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ABSTRACT. It is known that the 3-node hybrid triangular element MiSP3 and 4-node hybrid
quadrilateral element MiSP4 presented by Ayad, Dhatt and Batoz (Int. J. Numer. Meth.
Engng 1998, 42: 1149-1179) for Reissner-Mindlin plates behave robustly in numerical bench-
mark tests. These two elements are based on Hellinger-Reissner variational principle, where
continuous piecewise linear/isoparametric bilinear interpolations, as well as the mixed shear
interpolation/projection technique of MITC family, are used for the approximations of dis-
placements, and piecewise-independent equilibrium modes are used for the approximation
of bending moments/shear stresses. We show that the MiSP3 and MiSP4 elements are
uniformly stable with respect to the plate thickness and thus free from shear-locking.

1. INTRODUCTION

Due to avoidance of C'-continuity difficulty, the Reissner-Mindlin (R-M) plate model is
today the dominating two-dimensional model used to calculate the bending of a thick/thin
three-dimensional plate of thickness ¢. It’s well-known that for values of ¢ close to zero,
the standard low-order finite element discretization of this model suffers from shear locking
(I, 23)).

To overcome the shear locking difficulty and derive ‘locking-free’ or robust plate bending
elements that are valid for the analysis of thick and thin plates, significant efforts are devoted
to the development of simple and efficient triangular and quadrilateral finite elements in the
past few decades. The most common approach is to modify the variational formulation with
some reduction operator so as to weaken the Kirchhoff constraint (see [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,
10, 11, 12, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38] and
the references therein).

Among the existing elements, the family of finite elements named mixed interpolated ten-
sorial components (MITC) by Bathe et. al [4, 5] is one of the most attractive representative.
By virtue of an independent shear approximation and a discrete Mindlin technique along
edges, MITC elements define the shear strains in terms of the edge tangential strains that
are projected on the element degrees of freedom. As the lowest order quadrilateral MITC
element, the 4-node plate element MITC4 is very likely the most used in practice. Unfortu-
nately, there is no so called low order triangular ‘MITC3’ element. In other words, the 3-node
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plate element MITC3 defined with the same technique of shear interpolation produces very
unsatisfactory results, and, in general, it needs some kind of stabilization [12].

With the same technique of shear interpolation as in the element MITC family, Ayad,
Dhatt and Batoz [3] presented an improved formulation for obtaining locking-free triangular
and quadrilateral elements, which are called MiSP3 and MiSP4 elements respectively. It is
based on Hellinger-Reissner variational principle, including variables of displacements, shear
stresses and bending moments. For MiSP3 element continuous piecewise linear interpolation
is used for the approximations of displacements, and a piecewise-independent equilibrium
mode is used for the approximation of bending moments/shear stresses. While for MiSP4
element it adopts continuous isoparametric bilinear displacement interpolation. The nu-
merical experiments in [3] showed that the MiSP3 and MiSP4 elements both avoid locking
phenomenon. However, so far there is no uniform stability analysis for them with respect to
plate thickness.

The main goal of this work is to establish uniform convergence for triangular MiSP3
element and quadrilateral MiSP4 element. The key to the analysis of MiSP3 is the discrete
Helmholtz decomposition in Lemma 4.2, while for MiSP4 we use the property of the shear
interpolation (Lemma 5.11) proved in [16].

We arrange the rest of this paper as follows. In Section 2 we give weak formulations of the
model. Section 3 introduces the finite element spaces for MiSP3 and MiSP4 elements. We
derive in Sections 4-5 uniform error estimates for MiSP3 and MiSP4 elements, respectively.
Finally in Section 6 we provide some numerical results to verify the theoretical results.

For convenience, throughout the paper we use the notation a < b to represent that there
exists a generic positive constant C, independent of the mesh parameter h and the plate
thickness ¢, such that a < Cb. We also abbreviate a < b < as a = b.

We will also use various standard differential operators:

or or op Oy o O, o O,

Z T :———T 1 = — _ = V—_— = —
ax,ay) , curl p = ( ), divep + , Tot

grad 1 = ( By Oz or | oy By Ox

2. WEAK PROBLEM

The Reissner-Mindlin model for the bending of a clamped isotropic elastic plate in equi-
librium reads as: Find (w,3) € H3(Q2) x H(2)? such that

(2.1) —divDe(B) — Mt *(grad w —B3) =0 in
(2.2) — M 2div(grad w — B) =g in Q.
Here 2 € R?, assumed to be a convex polygon for simplicity, is the region occupied by the
midsection of the plate with plate thickness ¢, w and 3 denote respectively the transverse
displacement of the midplane and the rotation of the fibers normal to it, €(3) is the symmetric

part of the gradient of 3, g is the transverse loading, D is the elastic module tensor defined
by

E
DQ=——|[(1— t 1
Q= 51—y (1 - 1)Q +1x(Q)
with Q a 2 x 2 symmetric matrix, A = Q(’f—fu) with E the Young’s modulus, v the Poisson’s
ratio, and k = % the shear correction factor.

Set
M := L*(Q)%2 T:=L*Q)? W:=H(Q), ©:=H;(Q)>

sym?
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When introducing the shear stress vector v = M\t ~2(grad w — 3) and the bending moment
tensor M = —De(3), the model problem (2.1)-(2.2) changes into the following system: Find
(M, ~v,w,8) € M xI' x W x © such that

(2.3) divM —~v =0 in €,

(2.4) divy+¢g=0 in €,

(2.5) M+De(B)=0 in Q,
)

vy — M 2(gradw—B)=0 in Q.

The variational formulation of this system reads: Find (M, ~v,w,3) € M x I" x W x © such
that

(2.7) a(M,v;Q,7)+b(Q,7;w,8) =0 forall (Q,7) e M xT,
(2.8) b(M,~;v,¢) = — / gudx  for all (v,{) €W x O,
Q

where the bilinear forms
al )0 (L)% x LA (Q)?) x (LX(Q)22 x L*(Q)*) — R,

sym sym
b(s5) s (LAQ)5m x L)) x (Hg(Q) x Hy(@)*)  —R

are defined by

t2
(2.9) a(M,v;Q, 1) := / M: D 'Qdx + >\ / v - Tdx,

Q Q
(2.10) b(Q,T;v,¢) = / Q:e(¢)dx — / T - (grad v — {)dx.
0 Q
In the latter analysis we will use the Helmholtz theorem: for any 7 € L?(Q)?,

(2.11) T = grad s + curl ¢, with (s,q) € H}(Q) x H(Q),
where

HY(Q) = {q e H'Q) : /qux = 0}.

Then the shear strain vector v can be decomposed as
(2.12) ~ = grad r + curl p

with (r,p) € H(Q) x HY(Q). Moreover, since 7 -t = 0 on 99, the decomposition (2.12)
indicates that p satisfies
gradp-n=0 09,
where t, n are respectively the unit tangent vector and unit outer normal vector along 0f).
Then the model problem (2.1)-(2.2) is also equivalent to the following system:
Find (r, B,p,w) € HE(Q) x H}(Q)? x H'(Q) x HL(Q) such that

(2.13) (grad r,grad v) = (g,v), Yv € H(Q),

(2.14) (e(8), De(C)) — (curl p,¢) = (grad r,¢), V¢ € Hy()?,
(2.15) —(8, curl ¢) — %(curl peurl q) =0, Vge HY(Q),
(2.16) (grad w, grad s) = (B + %grad r,grad s), Vs e H}(Q).

The following regularity results were proved by Arnold and Falk [2].
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Theorem 2.1. Let Q be a convex polygon or smoothly bounded domain in the plane. For
any t € (0,1] and any g € L*(Y), there exists a unique quadruple (r,3,p,w) € H(Q) x
H(Q)? x HY(Q) x HLX(Q) solving problem (2.13)-(2.16). Moreover, there exists a constant
C independent of t and g, such that

(2.17) [wllz + {182 + lIr[l2 + llplls + tllpll2 < Cllgllo-
With the above theorem, we obtain some further results:

Theorem 2.2. Let (1,3, p,w) be the solution of the problem (2.13)-(2.16). Then the follow-
ing three conclusions (i)-(iii) hold.
(i) The quadruple (M = —De(B),v = grad r+ curl p,w,3) € M xT'x W x © is the unique
solution of the problem (2.7)-(2.8);
(i) If M € H(div; Q) := {Q € L?(Q)2*2 . divQ € L*(0)?}, then the equilibrium relation

sym
(2.3) holds;
(iii) Provided that g € L*(Q), it holds
(2.18) [wll2 + 182 + M1 + [[¥llo + £ll7llx + lIrll2 + llpll + ¢llpll2 < Hgllo-

3. FINITE ELEMENT FORMULATIONS FOR MISP METHOD

This section is devoted to the finite element formulations of the MiSP element on triangular
and quadrilateral meshes. Let 7;, be a regular family of finite element subdivisions of the
polygonal domain €2. We denote by hx the diameter of a triangle or a quadrilateral K € Tp,,
and denote h := maxge7;, hi.

Let M, c M, I', c ', W, ¢ W, ©, C O be finite dimensional spaces for the bending
moment, shear stress, transverse displacement, and rotation approximations. Then the corre-
sponding finite element scheme for the problem (2.7)-(2.8) reads as: Find (My, vy, wp, Br) €
Mh X Fh X Wh X @h such that

(3-1) a(Mh77h§ QhaTh) + E(Qh,Th;wmﬁh) =0 for all (QhaTh> € M, x I'y,

(32) E(Mh,'yh;vh, Ch) = — / gupdx  for all (Uhach) € Wy X Oy,
Q

where

(33) B(Qh, Th; Up, Ch) = / Qh . E(Ch)dX — Z / Th * Rh(grad Vp — Ch)dX,

and the reduction operator

(3.4) Ry, : H'(Q)?( ) Ho(rot, Q) — Z,

is defined by [16]

(3.5) /th,[) t, = /v,/) - t.,V edge e of Ty,

where

(3.6) Hy(rot, Q) := {ap € L*(Q)? : rotep € L*(Q), 4 - t|opq = 0)},

Zy, is to be defined in (3.13) for MiSP3 and in (3.21) for MiSP4, respectively, and ¢. denotes
a unit vector tangent to e.
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For both MiSP3 and MiSP4 elements, we define
(37) Fh = dthMh, Wlth (Qh, ’Th) = (Qh, dthQh)

for Qp € M. Here div,, denotes the divergence operator piecewise defined with respect to
Th.

From the definition of the space I'j,, we have an equivalent form of the discrete scheme
(3.1)-(3.2): Find (M, wp, Br) € M), x W), x ©, such that

(3.8)  a(My,div,My; Qp, div,Qp) + b(Qn, divy,Qp;wp, Br) = 0 for all Q, € My,

(39) b(Mh,dthMh;Uh, Ch) = — / gupdx  for all ('Uh,Ch) e W, x 0.
Q

3.1. Finite Dimensional Subspaces for MiSP3. Let 7, be a conventional triangular
mesh of €2. For element MiSP3, the continuous piecewise linear interpolation is used for the
transverse displacement and rotation approximation, i.e. the transverse displacement space
W), and rotation space Oy are chosen as

(3.10) Wy, = {on € H)(Q) [ C(Q) : vk € Pi(K) for all K € T},

(3.11) On = {Cn € (Hy(Q)[)C(Q)*: Culi € Pi(K)? for all K € Ty}

Here P;(K') denotes the set of linear polynomials on K.
For the approximation of bending moment tensor, we define

(3.12) My, == {Qn € L* ()27 : (Qulx)ij € Pi(K) for all K € Tp,i,j =1,2}.
We take the space Zj, in (3.4) as
(3.13)

Zy = {v,/)hEHo(rot,Q):v,[)h|K:span{<é),(?),(_yz)}, forallKGE}.

We also need the space
(3.14)
P :={aqn € L3(Q) : qu|x € Pi(K) for all K € Ty, q, is continuous at midpoints of element edges}.

3.2. Finite Dimensional Subspaces for MiSP4. Let 7, be a conventional quadrilateral
mesh of Q. Let Z;(x;,y;), 1 < i <4 be the four vertices of K, and T; be the sub-triangle of
K with vertices Z;_1, Z; and Z; ;1 (the index on Z; is modulo 4). Define

prx = min {diameter of circle inscribed in 7;}.
1<i<4

Throughout the paper, we assume that the partition 7, satisfies the following ‘shape-
regularity’ hypothesis: There exists a constant ¢ > 2 independent of h such that for all
K €T,

Let K = [—1,1] x [1,1] be the reference square with vertices Z;, 1 < i < 4. For a
quadrilateral K € 7y, there exists a unique invertible mapping Fi that maps K onto K
with Fi(€,n) € Q2(&,n) and Fi(Z;) = Z;, 1 < i < 4 (Figure 3.1). Here &,7 € [—1,1] are
the local isoparametric coordinates.
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A n A Z3
Zy 1 Z3 J Z,
1 1 Fk
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7
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A -1Z,

Figure 3.1. The mapping Fk

This isoparametric bilinear mapping (z,y) = Fk (&, n) is given by

(3.16) x—sz (&), y—Zyz

where

1

Ni= (=61 —1), Np = i(l +E)(L—n), N3 = i(l +&)(L+n), Ny = i<1 — O +m).

We can rewrite (3.16) as

(3.17) T =ag+ a§ + an + a12€n, y = bo + b1 + ban + b128n,
with

Qg b(] 1 1 1 1 rr Y

aq bl . 1 -1 1 1 -1 T2 Yo

a9 b2 o 1 -1 -1 1 1 s Ys

a1z bio I -1 1 -1 Ty Ya

The Jacobi matrix and the Jacobian of the transformation F are respectively given by

9z 0z a1+ a2n  az + a2
— [ 2 o | = ( G ®2l 27 an
DFk(&,m) = gzg/ gg - ( bi +bian  ba + b12€ ) ’

JK = d€t(DFK) = JQ + Jlg + J277>
where

Jo = a1by — agby, Ji = arbig — ai2by, Jo = aiaby — agbis.

Remark 3.1. Notice that when K is a parallelogram, we have ayo = bis = 0, and Fk s
reduced to an affine mapping. Especially, when K is a rectangle, we further have as = by = 0.

For element MiSP4, the continuous isoparametric bilinear interpolation is used for the
transverse displacement and rotation approximation, i.e. the transverse displacement space
W), and rotation space Oy are chosen as

(3.18) Wy, = {up € Hy(Q) [ C(Q) : vk 0 Fix € Qu(K) for all K € T},

(3.19) O = {Cn € (HY(Q) () C(Q))? : Culx © Fix € Qu(K)? for all K € T }.
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Here Ql(f( ) denotes the set of bilinear polynomials on K. For the approximation of bending
moment tensor, we define

(3.20) My, == {Qn € L2 ()22 : (Qulk © Fi)i; € Qi(K) for all K € Tr,i,75 = 1,2},

sym

We take the space Zj, in (3.4) as
(3.21)

Zn = {4y € Ho(rot, ) : y|c o Fic = span{DFyg’ (

O =

0 0
glﬁ)}’ for all K € Tp}.

4. ERROR ANALYSIS FOR MISP3

In this section we will derive error estimates for the MiSP3 element. The corresponding
subspaces in this section are defined as in subsection 3.1. We first give the following properties
for the operator Ry,.

Lemma 4.1. The operator Ry, : H' ()2 () Ho(rot, Q) — Z, satisfies

(4.1) Ry, (grad vy,) = grad v, Yv, € Wy,

(4.2) In = Ramllo < hlinll, ¥n € H'(Q)* (") Ho(rot, 2),
(4.3) lrot( Rum)llo < [[mllv, Ym € H'()* (1) Ho(rot, ),
(4.4) rot( Rymy) = rot(ny,), Yn, € O,.

Proof. 1t is easy to verify grad W), C Z;, and R, = ¥y, Vb, € Z),. Then (4.1) holds. The
estimate (4.2) follows from a scaling argument and the definition of Ry,.

For p € H'(Q)* (N Hy(rot, Q), let II,n be the Scott-Zhang interpolation [?] of 17. Then we
have

[[rot(Rxm)llo [rot(Rym) — rot(Ilun)lo + [[rot(Tlxm)llo
WY Rym — Tanlo + [l

R (1Rem — )l + lln = Tmllo) + [In s
7]l

Here, the second inequality is based on an inverse inequality and the stability of Scott-Zhang
interpolation. Hence (4.3) holds.
For any K € Ty, it holds

AN VANRZANRVAN

/ rot(Rymyp,)dx = Rymy, - tds = / My - tds = / rot(ny)dx,

K oK oK K

since rot(my,)|x and rot(R,m,)|kx are constants, we have rot(n,)|x = rot(R,m)|x, which
yields (4.4). O

For the latter error analysis, we need the following discrete Helmholtz decomposition given
in Theorem 4.1 of [14].

Lemma 4.2. For any Qp € My, there exist sp, € Wy, and q, € Py, such that
(4.5) div,Qy, = grad s;, + curl,qy,.
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In the latter analysis, we will use the discrete Helmholtz decomposition (4.5) for Q € M,
and the Helmholtz decomposition (2.11) with 7 = divQ for Q € (H'(£2))2X? respectively.

sym
For convenience, we denote the decomposition as div,Q = grad s + curl,g in both cases.

We introduce two mesh-dependent norms as follows: for any Q € (H'(Q))2%> My,
v e (HX Q)N H () UWh, € € Hy(2)? U6,

(4.6) Q.1 = [1Qllo + (~ +#)[lcurlagllo + [lgllo + llerad s]lo,

(4.7) (v, Ollln2 == [l€(€)llo + | Rn(grad v)llo.

We are now ready to give the error analysis. Basing on the standard error theory for
mixed methods, we first show continuity results in Lemmas 4.3-4.4, then derive coercivity
results in Lemmas 4.5-4.6, we finally give the desired estimates in Theorem 4.7.

Lemma 4.3. It holds
(4.8) a(M,div,M; Q,div,Q) < |[|M][|na]|Qllln1 for all M, Q € MUMh.
Proof. Tt is trivial. O

Lemma 4.4. Forany Q € (H'(Q))252 UMy, v € (H*(Q) ( Hy(2)) UWh, ¢ € Hy(2)*UOn,
1t holds

(4.9) b(Q. divaQ; v, ¢) S I1Qllnalll (v, €)lllnz-
Proof. Given Q € (H'(Q))252 | UM, by (2.11) and (4.5), we have

div,Q = grad s + curl,q.
We first show
(4.10) (curlyq, Ry(grad v)) =0

holds. By integration by parts, we have

(curlyq, Ry(grad v)) = Z (—(q,rot(Rh(grad V) K +/ qRy,(grad v) -tds)

KeT, oK
(4.11) = — Z q,rot(Ry(grad v)))x + Z/ [q] Ry (grad v) - tds,
KeTy, eceyp,

here, €, denotes the set of interior edges for 7y, and [g]|. means the jump across the edge e.
We only need to verify the two terms of (4.11) both vanish.
Since rot(Ry,(grad v)) is a piecewise constant, and, for any K € Ty,

/ rot( Ry, (grad v))dx = Ry (grad v) - tds = / (grad v) - tds = 0,
K

oK oK

we have rot(Ry(grad v))|x = 0. So, the first term of (4.11) equals zero.
For the second term, if Q € (H'())25?, it equals zero by continuity. Otherwise if Q € M,

since ¢ € Py, [q] vanishes at the midpoint of e and [¢| Ry (grad v) - t|. is linear, then by one-
point Gauss integration we know the second term equals zero.
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Now with (4.10), we can deduce the desired result:
b(Q,div,Q:v,¢) = (Q,e(¢)) — (div,Q, Ry (grad v — ¢))
(Q, €(¢)) — (grad s + curlpg, Ry(grad v — ¢))

(Q, €(¢)) — (grad s, Ry(grad v — ¢)) — (g, rot(Rx())
1QIlolle(C)llo + llgrad sllo[[ Ra(grad v — C)lo + llgllollrot(RaC)llo

S (1Qllo + [lgrad sllo + [lgllo) (le(¢) o + [[Ra(grad v — ) lo + [|€]]1)
S QI (v, Ollfg.2-
U
Lemma 4.5. It holds
(4.12) a(Qn, div,Qp; Qn, div,Qp) 2 |1Qulll7 ., for all Q, € KerB,

here,

(113)  KerB = {Qu € My < b(Qu, diviQus vi, &) = 0, for all (v, Ga) € Wy x O}
Proof. We want to check the property of Q;, € KerB. Based on Lemma 4.2, there exist
sp € Wy, and ¢, € P, such that

(4.14) div, Q) = grad s, + curlyqy,.

It is easy to have

a(Qn, div,Qp; Qn, div,Qr) 2 | Qg + 7]/ dive Qa5

By the inverse inequality ||Qp||2 = h?||div, Q|2 and the relation ||div,Qy||2 = |lerad sp||2 +
|curl,gnl|2, we have

(4.15) a(Qp, div,Qu; Qu, diviy Q) 2 [|QwllE + ( + h)?||curlygsf5-
We next need to bound ||grad s,||o and ||gn|lo. For any (vy, n) € Wi, X Oy, it holds

b(Qn, div,Qn; vn, €)= (Qn, €(¢h)) — (grad sy, grad vy, — RyCy) + (curlygn, RiCy) = 0.

On one hand, choose ¢, = 0 and v, = sy, then (grad s;, grad s;) = 0. Since s, € H}(Q),
we have s, = 0.
On the other hand, choose v, = 0, then

(Qn, €(Cn)) + (curlngn, RiCr) = (Qn, €(Cn)) — (gn, rot(RiCr))
= (Qn,€(Cn) — (qn,rot(¢r)) = 0, for any ¢, € O,.
For the above gy, there exists ¢ € H}(Q)?, such that

rot¢ = g, and [|¢]lx < lignllo-

So we get

< (gn,rot€)  (gn,rot(I1nQ))  (gn, rot(Ra¢ — 1kC)) | (gn, rot(¢ — RiQ))

lanllo S = + + :
1€ 1€ 1€ 1€

For the first term in the right-hand side of this relation, it holds

(gn, rot(1n¢))  (Qn, €(InQ)) _ (Qn, €(11C))

1€ IS/ e

< [|Qallo-
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For the second term, it holds

(qn, rot(R;,¢ — I1;Q)) (curlpgn, Ry(€ — 111,Q))

1<l B 1<l
(curlpgn, (RyC — C) + (¢ — IIxQ) + (II,¢ — Ry (114Q)))
<1

S hl|eurl,galfo-

Y

For the third term, it holds

(gn, rot(¢ — RiQ)) _ Yker, (qn, rot(¢ — RiC))k
<1 <1

Yrer,(qn — qo,rot(C — RiC)) i 1 /
g here ¢y = — [ qndx
e (here a0 = 177 [, )

5 h||cur1hqh||0.

So, for Q; € KerB with the decomposition (4.14), we have s, = 0 and ||qullo < [|Qnllo +
hl|curlygnllo, which, together with (4.15), imply the coercivity (4.12).

Lemma 4.6. The inf-sup condition

b(Qy,, di :
(4.16) sup (Qn, div,Qp; vp, Ch)
QreM, 1Qnl 1

2 (vns Cu)l 2, for all (va, Cr) € Wi X O

holds.

Proof. Given ¢, € Oy, let Q} = C1€(¢) (the constant C) to be determined), then div, Q) =
0. Given v, € Wy, there exists Q7 € My, such that div,Q} = —grad v, and ||QZ [l <

Coh|div;,Qj llo- Suppose || RuCrllo < Cslle(Cn)llo-
Take Qi = Q) + Q3, then
b(Qn, divQu; vp, Cn)
(Qn, €(Cr)) — (div,Qp, grad vy, — RyCp)
(Qy, €(Cn)) + (Q7, €(Cn)) + (grad vy, grad vy,) — (grad vs, RuCh)
> Cille(Cu)lls — Cahllgrad vplloll€(Cn)llo + llerad val|§ — Csllgrad vs|loll€(Cn)llo

1
(Cr = C3h* = C3) (@)l + 5 llerad vi 5.

v

Let C, > 2(C3h* + C3), then

> . C 1
b(Qn, diviQu; vn, Cn) > 71||6(Ch)||§ + 5 llerad oallg 2 [ll(wn, G117
On the other hand,

11Qaller = 111Qn + Qilllna = Q4 + Qillo + llgrad vl
1Qxllo + 1 Qkllo + [lgrad i lo
Cille(Cn)llo + (Coh + 1)lgrad wallo < [l (vn, C)llIn.2-

Then the result (4.16) holds. O

<
<
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Theorem 4.7. Let (M,v = divM,w,3) € M x T' x W x © be the solution of the problem
(2.7)-(2.8). Then the discretization problem (3.8)-(3.9) admits a unique solution (My, wy, By) €
Mh X Wh X @h such that

1M — My |51 + || (w — wa, B = Bi)l|ln2

< inf |||M — + inf w— v, B — + ht +h )
S gt M= Qullaa+ it = 8 = Gllha + Al + Bl

Proof. Since

a(M, v; Qp, div,Qp)+b(Qn, div,Qp; w, 8)—(div,Qp, grad w—B— Ry (grad w—B)) = 0,YQ;, € My,

a(My, div,My; Qp, divaQy) + b(Qu, divi,Qp; wh, By) = 0,YQ), € My,
then for all Q;, € M, it holds

a(M — My, v — div,My,; Qp, div,Qp) + b(Qp, divy Qu; w — wy, B — Br)
—(div,Qp, grad w — B8 — Ry, (grad w — 3)) = 0.

Denote
Zn(g9) = {Qn € My, : b(Qu, divaQu; vn, Cn) = —(g,v1), V(vh, Cu) € Wi, x O},

Let Qp, be any element of Zn(g). Since Q,-M, € Z1(0) = KerB, then

1Qu M, ~ N

a(Qn — My, divy(Qn, — My); Qp — My, div, (Qr — My,))

a(Qn — M, div, Qi — v; Qn — My, divy, (Q, — My))

+a(M — My, v — div,My; Q, — My, divi,(Qs — My,))

a(Qp — M, div,,(Qs — M); Qi — My, divy,(Qy — My,))

~b(Qn — My, divy (Qn — My);w — wy, B — By)

+(div,(Qp — M), grad w — B — Ry(grad w — 3))

S Qn = Ml (H1Qn = Milla + [l (w = vn, 8 = )l + Bellv]1)-

A

So we have
11Qn = Milln1 S 1Qn = Ml[lns + [l (w = vn, B = C)llln2 + tl| ¥
Then, by using the triangle inequality, we get

(4.17) [IM~Mallpy S _inf  [|Qu—Ml[na+  inf  [[(w—op, B=Cu)lllna+htllv]:.

QrEZK(9) (vh,Cn)EWR X O,

For any Qp € My, there exists Qp € My, such that, for all (vn, Cn) € Wy X O,

o(Qn, divaQu; vn, Cu) = B(M—Qp, diviy(M—Qy); va, €u) — (7, grad vy —C, — Ry (grad v, —¢))
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and
[1Qallln.1
< sup b(Qn, diviQn; v, Cn)
(U}chh)EWhX@h ‘ || (Uh7 Ch> | Hh,2
< sup b(M — Qj, divi(M — Qy); 05, $n) — (v, grad v, — ¢ — Ri(grad v, — ¢3))
T ntnemixe, [l (vn, C)lln.2
_ sup (M — Qp, divi(M — Qp); v, €n) + (7, h — Run)
(vh,Cn)EWR X O, |||(Uha Ch)|||h,2

S IM = Qulllna =+ 2llvfo-
Choose Q, = Qj, + Qu, then Q), € Zn(g). Thus we get

[IIM = Qalllna = IM = Qn = Qullln1 < [IIM = Qalllna +1Qalllna < [1IM = Qalllna +7lvllo-

This estimate and (4.17) imply
(4.18)

[IM=Mp|[|ny S _inf [|IM=Qpllln1+  inf
QreM,, (

Lot —n 8=ty -l

On the other hand, from the coercivity and continuity properties we get

[ (vr = wn, G = Br)llln2

< b(Qp, divy,Qp; vy — wi, & — Br)
~  Sup
QreM, 1Qn .1
— s —a(M — My, div,(M — My); Qi, div,Qp) — b(Qy, divi,Qpiw — vy, B — )
QreMy, H|Qh‘||h71
(div,Qp, grad w — B — Ry,(grad w — 3)) }
1Qn[ .1
S IIM = Mallna + [[(w = va, B = Cu)lllnz + ht[¥]]1-
This inequality and (4.18) imply
(4.19)  [[(w — wn, B = Bp)lllnz
< inf |[|M — inf —op, B — ht h :
S gint M= Qullia+ inf =08 = Gllne + helby s +
A combination of (4.18) and (4.19) completes the proof. O

To obtain the convergence order, we first need to consider error estimates for the approx-
imations of finite element spaces in Lemma 4.8-4.9.

Lemma 4.8. It holds
Qinf M = Qulllna S RUIM: + (7]l + [Iplls + tllpll2)-
nEMy,

Proof. For the exact solution M, first let Q} be its piecewise constant L? projection, then

IM = Qjllo < 2lIM]ls.
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Basing on Theorem 2.2, we have v = divM = grad r+curl p, with (p,r) € H}(Q) x f[l(Q)

Choose Q7 satisfying div,Q; = grad (Ir) + curl,(Il;p) (we recall that I, and I, are

respectively the nodal interpolation and the Scott-Zhang interpolation operators), and
1Qzllo 2 hlldiviQallo < A(llrll2 + [Ipll)-

Take Q, = Q), + Q2, then we can obtain the desired result

[IM = Qi[5

IM — Qi llo + Q7 llo + (7 +t)[[cwrl p — curly (ILp) o
+llgrad r — grad (Z,r)llo + |lp — ILnpllo

hIM[|1 + A([lrllz + [[pllL) + Allplls + t[|pll2 + Rllr|l2 + Allplh
h|IM|1 + hllr|l2 + hllplls + ht]|p|2,

where we have used the approximation properties

IN

AR ZA

lp = pllo S Allplh, [learla(Mip)llo < llpll, and [[eurl p — curly(Iip)flo S Allpll2-

O
Lemma 4.9. It holds
4.20 inf w—vp, B — Sh + ||w]|2).
(4.20) it = B = Gl S A8 + )
Proof. By the definition of mesh-dependent norm, we immediately get
inf w— vy, B —
bl = 0B - Gl
= inf [[e(B) —€(Cn)llo+ inf [|Ry(grad w) — Ru(grad vp)llo
Ch€OY v, €W
< inf [le(B) — €(Cu)llo + [ Rn(grad w) — grad wljo + inf | grad w — grad vs/[o
LEO v EWp
S R8Iz + [lwll2)-
O

Theorem 4.10. The discretization problem (3.8)-(3.9) admits a unique solution (My,, wy,, B1) €
M, x W), x Oy, such that
(4.21)

M =M [[n, 1+l (w=1wn, B=Bu)lln2 T h (IMlx + [|Bll2 + [[wllz + [[7[l2 + lpll + tlpll2) < Aligllo-

Furthermore, it holds

IM = Mllo + (¢ + R)[|7v = ynllo + [w — wallL + 8 — Ballx
S (M + 182 + llwllz + ll7llz + llpll + tipll2) < Pligllo-

Proof. (4.21) follows from Theorem 4.7, Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.9 directly. For (4.22),
basing on the definition of mesh-dependent norms, we only need to estimate (t+h)||v —nlo
and ||w — wy|1.

In fact, from the decomposition v = grad r + curl,p and =, = grad rj, + curl,p,, we have

E+ My =mllo = (+h)llgrad (r —rp) + curlu(p — pa)llo

S llgrad (r—ra)llo + (¢ + R)|curly(p — pr)llo
S IM = M|[n1-

(4.22)



14 GUOZHU YU, XIAOPING XIE, AND YUANHUI GUO

And the error estimate for ||w — wy||; can be obtained from the triangle inequality:
|lgrad w — grad wy|lo = |lgrad w — Rpgrad w + Ry (grad w — grad wy,)||o
< llgrad w — Rugrad wllo + [[[(w — wn, B = Bn)l[ln.2
S Hwllz +[[(w = wn, B = Bu)lln2-
Then an application of (4.21) implies (4.22). O

5. ERROR ANALYSIS FOR MISP4

This section is denoted to the error estimates for the MiSP4 element. The corresponding
subspaces in this section are defined as in subsection 3.2. The error analysis for MiSP4 is
similar as for MiSP3. And first we also give the following properties for the operator Ry,.

Lemma 5.1. [16, Lemma 2.1] Ry,(grad v,) = grad vy, Yv, € Wj,.
Lemma 5.2. [18, Theorem I1I 3.4] || — Rynllo < R||nll1,Vn € HY(Q)* () Ho(rot, ).

We introduce two mesh-dependent norms for the finite dimensional spaces:
For any Q € (H'(Q))22 UMy, v € (H*(Q) N Hi(Q)UWh, ¢ € H} ()2 O, define

sym

(5.1) NIl = 1I1Qllo + (£ + A)[[divaQllo,

(5.2) 11w Olllnz = le(@)llo + (¢ + h)~ | Rulgrad v — ¢)llo-

With the definition of mesh-dependent norms, it is easy to check the continuity results
in Lemma 5.3. While the corresponding coercivity results are deduced in Lemma 5.4-5.6.
Lemma 5.5 is a preparation for Lemma 5.6.

Lemma 5.3. Forany M, Q € (H'(Q))22 My, v € (H*(Q) (N Hy(Q)UWh, ¢ € H{(Q)>U O,

it holds uniformly the continuity condiif?ns

(5.3) a(M, div,M; Q, div,Q) < [[[M][[n1||Qll].1,

(5.4) b(Q, divaQ; v, ¢) S I1QlInalll (v, O]z

Lemma 5.4. [t holds uniformly the discrete coercivity condition

(5.5) a(Qn, divyQn; Qn, div,Qr) 2 |Qrlllny  for all Qp € My,

Pfr’?ﬁf. r_ﬂhe proof immediately follows from the inverse inequality ||div,Qullo < |Quli <
= Qnllo- ]

Lemma 5.5. The following two conclusions hold:
(1) For any given ), € Oy, there exists Q} € My, such that

(5.6) (Qh€(Ch) = IQLIE ~ [le(¢u) 13, and div,Q}, = 0;
(2)For any given vy, € Wy, ¢, € Oy, there exists QF € My, such that

(5.7) (divaQp, Ri(grad vy —Cn)) = —(* + %) [|div,, Q4[5 = — | Rn(grad v, — Ci)ll5,

1
t2 + h?
and

(5.8) |div,.Qllo = A7 [[Q7 o-
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Proof. The proof is similar to that in [13].

(1) Given ¢, € Oy, choose Q} as the 5-parameter PS element in [13]. The proof for (5.6)
can be found in [13, Lemma 4.4].

(2) Given v, € Wy, ¢, € Oy, for any K € Ty, Ry (grad v, — )|k can be expressed as
Ry (grad vy, — )|k

&1 &1

_ ! by +b12§  —(b1 + b12m) 1 700 Cs Co
Uk < —(az +a§) a1+ an 001 ¢)| e |07 ¢ [dopondsonvmG
C4 Cy

Some calculations show

| Ry, (grad vy, — C)l[§ «

4 1 1 1

= m [(5201 — 5103)2 + 5(5202 - 51203)2 + §(51201 - 5164)2 + 5(51202 - 51204)2
o 1 o 1 o 1 2
+(azer — ares)” + g(azcz — a12¢3)" + g(a1201 —ajcy)” + §(a1202 — (12C4)

C

= 71 [(bgcl — b163)2 + (bQCQ — b1203)2 + (agcl — a103)2 + (&1201 — a164)2} .
JK(&, 771)
c1§ + e3n + c28n
Take Qulx = | 1€+ c3n+c6n |, then we have
0

1 — — _
div,Qulx = e ( _(b201 bics) + (bizer — bica)€ + (baco — bigcs)n )

(Clzcl - CL103) - (CL1201 - a104)§ + (CL204 - CL12C3)77

and
HdthQhHgK = L |:(b201 — b103)2 + 1(bQCQ — b1203)2 + 1(()1201 — b104)2
’ Ji (&2, 12) 3 3
1
"—(CLQCl — a103)2 -+ g(CLQC4 — a1203)2 + g(algcl — CL104)2:|
C:
= . [(5201 — biez)? + (bacy — biacs)? + (age) — ares)® + (appc — alc4)2] )
JK(§2, 772)

On the other hand, it holds

/ div,Qy, - Ry (grad v, — Cp)dxdy
K

4 1 1
N m |:(b201 B 6163)2 + 5(6202 - 61203)2 + 5(61201 — 5104)2
1 1
+(azer — a103)2 + g(a264 - a1203)2 + g(a12cl _ CL164)2
Cs

= — [(bgcl — b163)2 + (bQCQ — b1203)2 + (agcl — CL103)2 + (&1201 — a164)2} .
Ji(§3,m3)
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T : . . .
Let Cy = _%%ﬂih?’ and choose Q| = CoQulx, i.e. div,Q?|x = Codiv,Qulx,

then a summation over all elements in 7, completes the proof for (5.7). The result (5.8)
follows from the construction of Q3. U

Lemma 5.6. It holds the inf-sup condition

N i .
(5.9) sup b(Qn, divyQp; vp, Cn)
QreM, | Qnlln1

2 s C)llln2, for all (vn, Cr) € Wh X O

Proof. For ¢, € Oy, from (5.6) there exists a positive constant C; and Q} € Mj,, such that

(5.10) (Qh: €(Gn) = 1QulI5 = Cille(Cn)lg, and div,Qy, = 0.

For v, € Wy, ¢, € Oy, from (5.7) for any positive constant Cy there exists Q2 € M, such
that

(5.11)

(div,Q, Ru(grad v, —Cn)) = —Ca(t*+h?)[|div, Qi[5 = —C5 ' (12+h%) || Ry (grad vn—Cn)|[5,

and there exists a positive constant C'5 independent of h and ¢, such that
(5.12) 1div, Q1§ = Csh™2(1Q2[5-
Let Qn = Q) + Q2, then we have
b(Qp, divyQp; vn, Cn)

= (Q) + Q7 e(Cn) — (div,Qy, + div,Qj, Ry (grad vy, — Ci))
= (Qy €(Cn)) + (Qf. €(Ch)) — (div,Qj, Ry(grad vy, — ¢r))

> QIS = 11Qxllolle(Cr)llo + Ca(t? + 1?) || div, Qi I5
C 1 .
> Q5 — —1||€(Ch)||(2) - 2—01||Qi||(2) + Cy(t* + h?)||divi Q;I5
h2
> HQhHO —H (Cu)llo — 0., s 1diviQille + Co(t* + 1?)[|div,. Q13
Cs
= HQhHO + 7(752 +h%)||diva Qi Il (by taking Cy = e

Q

|| Clls + (£ + B 7| Ry(grad vy, — )3
1Q + Q22 + (£ + h?)||div, Q. + div, Q2|2 = [|Qul|2 + (12 + B2)||div, Q2.

This immediately indicates

b(Qp, div, Qu; v, Cn)
sup
Q}LEM}L |HQhH|h71

Q

2 (wns Co)llln2-

U

With the above continuity and coercivity results, we can obtain the following error esti-
mates for MiSP4 element by following the same way as in Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 5.7. Let (M,vy = div,M,,w,8) € M x I' x W x © be the solution of the
problem (2.7)-(2.8). Then the discretization problem (3.8)-(3.9) admits a unique solution
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(Mh,wh,ﬁh) e M, x Wy, x Oy, such that

1M — My ||n1 + || (w0 — wa, B = Bi)l|ln2

< inf |||M — + inf w—uvp, B — + ht +h )
S it M= Qullha+inf = o8 = Glle + el + Al

Next we consider the approximation properties of finite element spaces. Lemma 5.8 gives
the error estimates for space M, and Lemma 5.12 is for space W), x . We need to notice
here the key for Lemma 5.12 is the property of the operator R;, described in Lemma 5.11.
Finally the convergence theorem, i.e. Theorem 5.13, follows from these lemmas.

Lemma 5.8. It holds
inf M — < h(||M t .
Q}ILI’EINI}L H| Qh‘thl ~ (H Hl + H7||0 + ||7H1>

Proof. For the exact solution M, first let Q} be its piecewise constant L? projection, then
1
IM = Qullo < 2l[M]];.

For the exact solution -, secondly choose Q? satisfying:
(1) div, Q2 is the piecewise constant L? projection of ~, then

lv = divaQillo = hllvlly,  [1divaQillo < llvllo:

(2) [1Q7llo & hl|divaQjllo, then |QEllo < %ll7¥llo-
Take Qp, = Q, + Q2, then we get the desired result

[[[M — Qull|n,1

IM — Qullo + Q%o + (B + ) lly — divaQjlo

AIM[1 + Allyllo + Ry — diva Qi llo + tlly — divi,Q;llo
AIM|ly + 2llvllo + Allyllo + thlYh

h(IMI1 + [[vllo + tllvl) -

AR VAR ZAMYAN

O

Remark 5.9. We note that with the same technique as in Lemma 5.8, the condition t < h
in [13, Lemma 3.2] and in [13, Theorem 4.3] can be removed.

Assumption 5.10. [16] The mesh T, is a refinement of a coarser partition Tap, obtained
by jointing the midpoints of each opposite edge in each Ky, € Ty, (called macroelement). In
addition, Top, is a similar refinement of a still coarser reqular partition Ty,.

Lemma 5.11. [16, Lemma 3.2, 3.4] Under Assumption 5.10, let W}, O, Z;, and the operator

Ry, be defined as before. Then for the given (w,[3), there exist w € W, and B € O and
operator I1 : Hy(rot, Q) H'(Q2)?* — Z), satisfying

(5.13) 18 = Bl < hllBll2,
(5.14) Ry (grad & — B) = I(grad w — B),
and

(5.15) Im — TInll < hlnll. V0 € Ho(rot,Q) (| H' ()%
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Lemma 5.12. Under Assumption 5.10, it holds

) ht?
(5.16) inf [[(w =i, B = Cu)llln2 S PIIBI2 +

R I

Proof. Choose (vy,¢p) = (1, B), with (i, 8) € Wy, x O, as in Lemma 5.11, then we can get
inf [[[(w =i, B = C)lln2

(vh,Ch)EWR X O,

inf le(B) — €(Cn)llo + 77| Ri(grad w — B) — Ry (grad vy — Cu)llo

(Un,Cr)EWR X O ) X

le(B) — €(B)llo + 717 | Ru(grad w — B) — Ry(grad @& — B)|lo
€ (B)lo + 77 | Ru(grad w — B) — M (grad w — B)]lo
(

Bz + 25 M2 (grad w = B)]
AIBl: + 25 Iyl

AN N I IA

U

Theorem 5.13. Under Assumption 5.10, the discretization problem (3.8)-(3.9) admits a
unique solution (My,,wy, Br) € My, x T'y, x W), x Oy, such that

(5-17) [[[M = Ma|[n1 + [l (w = wn, B = B)ll[n2 S A(Mly + 182+ 7l + ElI¥[[1) < Allgllo-
Furthermore, it holds

IM = Mpflo + (¢ + R)lly = ynllo + [w — walls + B = Ballx
S My + [lwllz + 18112 + vl + lIvllo) < Allgllo-

Proof. The estimate (5.17) follows from the Theorem 5.7, Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 5.12.
For the second estimate, we only need to estimate ||w — wy|;. In fact,

(5.18)

lgrad w — grad wy||o

lgrad w — Rpgrad w + Ry(grad w — grad wy, — B+ Br) + Ru(B — Br)llo

lgrad w — Rygrad w|lo + [|[Rx(grad w — grad wy, — B + Bu)llo + [ Rr(8 — Bu)llo
h([Jwll2 + [M][x + 18]z + Allvllr + [[7llo)-

'ZANRYAN

6. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We compute a square plate with analytical solution to show the convergence. This example
is taken from [21]. The domain is the unit square (0,1)? the material parameters are
taken as £ = 1.0, v = 0.3 and xk = %. The exact solution is: the first component of
the rotation 3, = 100y*(y — 1)32%(z — 1)(2z — 1), the second component of the rotation
By = 1002%(z — 1)%y*(y — 1)2y — 1), and the displacement w = 100(32%(z — 1)*y*(y — 1)* —
255 (0P (y — Ve(e = 1)(52% — 5z + 1) + 23w — 1)%y(y — 1)(5y> — 5y + 1)]). Therefore,
the transverse load g = 225 (z3(x — 1)*(5y% — 5y + 1) + y*(y — 1)*(52% — 5z + 1) + x(z —
Dy(y — 1)(52* — 5z + 1)(5y* — by + 1)). For the plate thickness ¢, we consider four cases:
t=1.0,0.1,0.001,1e — 8.

The results for MiSP3 method under the uniform meshes (Figure 6.1) are reported in
Table 6.1, while the results for MiSP4 method under the uniform meshes (Figure 6.2) are

B)—e
le(8) — €(B)llo + 75| Ru(grad w — B) — (grad w — B)[lo + 5 l(grad w — B) — M(grad w — B)|o
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reported in Table 6.2. These results are conformable to the error estimates in Theorem 4.10
and Theorem 5.13.

Figure 6.1. Uniform mesh

Table 6.1. Results of error on uniform mesh with MiSP3

4x4 8x8 16x16 32x32 64x64 rate
1 |w — wp1 0.2834 0.1679 0.0877 0.0443 0.0222 0.9182
|8 — Brl1 0.0820 0.0461 0.0238 0.0120 0.0060 0.9427
IM — Myllo  0.0070 0.0033 0.0015 0.0008 0.0004 1.0543
v = vxllo 0.0882 0.0525 0.0275 0.0139 0.0070 0.9156
(t+h)|y — o 0.1194 0.0618 0.0299 0.0145 0.0071 1.0169
0.1 |w — wp 1 0.0132 0.0066 0.0032 0.0016 0.0008 1.0153
|8 — Brh 0.0824 0.0460 0.0238 0.0120 0.0060 0.9445
|M — Mp||o 0.0069 0.0032 0.0015 0.0008 0.0004 1.0520
v —nllo 0.0851 0.0501 0.0270 0.0138 0.0070 0.9031
(t+ )|y —ynllo 0.0386 0.0139 0.0051 0.0020 0.0008 1.3764
0.001 |w — wp1 0.0112 0.0053 0.0025 0.0012 0.0006 1.0520
|8 — Brl1 0.0838 0.0463 0.0238 0.0120 0.0060 0.9506
IM — Myllo  0.0070 0.0033 0.0016 0.0008 0.0004 1.0569
v —nllo 0.0840 0.0496 0.0294 0.0166 0.0094 0.7902
(t+h)|y —mllo 0.0298 0.0088 0.0026 0.0007 0.0002 1.7753
le-8 |w — wp1 0.0112 0.0053 0.0025 0.0012 0.0006 1.0520
|8 — Brh 0.0838 0.0463 0.0238 0.0120 0.0060 0.9506
|M — Mp||o 0.0070 0.0033 0.0016 0.0008 0.0004 1.0569
v —nllo 0.0840 0.0497 0.0294 0.0167 0.0097 0.7781
(t+h)|ly —nllo 0.0207 0.0088 0.0026 0.0007 0.0002 1.7781

Figure 6.2. Uniform mesh
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Table 6.2. Results of error on uniform mesh with MiSP4

4x4 8x8 16x16 32x32 64x64 rate
1 |w — wp1 0.2806 0.1460 0.0736 0.0369 0.0184 0.9819
|8 — Brh 0.0771 0.0383 0.0191  0.0095 0.0048 1.0039
|M — Mp||o 0.0062 0.0020 0.0008 0.0003 0.0002 1.2977
vy —nlo  0.0877 0.0458 0.0231 0.0116 0.0058 0.9799
(t+h)|7y — o 0.1187 0.0539 0.0252 0.0121 0.0059 1.0812
0.1 |w — wp1 0.0117 0.0052 0.0025 0.0012 0.0006 1.0610
|8 — Brl1 0.0775 0.0384 0.0191 0.0095 0.0048 1.0057
IM — Myl 0.0061 0.0020 0.0008 0.0003 0.0002 1.2957
v = vxllo 0.0870 0.0458 0.0231 0.0116 0.0058 0.9771
(t+h)|y —mllo 0.0395 0.0127 0.0044 0.0017 0.0007 1.4504
0.001 |w — wp1 0.0095 0.0041 0.0019 0.0009 0.0005 1.0896
|8 — Brh 0.0777 0.0384 0.0191  0.0095 0.0048 1.0065
|M — Mp||o 0.0061 0.0020 0.0008 0.0003 0.0002 1.2944
vy —nlo  0.0866 0.0460 0.0234 0.0117 0.0059 0.9704
(t+h)|y —mllo 0.0307 0.0082 0.0021 0.0005 0.0001 1.9555
le-8 |w — wp1 0.0095 0.0041 0.0019 0.0009 0.0005 1.0896
|8 — Brl1 0.0777 0.0384 0.0191 0.0095 0.0048 1.0065
IM — Myl 0.0061 0.0020 0.0008 0.0003 0.0002 1.2944
v = vxllo 0.0866 0.0460 0.0234 0.0117 0.0059 0.9703
(t+h)|y —llo 0.0306 0.0081 0.0021 0.0005 0.0001 1.9703

We note that the error analysis for MiSP4 element requires the partitions of domain to
satisfy Assumption 5.10. However, numerical results in Table 6.3 show that this assumption
seems not to be absolutely necessary for the uniform convergence, as is similar to the MITC4
element [16]. Here the used partitions (Figure 6.3) do not satisfy Assumption 5.10.

Figure 6.3. Quadrilateral mesh
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Table 6.3. Results of error on quadrilateral mesh with MiSP4
4x4 8x8 16x16 32x32 64 x64 rate
1 |w — wp1 0.2873 0.1693 0.0881 0.0445 0.0223 0.9217
|8 — Brh 0.0924 0.0528 0.0255 0.0122 0.0060 0.9872
|M — Mp||o 0.0066 0.0032 0.0012 0.0005 0.0002 1.1968
vy —nlo  0.0899 0.0531 0.0277 0.0140 0.0070 0.9203
(t+h)|ly —nllo 0.1285 0.0645 0.0306 0.0147 0.0072 1.0398
0.1 |w — w1 0.0118 0.0064 0.0031 0.0015 0.0008 0.9898
|8 — Brl1 0.0834 0.0496 0.0253 0.0122 0.0060 0.9506
IM — M|l 0.0065 0.0031 0.0012 0.0005 0.0002 1.1925
v = vxllo 0.0930 0.0574 0.0285 0.0141 0.0070 0.9318
(t+h)|ly —nllo 0.0493 0.0181 0.0059 0.0022  0.0009 1.4475
0.001 |w — wp1 0.0096 0.0051 0.0024 0.0012 0.0006 1.0151
|8 — Brh 0.0835 0.0475 0.0245 0.0120 0.0060 0.9525
|M — Mp||o 0.0066 0.0032 0.0013 0.0006 0.0003 1.1477
Iy —Anlo  0.0947 0.0702 0.0470 0.0355 0.0310 0.4031
(t+h)|y—mllo 0.0408 0.0152 0.0051 0.0019 0.0009 1.3908
le-8 |w — wp1 0.0096 0.0051 0.0024 0.0012 0.0006 1.0151
|8 — Brl1 0.0835 0.0475 0.0245 0.0120 0.0060 0.9525
|M — Mjy||o 0.0066 0.0032 0.0013 0.0006 0.0003 1.1466
v —mllo 0.0947 0.0703 0.0470 0.0356 0.0315 0.3976
(t+h)|ly —nllo 0.0407 0.0151 0.0051 0.0019 0.0008 1.3976
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