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Abstract

The paper is concerned with sharp estimates of constants in Poincaré type inequalities for functions having
zero mean value in a simplicial domain or on a part of its boundary. These estimates are important for quantitative
analysis of problems generated by differential equations where numerical approximations are typically constructed
with the help of simplicial meshes. We suggest easily computable relations that provide sharp bounds of the
respective constants and compare these results to analytical estimates (if they are known). In the last section,
we present an example that shows possible applications of the results and derive a computable majorant of
the difference between the exact solution of a boundary value problem and an arbitrary finite dimensional
approximation computed on a simplicial mesh.

1 Introduction

Let Q be an open bounded connected domain in R¢ (d > 2) with Lipschitz boundary 9Q. It is well known that the

Poincaré inequality ([15] [16])
[wlle < CG [Vwla (1)

holds for any
weH%D:{weH%DNMb:0}

where |w|lq denotes the norm in L?(Q2), {uwl}, = |_§12\ Jqwda is the mean value of w, and |Q| is the Lebesgue
measure of Q. The constant Cq depends only on 2 and d.
Poincaré type inequalities also hold for

weﬁﬂgry:{weH%m\mwF:o}

where I is a measurable part of 9 such that meas;—1T" > 0 (in particular, I' may coincide with the whole boundary).
For any w € H*(Q,T), we have two inequalities similar to (). The first one

[wlle < CrliVuwla (2)

is another form of the Poincaré inequality (), which is stated for a different set of functions and contains a different
constant. The constant C}. is associated with the minimal positive eigenvalue of the problem

~Au=Mu in T; Opu=Au} on T; d,u=0 on OT\T, Yuec H'(Q,T). (3)

The second inequality
lwle < CF [ Vuwlla (4)

estimates the trace of w € H 1(Q,T) on T'. It is associated with the minimal non-zero eigenvalue of the problem

~Au=0in T; Ou=MIu on T; Ouu=0 on 9T\, Yue H'(Q,T). (5)
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Poincaré type inequalities are often used in analysis of nonconforming approximations (e.g., discontinuous Galerkin
or mortar methods), domain decomposition methods (see, e.g., [7, B] and [I9]), analysis of problems described
in terms of vector valued functions (see, e.g., [0, [13]), a posteriori estimates, and other applications related to
quantitative analysis of partial differential equations.

Therefore, exact values of respective constants (or sharp and guaranteed bounds of them) are interesting from
both analytical and computational points of view.

diam(Q) (

It is known that for convex domains C§, < see [14]). For isosceles triangles, this estimate was improved

in [8], where it was shown that

J1 1 1 e (07 %]7
P < TF° = diamQ - mm{% 7 (2(r — o) tan(a/2)) /2} a e (3,3, (6)
- (2(r — o) tan(a/2)) " ae (5.

Here, jo,1 ~ 2.4048 and ji,; ~ 3.8317 are the smallest positive roots of the Bessel functions Jy and Ji, respectively.
A lower bound of Cq for convex domains was derived in [3]. It was shown that

p diam Q
Ch > dame (7
This estimate compliments the upper bound presented by the Payne—Weinberger estimate. According to
[1], the estimate (7)) is known to be the best lower bound among all known so far. Exact values of CE and C{" were
derived in [12] for parallelepipeds, rectangles, and right triangles. Below, we present a concise summary of these
results related to the case d = 2:

1. T := conv{(O, 0), (0, h), (h, O)}, and T := {x1 = 0, 22 € [0,h]} (i.e.,, T coincides with one of the legs of the

isosceles right triangle), then
1
/2
pP_ h Tr __ h
Cr=g¢, and O = (50 tanh@o)) ’ ®)
)

where (o and éo are unique roots in (0, 7) of the equations

zeot(z)+1=0 and tan(z)+ tanh(z) =0, 9)
respectively.

2. T := conv{((), 0), (0, h), (%, %)} and T" coincides with the hypotenuse of the isosceles right triangle, then

CR =i, and O = (4)72.

Above mentioned results form a basis for getting sharp bounds of the constants CE and C{E*, and C§ for arbitrary
non-degenerate triangles and tetrahedrons, which are typical objects in various discretization methods. In Section
2l we deduce guaranteed and easily computable bounds of CF. and CE* for arbitrary non-degenerate triangles. The
efficiency of these bounds is tested in Section [3] where they are compared with lower bounds computed numerically
by minimization of the respective quotients over sufficiently representative sets of trial functions. In the same section,
we make a similar comparison of numerical lower bounds related to the constant C’S with upper and lower estimates
studied in [14, [8] and [3]. Section Ml is devoted to tetrahedrons. We combine numerical and theoretical estimates
in order to derive two sided bounds of the constants. Finally, in Section Bl we present an example that shows one
possible application of the estimates considered in previous sections. Here, the constants are used in order to deduce
a guaranteed and fully computable upper bound of the distance between the exact solution of an elliptic boundary
value problem and an arbitrary function (approximation) in the respective energy space.

2 Majorants of Cf and C{' for triangular domains

We set
T = conv{(0,0), (h,0), (hpcosa, hp sina)} and T :={x1 € [0,h]; z2 =0},

where p > 0, h > 0, and « € (0,7) are geometrical parameters that fully define a triangle T' (see Fig. [I)). Easily
computable bounds of CF and ClTr are presented below.
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Figure 1: Simplex in R2. Figure 2: Simplex in R3.

Lemma 1 For any w € f_Nll(T, '), the estimates
lwlly < CRRVulz and Jwle< GF h72 [Vl (10)

hold with o o
Cll):min{ C R ,r/4C } and Cp :mim{cﬂ/2 CAT’;/ , cﬂ/4 CAT’;/‘L}

respectively. Here,

”/2 = ui//i crf/r2 = (p sin a)71/2 CE/Q, 02/4 ””//i crf/r4 (2p sin a) /2 02/4,

where
prsy (p, @) = %(1+p2+(1+p4+2p2 cos2a)l/2), (11)
pirs, (py0) = 2p* —2p cosa+ 1+ ((2p> +1)(2p* + 1 — 4p cosa + 4p° cos 204))1/2, (12)

p ~ Tr ~ P ~ Tr ~
and Cﬁw/2 =~ 0.49291, Cﬁﬂ/2 ~ 0.65602 and C'ﬁﬂ/4 ~ (0.24646, Cf7”/4 ~ 0.70711.

Proof: Consider a linear mapping Fx/, : ﬁr/z —T

R . h phcosa 9 .
v = Fr/, (2) = Br/, &, where Br/, = , detBr/, = ph” sina.

0 phsina

For any w € fll(ﬁr/z,f), we have the estimate

lillg,, <CP | Vil . (13)
where C'A is the constant associated with the basic simplex Tx/, := conv{(O, 0),(1,0), (0, 1)} Note that
) 2
lol%,, = smmal vl (14)
and
| Vi ”2:?,,/2 < m /Aw/2(h,p, a)Vw - Vw dz,
T
where
1+ p? cos® a % sina cos a
A"/z(hapaa):hQ ( Qp. g 2 .. 9 .
p°sina cosa p°sin® o

It is not difficult to see that

1
Amax(Az) = W2tz (p, @), peys (py @) = %(1 + 02+ (1+p* +2 cos2ap?) /2),



where pir/, (p, @) is defined in (). We use (I3)), (I4), and (??), and obtain
1
lwlle < ), CE hIIVwlr, ), (p.0) = uf (o, 0). (15)

Next, in view of (@), for any & € H* (Tﬂ/ ,T') we have

where CAT’;/ is the constant associated with the reference simplex ﬁr/4 = conv{(O, 0), (1,0), (%, %) } Since

I |3 = #llwli?,

we obtain

1 ” o\ /2
[w]r < c,,/2CATT h/2HVwHT, c;%(p,a):(“/?,i(p’)) ) (16)

psina
The mapping

h  2phcosa-h

Tr = .7:«/4(57) = BT\'/4 :f, where BH = (O thsina

) and det Br/, = 2ph? sina > 0,

yields another pair of estimates for the functions in H HT,T):

lwlr < &), 2 hlIVwlr, &, (p0) =l (p,a), (17)
and
1
T W (704) /2
lwle < &8, B Vullr, ¢, (p,0) = (5a22) ™, (18)

where pir/, (p, @) is defined in (I2). Now, (10) follows from (I5), (I6), (I7), and (I8). O

3 Minorants of C} and C}" for triangular domains

3.1 Two-sided bounds of CE and C{"

Majorants of C7. and CE* provided by Lemma [l should be compared with the corresponding minorants, which can
be found by minimization of the Rayleigh quotients

P [Vwlr Tr IVwlz
Rrlw] = ey 20d Re'[wl = mopopme
over finite dimensional subspaces VY C H'(T) formed with by sufficiently representative collections of test func-
tions. For this purpose, we use either power or Fourier series and introduce the respective subspaces

VN = span{ xiyl }, and V3 = span{ cos(mix) cos(mjy) }, 1,7 =0,...,N, i=7%#0.

Note that dim V;¥ = dim V5V = M(N) := (N +1)2 — 1. The corresponding constants are denoted by C1"P and
QIJ\‘LTT'

The spaces V{¥ and ViV are also used for analysis of the quotient Rr[w] = %, which yields lower

bounds of the constant in () denoted by qu\f[ ¥ Since above defined finite dimensional spaces are limit dense in
H!, the minorants tend to exact constants as M () tends to infinity. Table[I] demonstrates that the ratios between
exact constants and their approximate values are quite close to 1 even for relatively small N. In tests discussed

below, we select N =6 or 7.
In Figs Bal and Bd, we depict Cp""" for M(N) = 48 (thin line) for different T with p = \/757 p =1, and different
€ (0,7). Guaranteed upper bounds Cﬂ/2 = p/2 Cfpﬂ/ and Uf/ = 05/4 Cfpﬂ/ are depicted by dashed lines. By the
y /2 /4

bold line, we emphasize of Cﬂ/2 and Cﬂ/, which presents 613 as it is defined in Lemma [Il Analogously in Figs dal



| a=5.p=1 | a=%0="¢
M M M M

N M(N) | p,7/5 ETre,7/y | p,7/y ETe/y
1 3 0.8801 0.9561 0.8647 1.0000
2 8 0.9945 0.9898 | 0.9925 1.0000
3 15 0.9999 0.9998 | 0.9962 1.0000
4 24 1.0000 0.9999 1.0000 1.0000
5 35 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
6 48 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000

Table 1: Ratios of gg{ﬂ/Q, g%ﬂ% and 91]0\,4"/4’ 9%7"/4 with respect to increasing N and M (N).

| p="¢ | p=1
a | Qifs’p 55 |Q§8,Tr 6FTr | Qiis,p 519 Qifg’“ 6FTr

w/18 0.2429  0.2657 | 1.2786 1.5386 | 0.3245 0.3486 | 1.2572  1.6971
/9 0.2414  0.2627 | 0.9289 1.0838 | 0.3248 0.3493 | 0.9058 1.2116
/6 0.2389  0.2577 | 0.7919 0.8792 | 0.3268 0.3527 | 0.7632  1.0118
2m/9 0.2379  0.2507 | 0.7259  0.7543 | 0.3339 0.3636 | 0.6906  0.9201
5m/18 | 0.2632 0.2722 | 0.6945 0.7503 | 0.3514 0.3884 | 0.6529  0.9003
w/3 0.3008 0.3220 | 0.6829 0.8348 | 0.3809 0.4269 | 0.6362 0.8634
7w/18 | 0.3382 0.3694 | 0.6840 0.8432 | 0.4173 0.4721 | 0.6332  0.7840
4 /9 0.3740  0.4140 | 0.6947 0.7973 | 0.4556  0.5187 | 0.6404 0.7162
/2 0.4075 0.4554 | 0.7136  0.7801 | 0.4929 0.4929 | 0.6560  0.6560
5m/9 0.4382 0.4933 | 0.7409 0.7973 | 0.5280 0.5340 | 0.6797 0.7162
117/18 | 0.4660 0.5165 | 0.7779  0.8432 | 0.5600 0.5710 | 0.7125  0.7840
2m/3 0.4905 0.5361 | 0.8274 0.9118 | 0.5884 0.6037 | 0.7569  0.8634
137/18 | 0.5115 0.5552 | 0.8948 1.0040 | 0.6129 0.6318 | 0.8175  0.9607
/9 0.5289  0.5720 | 0.9898  1.1292 | 0.6332 0.6550 | 0.9033  1.0874
5m/6 0.5426  0.5856 | 1.1334 1.3107 | 0.6492 0.6733 | 1.0332 1.2673
8m/9 0.5524 0.5956 | 1.3796 1.6118 | 0.6607 0.6865 | 1.2565  1.5623
177/18 | 0.5583  0.6017 | 1.9436  2.2851 | 0.6676  0.6944 | 1.7692  2.2179

Table 2: Lower and upper bounds of C} and ClTr with respect to « and for p = ‘/75 and 1.

and EL the lower bound CL"™ (for M(N) = 48) of the constant C{* is presented together with the upper bound
Ul?\r (which is defined as minimum of 63/\2 = c}}z Cf:rfr " and 6,?/2 = crf/z C'for w dashed lines. In the digital form,
the information is represented in Table

FigBal corresponds to the case p = @ It is worth noting that for o = 7 the lower bound QIM") coincides with
constant C} (65/). This happens because for o = 7 the mapping F=/, is identical (see, e.g., Fig [BB). Analogous
coincidence can_be observed for CE* (UTZF/Z) in Fig Fal In Fig[3d the curve corresponding to Qﬁ“’ coincides with
the line of C} (th) at the point o = § (due to the fact for this angle F is the identical mapping and T" coincides

with ﬁr/z (see FigBd). FigBH exposes similar results for "™ and Cf* (UﬂT/];)

3.2 Two-sided bounds of Cf and C}*

Above discussed method can be used, if we wish to obtain two-sided bounds of the constant in () for an arbitrary

triangle 7. Minimization of Rlw] = % over VN ¢ HY(T) yields a guaranteed lower bound C}"F. The
values computed by this procedure are compared with U; = diaml and CF = dglj—omlT (see (?77?)). In Fig Bl we

compare Cy'F (M (N) = 48) with 65 and CF for T with p = @, 1, and 2. We see that C% indeed lies within
the admissible two-sided bound. True values of the constant lie between the bold and dashed lines, but closer to
the bold line, which practically illustrate the constant (this follows from the fact that M(N) does not noticeable
change the line, e.g., for p = 1 and M(N) = 63 maximal difference with respect to Fig. does not exceed le — 8).
Also, we note that, the lower bound Q; is much sharper, and, moreover, asymptotically exact for a« — w. Due to

. —LS . . . o —LS .
[8], we know the improved upper bound C; .~ for isosceles triangles (see [Bl). In Fig [0l it is easy to see that C7~ is
rather accurate and for &« — 0 and o« — 7 provide almost exact estimates. Moreover, the lower bound Q4T8 indeed

converges to d‘;—mlT as T degenerates when « tends to 0 (see [§]).



3.3 Shape of the minimizer

Exact constants in () and () are generated by minimal positive eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problems (B and
). In this section, we present results related to the respective eigenfunctions. In order to depict all of them in a

3
unified form, we use the barycentric coordinates A; € (0,1), i =1,2,3, > \; = 1. Figs [l and [f show eigenfunctions
i=1

computed for isosceles triangles with different angles a between two legs (zero mean condition is imposed on one of
the legs). The eigenfunctions were computed in the process of finding QIIY[ P and QIM’TY. All the eigenfunctions are
normalized such that the maximal value of a function is equal to 1.
For oo = 7, the exact eigenfunction associated with the smallest positive eigenvalue A= (%0)2, is known (see
[12]). Tt is (see Fig[Tdl)
ub = cos(20Z1) 4 cos (Zolz2=h)y

where zg is the root of the first equation in ([@). We can compare it with the approximate eigenfunction uljy[ P

computed by minimization of RR[w]. It is depicted in Fig[7d
Analogous results for eigenfunctions related to the constant Q%’Tr are presented in Fig. Bl Again, for a = § we
know the exact eigenfunction exact eigenfunction

up" = cos(Zoz1) cosh (29(z2 — h)) + cosh(Z z1) cos (20(z2 — h)),

where 2y is the root of second equation in (@) (see Fig Bd)), which minimizes the quotient R{*[w] associated with
the smallest positive eigenvalue /\11\lr = z“t%h(zo) It is easy to see that with the assigned value of M (N) numerical
approximation practically coincides with the exact one.

In the above considered examples, the eigenfunctions associated with minimal positive eigenvalues expose a
continuous evolution with respect to «. However, this may be not true for the quotient Ry[w], where the minimizer
may cardinally change the profile. Fig [l indicates a possibility of such rapid change at a = %, where the curve
(related to C3° ) obviously becomes nonsmooth. This happens because the function, minimizing Rr[w] over V¥,
changes qualitatively. Figs[QdH9ilshow three eigenfunctions u4T§1, u4T8_2, and u4T§f3 related to three minimal eigenvalues
)\4Tff1, )\4Tff2, and A}%; computed in the process of minimization of Ry [w]. The functions are computed for isosceles
triangles and are sorted in accordance with values of the respective eigenvalues. Fig [ illustrates these three eigen-
functions for T" with angles o = %, ¥ + ¢, and § — ¢, ¢ = 5. It is seen that at o = 7/3 the first and the second
eigenfunctions change places. Table [3 presents the corresponding results in the digital form.

It is worth noting that for equilateral triangles two minimal eigenfunctions are known (see [10]):

U3 = cos (27”(2 x1 — 1)) — cos (2—\/’%902) oS (%(2 x] — 1))7
ug = sin (2%(2 ] — 1)) + cos (27%:1:2) sin (%(2 ] — 1))

These functions practically coincide with the functions u4T§1 and u4T§f2 presented in Fig Finally, we note that this

phenomenon (change of the minimal eigenfunction) was observed only for isosceles triangles. It did not appear if,

eg., p= 72 or p = % The eigenvalues as well as the constants corresponding to the eigenfunctions presented in
Figs [@ are summarized in the Table Bl

@[3

| | 3¢ | | ste

48 48 48 48 48 48
Cr; ATy | Cr; AT | Cri AT

g8
=

ud® | 0.2419  17.0951 | 0.2387  17.5463 | 0.2537  15.5404
p=1 48| 02229 20.1216 | 0.2387  17.5463 | 0.2355  18.0309
48| 01353 54.6024 | 0.1378 526396 | 0.1422  49.4818

48 0.23137  18.6804 | 0.23671  17.8471 | 0.24336  16.8850
0.17082  34.2707 | 0.17435 32.8970 | 0.17642  32.1295
a8 0.1229  66.2058 | 0.12789  61.1402 | 0.13298  56.5493

o
[ V)
-
0.

a8 0.34714  8.2983 | 0.35523  7.9247 0.3648 7.5143
p= % u4T82 0.24485  16.6801 | 0.24885 16.1482 | 0.25125  15.8412
a8 0.18258  29.9981 | 0.19084  27.4575 | 0.19845  25.3921

Table 3: Q%/[ P and M corresponding to the first three eigenfunctions in Fig.



4 Two-sided bounds of C} and C}' for tetrahedrons

A nondegenerate tetrahedron T' € R3 can be presented in the form
T= CODV{ (07 Oa 0)7 (hla 07 O)a (07 Oa h3)a (DI1 ) sza Dl"a)}a (19)

where (Dg,, Dyyy Dyy) = (hipcosa sinf, hypsina sin6, hipcos(d)), h1 and hs are the scaling parameters along
axises Oy, and O,,, respectively, a is a polar angle, and # is an azimuthal angle (see Fig. 2l). Let zero mean
condition be imposed on

r— conv{ (0,0,0), (h1,0,0), (0,0, h3)},

and fé s denote the reference tetrahedron, where 6 and & are fixed angles. Then, by JF, , we denote the respective
mapping Fj , : f(;_ s — 1. To the best of our knowledge, exact values of constants in Poincaré type inequalities for

simplexes in R3 are unknown. Therefore, we first consider several reference tetrahedrons with p = 1, 6 = 5, and
G =7%,0 =%, a3 = 3, and &y = %”, and find the constants numerically with high accuracy. Table @ shows

convergence of the constants with respect to increasing M (V). Then, for an arbitrary tetrahedron 7', we have

(VB

& =

ENE]
SeYS
Il

(NE]

QQ)
Il

| o=ga- s | -

ISIE]

T2 T2

Z3 Z3

b, M Tr, M b, M Tr, M b, M Tr, M b, M Tr, M

M(N) Cﬁ”/z»d Cl:»”/m& Cﬁ”/z»d Cl:»”/m& ‘ Cﬁ”/z»d Cl:»”/m& L,7/2,6 Cl:y”/z,d
7 0.32431 0.760099 0.325985 0.654654 0.360532 0.654654 0.4152099 0.686161
26 0.338539 0.829445 0.340267 0.761278 0.373669 0.751615 0.4274757 0.863324
63 0.341122 0.831325 0.342556 0.762901 0.375590 0.751994 0.4286444 0.864595

124 0.341147 0.831335 0.342589 0.762905 0.375603 0.751999 0.4286652 0.864630
215 0.341147 0.831335 | 0.342589 0.762905 | 0.375603 0.751999 | 0.4286652 0.864630

Table 4: C3 75\/4 _and Cfor’/M _ with respect to M (N) for fé L withp=1,0= Z, and several @&.
) 2,& s )2, )

IN

v CP hyhs |Vollr, CP = min {cf,’ . CP A},
vl < CF hihs ||Vollr,  Cf ey By 26 Oy 4

- 1 -
lle < CFF (hy hy)2 |[Volr, CF = min {c;ff o } 20
Iolle < G (k)2 [Vollr, G2 = win (el o O (20)
where Cff " and CfT’; /o are the constants related to four reference thetrahedron from Tabledand ¢ /3.0 and C;r/r2 4
) 2,G ) 2,G s ,

are the ratios of the mapping Fr/, 4 f”/z,d — T. Here, f"/g,d = conv{(O,O,O)7 (1,0,0),(0,0,1), (cos &, sin d,O)}
with & = {7}, %, 3, %’r}, T is defined in ([I9), and F=/, 4(Z) is presented by the relation

hq Si’;ld (pcosasin® —cosd) 0
&= Fr)ya(#) = Brjyat, Bepa=| 0 hy pEinosin®) 0 (21)
0 ped hy

Latter mapping ratios depend on the maximum eigenvalue of the matrix

hi+biy  bisbao b12b32
A"/g,d = bi2bao b%z baobsz
b12b32 basbsa  h3 4 b3,
1+ —— (pcosasinf — cos &)? %’;?‘M(pcosasinﬁ—cos&) %‘?g(pcosasinﬁ—cos&)
=h?. psinasing Sis?n"; S;“ o (pcosasinf — cos &) 0’ S“S‘fné‘ OSOSQ 0 £ sin arsin 20 S;Eiﬁzszl 20 ,
52 (pcos usin ) — cos ) o PRt



where bya, by, bsa are elements of B/, 4 in [2I)). Accordingly, Amax(Ax/, 4) is defined by the relation
1/3 *1/3 1
)\max(A"/g,d) = /J’"/md = 54 - 5284 + 551’

where

E1 = by + b3y + b3y + hi + I3,

&2 = (M3 (03 + 03a) + 3 (3o + 1) — 3E2 + h3R3),

Es = 50 — L& (W3 (0% + 03a) + W3 (VB + 03a) + AT AZ) + 303y 3 3,

h2 3 s
Ea =28+ ((?B(bm +05,) + 5 5 (b5 + b32) — 5E7 + %h%hg) + 53%) .

Therefore, cf,’/z _and ¥ /s & in (20) reads as follows

1
/2 1
P — Fojra r _ (_hssina /2 4
*/2,& —  hihz ™/2,& — \ psinasinf /o,

Lower bounds of the constants CE and C¥ are computed by minimization of R} [w] and RE[w] over the set
VN ¢ HY(T), where

VN = { oo = Ty i k=0,...,N, i=j :k;«éo}, dimVyy = M(N) == (N +1)° - 1.
The respective results are presented in Tables Bl and [0l for T" with A1 = 1, h3 = 1, and p = 1. We note that exact

values of constants are probably closer to the numbers presented in left hand side columns. For a fixed angle 8, we
also present the data graphically. Fig [I0] illustrates estimates of QIIY[ P and QIM T for § = /5.

| a=3F | a=% | a—% | a=7%
A S o | c o ot &
/6 0.23883  0.49035 | 0.24621  0.49841 | 0.25870 0.51054 | 0.29484  0.51308
w/4 0.23883 0.45388 | 0.24621 0.46173 | 0.25870 0.47683 | 0.29484  0.49075
w/3 0.29666  0.41958 | 0.31194  0.42259 | 0.33489 0.43724 | 0.38976  0.46002
w/2 0.34302 0.35667 | 0.34112  0.34115 | 0.34256  0.34259 | 0.37559  0.37560
2w/3 | 0.40428 0.41958 | 0.40562  0.42259 | 0.40927 0.43724 | 0.42867  0.46002
37/4 | 0.42800 0.45388 | 0.43110 0.46173 | 0.43505 0.47683 | 0.45017  0.49075
5m/6 | 0.44964 0.49035 | 0.45193  0.49841 | 0.45539  0.51054 | 0.46607  0.51308
| a=3 | a=3 | a="°F | a=F
o | o & |a & |av & |dv g
/6 0.29484 0.51308 | 0.33069 0.51792 | 0.34468 0.52253 | 0.35499  0.52694
w/4 0.29484  0.49075 | 0.33069  0.50261 | 0.34468 0.51308 | 0.35499  0.52253
w/3 0.38976  0.46002 | 0.43880 0.48413 | 0.45742 0.50261 | 0.47106 0.51792
w/2 0.37559  0.37560 | 0.42865 0.42867 | 0.45017 0.45731 | 0.46607  0.47811
2w/3 | 0.42867  0.46002 | 0.45997  0.48413 | 0.47457 0.50261 | 0.48598  0.51792
3w/4 | 0.45017  0.49075 | 0.47204 0.50261 | 0.48239 0.51308 | 0.49064  0.52253
57/6 | 0.46607 0.51308 | 0.47972 0.51792 | 0.48607  0.52253 | 0.49115  0.52694
Table 5: CM'P(M(N) = 124) and CP.
5 Example

Constants in the Friedrichs’, Poincaré, and other functional inequalities arise in various problems of numerical
analysis and often we need to know values of the respective constants associated with particular domains. Results
related to constants in extension estimates and projection type estimates related to finite element approximations can
be found in, e.g., [I1] 4] and in many other publications. Concerning constants in the trace inequalities associated
with polygonal domain, we mention the paper [2]. Constants in functional (embedding) inequalities arise in a
posteriori estimates of the functional type (see [I7] and the references therein). Below we pay attention to the latter
case and first in general terms explain reasons that invoke the constants.

Let u denote the exact solution of an elliptic boundary value problem generated by the pair of conjugate operators
grad and —div (e.g., the problem (23)—(28]) considered below) and v be a function in the energy space satisfying



™

| o-f | =% | e-§ | o-3
o o™ G gt Gr |t & gt &r
m/6 | 1.09760 3.78259 | 0.96245 2.71866 | 0.91255 2.27382 | 0.93123  2.05449
m/4 | 1.09760  2.43897 | 0.96245 1.78094 | 0.91255 1.50166 | 0.93123  1.38951
m/3 | 0.89122  1.74467 | 0.79146  1.31130 | 0.75950 1.12431 | 0.78904  1.06349
m/2 | 0.98017 1.22920 | 0.83132 0.83133 | 0.76290 0.76291 | 0.75199  0.75200
27/3 | 1.17698  1.74467 | 0.99473 1.31130 | 0.90578  1.12431 | 0.86463  1.06349
3w/4 | 1.35195  2.43897 | 1.14144 1.78094 | 1.03737 1.50166 | 0.98220  1.38951
57/6 | 1.65317  3.78259 | 1.39424 2.71866 | 1.26490 2.27382 | 1.19017  2.05449
[ -5 | o-% | =% | o-%
o | afT GF gt & | ot & | op
m/6 | 0.93123 2.05449 | 1.07244  2.39471 | 1.21573  2.95902 | 1.47044  4.21999
m/4 | 093123 1.38951 | 1.07244 1.64324 | 1.21573 2.01841 | 1.47044  2.80588
m/3 | 0.78904 1.06349 | 0.91773  1.27423 | 1.04309 1.50833 | 1.26357  2.11790
m/2 | 0.75199  0.75200 | 0.86459  0.86463 | 0.98220 1.12971 | 1.19017  1.67033
27/3 | 0.86463 1.06349 | 0.96174 1.27423 | 1.08134 1.50833 | 1.30191  2.11790
3m/4 | 0.98220 1.38951 | 1.07921  1.64324 | 1.20686 2.01841 | 1.44721  2.80588
57/6 | 1.19017  2.05449 | 1.29582  2.39471 | 1.44268 2.95902 | 1.72383  4.21999

Table 6: C2"™ (M(N) = 124) and C/T*.

the prescribed (Dirichlét) boundary conditions. Typically, the error e := u — v is measured in terms of the energy
norm ||V e|| (or some other equivalent norm), which square is bounded from above by the quantities

/R(U,divq)e dz, /D(Vv,q) -Ve dz, and /RpN (v,q-n)eds,
Q Q T'n

where 'y is the Neumann part of the boundary 0f2, n is the outward unit normal, and ¢ is an approximation
of the dual variable (flux). The terms R, D, and Rr, represent residuals of the differential (balance) equation,
constitutive (duality) relation, and Neumann boundary condition, respectively. Since v and ¢ are known from a
numerical solution, fully computable estimates are obtained if these integrals are estimated by the Holder, Friedrichs,
and trace inequalities, which involve the corresponding constants. However, a Lipschitz domain ) with piecewise
smooth (e.g., polynomial) boundaries these constants may be difficult to find. A way to avoid these difficulties
is suggested by modifications of the estimates using ideas of domain decomposition. Assume that €2 is polygonal
(polyhedral) domain decomposed into a collection of non-overlapping convex polygonal sub-domains €;, i.e.,

a= | o, OQ;Z{QicQ\Qi,innzm,i’;&i”,¢:1,...,N}.

Q;C Oq

We denote the set of all edges (faces) by G and the set of all interior edges by Ging, (i-e, I'ij C Ging, if T'y;j = QN ﬁj).
Analogously, Gy denotes the set of edges on I'y. The latter set is decomposed into 'y, := I'nNOQy, size'y, = K.
Now, the integrals associated with R and Rr, can be replaced by sums of local quantities

N Ky
Z/Rg(v,divq)e dz, and / Rr,(v,q-n)e ds.

i=1 o k:lFNk

If the residuals satisfy the conditions

/RQ(U, divg)de =0, Vi=1,...,N,

Q;

and
/RpN(U,q-n)ds:O, Vk=1,...,Kp,
FNk}

then

/Rg(v, divg) e do < OgiHRQ('U,ddi)”Qi
Q;

\Y eHin (22)



and
/ Ry (0,g-n) e ds < CF | Ry (v,q - m)ew, |V ello (23)

',

Hence, we can deduce a computable upper bound of the error that contains local constants Cg ~and C’IT]C for simple
g K

subdomains (e.g., triangles or tetrahedrons) instead of the global constants associated with €.

The constant Cg may arise if, e.g., nonconforming approximations are used. For example, if v does not exactly
satisfy the Dirichlét boundary condition on I'p, then in the process of estimation it may be necessary to evaluate
terms of the type

/ Gp(v)eds, k=1,...,Kp,

where T'p, is a part of I'p associated with a certain Q, and Gp(v) is a residual generated by inexact satisfaction of
the boundary condition. If we impose the requirement that the Dirichlét boundary condition is satisfied in a weak
sense, i.e., {Gp(v)[}p, =0, then each boundary integral can be estimated as follows:

k

[ Gol)e ds <CE, 1Go)lrs, IV el (24)
FDk
After summing [22)), [23), and (24)), we obtain a product of weighted norms of localized residuals (which are known)
and [|Vellq. Since the sum is bounded from below by the squared energy norm, we arrive at computable error
majorant.

Now, we discuss these questions in more detail with the paradigm of the following boundary value problem: find
u such that

—divp + ¢*u = f, in Q, (25)
p = AVu, in Q, (26)
U= up, onI'p, (27)
AVu-n=F onI'n. (28)

Here f € L?(Q), F € L?*(T'y), up € H(Q), and A is a symmetric positive definite matrix with bounded coefficients
satisfying the condition A\;|¢|? < AE- €, where ) is a positive constant independent of &. The generalized solution
of 25)-(28) exists and is unique in the set Vy + up, where V; := {w € HY(Q) | w=0on I‘D}.

Assume that v € Vy + up is a conforming approximation of u. We wish to find a computable majorant of the
error norm

el = [IVel% + lloel, (29)
where | Ve ;= [ AVe- Ve dz. First, we note that the integral identity that defines u can be rewritten in the form
Q

/AVe-Vw dz —|—/gzew dx:/(fw—g%w—AVv-Vw)dx +/Fwds, Yw € Vp. (30)
Q Q Q I'n

It is well known (see [I7), Section 4.2]) that this relation yields computable majorant of || Vel 4, if we introduce a
vector valued function ¢ € H(,div) and transform (B0) by means of integration by parts relations. The majorant
has the form

lell < 1Da(Vo,q)l 4 + Cil|R(v, divg)|lo + Cal|Rry (v, q - n)[ry, (31)

where C; and Cy are positive constants explicitly defined by A;, C¥ is the constant in the Friedrichs’ inequality
[v]la < CF[|Vulq for functions vanishing on I'p, and C{” is the constant in the trace inequality associated with
T'n. The integrands are defined by the relations

D(Vv,q) := AVv —¢q, R(v,divq) := divg+ f — 0°v, and Rr,(v,q-n):=q-n—F.

In general, finding C¥ and CIT; may be not an easy task. We can exclude Cj if ¢ additionally satisfies the condition
g -n = F. Then, the last term in (3I)) vanishes. However, this condition is difficult to satisfy if F' is a complicated
nonlinear function. In order to exclude C7, we can apply domain decomposition and use [22)) instead of the global
estimate. Then, the estimate will operate with the constants Cgi (which upper bounds are known for convex
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domains). Moreover, it is shown below that using the inequalities ([2) and (), we can essentially weaken the
assumptions required for the variable g.
Define the space of vector valued functions

H(Q, Ogq,div) := { g€ L*(QURY) | ¢=q € HQ,div), {divgi+f— o[}, =0, VQ; C Oq,
{|(Qi_qﬂ')'”ij|}mj :0, VFW Cgint, {|qi.nk_F|}FNk dSZO, szl,,KN}
We note that the space H(Q, Oq,div) is wider then H (€2, div) (so that we have more flexibility in finding optimal
reconstruction of numerical fluxes). Indeed, the vector valued functions in H (€2, div) must have continuous normal
components on all I';; and satisfy the Neumann boundary condition in the pointwise sense. The functions in
H(Q, Oq,div) satisfy much weaker conditions: namely, the normal components are continuous only in terms of

mean values (integrals) and the Neumann condition must hold in the integral sense only.
We reform (30) by means of the integral identity

3 /Qi(q.Vw—Fdivqw)dx— 3 /(Ch._qj).%.wdsjL 3 /(qi_m_F)wds,

Q;COq ij CGine 'y, CTn I'v,

which holds for any w € Vy and g € H (Q, Oq,div). Setting w = e in (B0) and applying the Holder inequality, we
find that

lel® < ID(Vo,@)lla-1Vela+ D IR(v, divg)lle,

e~ {eba, |,

Q;,COq
£ Y @l tebe, |+ X m@]e—tebr,, |
I';j CGint ” I'n, CI'N N
where
ri5(q) = (@i — ¢;) - sl pr(a) = llgi - i — Fllry, -
In view of () and ), we obtain
el < ID(Vo,@)la=[IVella+ D [[R(v,divg)lle,CF, [ Vellq,
Q;COq
+ Z ri5(q)Crr, | Vello, + Z Pk(Q)OITf\,k [Vella,. (32)

T3 CGint I'n,CIln

The second term in the right hand side is estimated by the quantity R1(v, ¢) ||Vellq, where

iam ;)2 .
Ri(v,q) = Y R R(v, divg) |3,
Q;,COq

We can represent any €; C Oq as a sum of simplexes such that each simplex has one edge on 9€;. Let Cgfnax
denote the largest constant in the respective Poincaré type inequalities (@l associated with all edges of 9€;. Then,

the last two terms of (B2 can be estimated by the quantity Ra(v, ¢) || Vellq, where

R3(q) == D (Clhrn)’ni,

Q;COq
and
_ 1,.2 2
A D U 10) R A ()
T'ij CYint» T'rCon
;N0 #8 I NOQ#D

Then, (32]) yields the estimate
el < ID(Vo, @) a-:[IVella + (Ri(v, ) + Ra(q) Vel

which shows that
lel <ID(VY, )4 + = (Ri(0.0) + Re(0)). (33)
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Here, the term R3(q) controls violations of conformity of ¢ (on interior edges) and inexact satisfaction of boundary
conditions (on edges related to I'y). It is easy to see that R2(g) = 0, if and only if ¢-n is continuous on G, and exactly
satisfy the boundary condition. Hence, it can be viewed as a measure of the “flux nonconformity”. Other terms have
the same meaning as in known a posteriori estimates of the functional type, namely, the first term measures the
violation in the relation ¢ = AV (cf. (26)), and $1 (v, ¢) measures inaccuracy in the equilibrium (balance) equation
@3). The right-hand side of (B3] contains known functions (approximation v and the reconstruction of the flux q)
and constants that can be easily computed using results of Section 2l Finally, we note that estimates similar to
B3) were derived in [I8] for elliptic variational inequalities and in [9] for a class of parabolic problems.
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6 Appendix

For convenience, we collect in this part the graphics cited in Section [3] and [l

0 pi/6 pi/3 pi/2 2*pi/3 5*pi/6 pi
«

(a) p= 42
0.7 e pa
N _
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0.4 —_ |}
4 - 0484)
Ay
0.3, : ‘ ‘ ‘ : —
0 pi/6 pi/3 pi/l2 2*pil3 5*pi/6 pi
«

(c)p=1

Figure 3: Lower and upper bounds of C} for T' € R? (a)-(b) p
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«
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0 pi/6 pi/3 pi/2 2*pil3 5*pi/6
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Figure 4: Lower and upper bound of CE* for T € R? (a) p =
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Figure 6: Approximation Q4T8 with improved upper and lower bounds on isosceles T' with respect to a.
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Figure 7: Eigenfunctions corresponding to Q{YI P and Q{YI T for M =48 on simplex T" with p = 1 and different a.

15



k[

(b) u%s’Tr7 a=

T
up’,

(d) exact

48,
(f) U’F p7

T for M =48 on simplex T" with p = 1 and different o.

M
=r

P and C

Figure 8: Eigenfunctions corresponding to C.
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Figure 10: CR and C{* for T € R? with H = 1, p = 1 with estimate based on four reference tetrahedrons.
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