerical results in two space dimensions to verify our
theoretical results. For the model problem (LI, we set a € R?*2 to be the identity
matrix, = (0,1) x (0,1) and we shall use the Type 2 WG method (kK = 1). When

given a coarse triangulation 7, we produce a sequence of uniformly refined triangulations

17



{T; :i=0,1,...,5} (cf. Figure[dfor 7y and 77) by a simple procedure: 7;1; is obtained

by connecting the midpoints of all edges of 7; for j =0,1,2,3,4.
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Figure 1: To (left) and 771 (right)

0.6

0.8

In our first experiment, we compute the smallest eigenvalue A, (Ap), the largest

eigenvalue Az (Ap) and the condition number k(Ay) of the stiffness matrix Ay, on each

triangulation 7; and list them in Table [l The results imply x(Ap) ~ x(Ap)

which is conformable to Theorem [B.3]

Table 1: Condition numbers of Ay, at different triangulations

To T T2 T3 Ta Ts
Amin(Ap) | 0.55 | 0.28 | 0.075 | 0.019 | 0.0048 | 0.0012
Amaz(Ap) | 27.63 | 33.31 | 33.46 | 33.47 | 33.47 | 33.47
k(Ap) | 50.1 | 121.1 | 444.8 | 1746.7 | 6954.6 | 27792

= O(h_2)7

In our second experiment, for each triangulation 7;, we set 7;, = 7T; and take Ry to

~  —1
be the m-times symmetric Gauss-Seidel iteration with Ry, = A;, . We are to solve the

problem Apx = b, where b is a zero vector, In order to verify the convergence, in Algorithm

2 we take o9 = (1,1,...

, 1)t as the initial value, rather than the zero vector. We stop the

two-level algorithm when the initial error, i.e. \/zfApzo, is reduced by a factor of 1078,

The corresponding results listed in Table 2] show that the two-level algorithm is efficient.

Our third experiment is a modification of the second one. In this experiment, the

operator 7f2vh is constructed by using the standard V-cycle multigrid method based on the

~  —1
nested triangulations 7o, 71, ..., 7}, rather than by simply setting R, = A, . Here we

set all smoothers encountered to be the m-times symmetric Gauss-Seidel iterations. This

18



is a practical multi-level algorithm. The numerical results listed in Tables Bl{f] show that

the multi-level algorithm is efficient.

Table 2: Numbers of iterations for two-level algorithm

To | Ti | T2 | Ts | Ta| Ts
m=1 |13 |23 |28|31|31]31

12 | 14 | 17 | 17 | 17

9 110 12|13 | 13

8
7

m=4 1618|919 1010
4

6 |6 |7 | 7|7

Table 3: Number of iterations for multi-level algorithm

T | T2 | T3 | Ta|Ts
m=1|[22|28]31]|31]31

m=2|12 |14 | 17 | 17 | 17

m=3|9 (10|12 | 13 | 13

Table 4: Average error reduction rates for multi-level algorithm

v | T2 | T3 | Ta | Ts
m=110.53|0.56 | 0.56 | 0.56 | 0.56

m=2|0311]0.36| 036 |0.36 | 0.36

m=3|0.19 | 0.25 ]| 0.26 | 0.26 | 0.27

A Appendix: Proof of Lemma [3.1]

For any simplex T with vertexes ai,as,...,aq4+1, let A; be the barycentric coordinate

function associated with the vertex a; for : = 1,2,...,d 4+ 1. We first introduce

AT) = Q1(T) + Q2(T) + ... Qa1 (T),
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where
Qi(T) = H)\j span H)\?j : Zaj =ko;=0p,i=1,2,...,d+1.
JF#i J J
Then we define the operator S : L2(0T) — A(T) as follows: For any u € L?(9T), Su

satisfies

/ Spq = / ugq, ¥q € Py(F), for each face F' of T.
F F

Finally, we define R : L2(0T) — Pi(T) + A(T) by
Ry = TRy + S(p — TI9% ).
where II®F € Py(T) satisfies

/ 9%y, = / u, for each face F of T.
F F

By recalling M (9T) := {u € L*(9T) : p|r € M(F), for each face F of T} and using

standard scaling arguments, it is easy to derive the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. For any p € M(90T), it holds

lellnor ~ IRelr, (A1)

\lhor ~ [Rplir. (A.2)

For any pu, € M?, it is obvious that Ry, satisfies the 0-th order weak continuity, i.e.,
Rup is continuous at the gravity point of each interior face of 7,. In addition, it holds

Runlaa = 0. Therefore, from discrete Poincaré-Friedrichs inequalities ([16]) we have
1
IRl S (> [Runlip)z.
TeTs

Then it follows

2 2
lnlln =D llinllyor
T€Th

~ > IRullF (by (AT))

TeT

S Z ’Rﬂh’%,T
TeT,

< el (by (A2))
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B Appendix: Proof of Lemma

Denote by T the referential unit simplex. For any simplex T, there exists an invertible
affine map F : T — T with F(&) = A2 + b for # € T, A € R™? a nonsingular matrix and
b€ R For any p € [L*(T)]*(s = 1,2,3) and pu € L?(9T), we understand p and [ by

A~

p(x) = p(z), (B.1)
nz) = p@), (B.2)

where 2 = F(2) for & € T.

We state two well-known results as follows [21]:

[All -~ h, (B.3)
A7 ~ hrzl, (B.4)
where the matrix norm ||-|| : R?*¢ — R is defined by
A
1Al = max 1AZL 4 ¢ gaxa (B.5)
0faeRr? ||

Based on the above two results, it’s straightforward to obtain
HA7T$H ~ h;l |||, Vz e RZ (B.6)

Using the same techniques as in the proof the properties of the famous Piola transfor-

mation ([4]), we easily obtain the lemma below.

Lemma B.1. For any (v,pu) € L3(T) x L*(9T), it holds

Via = ATV, (B.7)
Vit = ATViy, (B.8)
Vu(@,0) = ATV,(v,p). (B.9)

Lemma B.2. For any simplex T, there exist two positive constants cr and Cr, which

only depend on T and k, such that
et lllor < | Vo, < Crliullor, Vi e Mi@T). (B.10)
Proof. Assuming V? 1 = 0, by the definition of V?  i.e. (28] we have
(n,q-m)or =0, Vg € W(T),
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which implies p# = 0. This means the semi-norm HV?UHT is a norm on M (OT). Since
different norms on a finite dimensional space are equivalent, this lemma follows immedi-

ately. O

Theorem B.1. For any simplex T, it holds
98|, ~ 2t il o+ € M(OT). (B.11)

Proof. In view of T' = AT + b, we have

ot =+ |53,
~ h:% A_T%Z}ZZ - (by Lemma [B.1))
~ni Wl (by [BB))
~ B5 il (by Lemma [2)

_1
~ hT2 ||H||aT

~ h;l ||M\|h,aT-

O
Similarly, we can easily prove the following theorem.
Theorem B.2. For any simplex T, it holds
Vil ~ b vl Yo € V(T). (B.12)

Lemma B.3. For any simplex T, there exist two positive constants cp and Cp that only

depend on T and k, such that

er(loll + litllor) < 19w, )l < Cr(vll + lullor), Yo,m) € S(T),  (B.13)
where S(T) := {(v, 1) € V(T) x M(IT) : my() = 0}.
Proof. Tt’s easy to know

(v, 10) = ol + il » Vv, 1) € E(T)

defines a norm on (7).

Next we show

(U,,U,) - HVW(UHU')HT7 V(v,,u) € E(T)
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also defines a norm on X(7'). In fact, if ||V, (v, )| = 0, then by the definition of V,,,

i.e. (26]) we have
(Vu,q@)r + (p—v,q-n)or =0, Vg € W(T). (B.14)

This relation, together with the properties of the BDM elements ([18]) and the RT elements
[40], shows v = pu = constant. Thus the relation my(u) = 0 leads to (v, u) = 0.

Finally, the desired conclusion follows from the equivalence of the above two norms. [

Lemma B.4. For any simplex T, it holds
_1
IV, iy ~ byt oy + he? lullor V(v, 1) € S(T). (B.15)
Proof. In light of T = AT + b and mp(p) = ma(t) for all p € L*(OT), we obtain

19,0l ~ b [ Valosm)|

7
d ~
~ i | ATTV (0, ﬂ)HT (by Lemma [B.1)
d_q ||~ o
~ i |V )| (by (B5)
d_q -
~hi (ol + [12157) (by Lemma [B3)

1
—1 -5
~ hp oy +he? [lllor -

U
Theorem B.3. For any simplex T, it holds
Vw0, )7 ~ hzt lo = mr(ully + |ulnor, ¥(v, 1) € V(T) x M(T). (B.16)
Proof. By (2.6]) we have
(Vw(v, 1), @) = —(v,div @)1 + (1, q - m)ar
= —(v —mr(p),div @)1 + (L —mr(p),q  n)or
= (Vuw(v —mr(u), p —mr(p), @)r, ¥g € W(T),
which implies
Vv, 1) = V(v —mp(p), p — mr(p)).
Thus it follows
IV (0, )7 = V(v = mr(p), o = mr ()l
~ gt o = mr ()l + b e = mr()lop by Lemma ECD)
~ hpt |[o = me ()l + |ulnor-
U
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A combination of Theorems [B.IHB.3] proves Lemma
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