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C"Y Discontinuous Galerkin Methods for a

Kirchhoff Plate Contact Problem

Fei Wanézl, Tianyi Zhanég, and  Weimin Harﬁ

Abstract. Discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods are considered for solving
a plate contact problem, which is a 4th-order elliptic variational inequality of
second kind. Numerous C° DG schemes for the Kirchhoff plate bending problem
are extended to the variational inequality. Properties of the DG methods, such
as consistency and stability, are studied, and optimal order error estimates are
derived. A numerical example is presented to show the performance of the DG
methods; the numerical convergence orders confirm the theoretical prediction.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we introduce and analyze some C° discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods
for a model 4th-order elliptic variational inequality of second kind. The model variational
inequality arises in the study of a frictional contact problem for Kirchhoff plates.

1.1 Discontinuous Galerkin methods

Discontinuous Galerkin methods are an important family of nonconforming finite element
methods for solving partial differential equations. We refer to [I1] for a historical account
about DG methods. Discontinuous Galerkin methods use piecewise smooth yet globally less
smooth functions to approximate problem solutions, and relate the information between two
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neighboring elements by numerical traces. The practical interest in DG methods is due to
their flexibility in mesh design and adaptivity, in that they allow elements of arbitrary shapes,
irregular meshes with hanging nodes, and the discretionary local shape function spaces. In
addition, the increase of the locality in discretization enhances the degree of parallelizability.

There are basically two approaches to construct DG methods for linear elliptic boundary
value problems. The first approach is through the choice of an appropriate bilinear form that
contains penalty terms to penalize jumps across neighboring elements to make the scheme
stable. The second approach is based on choosing appropriate numerical fluxes to make
the method consistent, conservative and stable. In [I] and [2], Arnold, Brezzi, Cockburn,
and Marini provided a unified error analysis of DG methods for linear elliptic boundary
value problems of 2nd-order and succeeded in building a bridge between these two families,
establishing a framework to understand their properties, differences and the connections
between them. In [23], numerous DG methods were extended for solving elliptic variational
inequalities of 2nd-order, and a priori error estimates were established, which are of optimal
order for linear elements. In [24], five discontinuous Galerkin schemes with linear elements
for solving the Signorini problem were studied, and optimal convergence order was proved.
The ideas presented in [24] were extended to solve a quasistatic contact problem in [25].

In this paper, we study DG methods to solve an elliptic variational inequality of 4th-order
for the Kirchhoff plates. It is difficult to construct stable DG methods for such problems
because of the higher order in differentiation and of the inequality form. The major known
DG methods for the biharmonic equation in the literature are primal DG methods, namely
variations of interior penalty (IP) methods ([4} (5 [7, 3] 18], 19 20] 22]). Fully discontinuous
IP methods, which cover meshes with hanging nodes and locally varying polynomial degrees,
thus ideally suited for hp-adaptivity, were investigated systematically in [I8 19, 20] 22] for
biharmonic problems. In [13], a C° TP formulation was introduced for Kirchhoff plates and
quasi-optimal error estimates were obtained for smooth solutions. Unlike fully discontinuous
Galerkin methods, C° type DG methods do not “double” the degrees of freedom at element
boundaries. A rigorous error analysis was presented in [7] for the C° IP method under
weak regularity assumption on the solution. A weakness of this method is that the penalty
parameter can not be precisely quantified a priori, and it must be chosen suitably large to
guarantee stability. However, a large penalty parameter has a negative impact on accuracy.
Based on this observation, a C° DG (CDG) method was introduced in [27], where the
stability condition can be precisely quantified. In [I7], a consistent and stable CDG method,
called the LCDG method, was derived for the Kirchhoff plate bending problem. The LCDG
method can be viewed as an extension of the LDG method studied in [9] [10]. We will extend
these three methods and additionally propose two more CDG methods to solve the 4th-order
elliptic variational inequality of second kind. For 4th-order elliptic variational inequalities
of first kind, some DG methods were developed in [26]; however, no error estimates were



derived. In [§], a quadratic C° IP method for Kirchhoff plates problem with the displacement
obstacle was studied, and errors in the energy norm and the L* norm are given by O(h?%),
where 0.5 < o < 1.

1.2 Kirchhoff plate bending problem

Let © € R? be a bounded polygonal domain with boundary I'. The boundary value problem
of a clamped Kirchhoff plate under a given scaled vertical load f € L*(Q) is (cf. [21])

o=—(1-r)Vu—rtr(Vu)I in Q,
-V (V-o)=f inQ, (1.1)

uw=0,u=0 onl,

where x € (0,0.5) denotes the Poisson ratio of an elastic thin plate occupying the region 2
and v stands for the unit outward normal vector on I'. I is the identity matrix of order
2 and tr is the trace operation on matrices. Here, V is the usual nabla operator, and we
denote the Hessian of v by V?v, i.e.,

Onv 01
2, .— V(B0 o)) — [ OnY v
V v V(VU) V(( 1V, Q’U)) 8211) 8221)
Note that the first equation in (II]) can be rewritten as
1 K 9
T 1 (tro)I = —V=u. (1.2)

For a vector-valued function v = (vy,v2)" and a matrix-valued function o = (0;;)ax2, we
define their divergence by

R . t
V-v:=v11+v29 V-0:= (01114 0212,0121+022).

We denote the normal and tangential components of a vector v on the boundary by v, = v-v
and v, = v — v,v. Similarly, for a tensor o, we define its normal component o, = ov - v
and tangential component o, = ov — o,v. We have the decomposition formula

(ov) - v=(ow+o,) (LWw+v,)=0,0,+0, v,

For two matrices 7 and o, their double dot inner product and corresponding norm are

0T =3 oymy and 7] = (7))

The following result is very useful for the analysis of DG methods, which can be verified
directly through integration by parts.



Lemma 1.1 Let D be a bounded domain with a Lipschitz boundary OD. For a symmetric
matriz-valued function T and a scalar function v, the following two identities hold

/UV-(V.T)dx:/VQU:de— VU~(Tn)dS+/ vn - (V- T)ds,
D

D oD oD

/Vzv:de:—/Vv-(V-T)dx+ Vu - (tn)ds,
D D

oD

whenever the terms appearing on both sides of the above identities make sense. Here m is
the unit outward normal to OD.

Multiplying the second equation in (ILI)) by a test function v € HZ(S) and noticing
v = 0,v =0, we get the following equation by Lemma [[.T]

—/QO':VQde:/vada:. (1.3)

By the definition of o and ([L3]), the weak formulation of problem (I.I]) can be written as
Findu € HF(Q) :  a(u,v) = (f,v) Yv € HF(Q), (1.4)
where the bilinear form is

a(u,v) = / [Au Av + (1 — K) (20120 0190 — 011U Do — Oaou 81121)] dx, (1.5)
Q

and the linear form is

(f,v):/vadx.

In this paper, we consider a plate frictional contact problem, which is a 4th-order elliptic
variational inequality (EVI) of second kind ([I2]). The Lipschitz continuous boundary I' of
the domain  is decomposed into three parts: I'y, I's and I's with I'y, 'y and I's relatively
open and mutually disjoint such that meas(I'y) > 0. Then the plate frictional contact
problem we consider is:

FindueV: a(u,v—u)+jw) —ju)>(fv—u) YVvel. (1.6)
Here,

V:{UGH2(Q): v:&,v:OonFl},
j(v) :/ g |v|ds.
I's



This variational inequality describes a simply supported plate. The plate is clamped on the
boundary I';:
v=20,v=0onIYy, (1.7)

is free on I'y, and is in frictional contact on I's with a rigid foundation; g can be interpreted
as a frictional bound. Applying the standard theory on elliptic variational inequalities (e.g.,
[3, 14]), we know the problem (L6l has a unique solution u € V.

Let
A={Ne L>(T3): |\ <1ae onls}.

We have the following result ([16]).

Theorem 1.2 A function uw € V' is a solution of (LO) if and only if there is a X € A such
that

a(u,v)+£gkvds:(f,v) VoelV, (1.8)

Au=|ul ae onl;. (1.9)

Throughout the paper, we assume the solution of the problem (L6)) has the regularity
u € H3*(Q). The regularity result u € H?(2) is shown for solutions of some variational
inequalities of 4th-order ([I5 pp. 323-327]). In error analysis of numerical solutions for the
problem ([LO), we need to take advantage of pointwise relations satisfied by the solution w.

Note that o is defined by the first equation of (ILI)). Then o € H'(Q)**%2. We rewrite

(LA as
/Q[—O':V2(v—u)—f(v—u)}dx+/

g|v\ds—/ glulds >0 YovelV.
I's I's

Take v = u £ ¢ for any ¢ € C5°(Q2) to obtain

—/azvzwd:c:/fgodx Vo e C5°(2).
0 Q

Thus,
—V - (V-o)=f in the sense of distribution.

Since f € L*(9), we deduce that V- (V- o) € L*() and

—V.-(V-o)=f ae infd (1.10)



Since V- € L?(Q)? and V - (V- o) € L*(Q2), we can define (V -o)-v € H~'/?(T) and
it satisfies the relation

<(V-o-)-v,v>1/27p:/V-(V-a)vdm+/(V-a)-Vvdx Yov e HY(Q). (1.11)
Q Q
Therefore, for any v € H?*(R2),
—/V'(V'O')’Udl':/(V'O')'VUdSL’—<(V'O’)'V,U>1/271"
Q Q

:—/0':V2vdx+/(0'u)~Vvds—((V~0')~V,v)1/2,p,
0

r

ie.,
a(u,v) = / fvdx — /(0'1/) Vods+ (Vo) v, 0)10r Yve H(Q).
Q r

Recalling the equation (L), we then have for any v € V,
— /(0'1/) Vuds+((V-0) -v,v)12r +/ gAvds = 0. (1.12)
r I's

Let 0, and o, be the normal and tangential components of the vector ev on I'. In (12,
taking v € V such that v =0 on I and 0, v arbitrary on I'y U '3, we have

0, =0 ae onlyUI; (1.13)
Then from (LI2) we get
—/ aTaTvds—l—((V~a)~u,v)1/2,p+/ givds=0 YovelV (1.14)
Taul's I's

Note that the closure of V' in H'(Q) is
HE (Q)={ve H(Q):v=0ae onl}.
Denote _
Hp (Q) ={veH(Q):0ve L*D)}.
Then from (LI4]), we conclude that
- /F ) 0:0:vds+ (V- -a)-v,v)1/9r +/ gAvds=0 VYove f[%l(Q) (1.15)
2Ul'g

I's
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we present some notations,
introduce some C° discontinuous Galerkin methods for solving the Kirchhoff plate bending
problem and extend them to solve the elliptic variational inequality of 4th-order. In Section
B consistency of the CDG methods, boundedness and stability of the bilinear forms are

presented. A priori error analysis for these CDG methods is established in Section [l In the
final section, we report simulation results from a numerical example.
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2 DG methods for Kirchhoff plate problem

2.1 Notations

Here we introduce some notations to be used later. For a given function space B, let
(B)>*? .= {1 € (B)*?: 7' =7}. Given a bounded set D C R? and a positive integer m,
H™(D) is the usual Sobolev space with the corresponding norm || - ||, p and semi-norm
| - |m.p, which are abbreviated by || - ||, and | - |, respectively, when D is chosen as €. || - ||p
is the norm of the Lebesgue space L?(D). We assume €2 is a polygonal domain and denote
by {Tu}s a family of triangulations of Q, with the minimal angle condition satisfied. Denote
hix = diam(K) and h = max{hg : K € T,}. For a triangulation Tj, let &, be the set of all
the element edges, £? the set of all the element edges that lie on the boundary I, & := &,\&?
the set of all interior edges, and £ C &, the set of all the edges that do not lie on Ty or T's.
For any e € &, denote by h, its length. Related to the triangulation 7y, let

2x2

> = {T e ()7 7yl e H(E)VK €Ty, i) = 1,2},
Vi={veH (Q):v|x € H(K)VK € T,}.

The corresponding finite element spaces are

2x2

3, = {Th € (LX) mhslk € BK)VK €Ty, i, = 1,2},

Vi = {un € HE(Q) s vnlx € PA(K) VK € T}
Here, for a triangle K € Ty, P(K) (I =0,1) and P»(K) are the polynomial spaces on K of
degrees [ and 2, respectively. Note that we have the following property

1
Vth C Eh, —Eh — FL

1—k 1 — k2

(trZh)I C Eh, (21)

where ViV, |k := V2(Vy|k) for any K € T,. Viv is defined by the relation Viv = V?v on
any element K € 7Tj,.

For a function v € L*(Q) with v|x € H™(K) for all K € Ty, define the broken norm and
seminorm by

1/2 1/2
||vr|m,h=(2||vr|a,K) ,|v\m,h=(2\v|z,K) |
KeTy KeTy

The above symbols are used in a similar manner when v is a vector or matrix-valued function.
Throughout this paper, C' denotes a generic positive constant independent of h and other
parameters, which may take different values at different occurrences. To avoid writing these
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constants repeatedly, we use “z < y” to mean that “z < Cy”. For two vectors u and v,
u ® v is a matrix with uv; as its (4, j)-th component.

Consider two elements K™ and K~ with a common edge e € & and let n™ and n~ be
their outward unit normals on e. For a scalar-valued function v, denote its restriction on
K#* by v* = v|g+. Similarly, for a matrix-valued function 7, write 7* = 7| «. Then we
define averages and jumps on e € &} as follows:

1

vp=—(v"+v ), v=vnT +v n,

o} = 50" +07), o] =vint

1
{Vo} = 5(Vor +Vor), [Vo] = Vo' -n® + Voo n7,

1

Ty=z(1"+7 ), |[Tj]=T'Nn"+7 n .

fry=g( 4, lrl=rtnt

For e € &}, the above definitions need to be modified:

{U} =, [U] =,
{Vuv} =Vu, [Vu|=Vv- v,

{r} =71, [1]=1v.
The jump [-] of the vector Vo is
[Vv] = %(Vzﬁ ont+nt Vet + Vo @n +n  ®@Vo~) onecé,
[Vv] = %(Vv®v+v®Vv) onecé&.

Define a global lifting operator o : (L2(£2))>** — ), by

2X2

/ ro(@):Tde=— [ ¢:{r}ds VreZ, ¢e (L) (2.2)
Q &p
Moreover, for each e € &, introduce a local lifting operator 7, : (Lz(e))iX2 — X, by
/ ro(¢): Tdr = — /¢ {rhds VT e, e (L2(e). (2.3)
Q e
It is easy to check that the following identity holds
ro(@) =D re(dl) Vo e (L(E)).",

6662

so we have

lro(@)1” = I Y 7e(Plo)]® <3 lIre(alo)]*. (2.4)

ec&? ecE)



2.2 Discontinuous Galerkin formulations

In [26], a general primal formulation of CDG methods was presented for a 4th-order elliptic
variational inequality of first kind. The process of deriving CDG schemes for 4th-order
elliptic equations can also be found in [I7]. Based on the discussions in [26] and [I7], we
introduce five CDG methods for the problem (LLO) as follows: Find u;, € V}, such that

By (un, vn — up) + j(vn) — jlun) = (f,on —upn) Vop € Vi, (2.5)

where the bilinear form By (w,v) = B@L(w,v) with j = 1,---,5, and Bf,)L(w,v) are given

next.

The method with j =1 is a C? interior penalty (IP) method, and the bilinear form is
B&{(uh, vp) = /Q(l — k)Viuy : Viv, do + /Q ktr (Viw) tr (Viv,) do
- /g [Vun] : (1= 0){V2u} + x tr ({V20u}) T) ds
h
— /go [Vor] : (1= ) {Viun} + rtr ({Viun}) I) ds

+ /52 nh; [Vun] : [Voi] ds. (2.6)

Here 7 is a function, defined to be a constant 7. on each e € &, with {7]6}6652 having a
uniform positive bound from above and below. For a compact formulation, we can use lifting

operator 7o (cf. (Z.2)) to get
B;,)L(uh, vp) = /Q(l — k)Viu : (Viv, +7o([Vur])) da
+ /Q rtr (Viup) tr (Vivs + 7ro([Vor])) do
+ / ro ([Vun]) : (1 = k) Vi, + str (Vi) I) do
0
—I—/ nh  [Vus] : [Vou] ds. (2.7)
&

A similar C° TP method was studied in [7].

The two formulas (2.6]) and (2.7)) are equivalent on the finite element spaces V},, so either
form can be used to compute the finite element solution uy. In this paper, we give a priori
error estimates strictly based on the first formula BF}L Because of the equivalence of these

two formulations on V},, we will prove the stability for the second formula Bélf)L on V},, which

9



ensures the stability for the first formulation Bflf)l on V},. This comment is valid for the other
CDG methods introduced next.

Motivated by related DG methods for the second order elliptic problem, we can define
the C° non-symmetric interior penalty (NIPG) formulation,

BE) (up.vp) = /Q(l — K)Viyuy : Vi dr + /Q rtr (Viun) tr (Vion) do
i /50 [Vur] : (1= r){Viun} + str ({Vive}) I) ds
_ /go[[vwl]] (1= r){Viun} + wtr ({Viup}) I) ds
+ /(€ b [Vun] s [Ven] ds, 28)
i
or equivalently,

Bé,zi)t(uhavh) :/(1 — K)Viup - (Vion + ro([Vor])) do
Q
+ /Q ktr (Viun) tr (Viow + ro([Vun])) da
- /Qro ([Vurl) = (1 = #)Vion + s te (Vion) 1) da

+ /50 nh [Vuy] : [Voi] ds. (2.9)

h

The CDC method with j = 3 has the bilinear form

B (up, vn) = /Q (1= K)Viuy : Vivydo + /Q rtr (Vi) tr (Vi) do
- /82 [Vurl : (1= £){V3u} + wtr ({Vion}) T) ds
. [ggﬂwh]] (1= m){Viun} + st ({Viun}) I) ds
+/Qf,=0([[wh]]) (1= &)ro([Vun]) + s tr(ro([Vup]))I) do

+> /Qn (1= r)re([Vunl) : re([Vor]) + & tr(re([Vun]))tr(re([Ven]))) dz,

6652

10



or equivalently,

BS) (up, vy) = /Q (1 — &) (V2up + ro([Vun])) = (Vo +7o([Vun])) da

+ /Q/-ctr (Viun + ro([Vun])) tr (Vio, + ro([Von])) dz

+) /Qn (1= r)re([Vunl) : re([Vor]) + £ tr(re([Vun]))tr(re([Ven]))) dz,

6652

(2.10)
which is the CDG formulation proposed in [27].
The bilinear form of the CDG scheme with j =4 is
Bﬁ(uh, vp) = /Q(l — k)Viuy, : Viv, do + /Q ktr (Viug) tr (Vivy) da
- [ 9wl (1= (T} + wer (Viun) 1) ds
h

- /,s [Vorl = (1= w){Viun} + s tr ({Viwn}) I) ds

+> /Qn (1= r)re([Vunl) : re([Vor]) + & tr(re([Vun]))tr(re([Ven]))) dz,

6652

(2.11)

or equivalently,

Bgl,)L(uh, vp) :/(1 — k)Viup : (Vive + 1o([Von])) do
Q

+ /Q e (V2 tr V2o, + ro([Von])) de
+ /ero ([Vuil]) : (1 = &) Vivp + ktr (Vioy) I) do
# 3 [ n =Tl r(TuD + s V]t (7o) d

6652

(2.12)

which is the CDG formulation extended from the DG method of [6] for elliptic problems of
second order.

11



For the LCDG method ([I7]), the bilinear form is
BE) (un, vp) == /Q (1= K)Viup : Vo de + /Q ktr (Viun) tr (Vion) de
_ /eg[[wh]] (1= ) { Vi) + wtr ({Vivn}) I) ds
_ /g [Vor] = (1= o) {VEu} + rtr ({Viuy}) I) ds
+/Qr0([[wh]]) (1= R)ro([Vus]) + s tr(ro([Vun])I) do
+ /(€ , nh ' [Vur] = [Von] ds, (2.13)
or equivalently,

BY) (up, vp) == / (1 — &) (V2up + ro([Vun])) = (Vivn + ro([Ven])) da

Q

+ /Qlitl” (Viun + ro([Vun])) tr (Vion + 7o([Von])) do

—I—/ nh [Vun] : [Vos] ds. (2.14)
&y

3 Consistency, boundedness and stability
First, we address the consistency of the methods (2.0)).

Lemma 3.1 For the solution of the problem ([LG), assume u € H3(Y). Then for all the five
CDG methods with By(w,v) = BS}L(w,v), 1 <j <5, we have

Bp(u,vp, —u) > (f,op —u) Vo, € V.
Proof. Noting [Vu] = 0 on each edge e € &/, we use ([L.2)) to get

(1 —&)V2u: Vi (v, —u)dw + /Q ktr (VZu) tr (Vi (v, — u)) d

Bu(u, v, — u) :/

Q
_ g [V (v, —u)] : ((1 — k)V?u + K tr (V2u) I) ds

—_ Z /KO'Iv%(vh—U)dl'—‘—/gg[[V(Uh_U)]]IO'dS.

KeTy

12



Using Lemma [[T] and noticing [o] = 0 on each edge e € &, we have

Z/KO':V%L(vh—u)dx:—Z/}{V(Uh_u).(v.o-)dx

KeTy KeTy,

+ Z V(vy, —u) - (ong)ds
K67~h oK

:_/QV(U,L—U)-(V-o-)dx—I— [V(0n — )] : o ds.

En

Combining the above two equations, we obtain

Bh(u,vh—u):/QV(vh—u)-(V-a)dx—/F [V(vp —u)] : ods

2UI'3

:/Qv(vh—u)-(V-O')dx—/FQUFSUT Or (v — u) ds

:_/QV-(V-o-)(vh—u)dx+<(v-0')'V,Uh—u>1/2,r

— / o, 0-(vy, — u) ds.
IaUl's

Here, the second equation comes from the relation (LI3]), and the last equation holds by
CID).
We apply the relation (LIH), Lemma [[T] (T.9) and (LI0) to obtain

Bh(u,vh—u):—/V-(V-a)(vh—u)dx—/ g)\vhds—l—/ g Auds
Q I3 I's

:/f(vh—u)d:)s—/ g)\vhds+/ g |ulds
Q I's I's

Z/f(vh—u)dx—/ g|vh|ds+/ g |ulds.
Q T's I's

So the stated result holds. W

Let V(h) :=V;, + V N H*(Q) and define two mesh-dependent energy norms by

o2 := [ol3 + D R IIVellles Mol = o2+ ) hklvlik, v e V(R

6682 KeTy

To show these formulas define norms, we only need prove that |v|, =0 and v € V(h) imply
v = 0. From |v|y, = 0, we have v|x € P;(K) and so Vv is piecewise constant. Let e be
the common edge of two neighboring elements K+ and K. From ||[[Vv]||o. = 0, we obtain

13



(Vou)t = (Vo)~. Thus, Vo is constant in € and so v € Py(f2). Since v = 0 on T'y, we
conclude that v =0 in .

Before presenting boundedness and stability results of the bilinear forms, we give a useful
estimate for the lifting operator r..

Lemma 3.2 There ezist two positive constants Cy < Cy such that for any v € V(h) and
e €&,
Cih IVl e < lre([VoDlIG s < Coh IV (3.1)

Proof. The second inequality was proved in [I7]. For v € VN H3(Q2), [Vv] =0 on e € &).
So we only need to consider the case v € Vj,. By the formula between (4.4) and (4.5) in [2],
we know

he'llellse S Ire(@)llen < he'llellse Ve € [Pi(e)], (3.2)
where the lifting operator 7* : (L%(e))? — W), is defined by

/r;‘(v)-whd:c:—/v-{wh}ds, Vwy, € W,
Q e

Here, W), := {wh € (L2()? : w|x € B(K), VK € Tryi = 1,2}.

For two matrix-valued functions ¢ = (¢;j)ax2 and T = (75)ax2, let ¢ = (11, Pa1)’,
Dy = (P12, 022)", T1 = (111, T21)", T2 = (712, T22)", s0 that ¢ = (¢, P,), T = (71, 7T2). Then

/Qre(fﬁ)ITd:cz—/ed):{T}ds:—/E¢1.{Tl}ds_/e¢2_{7_2}ds
:/Qr;‘(¢>1).Tldx+/ﬂr;f(¢2).Tzdz:[)(r:(qbl)’r:(%)):de’

for all 7 € a4 So re(@) = (17 (1), 72(y)), [Ire(D) 50 = 72 (D1) [0 + 72 (D) [1F 0, and
he Ibll6.e = he (18115 + [19:l5.0) S Mlri(@0)lga + Ir2(@)[l6.0 = Ire(#) 5.0
Let ¢ = [Vv], then the first inequality follows. W

From (B1)) and (2Z4]), we have
lro(TVeD 5, = 11 Y re(IVoD g, < 3C2 Y A IIVODIlS.e-

eeEp ecéy)

For the boundedness of the primal forms Bﬂl with 7 = 1,---,5, first notice that
Itr(T)|lo.n S [|Tllo,n- By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma B.2, we get the fol-
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lowing inequalities:

/ Viw : Vivdr < |wl|op|vlon, (3.3)
Q
1/2 1/2
/ ro([Vaw]) s ro([Vel) dz S | D e ITVellfs, YoMVl | . (34)
@ eck) eet)
1/2 1/2

/ nh; V] < [Volds < supre | D e ITV@]l5, dorIvells. | . (35)
&, e€&} c€Ey c€Ey

1/2 1/2
> / nre([Vel) : re([Vo]) de S sup 7 > h M IIVells. > IV,
ccgd /8 €y e€sl e€sl

(3.6)

~Y

Using the trace inequality [|V?v|jo. < hy'|v]3 x + he|v[3 x with e an edge of K, we have

/g [Vl {Vivkds =Y [[Vuw]: {Viv}ds

6682 ¢
1/2 1/2
<[ D r Vel > he{Viod .
ect) ec)
1/2 1/2
S Vel (Z(|U\S,K+h§<|v\§,x)> . (37
6652 KeTy

The inequalities (83)) and (B.1) are needed by all bilinear forms. For the CDG methods
with the bilinear form B%, j = 1,2,5, the inequality (3.3) is needed. The inequality (3.4))

is needed by the formulas B%J,)L with j = 3,5. The methods with the bilinear forms Bg})l,
j = 3,4, need the inequality (3.6). Then we have the following result.

Lemma 3.3 (Boundedness) Let Bj, = Bg) with j =1,---,5. Then

By(w,v) Sl w Il |l V(w,v) € V(h) x V(h). (3.8)

For stability over V}, note that |||v]|| = |v|. for any v € V},. Formulations B% and BéJ})L

are equivalent on V},, so we just need to prove the stability for BéJ})L based on | - |,. We use
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the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma to get

BY) (0, v) =(1 H)/ vdm+m/g(tr(Viv))2dx+2(1—H)/QV%LU:ro([[Vv]])d:c

+2/<J/tr Vi) tr ( ro([[Vv]]))da?+/ nh;[Vv]|*ds
Q &p

1
>(1 = K)|ol2p + Al A2, — (1= x) (e|v|§,h ; ;nro(ﬂwn)nah)

= r (1Ar0[15, + Nt (ro(TVOD) 115.) + 10 Y b2 M ITVODII5,e

ect?
3(1 - k)C: -
>(1- = mlol + (- 0% o) 3 a9l
ect?
where 0 < € < 1 is a constant and Cs is the generic positive constant in (3.I]). Therefore,

stability is valid for the C° IP method when

II11I1775 =1 > 3(1 — k)Cy + 6Cyk = 3(1 + K)Ch.

ec& h

Next,

Bé?})l(v,v) = /Q(l — Kk)Viv: Vivdr + /Q K (tr(V%v))2 dx + /50 nh;t ([Vo])? ds
h

>(1 = R)|ols +m0 ) ke ITVOIIG -

6652

So stability is valid for the C° NIPG method for any ny > 0. This property is the reason
why the method with the bilinear form BY 5 1s useful even though 32 18 not symmetric.

Bi(v,0) 2(1 = &) [ol3,, + £l Anvll3 5 +2(1 = 5) / Viv :ro([Ve]) do
Q

+26 [ Apote (ro([Vo]) dz +10 Y (L= m)|lre([VoD 5, + slltr(re([VOD)I5,1)

Q 6682
2 2 2 1 2 2
2(1 = R)vlop + sl Anvllon — (1= k) {elvlon + Zllro(IVeDlian ) — sl Anvlon

= wler (ro([VOD) 154 +m0Cr (1 = 5) D b NIVOIIIG . + o Y Ilee(re(TV0D) I3

eeEp eeEp

(1= (1= w)of + (1 ) (nool - £) S IV,

6680

+ (o = 35) Y [lte(re([VOD) 13-

6662
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Since Cy > C1, 19 > 3 is guaranteed from 79 > 3C5/Cy. Thus, stability is valid for this CDG
formulation when 79 > 3Cy/C;. For the method of Wells-Dung corresponding to the form
Bég,)L and the LCDG method corresponding to the form BS,)Z, stability can be analyzed by a

similar argument (cf. [27] and [I7], respectively), with 7y > 0.

Summarizing, we have shown the following result.

Lemma 3.4 (Stability) Let B, = Béj,)L with j =1,---,5. Assume

minn. > 3 (1+k)Cy for j =1

6652
and

minn, > 3Cy/C, for j =4,

6682

with Cy and Cy the constants in the inequality B1)). Then,

I 0llI* < Bu(v,v) Vv € Vi

We further conclude that the stability is also valid for BY f)L with j=1,---

4 Error analysis

We turn to an error estimation for the CDG methods. Write the error as

e=u—up=(u—us)+ (ur — up),

where u; € V}, is the usual continuous piecewise quadratic interpolant of the exact solution

u. Using the scaling argument and the trace theorem, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.1 For allv € H3(K) on K € Ty,

[0 = vrllx + e [v = vily e + hic [ = vily 1 S Poelvls e,

IV (v = vn)llgox S B30l

As a consequence of Lemma (1] we obtain the estimate

llw = urlll S hlulso

(4.1)

Now, we are ready to derive a priori error estimates of the CDG methods when they are

applied to solve the 4th-order elliptic variational inequality (I.6]).
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Theorem 4.2 Assume the solution of the problem (L) satisfies u € H3(Q) and the as-
sumptions in Lemma[3.4] hold. Let Bj, = B}(L]) with j =1,--- .5, and uy € K}, be the solution
of ZX). Then we have the optimal order error estimate

e = unlll < hllulls0 (4.2)

Proof. Recall the boundedness and stability of the bilinear form Bj. We have
lwr — wnlll® S Bu(ur — up,uy — wy) = Ty + 1, (4.3)
where

Ty = Bp(uy — u,ur — up),

Ty = Bp(u — up, uy — up).
We bound T as follows:

1
TS e =l fler = wnll S € lll s = wn I+ M wr =l (4.4)

where € > 0 is an arbitrarily small number.

Since [Vu] =0 on e € &, we use the definition (L2) to obtain

(1 — &)V : V2 (ur —up) do + / rtr (V) tr (Vi (ur — up)) do
0

Bp(u,ur — up) :/

Q

_ /go [V (ur — )]+ (1= 5)V2u+ str (V2u) T) ds

-y /Ka:Vz(ul—uh)dx—i-/gg[[V(u[—uh)]]:ads.

KeTy

Noting [g] =0 on e € &}, we get by Lemma [T}

Z/I{U:V2(u1_“h>d$:_ZAV(UI—Uh)'(V-U)dx

KeTy KeTy

+ Z/ V(ur —up) - (ong)ds

:—/Qv<u1—uh>-<v-a>da:+ [V(ur — w)] : o ds.

En
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Thus,

By (u,ur —up) = /Q Vur —up) - (V-0o)de — /F [V(ur —up)] : ods

2Ul'3

:/V(ul—uh)~(v-0')dx—/ o, O (uy — up) ds
Q I'a2Ul's

- _ /QV (Veo)(ur—up)de + (V- o) -v,ur —up)ijor

- / O'TaT(UI - uh) ds.
I'aUl's

By (LI3) and (LI0O), we have
Bh(u,uf—uh):—/V-(V-a')(uj—uh)dx—/ g)\ujd8+/ g A upds
Q I's I's

:/f(uj—uh)dx—/ g)\ujd8+/ g A\ uyds. (4.5)
Q I's T's
Let v, = uy in (2.5),

By (un, ur — up) + j(ur) — jlun) > (f, ur — up). (4.6)

Combining (£6) and ([£H), and with the use of (LI)), we can bound Ty = B, (u —up, uy —
uyp,) as follows:

T, < —/ o Aufds+/ g N upds + (ur) — j(u)
Fg FS

= / g(lur] — X uy)ds +/ g\ up — |ug|) ds
I's

I's

S/ g(|U1|—>\UI)d8=/ g(ur| = Ju| + X u—Xup)ds
T's I's

<2 / g lur —ulds < 2llgllors lur — ullors.
s

Hence,
Ty < Wl (4.7)

Combining (@3], [@4), and (7)), and applying Lemma [l we have
Il wr = unll* S 22 Jlulls g (4.8)

Finally, from the triangle inequality ||u — up||| < |||u — ur ||| + ||| wr — wa|||, @) and (&S],
we obtain the error bound. W
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5 Numerical Results

In this section, we present a numerical example with the five CDG schemes studied in
solving the elliptic variational inequality (LG). Let Q = (—1,1) x (=1,1), K = 0.3. A generic
point in  is denoted as x = (z,y)T. The Dirichlet boundary is I'y = (—1,1) x {1}, and
the free boundary is I'y = {{—1} x (—=1,1)} U {{1} x (=1,1)}. On the friction boundary
I3 = (—1,1) x {—1}, we choose g = 1. The right hand side function is f(x) = 24(1 — 2%)? +
24(1 — y*)? + 32(32% — 1)(3y* — 1).

For a discretization of the variational inequality (L6]), we use uniform triangulations {75}
of the region ., and define the finite element spaces to be

Vh = {fuh € H%xl(Q) : Uh|K c P2(K> VK € ﬁl},
3y = {Th € (Lz(Q))jX2 Thjle € PUE) VK € Ty, 4, = 172}-

Any function v" € V}, can be expressed as
V(%) =) vii(x),

where v; = v"(x;), {x;} are the nodal points, and {¢;} are the standard nodal basis functions
of the space Vj,. The basis functions satisfy the relation ¢;(x;) = d;;, d;; being the Kronecher
delta. The functional j(-) is approximated through numerical integration:

Jn(0") = 8,2 (g10") = D wig(x)| Y widn(x)] = Y lwig(xs) v,

where the summations extend to all the finite element nodes on I's, and SI* denotes the
composite Simpson’s rule using these finite element nodes. Then the discrete problem is

min %a(uh,uh) + gn(ul) — (f, u™). (5.1)

uheVh
The matrix/vector form of the discrete optimization problem is

1
min §uTAu + || Bul|,, — u’f, (5.2)

where u = (u;)", A = (a(¢i, 6;)), B = (wig(x;)d;;), and £ = ((f,¢;))".

To solve the discrete problem (5.2)), we use the following primal-dual fixed point iteration
Algorithm [ proposed in [28]. Here for a given function F' of a vector variable x, the proximal
operator proxy is defined as

. 1
proxp-(x) = argmin F(y) + 5/x - yll3-
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Algorithm 1 Primal Dual Fixed Point Algorithm
Initialize uy and vg, set parameters A € (O,m],v S (O’||A2||2)
for:=1,2,3,--- do
Upy 1 = Uy — v(Au; — f),
Vi1 = (I - prOX%||H1)(Buk+% + (I — )\BBT)Vk),
W1 = Uyt — ABTv,
end for

For ' = {|| - |[1, the proximal operator has the explicit form (applied to each component of
the vector variable):

Proxz |, & = sgn(z) max<|x| - %,O) = sgn(x) <|x| — %)Jr

Tables[IH5 provide numerical solution errors in the energy norm |||-||| and H'(€2) seminorm

for the five DG methods discussed in this paper. Since the true solution of the variational

inequality (L6 is not known, we use the numerical solution corresponding to the meshsize

h = 1/64 as the true solution in computing the errors. We observe that the numerical

convergence orders in the energy norm are around one, agreeing with the theoretical error

estimate (£2)). We note that the numerical convergence orders in the H'({2)-seminorm are
also close to one.

Table 1: Error for C° TP method (2.7))

b [l — wal| [u — up|m ()

n=1|n=10|n=100| n=1 | n=10 | n =100
1/2 | 5.1859 | 4.2973 | 3.1164 | 0.9367 | 0.8126 | 0.5635
1/4 | 3.3677 | 2.6726 | 1.5923 | 0.5105 | 0.4135 | 0.3133
1/8 | 1.8625 | 1.4407 | 0.8122 | 0.2691 | 0.2049 | 0.1580
1/16 | 0.8601 | 0.7652 | 0.4422 | 0.1355 | 0.1059 | 0.0801
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Table 2: Error for NIPG method (2.9)

I = unll

\u — uh|H1(Q)

n=1

n =10

n = 100

n=1

n =10

n = 100

1/2

5.5411

4.4659

3.1178

1.0000

0.8250

0.6638

1/4

3.6029

2.7708

1.6071

0.5699

0.4233

0.3607

1/8

1.9137

1.5359

0.7961

0.2829

0.2246

0.1853

1/16

0.9485

0.7594

0.3929

0.1491

0.1144

0.0934

Table 3: Error for Wells-Dung DG formulation (Z.I0)

I = unll

\u — uh|H1(Q)

n=1

n =10

n = 100

n=1

n =10

n = 100

1/2

4.4617

3.4573

2.0932

0.8062

0.7650

0.3785

1/4

2.8185

2.2331

1.3618

0.4301

0.3885

0.2486

1/8

1.4545

1.1473

0.6794

0.2131

0.2035

0.1253

1/16

0.7322

0.6270

0.3832

0.1085

0.1036

0.0645

Table 4: Error for Baker-DG formulation (2.12])

I = unll

\u — uh|H1(Q)

n=1

n =10

n = 100

n=1

n =10

n = 100

1/2

4.8538

4.1180

2.0977

0.8771

0.8360

0.3793

1/4

2.8524

2.4987

1.3632

0.4662

0.4625

0.2489

1/8

1.5067

1.2842

0.6765

0.2447

0.2409

0.1255

1/16

0.7629

0.6747

0.3842

0.1259

0.1212

0.0657
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Table 5: Error for LCDG method (2.14)

. T = uall [ — unlea

n=1|n=10|n=100| n=1 | n=10 | n =100
1/2 | 4.6407 | 4.2599 | 2.5863 | 0.8384 | 0.7696 | 0.5579
1/4 | 2.8265 | 2.2147 | 1.6213 | 0.4546 | 0.4111 | 0.2863
1/8 | 1.5011 | 1.2460 | 0.8669 | 0.2311 | 0.2301 | 0.1453
1/16 | 0.7517 | 0.6341 | 0.4705 | 0.1189 | 0.1186 | 0.0812
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