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Abstract

This paper proposes and analyzes an optimal preconditioner for a general linear symmetric
positive definite (SPD) system by following the basic idea of the well-known BPX framework.
The SPD system arises from a large number of nonstandard finite element methods for dif-
fusion problems, including the well-known hybridized Raviart-Thomas and Brezzi-Douglas-
Marini mixed element methods, the hybridized discontinuous Galerkin method, the Weak
Galerkin method, and the nonconforming Crouzeix-Raviart element method. We prove that
the presented preconditioner is optimal, in the sense that the condition number of the precon-
ditioned system is independent of the mesh size. Numerical experiments provided confirm the

theoretical result.
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1 Introduction

This paper is to design an efficient preconditioner for a large class of nonstandard finite element
methods for solving the diffusion model
—div(AVu) = f inQ,
v = 0 on 99,

(1.1)

where Q C R? (d = 2, 3) is a bounded polygonal domain, the diffusion tensor A : Q — R4¥9 is a
matrix function that is assumed to be symmetric and uniformly positive definite, and f € L2(€2).
The choice of homogeneous boundary condition is made for ease of presentation, since similar

results are valid for other boundary conditions.
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Let 73 be a triangulation of Q, and F; be the set of all faces of 7,. We introduce a finite

dimensional space
M) . == {pn € L*(Fn) : pinlr € Pu(F), VF € F, pnloa = 0}, (1.2)

with Py (F) denoting the set of polynomials with order no greater than k on F', and consider the
following general symmetric and positive definite (SPD) system for equation (IT]): Seek Aj, € M% &
such that

d (M, n) = b(un), Vi € M . (1.3)
Here dp(-,-) : M%,k X M%k — R is an inner-product on M%k and bp(-) : M%k — R is a linear
functional on M .

The first class of nonstandard finite element methods that fall into the framework (L3 are
hybrid or hybridized finite element methods ([5] [33, [36] B7, B, 14} 16} 17, 18, [4] 20} 19, [30]). Due
to the relaxation of the constraint of continuity at the inter-element boundaries by introducing
some Lagrange multipliers, the corresponding hybrid method allows for piecewise-independent
approximation to the potential or flux solution. Thus, after local elimination of unknowns defined
in the interior of elements, the method leads to a SPD discrete system of the form (L3]), where
the unknowns are only the globally coupled degrees of freedom describing the Lagrange multiplier.
In [3| [14], the Raviart-Thomas (RT) [35] and Brezzi-Douglas-Marini (BDM) mixed methods were
shown to have equivalent hybridized versions. A new characterization of the approximate solution
of hybridized mixed methods was developed and applied in [I6] to obtain an explicit formula for
the entries of the matrix equation for the Lagrange multiplier unknowns. An overview of some new
hybridization techniques was presented in [I7]. In [4] a unifying framework for hybridization of
finite element methods was developed. Error estimates of some hybridized discontinuous Galerkin
(HDG) methods were derived in [I8] 19, [30].

The weak Galerkin (WG) method [40], [32] [31] is the second class of nonstandard approach that
applies to the framework ([3]). The WG method is designed by using a weakly defined gradient
operator over functions with discontinuity, and allows the use of totally discontinuous functions in
the finite element procedure. The concept of weak gradients provides a systematic framework for
dealing with discontinuous functions defined on elements and their boundaries in a near classical
sense [40]. Similar to the hybrid methods, the WG scheme can be reduced to the form (3] after
local elimination of unknowns defined in the interior of elements. We note that when A in (1)
is a piecewise-constant matrix, the WG method is, by introducing the discrete weak gradient as
an independent variable, equivalent to the hybridized version of the RT or BDM mixed methods.
For the discretization of the diffusion model (IT]) on simplicial 2D or 3D meshes, we refer to [29)]
for a multigrid WG algorithm, and to [I5] for an auxiliary space multigrid preconditioner for the
WG method as well as a reduced system of the weak Galerkin method involving only the degrees

of freedom on edges/faces.



Besides, some noncnforming methods, e.g. the nonconforming Crouzeix-Raviart element method
[22], can also lead to a SPD discrete system of the form (I3). To this end, one needs to introduce
a special projection of the flux solution to the element boundaries as the trace approximation. We
refer to [12| [6] 13, [1], 28] [34] 27, [38} [46] for multigrid algorithms or preconditioning for the CR or
CR-related nonconforming finite element methods. In particular, in [I3], an optimal-order multi-
grid method was proposed and analyzed for the lowest-order Raviart-Thomas mixed element based
on the equivalence between Raviart-Thomas mixed methods and certain nonconforming methods.

As far as we know, the first preconditioner for the system ([3]) was developed in [24], where
a Schwarz preconditioner was designed for the hybridized RT and BDM mixed element methods.
In [25] a convergent V-cycle multigrid method was proposed for the hybridized mixed methods for
Poisson problems. By following the idea of [25], a non-nested multigrid V-cycle algorithm, with a
single smoothing step per level, was analyzed in [21] for the system ([L3]) arising from one type of
HDG method.

It is well known that the BPX multigrid framework, developed by Bramble, Pasciak and Xu
[10], is widely used in the analysis of multigrid and domain decomposition methods. We refer to
[, 18, 9 111, 23] 26] [39] (44, [42] 43} [45] for the development and applications of the BPX framework.
In [41] an abstract framework of auxiliary space method was proposed and an optimal multigrid
technique was developed for general unstructured grids. Especially, in [42] an overview of multilevel
methods, such as V-cycle multigrid and BPX preconditioner, was given for solving various partial
differential equations on quasi-uniform meshes, and the methods were extended to graded meshes
and completely unstructured grids.

In this paper, we shall follow the basic ideas of ([L0], [41], [42]) to construct a BPX precondi-
tioner for the system ([L3]), which is, due to the definition of the discrete space M% &> corresponding
to nonnested multilevel finite element spaces. We will show the proposed preconditioner is optimal.

We arrange the rest of the paper as follows. Section 2 introduces some notations and prelimi-
naries. Section 3 constructs the BPX preconditioner and derives the condition number estimation
of the preconditioned system. Section 4 shows some applications of the proposed preconditioner.

Finally, Section 5 provides some numerical results.

2 Notations and preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we use the standard definitions of Sobolev spaces and their norms and
semi-norms (cf. [2]), namely for an arbitrary open set D C R? and any nonnegative integer s,
H*(D) {ve L*(D): 0 e L*(D),V|a| < s},
12y 1 o201
s,D = (Z\odgs fD |a ’U|2)2, |U|5,D = (Z\od:s fD |a ’U|2)2.

[[o]



We denote respectively by (-,-)p and (,-)sp the L? inner products on L?(D) and L?(dD), and
respectively by |||, and |-||,p the L2-norms on L?*(D) and L?(dD). In particular, (-,-) and ||-||
abbreviate (-,-)o and [|-||q,, respectively.

Let Q C R? be a polygonal, and let 75 be a conforming shape-regular triangulation of Q. For
any T € Tp, hr denotes the diameter of T', and we set h := maxrer, hr. We define the mesh-
dependent inner product (-,-)p, : M) , x M  — R and the norm |-, : M} , — R as follows: for
any Ap, pun € M[) .,

Ot i= 30 br [ Nl = s} (21)
TeTh or

We also need the following notations: for any u € L?(9T),

1
Il or = hrllelor
_1 .
el or = he?lle=me(wllar  with  mr(p) = z7 [or 1
2 1
el = Qorer, lull or)?-

In the context, we use x < y to denote x < cy, where ¢ is a positive constant independent of h
which may be different at its each occurrence. The notation z ~ y abbreviates x < y < x. For the

bilinear form dj(+, ) in the system ([3]), we give the following abstract assumption.

Assumption 2.1. For any given u; € M?L,k, it holds

dn (s pn) ~ a7 (2.2)

Remark 2.1. This assumption is valid for many nonstandard finite element methods, as will
be shown in Section[§} We note that the Schwarz preconditioner constructed in [Z{|] can also be

extended to the system (L3)) under Assumption 2]l

Basing on Assumption[2.1] we are ready to present an estimate that characters the conditioning
of the system (L3]).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose T, to be quasi-uniform. Under Assumption[2.1), it holds
il < dn (s in) S 072 Nunlly  Von € M . (2.3)
Proof. See the proof of Theorem 2.3 in [24]. O
We introduce the operator Dy, : M ; — M , with
(Dnpnsmn)n = dn(pnsmn)s Vi, nn € My 4. (2.4)
Obviously, Dy, is an SPD operator, and from Theorem 2.1]it follows the condition number estimate
k(Dp) S h™2, (2.5)

where k(Dy,) = i’"?zigg;”; and Apaz (Dh), Amin (Dp) denote the maximum and minimum eigenvalues

of Dy, respectively. In fact, some further analysis can show that x(Dp) ~ h=2 (cf. [30]).



3 BPX preconditioner

3.1 Preconditioner construction

Suppose we are given a coarse quasi-uniform triangulation 7y. Then we obtain a nested sequence
of triangulations {7; : 0 < j < J} through a successive refinement process, i.e., 7; is the uniform
refinement of 7;_; for j > 0. We denote by h; the mesh size of 7}, i.e., the maximum diameter of
the simplex in 7;. We set 7, = 7y and h = h;. Associated with each triangulation 7;, we define
Vj by

V; = {v e Hy(Q) :v|r € P(T),VT € T;}. (3.1)
For each Vj, we denote by {¢;,:¢=0,1,...,N;} the standard nodal basis of V;, where N, is the
dimension of V;. We set {n; : i =1,2,..., M} to be the standard nodal basis of M%yk.

Let ITj, : V; — M) ;. be a linear operator given by
1
Hh’l)h|p = m vp, YE € Fp, Yo, € Vy, (3-2)
F

where |F| denotes the d — 1 dimensional Hausdorff measure of F. Define the adjoint operator
HZ : M?l,k — VJ by

(0}, tns vn) = (ptn, pvn)ny Vion € M 4, Vop, € V. (3.3)
With the operators IIj,, II}, the nodal basis, {¢;; : i = 0,1,...,N,}, of V;, and the nodal basis,
{n; : i =1,2,...,M}, of M,Ohk, we define the BPX preconditioner (in operator form) for the
operator Dy, given in (2] as follows:

M

Bupn =W~ (s mi)wms + Y B, 65,00y, Yn € M, (34)
i=1 (7,9) €A

where A := {(j,4) : 0 < j < J,0 <4< N;}. It’s trivial to verify that By, is a SPD operator with

respect to (-, )p.

3.2 Estimation of condition number

We shall follow the abstract framework of [41] to analyze the condition number of the precon-
ditioned system for (3.

For the sake of convenience, in this subsection we assume
/’L’Lespa’n{nl} for 7’:15 7M7

vj; € span{¢;;} for (j,i)€ A.

At first, we give a characterization of B,:l in the lemma below.



Lemma 3.1. For any pp € M%k, it holds
X M pd-2 hd—2
(B, " s pn)n = inf Yo il + D =g lval®p. (35)

Zivi1 /""L""Z(j,i)eA Mpvj,i=pn i1 || zH (i) eA Hd)] z”

Proof. The proof is a trivial modification of the proof of the Lemma 2.4 ([44]). Set
fii = B2~ YBy  pnymi)ani, Uy o= 03N By s 65 b

We easily have

M
S G ALY Tia) = pa,
i=1

(4,0)eA
X M a2 d72 o
By pny = Y —5 flln + D> —L—5 [95.] (3.6)
il S sl
For any Zﬁl ti +p (32 syea vii) = 0, it follows from
hd 2 L
— 5 (i, pi)n = (By, " s i), 3.7)
115
hd 2
2 (Vji,v50) = <Bi:1ﬂhﬂnhvj7i>h (3.8)
H%, |
that
M hd_2 d—2
Z 5 (M i) + Z H¢ H (Vj,6,v5,1) = 0. (3.9)
i=1 Hm”h (i) EA
Combining (3.6) with (3.9]), we obtain
M d—2
hd—2 h
Z p) HMJF.UZH}L Z —— [[vj,i +vj, zH
il S ||¢Mn
hd—2 d—2 ,
=Z Ml + Y0 s 13l +Z TH P D D iy
il S ||¢J, | S sl
M d 2 d 2
<Bh Hhy Hh hJFZ p) ”.UZHh Z 5 |l ]1”
<l 2 o
which yields (B5) immediately. O
Through standard scaling arguments, it’s easy to derive the following lemma.
Lemma 3.2. It holds
IThvnll, ~  lonhe,  VYon €V, (3.10)
hd 2 B
S el w7 (3.11)




By Lemma 3, Theorem 4 and Theorem 5 in [42], we have the estimate
h4—2
inf > T wiill* ~ lvnlia, Vo € Vi (3.12)
2 (jiyen Vi i=Uh (i) EA ||¢J11||

In light of Lemma B Lemma and (3I2), we show a new characterization of B;, ' below.

Lemma 3.3. For any puj, € M) ., it holds

_ . — 2 2
Bitumomdn ~nf Bl + ol (313)
Nr+pvn=pn

where Ny, € M%,k and v, € Vj.
Next, we define a linear operator P : M%yk — V}, as follows: For each node a of T;,

2rew; mr(kn) o . .
ST if a is an interior node,

Ph,uh(a) = Tewa (314)
0 if a € 09,

where w, denotes the set of simplexes that share the node a.

We have the following estimates for Pj,.

Lemma 3.4. For any py, € M ., it holds
2
|Prinlt o S el (3.15)

(I = TnPr)pnlly, < Pllenlll,- (3.16)

Proof. For each T' € Ty, we use N(T) to denote the set of vertexes of T" and wr the set {T” € Ty, :
T’ and T share a same vertex}.

We have

|Prpnl? 7 = Ima(un) = Papnl? p

ShE? Y Ima(un) — (Papn)(a)?

aeN(T)
ShE? Y > Ima, () — m, (pn)
aeN(T) T1, T2 €wa

T1,T> share a same face

_ 2
Shet D0 s = mae (un) g
T'€wr

2
< Z |||,Uh|||h,6T’

T'€wr
which implies

2
|Prpnli o = Z |Prpnlt o S enlly,
TeThH

i.e. the estimate (310 holds.



On the other hand, since

I (pn) = W Popn |5 S RG> > Im, (pn) — ma, (un) |

aeN(T) T, T2€wa
T ,T> share a same face

2
S Z hT"”Mh'”h,aT”

T cwr

we get

2 2 2
ltn — nPrpnllagr S brllunll, o + lmr(pn) — HnPupn e

2
S Z hr |||Nh|||h,6T'-

T €wr

Therefore, it holds

2 2 2
(I =T P)pnlly = > b (1= T Po)nll5r < B2l
TETh

This completes the proof. O

Basing on the lemmas above, we are ready to estimate the condition number of the operator
BpDy. Lemmas [B.5H3.6] present the estimation of the lower and upper bounds of the eigenvalues
of By Dy, respectively.

Lemma 3.5. Under Assumption[21, for any pp € M?L,k it holds

(B, s ) n S dn (s n), (3.17)

which implies

1 < Amin(BaDp), (3.18)
where Apin(BpDp) denotes the minimum eigenvalue of BpDy,.
Proof. By Lemma B3] Lemma [32] and Lemma B4l we have
(By s ) S B2\ = TPy )|+ 1T P eI
S A2 = TPl + [Papnli o
< llpanlls-

Then BI7) follows from Assumption 21l immediately, and [BI8) is a direct conclusion from
BID). O

Lemma 3.6. Under Assumption 2], for any un € M%,k’ it holds
dn (s o) S (By s ) s (3.19)

which implies

)\mam(BhDh) ,S 1; (320)

where Amaz(BrDp) denotes the maximum eigenvalue of By Dy,.



Proof. For any v, € Vj, an inverse estimate indicates
2 2 2
llanlly < Mean = Mol + [TTn o,
<72 lan = Tovnl, + TThon.
which, together with Lemma [B.3] implies
leanll < By s i) v

Then [BI9) follows from Assumption 2] and B20) is just a trivial conclusion from BI9). O

From Lemmas[B.3.6] we obtain the main result of our paper for the estimation of the condition

number of By Dy,:

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumption [21] it holds

K(BhDh) 5 1, (3.21)
where
)\maz(BhDh)
ByDp) = ——————
k(BnrDp) )\mm(BhDh)’

and Dy, By, are defined by (Z4), (34), respectively.

3.3 Implementation

We recall that {n; : 1 < i < M} is the standard nodal basis of M?L,k and {¢;; :1=0,1,...,N;}
is the standard nodal basis of V; for j = 0,1,---,J. For each u; € M?L,k, we use i, € RM to
denote the vector of coefficients of yj, with respect to the basis {11,792, ...,m1}. Let Dy € RM*M

be the stiffness matrix with respective to the operator D}, defined in (24 with
N Dhfin, = (Dupts ii)hs Vs i, € MY .
Then it follows from Theorem 2] or the estimate (Z3]), that
k(Dp) S h™2.
By the definition, [32), of I, there exists a matrix Z; € RM*%i for j =0,1,---,.J, such that
Hn(dj1, B4.25 -5 b5n;) = (M1,m2,5 -+, )L (3.22)
We set I, € RMXM t0 be the identity matrix. From the definition, (3.4)), of By, it follows, for any

/j/h € M(])Lka

M
By Dppn = >~ (Dupn,miynmi + >, b3~ Dypan, 65.0) s i
i=1 (7,9) €A

M
=12 (Dupnsmidnmi + Y, B3N Dupn, Ty i)nTTn gy i
i=1 (i) EA



Thus, in view of (8:22), we have
BhDh;Lh = BhDhﬁh, Vﬂh c M%,kv (3.23)

where B, is the matrix representation of the operator By, given by

J
By =1*""T, + > WL T (3.24)
k=0
From Theorem [3.1] it follows
H(B}ﬂ)h) 5 1. (325)

This means that the matrix By, is an optimal preconditioner for the stiffness matrix Dy,.

Remark 3.1. From the definition [B.24), it’s easy to see that the preconditioner By, preserves
the advantage of the well-known BPX preconditioner, i.e., it’s optimal and perfect for parallel

computation.

4 Applications

Firstly, let V(T') and W(T') be two local finite dimensional spaces for T' € T. Define

Vi, {veLXQ) v|r € V(T), VT € T},
Wy, = {7 c[L2(Q)):m|r €e W(T), YT € Ty, }.

Then we introduce another two local spaces,
M(F) := Py(F), YF € Fp,
M(OT) = {p € L*(0T) : p|p € Py(F), V face F of T},
and define a local projection operator P2 : HY(T) — M(dT) by
(P2v, ot = (v, Wor, Yv € HY(T),Yu € M(JT).

We recall
M%k ={un € LQ(]:}L) D pn|lFp € M(F), YE € Fp, unloa = 0}. (4.1)

4.1 Hybridized discontinuous Galerkin method

The general framework of HDG method for the problem (II]) reads as follows ([4]): Seek
(uh, /\h70h> eV, x M?L,k x W, such that

(Cah, Th) + (uh, divpTh) — Z <)‘haTh -’n,>(9T = 0, (4.2&)
TETh
—(vn, divhon) + Y (ar(PPun — M) vador = (f,vn), (4.2b)
TET
Z <0‘h n — OzT(PrJQ’U,h - /\h)vﬂh>8T = 0, (42C)
TETh

10



hold for all (vp, pp, Th) € Vi X M?L,k x Wy, where C = A~ divy, is the broken div operator defined
by
dithh|T = div(‘l’h|T), V1, € Wy, T € Tp,

and ar denotes a nonnegative penalty function defined on 0T
For any T € T, we introduce two local problems as follows.

Local problem 1: For any given A\, € M(9T), seek (uy,,o,) € V(T) x W(T') such that

(Coy,,T)r + (un,, divr)r = (Ap, T-n)ar, (4.3a)

—(v,divey, )t + (arPluy, , vYor = {(arn,v)or, (4.3b)

hold for all (v,7) € V(T) x W(T).
Local problem 2: For any given f € L*(T), seek (uf,o¢) € V(T) x W(T) such that

(Coys,7)r + (ug, divr)r = 0, (4.4a)
7(1)5 d’L’UO'f)T + <O[TPfZé?‘uf7 U>BT = (fa U)Tv (44b)
hold for all (v,7) € V(T') x W(T).

Theorem 4.1. [20] Suppose (up, An, o) € Vi, X M%,k x Wy, to be the solution of the system (&2]),
and suppose, for any T € Ty, (ux,,ox,)|lr € V(T) x W(T) and (us,o7)|lr € V(T) x W(T) to be
the solutions of the local problems ([&3) and (@A), respectively. Then it holds

onlr = o, t+oy, (4.5)

up|lr = uy, +uy, (4.6)

and A\, € M) . is the solution of the system (L3), i.e.

dn(Any ) = bn(pn), Yin € M 4,

where

dn(Anspn) = (Cox,,0ou,)+ Y (ar(PPuy, — M), PRy, — pn)or, (4.7)
TeTh
bh(:u’h) = (fa U’Mh)’ (48)

and for any T € Ty, (up,,0u, )|l € V(T) x W(T') denotes the solution of the local problem (@.3])
by replacing Ap, with up,.

We list in what follows several types of HDG methods for which Assumption 2.1] holds.

Type 1. V(T) = Pu(T), W(T) = [Px(T)]* + P.(T)x and ar = 0. The corresponding HDG
scheme ([@2)) turns out to be the well-known hybridized RT mixed element method ([3]).

11



Type 2. V(T) = P._1(T) (k > 1), W(T) = [Px(T)]* and ar = 0. The corresponding HDG
method turns out to be the well-known hybridized BDM mixed element method ([14]).

For Types 1-2 HDG methods, it was shown in [24] that Assumption [Z1] holds.

Type 3. V(T) = Pu(T), W(T) = [P(T)]* and ar = O(1). The corresponding HDG method
was proposed in [4] and analyzed in [I9]. It was shown in [21] that Assumption 2] holds.

Type 4. V(T) = Poi(T), W(T) = [Pu(T)]¢ and ar = O(h;'). The corresponding HDG

method was proposed and analyzed in [30], where Assumption [2.T] was shown to hold.

Remark 4.1. It has been shown in [16, [17] that, when A is a piecewise constant matriz and
k > 1, the stiffness matrices of the bilinear form dp(-,-) arising from the hybridized RT mized
element method, i.e. the Type 1 HDG method, and from the corresponding hybridized BDM mized
element method, i.e. the Type 2 HDG method, are the same. Then any preconditioner for the Type
1 HDG method is also a preconditioner for the Type 2 HDG method, and vice versa.

4.2 Weak Galerkin method

We follow [40] to introduce the discrete weak gradients. Here we make a little modification,
just for the sake of convenience.

At first, for T € T;, we define V¢, : V(T) — W(T) by
(Vv @)1 = —(v,divg)r, Yg € W(T). (4.9)
Secondly, we define V2 : M (9T) — W (T) by
(Vo 1, q)r = (1, q - n)ar, Yu € M(OT), Vg € W(T). (4.10)
Then we define V,, : V(T') x M(0T) — W(T) by
Ve lv, 1) = Vv + Vo u Y(v,u) € V(T) x M(JT). (4.11)

The WG method reads as follows: Seek (up,Ap) € Vi x M%,k such that

(A(Viun + Vo), Vovn) + Y {ar(PPun — M), va)or = (f.on), (4.12a)
TETh

(A(Viun + Vi), Vupn) = Y {ar(PPun — M), pn)or = 0, (4.12b)
TETh

hold for (vp, pup) € Vi % M% > Where a7 denotes a nonnegative penalty function defined on 9T
We shall follow the same routine as in the previous subsection. We begin with defining two
local problems as follows.

Local problem 1: For any given f € L*(T), seek us € V(T) such that
(AV,uz, Vi,0)r + (arPRug, PRo)or = (f,v)r, Yo € V(T). (4.13)

12



Local problem 2: For any A, € M(9T), seek uy, € V(T) such that

(AVfuu,\h, VfU’U)T + <OZTPQQU,\MP7Q’U>3T = 7(AV2J>\h, Vf}ﬂ))T + <04T)\h, PQQU>3T, Yv € V(T).
(4.14)

Similar to Theorem [£.]], the following conclusion holds.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose (up, \p) € Vi X M%,k to be the solution of the system (@12, and suppose,
for any T € Tp, uy and uy, to be the solutions of the local problems @I3)) and [@I4), respectively.
Then it holds

up = uy, +uy, (4.15)

and A\, € M(})L,k is the solution of the system (L3), i.e.

dn(Any pn) = bn(pn), Yun € M?L,ka

where

dh(/\hvﬂh) = (AVW(U)\}”)\}J, Vw(u#hvﬂh)) + Z <O‘T(P7Qu>\h - /\h)v Pgu#h - Mh>3TQ4'16>
TETh

ban) = (AViu,,, Viup). (4.17)

We consider two basic cases of the WG method (£12) ([40]):
e V(T) = P.(T), W(T) = [P(T)]* + Px(T)x and ar = 0;
o V(T)= Po_1(T) (k> 1), W(T) = [P(T)]* and ar = 0.
In both cases, we can prove that Assumption 2] holds by using a similar technique used in [24].

Remark 4.2. We note that the reduced system ([L3) is nothing but the Schur complement system
of the WG method.

Remark 4.3. If A is a piecewise-constant matriz, the two WG methods are equivalent to the
hybridized RT mixed element method and the hybridized BDM mixed element method, respectively.
We refer to (Remark 2.1, [29]) for the details.

4.3 Nonconforming finite element method

In this section we take Crouzeix-Raviart element method [22] as an example to show that the
theory in Section 3 also applies to nonconforming methods.

At first, we introduce the Crouzeix-Raviart finite element space £{%(Ty,) as follows.

LEB(T) = {vn € L*(Q) : wp|7 € Pi(T),YT € Th, vy is continuous at the
gravity point of each interior face of 7 and vanishes at the (4.18)

gravity point of each face of 7, that lies on 9Q}.
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As we know, the standard discretization of CR element method reads as follows: Seek uj, € L F(Ty)
such that
(AVhun, Vivn) = (f,vn), Yon € L), (4.19)

where Vv, is given by

thh|T = V(’Uh|T), VT € 771

We define an operator II, : LEE(T;,) — M}?,o by
~ 1
Mpop|p = —/ vy, = vp(cp), VF € Fp. (4.20)
[Fl JF

where cp denotes the gravity point of F. Obviously, ﬁh is a bijective map, and its inverse map

I, ' My o — LY (Ty) satisfies
/ I, o = / fin, VF € Fp. (4.21)
F F

By denoting up = ﬁhvh, Ap = ﬁhuh, the system (£I9) is equivalent to the system (3], i.e.
Ap € M?L,k satisfies

dn(Ans i) = br(pn), Yun € M 4,

where

dn(An, pn) = (AVhﬁ,fl/\h,Vhﬁﬁluh), (4.22)

ba(pn) o= (f,10, ). (4.23)
By similar estimates as in Lemma [B.2] it is easy to verify Assumption 2.1lin this case.

Remark 4.4. When A is a piecewise constant matriz, we can show that the Type 4 HDG method
described in Subsection [{.1| with k = 0 is of the same stiffness matriz as the CR method [I19). In

fact, in this case we have, for any T € Ty,
M(OT) :={p € L*0T) : plr € Py(F), ¥V face F of T},
V(T)=P(T), W(T)=[R(T) ar=O0(hs").
From the relation (&30 it follows
(ar(P2(ux — ), P2v — wyor =0, Y(v,pu) € V(T) x M(dT).
Thus, in view of (@), it holds
dn(Ans pin) = (Coy,,0u,)- (4.24)

On the other hand, the relation [E3al), together with [E2T]) and integration by parts, yield

(Cop . T)r = (pn, T nYor = (I, i, T - mor = (VI i, 7)1
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for 7 € W(T). Since C = A1 is a constant matriz on T, the above equality means
Vhﬁ,:luh =Coy,,.

This relation, together with (£24)) and [@E22), shows the Type 4 HDG method and the noncon-

forming CR element method results in the same stiffness matriz of dp (-, ).

Remark 4.5. As shown in [16, [17], when A is a piecewise constant matriz, the stiffness matriz
of dp(-,-) arising from the lowest order hybridized RT mized finite element method, i.e. the Type
1 HDG method in Subsection [{.1 with k = 0, is the same as the one arising from the CR element
method.

Remark 4.6. From Remarks [{.3{4.2 we know that when A is a piecewise constant matriz and
k =0, the four methods, namely the Type 1 and Type 4 HDG methods in Subsection [{.1] the first
WG method Subsection[]-3, and the nonconforming CR element method, lead to the same stiffness

matriz of dp(-,+), and then share the same optimal preconditioner.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we report some numerical experiments in two-space dimensions to verify the
theoretical result of Theorem [3.11

We consider two types of domains: a square domain Q2 = (0,1) x (0, 1) (Figure[)) and an L-type
domain = (—1,1) x (0,1) U (0,1) x (—1,0] (Figure 2l). Given a coarse triangulation Ty of ) as
in Figure [ or Figure[2] we produce a sequence of triangulations {7; : j = 0,1,...,6} by bisection,
i.e. connecting the midpoints of three edges of each simplex. Suppose D, to be the stiffness matrix
with respect to the operator D, defined by [24)), and B}, to be the preconditioner defined by ([B.24]).

For the diffusion tensor A, we consider two cases:
Case 1. We set A = I, with I the identity matrix.

In this case we compute the condition numbers of the system (3] and its preconditioned one

arising from the Types 3-4 HDG methods with k£ = 0:
o V(T) = Py(T), M(F) = Py(F), W(T) = [Py(T)])? and ar = 1;

o V(T) = Pi(T), M(F) = Po(F), W(T) = [Py(T)]* and ar|r =  for each face F of T.

We list the numerical results of «(Dp) and k(BpDp) in Tables for the square domain and
L—type domain cases, respectively.

Case 2. We set

14 si 2 si 2 0
A in(mwz)? sin(my) . (5.1)
0 1 + sin(7z)? sin(ry)?
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We compute the condition numbers of the system ([3]) and its preconditioned one arising from

the nonconforming CR element method, and list the corresponding numerical results in Table Bl

From Tables [[H3] we can see that, for all cases, (D) is of O(h™2) and k(ByDy) is of O(1),

which show that our proposed preconditioner is optimal.
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Figure 2: Ty (left) and 7y (right) on L-type domain

Table 1: Condition numbers for types 3-4 HDG methods with & = 0: square domain

Method h 1/2 | 1/4 | 1/8 | 1/16 | 1/32

Type 3 | w(Dn) | 15.5 | 59.0 | 233.8 | 933.6 | 3733.7
k(ByDy) | 6.8 | 105 | 124 | 13.6 | 14.3

Type 4 | w(Dn) | 15.9 | 59.4 | 234.5 | 934.8 | 3735.0
k(ByDy) | 7.2 1109 | 126 | 13.7 | 144
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Table 2: Condition numbers for types 3-4 HDG methods with £ = 0: L—type domain
Method h 12 | 1/4 | 1/8 | 1/16

Type 3 | w(Dy) | 31.4 | 120.9 | 478.8 | 1911.0
k(ByDy) | 13.2 | 16.2 | 185 | 20.1
Type 4 | w(Dy) | 324 | 122.8 | 482.8 | 1919.2
k(ByDy) | 13.9 | 16.6 | 18.7 | 20.3

Table 3: Condition numbers for C-R element method
Domain h 1/2 1/4 1/8 1/16 1/32

square k(Dr) | 21.2 | 91.0 | 382.6 | 1572.4 | 6384.0
k(BrDp) | 9.8 | 163 | 204 | 235 | 256
L-type k(Dr) 40.6 | 186.1 | 788.3 | 3230.0 -
k(BpDyp) | 18.1 | 25.2 | 30.7 | 34.9 _
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