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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the a posteriori error estimates for a class of nonlinear steady-state Poisson-Nernst-
Planck (PNP) equations. The classic PNP equations were originally proposed by Nernst [1] and Planck
[2] which were used to describe the mass conservation of ions and the process of the electrostatic diffusion-
reaction. As an important mathematical model to describe the ion transport, PNP equations have been widely
applied to study the transport of charged particles in semiconductors [3,4], electrochemical systems [5,6,7],
the process of the electrostatic diffusion-reaction [8,9], and ion conversion between biological membrane
channels [10,11], etc.

However, the classical PNP equations have some drawbacks in simulating the physical or biological phe-
nomenon in some practical problems. For example, the PNP model cannot reflect the effects caused by the
ion size effect when it is used to simulate the experimental data of the ion channel. However, these effects
are of great importance in determining selectivity of channels and the properties of ionic solutions in general
[12]. In order to observe and study the biochemical phenomena in the experiment more precisely and then
analyze the corresponding diffusion phenomena and principles in detail, some modified PNP equations are
presented to deal with the existing limitations. Lu and Zhou [8] proposed a class of nonlinear PNP equations
including the ion size effect. Compared with the classic PNP equations, the nonlinear PNP equations are
more effective in simulating the biomolecular diffusion-reaction processes. By taking the protein (ion channel)
structure into account, Hyon et al. [13] developed a class of nonlinear PNP system for ion channel. Compared
with the primitive PNP model, these modifications in PNP models cause strong nonlinearity, which brings
many difficulties in analysis and computation.

Due to the coupling between the electrostatic potential and concentrations of the ionic species, the PNP
system can hardly be solved analytically. Hence, there appears a lot of literature on numerical methods for
PNP equations, including the finite difference method [14,15,16], the finite volume method [17,18], and the
finite element method [8,19,20], etc. In terms of error analysis, there are some work on the finite element
method. In [21], Yang and Lu presented a finite element error analysis for a type of steady-state PNP
equations modeling the electrodiffusion of ions in a solvated biomolecular system. Sun et al. [22] analyzed the
a priori error estimates of the finite element approximation to a type of time-dependent PNP equations, in
which a fully implicit nonlinear Crank-Nicolson scheme is studied and the optimal H' norm error estimate is
obtained for both the ion concentration and electrostatic potential. Gao and He [20] constructed a linearized
conservative finite element method to discrete the PNP system with zero Neumann boundary conditions
and established unconditionally optimal error estimates in L? norm. The superconvergence analysis of finite
element method for the time-dependent PNP equations is studied by Shi and Yang in [23]. Besides, in order to
obtain the optimal error estimates in L2 norm for both the electrostatic potential and the ionic concentrations,
a mixed finite element method is also studied for PNP equations, see [24,25] for more details. Recently, by
introducing a similar projection operator as in [20], Shen et al. [26] presented the optimal error estimate in
L? norm for both the semi- and full implicit nonlinear schemes for the time-dependent PNP equations.

Although there has been some work on the a priori error analysis of the finite element method for PNP
equations, to the best of authors’ knowledge, there is no work on the a posteriori error analysis for PNP
equations. The main purpose of this paper is to provide a complete a posteriori error analysis for the finite
element approximation to a class of nonlinear steady-state PNP equations. We consider the following generic
nonlinear PNP problem

L(p',¢) ==V - (a(z,p")Vp' + B(z,p') +7(2,p) V) + g(z,p") =0, in 2, 1<i<n,

n

V(@)Y =S g = f, i 9, (L1)
=1
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with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions
p'=¢=0, on 90, (1.2)

where 2 C R? is a polygonal domain with a Lipschitz boundary 92, p’ is the concentration of the i-th
ionic species with charge ¢' and ¢ is the electrostatic potential. The coefficients a(z,y) : 2 x R! — R!,
Blx,y) + 2 xR — R2 y(x,y) : 2 xR — R g(z,9) : 2 x R! — R! and the dielectric coefficient
e(z) : 2 x R! — R! are smooth functions. This work focuses on proposing and analyzing the a posteriori
error estimates for the nonlinear stead-state PNP problem (1.1)-(1.2).

In general, there are two types of a posteriori error estimators, the gradient recovery-type a posteriori error
estimator and the residual-type a posteriori error estimator. Compared with the residual-type a posteriori
error estimator, the recovery-type a posteriori error estimator based on the gradient recovery operator is
simpler in implementation. In this paper, by using a local averaging operator which is an extension of the
gradient recovery operator, we derive a local averaging type a posteriori error estimates for the nonlinear
PNP problem (1.1)-(1.2). Then the global upper bounds and the local lower bounds of the error estimators
are obtained for both the electrostatic potential and concentrations. A corresponding adaptive finite element
algorithm is designed for the nonlinear PNP equations. Numerical experiments verify the efficiency and
reliability of the error estimators derived in this paper.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, the basic notations for Sobolev space and
some useful preliminary results for the finite element approximation are introduced. In section 3, we present
the global upper bounds and the local lower bounds both for the electrostatic potential and concentrations.
Based on the a posterior error estimators, a corresponding adaptive finite element algorithm is also proposed
in this section. In section 4, numerical experiments are reported to support our theoretical analysis. Finally,
in section 5, some conclusions are presented.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we shall describe some basic notations and assumptions. Let {2 be a bounded domain in R2.
For the integer k¥ > 0 and 1 < p < oo, let W¥P(£2) be the Sobolev space with norm (see, e.g., [27,28]),

ull s <Z fQ‘Dﬁu’pdx> , for1<p<oo,

[BI<k

esssup | DPu for p = o0
> p | DPul, p =00,
|BI<k 2

where

BIEL 2
Dﬂ: ) B = ﬁiu
sy 172

for the multi-index 8 = (B1,82), Bi > 0, 1 < i < 2. For p = 2, denote by H*(£2) := W¥*2(2) and
HY(2) = {v|jv € HY(2) : v|]se = 0}, where v|gg is in the sense of trace, || - ||x.2 := || - k2,2 with the
expression that || - ||o and (-, -) denote the norm and inner product in L?, respectively, and || - [[0.00 := || - || o<-
Throughout this paper, we shall use C' denote a generic positive constant which may stand for different values
at its different occurrences and are independent of the mesh parameters.
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Let 7" = {7} be a shape-regular simplices of {2 with mesh size h = max, cyn{h,}, where h, is the
diameter of the elements 7. Denote by 7" the set of all surfaces of simplices, 9>7" the set of all vertices of
T" and A = 92T"\0£2. We define the linear finite element space

h={ve Y Q) v, € PX(7),YT € Tn}, Sh=S"nHLQ), (2.1)

where P1(7) is the space of linear polynomials on 7. Let {p, : 2 € 9*T"} C S" be the standard nodal basis
functions of S”, namely,

Pz (ZQ) = 62122a V21,22 € 82Tha
where 6 is the Kronecker symbol. For given z € 9?T", 1 € 9T" and 7 € T", denote by

w,=UT, wy=UT, w= U 7, (2.2)
ZET Icr F'OTFED

where 7T is the closure of 7.

2.1 Clément interpolation and local averaging operator

We need introduce two Clément-type interpolation operators 7, and ITj,: L?(£2) — S§, which are defined
respectively by (cf. [29,30])

U7
Whvzzvzspzu Uzzﬁu VUELQ(Q)v
2€A (‘Pz; )
v = Z vip,, V° —Zajv| ), Yue L*(92),
z€02Th
where ¢, is the basis function, U2, 77 = w., Zj;l al =1,and o > 0. qu instance, a = 5 or o = %
It should be pointed out that v|TJ is understood in the sense of trace in 77 here. For v € H}(2), there hold

(see e.g., [30,31,32))

< Ch||Vollow,, VreT", (2.3)
v — mavllos < Chy/?||Vollow, V1€ T, (2.4)
[mpvl1r < Cloltw, s vr e 7",

The local averaging operator Gy, : S§ — S x S" is defined as follows (cf. e.g., [30,33])
Gru = Iy (a2, v)Vv), (a(z,v)Vv). Zoﬂ 2))Vu) i, Vv € Sk (2.6)

By the definition of the local averaging operator G, a smoothened flux field Gv is then obtained from the
flux field “a(-,v)Vv”. Hence, the operator G}, is also called flux recovery operator (cf. [34]). Note that if the
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coefficient (-, v) = 1, then a so-called gradient recovery operator G : Sh s Sh x S is defined by (see e.g.,
[30,33,35])

J-
Gro=Y_ (Vo)ep., (Vv).=> al(Vv),, WYweS (2.7)

ZED2Th j=1

In this paper, we shall use the local averaging operator GG;, to derive the a posteriori error estimators for the
nonlinear PNP problem (1.1)-(1.2).

At the end of the subsection, according to the definition of the operator éh and the properties of the
basis function, we can easily get the following lemma which shall be used in our later analysis.

Lemma 2.1 Suppose Gy, is defined by (2.7). For any wy, € S&, there hold
IGhwhllo < C|[Vwnllo, (2.8)
and

IGhwnllo.c0 < ClIVwhlo,00- (2.9)

2.2 A finite element approximation

In this subsection, we consider the finite element approximation for the nonlinear PNP problem (1.1)-(1.2).

Suppose the problem (1.1)-(1.2) has a solution (p’, ¢), where ¢ € H}(£2) N Wh°(2) and p* € HI(2) N
WP () for some p > 2. For any w € Hg(£2) NWHP(£2), the linearized operator £ at w (namely, the Fréchet
derivative of £ at w) is then given by

L' (w, )y = —div(a(, w) VY + (ay (- w)Vw + By (-, w0)) ) + gy (-, w)yp — div (v, (-, w) V).
Furthermore, if we denote
H'(w)y = —div(a(, w)VY + (ay (-, w)Vw + By (-, w))y) + gy (-, w)e,
then, the bilinear form (induced by H’(w)) is that
a'(wi,v) = (a(-, w)Ve + (ay (-, w)Vw + By (- )Y, Vo) + (gy (-, w), v). (2.10)
Our basic assumptions are, first of all, the exact solution p® of (1.1) satisfies
ra(z,p)e > CTHE?, VEER?, z €, (2.11)

for some constant C' > 0 and, secondly, £'(p’, ¢) : Hi(£2) — H~1({2) is an isomorphism. As a result of these
assumptions, p’ must be an isolated solution (cf. [36]).
Denote by

a(w,v) = (a(-, w)Vw + B(-,w), Vv) + (g(-,w),v), (2.12)
and

b(w,¥,v) = (7(,w)Ve, Vo), a(w,v) = (e(z)Vw, Vo). (2.13)



6 Ying Yang! et al.

Then the weak forms of (1.1)-(1.2) are that: find p’,i =1,2,--- ,n and ¢ € H}(£2) such that
a(p’,v) +b(p', ¢,v) =0, Yve H)(2), i=1,2,--,n, (2.14)

a(p,w) = (f(p'),w), Yw e H(£2), (2.15)

where f(p') := f(p*,p% -+, p") = 3. ¢'p+f. Similarly, from now on, we use (p’, ¢) to denote (p, p2,- -, p*, ¢)
i=1
for similicity.
The corresponding finite element discretizations for (2.14)-(2.15) are that: find p},i = 1,2,---,n and
én € Sk such that

a(ph,, vn) + b(ph, dn,vn) =0, Yop € S, i=1,2,---,n, (2.16)
a(dn.wn) = (F(p}), wn), Vwy, € 5§, (2.17)
where f(p},) = Z:lll q'pj, + [
In the later ;nalysis, we need the following identity. For any w, v, w, 1[, v € H}(R2), define the remainder
R(w, ¢, w, V0, v) = a(w, v) + b(w, 1[,1)) — a(w,v) — b(w,¥,v) — d (w;w — w,v). (2.18)
By using the similar arguments in [36], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2 Let (p', ¢) be the solution to (2.14)-(2.15). Then the finite element approzimation (pj, ¢p) is
the solution to (2.16) if and only if

a' (p;p' = ph,vn) = R(P', 6, D}y, bn,vn), Von € Sg- (2.19)
Moreover, for any w,, W, ), v € HY(), if v € WH(Q) and (-, w) € L>(82) satisfies
(G w) =7 w)llo < Cllw —wllo, (2.20)
then the remainder R satisfies
(R, @.5,0)| < O(I[w — @1 sllw — @y + [V~ Tollo + & — wllo) el (2.21)
Proof Taking w = p’, ¢ = ¢,w = pi, ¥ = ¢y and v = vy, in (2.18) and from (2.14) and (2.16), it yields

(2.19).
Now we turn to show (2.21). Let 7(t) = a(w + t(w — w),v). Since

w0 = 0(0) +/0) + 5 [ /@)1 =0y

we have N
a(w,v) = a(w,v) + a'(w; W — w,v) + R(w,w,v),

where R(w, ,v) = 3 01 7" (t)(1 — t)dt. Compared with (2.18), it apparently shows that

|R(w, ¥, @, 1, v)| = [b(w, %, v) — b(w, b, v) + R(w, @,v)]
< |b(@, ¢, v) — b(w, ¥, v)| + | R(w, @, )]. (2.22)
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For the first term on the right-hand side in (2.22), by ¢ € W1>°(2), v(-,w) € L>(£2) and (2.20), we get

|b(@, 9, v) — b(w w, )| = [(v(, ®) VY — A (-, w)Vep, Vo) |
= |(y(, @) (Ve — W) v) + (v @) = v (- w)) Ve, Vo) |
< C(Ilv(-,w) (@) =y (,w)llo) vl
< C(IVY = Vllo + [|@ — wllo) [[v]]1- (2.23)

On the other hand, from Lemma 3.1 in [36], the second term on the right-hand side in (2.22) can be
bounded by

|R(w,w,v)] < Cx(Jlw = @l sllw — @]l + ([Vwllop + VDo) 1) vl
< Ollw — w1 sllw = wlly (o], (2.24)
where Gy = max{lay|, layy , [Byul, oo} on 2 X [, ]
Inserting (2.23) and (2.24) into (2.22), then we complete the proof. O

Lemma 2.3 Let (p',¢) and (p},, dn) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. If f €
HY($2), then we have
IVérllo,00 < C. (2.25)

Proof From (2.17), we know that ¢y, is the finite element approximation to the solution of the following
problem

=V (2)Ve) =D a'ph + [ (2.26)
i=1

Hence, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg—Sobolev inequality (see [37]) and the regularity estimate (see [38]), we have

<Ol < Cllgllaa < CI1D_a'ph,

i=1

< (Y phlloa + 11f lo.)

=1

CUID_ Iphlle + 1f12)

=1

<,
where we have used the assumption that p} and f € H'(£2). Thus, we finish the proof of Lemma 2.3. O

In [21], the a priori error estimate is shown for the potential as follows.

Lemma 2.4 [21] Let (p', ¢) and (p},, ¢n) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. If
¢ € H?(£2), then there holds

I = énlls < C(h+ > lIp" = phllo)- (2.27)

In the later analysis, we also need the following lemmas.
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Lemma 2.5 [36,39] If h < 1 and p* is the solution of (2.14)-(2.15), then

(ot
lwnll; < C sup M, Yy, € St (2.28)
peSh lloll4
Lemma 2.6 [36] Let Ry, : Hi(£2) — S& be defined by
a'(p';p’ — Rup',von) =0, Yo, € 5. (2.29)
If p* € HY(2) N H%(92), then
Ip" — Rup'[l1,e < CRMF2AZVD i, ¢ > 2, (2.30)
and . .
|Rrp'[l1p < Cllp"||2- (2.31)

Furthermore, by using Lemmas 2.5, 2.6 and the similar arguments as in [36], we have the the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.7 Let (p',¢) and (pi,¢n) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. If
o, pt € HY(2)NH?(92), ||p* — pillo < Ch and h < 1, then

i, = Rup'[ls < Ch. (2.32)
Proof For any x € S&, let @ : Si — S} be defined by
a'(p'; D(x), vn) = ' (ps 0", vn) = R(D', &, X, $n, 0n), Yo € S§- (2.33)
Obviously, @ is continuous. Define
B={vn €85 : lon — Rpp'lls < Ch, |lonllrp < C(L+ [Ip'[|2)}- (2.34)

If &(B) C B, then by Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, there exists a fixed point pi € B such that @(p}) = pt,
which combining with (2.33) and Lemma 2.2 yields that p} is the finite element solution of (2.16) and (2.32)
holds from pj, € B. Hence, in order to obtain (2.32), we only need to show &(B) C B.

For any x € B, by (2.29) and (2.33), we get

a'(p';®(x) — Rup',vn) = R(P', &, X, bn, vn), Yon € S
Since () — Ryp' € SE, by Lemma 2.5, it yields

i "(pt; @ — Ry,p’ R(p'
1600 — Rupill < © sup L2 =B 0) o IR 6060, 0)]

pesh llolly pesh() lelly

From (2.21), (2.25) and x € B, there holds

[@(x) — Rup'll1 < C([lp" = x|

Then from (2.27), we have

Lallp’ = xlli + [IVé — Vonllo + 9" — xllo)- (2.35)

[2(x) — Rup'll1 < C(|lp* = xllvsllp’ = xlli + 4+ 9" = xllo)- (2.36)
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By inverse inequality and x € B, from (2.34), we get
IR’ = xlls < CRPPYD | Rypt — x|l < OR?2, (2.37)
In addition, combining (2.30) and (2.37), it follows that
Ip* = xllsllp’ = xlls < C(Ip" = Bap'lls + [1Brp" = xll13) (2" = Bup' 1 + || Rup’ = x]I1)
< Ch°/3.
Hence, from (2.36), we have
1200 = Rap'll < € (B + b+ |Ip" = xlo)
< C(h+p" = xllo)- (2.38)
Then from (2.31) and (2.38), we deduce that
1200115 < 19(x) = Bup'll1p + |1 Bp' |11,
< CRAPB(x) = Rup' |1+ | Rup’ |1,
< O (R (it I = xlo) + 1Pl ). (2.39)
For the term [|p® — x||o, from x € B, (2.30) and (2.34), we have
I = xllo < llp* = Bup'llo + [ Rap" = xllo < Ch. (2.40)
Substituting (2.40) into (2.38) and (2.39), respectively, it easily yields
[@(x) = Rup'llL < Ch
and
12011 < CL A+ [1"]12)-
Hence @(B) C B. This completes the proof of (2.32). O

3 A posteriori error estimates

In this section, we first present the a posteriori error estimates including the global upper bounds and the
local lower bounds for the nonlinear PNP equations (1.1) with boundary conditions (1.2). Then a typical

finite element adaptive algorithm is developed based on the a posteriori error analysis.
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3.1 Upper bound

In this subsection, we shall derive the global upper bounds of the a posteriori error indicators for both the

electrostatic potential and concentrations.
First, the upper bound of ||V(¢ — ¢n)|lo,2 is presented as follows.

Theorem 3.1 Let (p', ¢) and (p},, én) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. There

holds

IV(6 = dnllo.e < C(ns(Bhsn) + D l1p'

i=1

where

M5B on) = Y (el Ran(ph, 6n)

TETH

T+ ||Dh(¢h)||07‘r)7

Rin(ph,» $1) Zq +div(Gnon) + 1,
Dp(én) = Gh¢h — €(x) V.

Proof For any w € H}(£2), x € Sk, it follows from (2.15) and (2.17) that

(¢ — dn, w) = (¢, w) — a(gn, w) = (f(p'), w) — Al(gn, w)

= (f(p"),w—x)+ (f(p"), x) — a(¢n, w)
= (F0"),w —x) + (F() = F0h), X) + (F(0h): X) — @ln,w — x) — @(dn, x)

n n

=D dr+fw-x)-(D_d@ -ph)w-x)

i=1 =1

+ (Zqi(pi —ph),w) — aln,w — x)

qup + fw=x)+ (D@ —ph),w) —alén, w—x).

i=1

.

By Green’s formula, we rewrite the third term on the right-hand side of (3.2) as follows

—a(pn,w—x) = — /Q @)V - V(w —x)
— [ (Guon = c@)Von) - V(w0 - / G- V(w— )
(93
= /Q(thbh —e(@)Veén) - V(w —x) Z /le Gron)(w = x).

TETH

(3.1)
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Substituting (3.3) into (3.2), we get

(¢ — dnyw) = Y /th Phodn)(w —x)+ Y /Dh (on) - - X)

TETh TeTh
+ / (P’ —ph))w (3.4)
TETH
<cy (HRM@z,m) 4 1Pa (@) o IV (w = )],
TETH
) (3.5)
i=1

where

Rin(ph,dn) = Y d'ph + div(Guon) + f, Di(én) = Grén — e(x)Vebn.

i=1

Taking x = mpw in (3.5) and using Clément interpolation estimates (2.3) and (2.5), it yields

(¢ — dn,w) <C Y ( (el Ban(0hs #0) o, + 1 Dn(n)llo,r) Ve ]lo,,

TETh
+ 316" = phlloslwlo,r ). (3.6)
i=1
Then the desired result (3.1) can be easily obtained by taking w = ¢ — ¢, in (3.6). O

Now we turn to present the upper bound of ||V (p" — pi)||o,. First, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1 [36,40] Suppose p' is an isolated solution and the finite element solution pi is sufficiently close
to the exact solution p* provided by h < 1. Then for any w € H}(£2), there holds

(ol .
sup a' (ph;w, v)

vEH(2) lvll1,0

(3.7)

The global upper bound for |V (p® — pi)|o,s2 is presented as follows.

Theorem 3.2 Let (p,¢) and (ph,(bh) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. Sup-
pose the finite element solution pj, is sufficiently close to the exact solution p*. If ¢, pt € HL(2) N H?(9),
lp* — pillo < Ch and h < 1, then there holds

IV G = pillo.e < C (s (hs é) + 116" = phllose). (3.8)

=1
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where

o @hs @) = > (IDw@lo.r + 17, 24) (G = Vom)llo.r + hr | Ran(Bh 60 .
TETH

+ 3" (IDw(@0) o + hell Run(Bhs én)llo.r ).

TETH
Dh(pz) = th;z - a(xvpz)vp;w Dh((bh) = Gh(bh - e(x)V(bhv
Rin(ph, én) = Y 4'ph, + div(Gaon) + f,
i=1

Ron (P, dn) = div(Gaph) + div(8(z, ph)) — g(x, ph) + div(y(xz, i) Gron).

Proof For any v € H}(£2), x € Sk, first, by (2.16), we have

—a(pj,, v) = —(a(ph, v = x) + a(ph, x))
= —a(ph, v = X) + b(ph, ¢n, X)
— (e, p},) Vph, + B2, p1,), V(0 = X)) = (9(2, 1), v = X) + b(Dh, Phs X)
= —(al, p},)Vpj, = Gup}, V(v = X)) — (Gnpj, + Bz, p},), V(v = X))
— (9(z,p},), v = X) + b(Dh, ¢n, X)

=Y [ (Guph —alz,py)Vp}) - V(e =x)+ Y [ div(Gup), + Bz, p})) (v = X)

TeTh T TEThH T
= > | g@,pi) (v = x) + b $rs X)
reTh T
= A(p},, v, x) + b(p},, - X)), (3.9)
where
Ao = 3 / Dulp) Vo -+ 3 / Ru(h) (0 — X), (3.10)
TeTh YT reTh YT

Di(ph) = Guph, — 2, p,) Vo, Bu(pp) = div(Gapj,) + div(B(z, p),)) — 9(z, p},).-
On the other hand, by (2.14) and taking @ = p, 1) = ¢, w = P, = ¢ in (2.18), we have

a/(p,;mpl _p;wv) = a’(pia 1}) + b(plv (bvv) - a(p;w 1}) - b(p,;y,v (bha 1}) - R(p;m (bhapiv (bvv)
= _a(p;wv) - b(p,;.y,v(bhav) - R(p;m(bhapia ¢,U). (311)
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Combining (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11), it yields

—

al p;wpl - pﬁu ’U) = Av(p;w’ua X) + b(p;u ¢h7 X — U) - R(p;w ¢hapi7 (bvv)
= A(p;”’l), X) + (7($7P2)V¢h7 V(X - U)) - R(p;w ¢h7piu ¢7 ’U)

= AP}, v, x) + (72, 0},) (Vo — Gron), V(x — v)) + (v(w pﬁ;)@hqﬁh, V(x —v)) = R(p}. bn.p", 6,0)

= A(p}, v, %) Z / (z,p5)(Gron — Von)) -V

TETH TETH

_R(ph7¢h7 i7¢7 )
=% [ Dutsi) + 30 [ (Ruloi) + div(3( b)) (0 =)

TeTh TeTh

+ Z/ v(z,p}) Gh¢h—v¢h)) V(v —x) — R(ph,, ¢, p', ¢, v).

TETh

Then taking x = m,v in (3.12), by Clément interpolation (2.3) and (2.5), we get

a'(ph; p* = phov) < C Z (\Dh i)l
TeTh

+ he || Ru(p},) + diV(W(iCaPZ)éh%) ||0,T)

+ v (@, p}) (Gron — Vén)llo,r

Now it remains to estimate the remainder R(p}, ¢n,p’, ¢, v). From (2.21), we have

| R(phs &, 0", 6, 0)] < C(Ilph = p'll1sllph = p'll +11V(6 = én)llo + [1° = phllo) ol

We turn to estimate ||p}, — p’||1,3 on the right-hand side of (3.14).
By the inverse estimate, (2.30) and (2.32), it yields

19}, — 2l < C(Iph — Rup'llrs + | Rup’ — p'll13)
S Cv(h2(1/3—1/2)|‘p;'I _ thi”l +h1+2(1/3—1/2)||pi||2)
< Chs.

Substituting (3.15) into (3.14), we have
|R(p}, dn, 0", 6,0)| < C (R |Ip}, = Pl + V(6 — dn)llo + 1p° — Do) lv]]1-

By (3.13), (3.16) and using Lemma 3.1, it follows that

19~ sille <C 30 (IDaG)lor + 17,53 Grn — Vou)lo.s
TeTh

+ e | Ru(p}) + div(v(z, 54 Grn) lo.r )
+ C(h3 |k, — P + V(6 = én)llo + [1° — pillo)-

+ Yy /le Y@, ph)Gndn) (v = x)

+ ‘R(p;m (bhupia (]5,’())‘.

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)
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Hence, choosing h sufficiently small such that Chi < 1, then we obtain

1" = phlle < C - (D@ llo.r + 17(,ph) (Gnén — Von)| o)
TETH

+C(IV(¢ = dn)lloe + lIp* = pillo), (3.18)

0.7 + hrl| Ron(ph, d1)|

where
Ron(ph» ¢n) = Ri(p}) + div (y(z, p},)Grén)
= div(Gnp},) + div(B(x, p},)) — g(,p},) + div(y(@, pj,)Gaon).-

Then the desired result (3.8) is completed by using (3.1) and (3.18). This completes the proof of Theorem
3.2. 0

Remark 3.1 Note that |p? —p};HO,Q is usually higher-order term compared with ||V (¢—én)|lo,2 and |V (p'—
Pi)llo.- From (3.1) and (3.8), if |[p* — pjllo.c < ChIV(p" = pj)llo.2, then

V(" = pi)llo.o < Cnyi (phy, d1),
V(6= én)lo,e < C(%(p};’ on) + hny: (P, ¢h)).

Up to now, there is no relevant work on the L?> norm error estimate for both the steady-state PNP
equations ( (1.1) witha = 3 =1, v =p', g = fi(z)) and the nonlinear PNP equations (1.1). It is difficult to
derive the L? norm error estimate for p' by using the traditional duality arguments for the steady-state PNP
equations. Recently, we present an optimal L? norm error estimate of the finite element approzimation p},
in [26] for a time-dependent PNP equations, but the arguments used in [26] can not successfully applied to
the steady-state model because of the difference between the steady-state and time-dependent PNP equations.
Although there is no theoretical results on the L?> norm error estimate for the steady-state PNP equations,
numerical examples including PNP equations for practical biological problems solved on irreqular meshes show
that ||p* — pillo.2 < Ch|V(p* — pi) o, holds (see Figs. 2, 3 and Figs. 5, 6 in our work [21], where Figs. 5,
6 presents the results for a practical biological problem).

In the next subsection, we will present the local lower bounds of the a posteriori error indicators for both
the electrostatic potential and concentrations.

3.2 Lower bound

Now, we study the lower bounds of the a posteriori error indicators for both the electrostatic potential
and concentrations. We need further some assumptions for the coefficients in (1.1). Suppose that a(z,y) €
W2 (2 x (=X, N), Bz, y) € (H*(£2 x (=, )\)))2, g(z,y) € HY (2 x (=\, \)), and e(z) € W?°°(w,), where
1 €9T" | ¢ 002 and w; is defined in (2.2). In addition, we assume that (z,y) is a linear function with
respect to the second variable y (actually, v(x,p’) = ¢'p’ in the practical problems, where ¢° is a constant).
We also need the assumption that there exist positive constants aq, a1, €p and €1, such that

ap < az,y) <o (3.19)
and

€0 < e(z) < €. (3.20)



Local Averaging Type a Posteriori Error Estimates for the Nonlinear Steady-state Poisson-Nernst-Planck Equations 15

Denote by [g]; the jump of g across the surface I € 9T" 1 ¢ 912, for example,

[a(-,v)Vv-ny) = Slir&[(a(-,v)Vv) (z + sn) — (a(-,v) Vo) (z — sm)] - n, (3.21)
and
[e(x)Vv - ny]; = SE%L[(E(I)VU) (z + sny) — (e(x) Vo) (z — sny)] - nu, (3.22)

where n; is the unit normal vector to [ and v € H}(£2).
Let Ju(ph) = [a(z,pl) Vi - ny] and Jp 1 (¢n) = [e(z)Vep - ny] represent the jumps of pi and ¢ across
the surface [ € T", | ¢ 912, respectively, where pt, ¢ € SE.

The following results will be used in our analysis for the lower bound.

Lemma 3.2 (cf. [31,41]) Let 7 € T" be a shape-reqular mesh and 1 € OT". Then there exists ju, : P*(7) —
H}(7), such that for any v € PY(7), there hold

C M el - < IVlIE - < C(v, prv)-, (3.23)
lprvllee < Chz o, (3.24)

And there exists v : PH(l) — HE(wi), such that for any v € P*(l), there hold

CH w5, < vllg, < Clo,mo), (3.25)
1
[1v]l0.w < ChE,|vllo., (3.26)
_1
[10][1,0 < Cheo/? [[V]0,1- (3.27)

From (3.2) and Lemma 3.2, we get the following result.

Lemma 3.3 Let (p, ) and (pl,, ¢n) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. For any
1edT", 1 ¢ 092, if hy < 1, then there holds

R Tni(én)llog < C(HV(¢ — )0 + hey Y IP" = P

i=1

O;Wl) T s (3'28)

where Ty (1) = [€Voy -m], and r4, v < Ch2, (|f|1 + |le]

2,000 [|OR [ 1,00) -

Proof For any w € H}(£2), x € S&, 1 € OT" and | ¢ 912, from (3.2) and Green’s formula, we get

n

(¢ — gnw) = (D> _d'vh+ frw—x)+ (D_d'® - p))w) —a(én,w - x)

=1 1=1
=D dph+fw—x)+(D_d 0 —ph)w) —/QEV% -V(w - x)
=1 i=1

:ZT:/TIAEM(P%%)(U/—X)—F/Q(éqi(pi_p;'l))w— 3 /lfw((bh)(w—x), (3.29)

ledThigo0
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where
R (v, én) = Zn:qipZ +div(eVen) + £, Tni(dn) = [V - nil.
i=1
Taking x = 0 in (3.29), for any w € H}(w;), we have
(Tna(dn)w), = Tni(én)w

1caTr igon !

n

= (Elh(p;m (bh)a w)wl o a(¢ — On, w)wz + (Z qi(pi - p;-z)a w)wl (330)
i=1
< ”ﬁlh(ng ¢h)| O,leU}HO,wl + C(HV(¢ - ¢h)||07wz Hw”sz + Z ”pl _p2| O,WLHw”OMz)' (331)

i=1
In the following, in order to estimate ||jh,z(¢h)||, we need introduce an approximation to ,7;171(¢h) defined by
na(on) = [EV¢ny - 0,
where €(z) € S” is a linear interpolation of €(x) satisfying (cf. [42])
le(@) — €()]lo,000 < Chulle(@)[1,00:- (3.32)
For any w € L?(1), from (3.20) and (3.32), we have

(jh,l(¢h) - jh,l(¢h)aw)l = /l[(€ —€)Voy, - myjw

< Clle = €llo,oou [V - mulllollwllo.
< ChulIn(én)llo.allwllo.z- (3.33)

0.1

Taking w = jhﬁl(qﬁh) — Jni(én) in the above inequality, it yields
1 Tn,0(6n) = Tni(@n) o < ChallJni(én)]
On the other hand, from (3.31) and (3.33), we get
(Jni(dn),w), = (Jap(dn) = Tni(dn),w), + (Jni(dn),w),
< C(hl|\jh,l(¢h)|\o,l|\w||o,l + 1 R1n (0> 80) 10,010l 0.r

0,0 (3.34)

n
+ V(¢ = dn)llowllwllw + D lIp' —pZHo,leWIlo,wz)-

i=1
Similarly, taking w = v;J}, ;(¢5) in the above formula and then by Lemma 3.2, we have

Hjh,l(ébh)Hg,l < O(jh,l(%)ﬂ/ljh,z(éf)h))l

0,w;

1~ . _1 PRI ,
< C(hfzz | R1n (Dl &) ll0.wr + P V(6 = dn)llo.wr + B D Ip* — il
i=1

o ullna(6n) o2 ) s (60) o



Local Averaging Type a Posteriori Error Estimates for the Nonlinear Steady-state Poisson-Nernst-Planck Equations 17

Hence, by using (3.34), it yields
1 ~ 1 — ~ _
he | Tni(dn)lloa < he, (1 Tna(@n)llos + 11 Jni(én) = Jni(én)llo.)

< O(hwz [R1n (Dhs é1) 0.0 + IV (6 = dn)llowr + heoy 2 11P* = Phllow + hi |\Jh,l(¢h)||o,l)-

1=1
Hence, choosing h; sufficiently small such that Ch; < 1, then we obtain
1~ ~ . " . .
BaTua(@n)loa < C (R | Ban(hs @)llo.cr + 11V(6 = 8o + by D 19" = Dhllor ) (3.35)
=1

Now we turn to estimate ||}A%1h(pz, ®n)]|0,w,- Define

M (6l Zq e+ ||/dw 2)Ven) + /f

Since ¢*, i = 1,2,--- ,n are constants, it is easy to see that Mh(pfl, én) € PH(7) and

1R (D}, n) = Ma(Phs @)llo,r < Chr (llellz00, I énll1,7 + [ £1,7)- (3.36)
In addition, for any w € H}(7), by (3.30), we obtain

n

(M (v}, on),w)_ = a(d — o, w)r — (Rin(p}, bn) — My, (p},, o), w)_ — (Zqi(pi —ph)w)_, (3.37)

=1

where we have used (f;%l(gbh),w)l =0, € 97 in (3.37), for any w € H}(r). Taking w = ;LTMh(pz,¢h) in
(3.37) and by Lemma 3.2, there holds

1M} 60) 13 < C (M}, 60, e M (D), 61)) -
< C(||V(¢ — )0, 11t M (0 1) 11,7 + || Ran (D, 61) — Mu (D, 1) 0,712 M (D, 61 [0+

n
+ 311 = hllo it M (B, dn)llo )

1=1
< C(h7H 96 = ém)lor + 1 Bun(whs &) — Mi(whs d)llo.r + D 15" = B lloe )| 7 (0} 0 o,
=1
Thus, we get
19 6)llo.e < C (A IV (& = én)lo.r + [ Ban(Bhs 6n) = Mu(@n)los + D IIp' = phllos).  (3:38)
=1

Combining (3.36) and (3.38), it yields
1R (P, d0)llo,r < IMa(Bhys d1)llo.r + | Run (Pl 81) — Ma(Bh, é1)lo,-

< C(h:" 196 = o + s (lellzor9nllnr + 1F11r) + 16" = phlos) (3:39)

=1
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Substituting (3.39) into (3.35), we obtain

1 ~ n . .
B Tna(@nllos < € (196 = dn)llos, + huw D I = Bhlloss ) + 7o -

i=1

where Tpp < Ohgzl (|f|1-,wl + H(bhHl-,wz ”6”2700#11)'
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

Applying the above results, we have the following lower bound for ||V (¢ — ¢1)|lo.w, -

Theorem 3.3 Let (p',¢) and (p', dn) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. For
any T € T", there holds

.6 (Ph &) < s, (IV(6 = )l

wWr

) + :F¢hxw7'7 (3'40)

i=1

where
7.6 (Dhs &1) = he | Rin (), 1) o+ + 1 Dn(dn) llo,7»

Run(ph én) = Y 'pj, + div(Grén) + f, Di(¢n) = Guon — e(x)Ven,

i=1
:F¢h7w7' — Cgh wﬂ' wr (||€||27OO7WT||¢}L||17WT + |f|1;WT)7
Ehyw, = max Enis Eng =1+ hile|i,00y ||671H0,oo,l'

1€0TM,ICw, \Ow-

Proof From the definition of Gy, we get

Gudn — (@)Von = Y ((@)Vn)zz — e(x)Vebn,

ZED2TH

where ¢ is the basis function. Thus Vo € 7,7 € T", if {z; : i = 1,2,3} is the vertex set of 7, then by using
the similar arguments as (3.19)-(3.22) in [40], we have

Jz;

Gron — e(x)Vey = Z% Za (21) Von) 5 | = (eVon)(2)
i=1

~ 3 jaﬂ( ) Vo)., — (@)96),)

3
+ <Z u(@)(e(21)), - 6(96)) (Von)z. (3.41)
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We can find a cluster of simplices 7/, 71, - - , i, T € w,, such that Ty Mgy = lp € OT" (k=0,1,--- | K+1),
where 79 = 7/ and 7541 = 7. Thus

(e(2) V) ., — (e(z:) Von) . = ((6 (2i) V¢h)7k — (e () V¢h)m+l)

M= 11

_ ((e (2) Vo), -, — (€ (z) Von) .mk) .
k=0
That is p
(e(2:)Von),, — (e(z:)Von) = [e(z:) Von -, mu, (3.42)
k=0

where n;, is the unit normal vector to li. If z is a vertex of [;, then

[e(=)9n -] | eVon-n| + || [(e=e)e evon - m,] |
O,lk O,lk Wk
< C&nip || [eVn -1y ‘ , (3.43)
sk
where &1, = 1+ hyl€|1.00.1, ||e*1HO ol

Obviously, we know that Z @z () (e (2) )T is the Lagrange interpolation of e(x) and

H (Z (pzl z - €($)> V(bh < Ch2|€|2,oo,r|¢h|l,‘r- (344-)
0,7

Then from (3.28) and (3.41)-(3.44), we get

1D(n)l,, < (Z S hiuallevon-n

i=11€0T" ICw.,

2lel3,00,7ln1.7 )

n
< C&ho (1906 = W) lowr + e 301" = Phllows, + 7o ) + Ch2lelz,corrlnlr o

1=1
< Cno, (106 = @n)lloww, + hoe Y 1IP" = Phlloww, ) + 7 (3.45)
=1
where
77% wr S C8hw, b W (||€||27007wf||¢h||1,w7 + |f|1,wf)7
Ehw, = max Enils

1€dTh ICw.\Ow~

|
€ lo,co,l-

Next, we only need to estimate || Ry (p}, #n)l|o,-. Define

th(p;.w(bh)‘ (div(Gron) |T+quh+| |/f.
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It is seen that Elh(pz, ¢n) € P(r) and

1Ban (P 6n) = Ban(®h on)lo- < Che| 1.+
On the other hand, for any w € H}(2), taking x = 0 in (3.4), it yields

n

(¢ — ¢, w) = (Run(ph, dn),w) + (Zqi(pi —ph),w) + (Du(on), Vw),

=1

where Ruy(ph, én) = é ¢'pi + div(Gun) + f and Dy(dn) = Grén — e(x)Von.

Further, from (3.47), we have
(Elh(p;;w ¢h)7 w)T = a(¢ - (bha w)T - (th(p;lm (bh) - Elh(p;;w ¢h)7 w)‘r

— (D a0 = ph).w) . — (Du(en), Vw) .
=1
Taking w = MT}NEM(M'I, ¢r) in (3.48), by Lemma 3.2, we get
| Run (0 o) 12,2 < C(Run (Dl &1, 11r Rin (P}, 1))
< O (B 196 = énllor + | Ran(phs 6n) = Ran(phs 00 lo.r
+ 316" = phllos + bz I Da6n) o ) 1Ban (i, 6) o.r-
=1

This implies that

| Rin (P}, é1)[lo.r < C(hr_lHV@ — én)llo,r + | Rin(ph, é1) — Run (D), 60|

0,7

+ 301 = Billo + I Da(@n)lo.r ).
i=1

Then, by (3.46) and (3.49), we get

[ Rin (0, d1)llo.r < |1 Rin 0y 0)llo,r + | Run (0 1) — Run (P, dn) o,

< C(h 196 = o)lor + helflae + 37 16 = Billo + 1 Da(n)lo.- ).
i=1

Hence, from (3.45) and (3.50), there holds

he || Rin(Phs on)llo,r < Céhe, (HV(¢ = on)llow, + hu, Y Il —pZHo,wT) + Tonwn -

i=1
where
77¢h,wr < th,wrhi (||€||27007wf||¢h||1,w7 + |f|1,wf)7

_ _ —1
&17‘*’* o leBThr,Illgfr\aw.,. ghvh th =1+ hl|6|17007l HE HO,oo,l !

Then the desired result (3.40) can be obtained by (3.45) and (3.51). This completes the proof.

(3.46)

(3.47)

(3.48)

(3.49)

(3.50)

(3.51)
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Now we turn to derive the lower bound of the a posteriori error indicator for ||V(p* — pi)|lo.w, . First, we
need the following lemmas.

The following result was shown in [30] for the gradient recovery operator Gy, defined in (2.7).

Lemma 3.4 [30] For any v, € S, 7€ T", 1 € 0T",1 ¢ 012, there holds

~ 1~
IGhon = Vunllor <C Y hE [ Tni(on)llog, (3.52)
1C(wr\Owr)

where th(vh) = [V, - ny].

Furthermore, from (3.20) and (3.22), we can easily get

T2 (0n)log < CllTna(wn)llo.- (3.53)

Then for ¢, € SE, 7€ T, 1 € 9T", 1 ¢ 902, from (3.28), (3.52) and (3.53), we have

1Gaén = Voulo.r < C(I9(6 ~ Sn)llow, +haoe 316" = Bhllows, ) + 7o (3.54)
=1

Where r¢h;WT S ChiT(H6| 2)OO)WT||¢h||17wT + Hf' I;WT)'
By using the above results, similar to Lemma 3.3, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5 Let (p',¢) and (pl,, ¢n) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. For any
1€0Th, 1 ¢ 092, if hy < 1, the coefficients o, 3, g and ~y of (1.1) satisfy

(@, p*) = a(@,ph)llow + 18(z,p") = B, pi)llow + l9(z: ") = (@, D)o + 1v(@,p°) = 7(@, i) 0w
< Cllp* = pillow (3.55)

and f € HY (), then there holds
1 . . . n . .
& Tna i) loa < CUIVE' = pillow, + IV(@ = Su)llow, + D 1P = Pillow.) + 7ot s (3.56)
i=1
where
Tna(ph) = o, py) V), - 1]

and

T, < O, (la, ph) 2,000, (PR N1, + 18(2, ) ) 2o, + 19(@ P 1w, + lell200w, 0nll1w, + [ fl10,)-
Proof First, for any v € H(£2), from (2.12) and Green’s formula, we have

aho) == 3 [ (av(ate.pi)Vai) +div(3.pi) —glwsh))o— 3 [tV o

reTh VT leaTh 1gon !

== > /Rh(p;)v+Jh(p;'L,v), (3.57)

TeTh T
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where
R ()| = (div(alz, p}) Veh) +div(8(z,4)) — g(.ph) ) |-
and

W)= Y [latsh) Ve mlo
1eaThigon !

Hence from (2.14) and (3.57), there holds
In(ph,v) = a@hov) + 3 (R (W), v)-

TETH
= a(pj,,v) - a(p',v) = b(p', 6, v) + Y (R (p}),v)s
TETh
= ((a(wh,v) = ', 0)) + (b(phs 61,0) = BB, 6, 0)) = bBhs6m,0) + > (RU(Bj),v)r  (3.58)

TETH

From (2.13) and using the gradient recovery operator G}, we rewrite the third term on the right-hand
side of (3.58) as follows:

—b(p, b1, v) = —(v(w, p)) Vb, Vo)
= (v(=,p})(Gron — Vén), Vv) — (v(z, p})Gron), Vv)
= (v(z,p})(Gron — Vén), Vo) + (diV(v(x,pZ)éhsbh),v)
(vl ph) = (. 5)) (Gnon — Von), Vo) + (1(2,0')(Gno — V1), V)
+ (div(y(:c,p;)ého;h),u). (3.59)
Substituting (3.59) into (3.58), we have
Inwh ) = ((alh, ) = ', 0)) + (b(phs 0n,0) = bB', 6,0)) + (B (0} 60), 0)

+ ((W(!E,pb — (2, ")) (Gron — Vén), VU) + (v(2, p")(Gron — Vo), Vo), (3.60)

where
RM(pj,, o) = div(a(z, p,)Vp,) + div(B(x, p},)) — g(x, pj,) + div(y(x, pj,)Gron)-
By using (3.55), for v € H}(w;), it is easy to get

(a(ph,v) = a(®’,v) + b(Dh, dn,v) = 0P, 6,v) < C(Ip" = Phllrw + V(6 = dn)llow) lvl1w,.  (3.61)
Then for any v € Hg (w;), inserting (3.61) into (3.60) and from (2.9), (2.25) and (3.55), we get
(a1 (Ph)s )i = Jn(phsv)
< C(Hpi = Phlltellvlle + 117, 2h) = 7@ 20,0 |Grdn — Vonllo,somllvll1w
+ 1B" 0}y S llo,co 10l + 17, 2) 0,00 0 |G = Vbnlo,c HU”sz)
< C(Hpi = Dhll 0w+ IR Bl o) llollollo.wn + 1Gren = Vnllow 1)1

+ 196 = n)lloaa vl ). (3.62)
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In order to estimate ||J, ;(p}) /0,1, similar to the estimation for ||:fh,l(¢h)||0,l in Lemma 3.3, , we introduce
an approximation to Jj(p}, ), which is defined as follows

Tna(ph) = (6@, p},) V), - 1,
where a(z,p}) € S is a linear interpolation of a(x, p}) on w; satisfying (cf. [42])
ll, ph) — 6@, pi)llo.co < Chullod@, pi)l2,00.0- (3.63)

For any w € H}(w;), by using (3.19) and (3.63), we get

(a9 = Tnalo)ow), = [l(ata.pi) = (e i) Vi - mlu

< Clla(z, p),) — alz, i) llo.coa VP - malloallwllo
< Chufle@, i) 11,00, 1 VP - ualllo.illwllo.
< Chal[Jna(i)llo.llwllo.r- (3.64)

Taking w = J;(pl,) — Jn(p}) in the above formula, it yields
1m0 (Ph) = Tna(@h)llo.r < ChallJna())]
On the other hand, from (3.62) and (3.64), for w € Hg(w;), we have
(jh,l(pZ)vw)l = (jh,l(pZ) — Jna(ph), w)l + (Jh,l(pZ)vw)l
< O (s oo + 15 = i a0l + DR G 60000

+11Gadn = Vonllow 1,0 + 196 = Sn)loanllwl1 ., ).

0. (3.65)

Taking w = v;J51(p},) in the above formula and by (3.25)-(3.27), there holds
[ Tna@il50 < C(Jna(Ph); vidna(ph)),
T PR
< O(hZH D =l + BE B Bl 1) o

1~ _1 . _ .
+ ho? |IGhdn — Voullow + ho V(6 — dn)llow + thJh,l(PZ)llo,z) | T (23) llo,i-

From the above inequality and by using (3.65), we get

1 . 1 _ . . _ .
A1 Tn (i) loa < b (1 ka0 o + 11Tk, (0h) — Jna®i) llo.t)

< O(Ip" = Phlo + e | B B 60 0 + G = Vllo.
+IV(6 = Sn)lloer + b 1T (Pl )
Hence, choosing h; sufficiently small such that Ch; < 1, we obtain
B2 T a0 o < C(Hpi — D[t r + P | R 0 60) 0. + 1G R = Vnllo,w,

+ V(6= @nllo.w ) (3.66)
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Now we only need to estimate || R"(p’, ¢n)0,w,- Define

- ) o~ 1 ) . 1 ) 1 .
R g 0)|- = div (3(2.2})Gucn) + T / div(a(e. ) Ve + o / div(B.2}) - 1o / g(x,ng ;

Since ~(z, p},) is assumed to be a linear function with respect to pi, then R"(p, ¢,) € P1(r) and
IR" (h, 81) = B" (B} én)llo,r < Chr (@, pi)l|2.00 7 IPA 117 + 1Bz, PR 2.7 + 19(2, pi) 7). (3.68)
On the other hand, from (3.60), for any v € H}(7), we have
(R" (0}, #1),v) . = (R" (B}, dn),v)r — (R" (0}, dn) — R" (9}, 1), 0) .
= —((ah, )7 = a®',v). ) = (b} 1) — b, 6.0 )
— (R"(h, én) — R" (9} én),v) _ — ((v(x,pi) — (2, ")) (Gron — Vén), Vv)T
— (Y, ") (Grén — V), Vo), (3.69)

where we have used (Jhﬁl(p};),v)l = 0, for any [ € Or. Then from (3.61) and the similar arguments as in
(3.62), we get

(R"(pj,, ¢n),v) . < C(llp" = phllrllvllr + IR (0}, én) — R" (0, o0 llo.~ vllo.~
+|Grén — Vnllorlvllir + V(0 = én)llollvllr)- (3.70)
Taking v = uTINEh(pZ, @) in (3.70) and by Lemma 3.2, there holds

| B @ n)[13,7 < C(R (W, n). - R" (0, 61)
< C(h P = phllr + IR (), 61) = R (0}, én)lo,+
+ M Grn = Vullor +h IV (6 = dn)llo.r) 1B (0, on)lo.r-
Hence,
IR" (Bl én) o, < C(h D" = Phllrr + IR (B, én) — B" (B} é1) 0.~
+ 1M G — Vonllor + B IV = dn)lor)- (3.71)
Combining (3.68) and (3.71), we have
IR hs &) lo.r < IR hs @) 0.7 + | B" (Phs @) = B (0, 60)lo.r
< C(h ' = Pyl + b2 IGron — Vonllor +h: IV (6 — én)llor)

+ Chr ([la(z, pi) 2,00 - PRl + 18, p3) |2.r + 19(2, P)) |1 7)- (3.72)

Inserting (3.72) into (3.66), and using (3.54), we get

1 . . . ~
he N Tn (i) llog < CI1P" = Phlliw, + 1Ghén — Vonllow + V(0 — én)llow)
+Ch2, (182, ph) 2.0 + 19(2, D3 1,00 + P11 (@, D)) 12,0000 )

< C(IV@ = pillos, + 190 = n)low, +D_ I8 = Phllow, ) +7pp e (373)

=1
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where 7

p'}il,wl S Ch/i’-,— (Hp;L| 1;WT||a(x7p;:7,)| 2,00,wr + |/B(x7p;:7,)|27w7' + |g(x7p;:7,)|1xwr + |f|1;WT + H6| 2)OO)WT||¢}L||17(“JT)'
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.5. O

By using the above lemma, now we present the lower bound for ||V (p" — p})|o.w. -

Theorem 3.4 Let (p',¢) and (p', én) be the solutions of (2.14)-(2.15) and (2.16)-(2.17), respectively. For
any 1 € OT", 1 ¢ 002, if hy < 1, the coefficients o, 3, g and v of (1.1) satisfy

0 T Hﬁ(,@,pl) - ﬁ(‘rvp;z)”‘lwz + Hg(xvpi) - g(xvpéz)”O,wz + ||’7($,pi) - V(CUaPZ)HO,wz
< Clp" = Phllo.w

Ha(:v,pi) —Oé(LL',p;lI”

and f € HY (), then for any 7 € T", there holds

n
0wr + 2 I = pilloc,)
i=1

Ppwr? (374)

e (Phs 61) < CEn, (Phs 00) (IV 5" = )|

0.0, TIV(¢ = ¢n)l

where

0.7 + || Ron (D), on)|

Nrpi (1, 1) = | Dr(én)llo, + 1Dn(03) 0,7 + Br (| R1n (P} 1)
+ (@, p) (Gron — Vén)lo,rs
Dy (¢n) = Gron — €(x)Von,  Di(ph,) = Guph, — oz, p},) Vi,

Run(ph, &n) = Y a'ph, + div(Grén) + f,
=1

Ron(ph, ¢n) = div(Gup},) + div(B(z, p},)) — (@, pj,) + div(v(z, p,)Gnon),

Tt wor < Cln b2, (|PZ|1M||04($7PZ)||2,oo,wz +18C P l2w, 196 PR 1w, + ll€ll2,000, 19nll1w, + |f|1,wT),
Enwor (Dhys d1) = max{Epu, , Enw, 1

i, = Enis Eny =14 hila(,pi)|1eo Hoéfl(',pZ)HOmw

O,T)

max
€T ICw,\Owr

Enir Eng =14 hile(@)]1 00,0 ll€(x) " 0,00,

£h7wﬂ' = max
1edT M ICw,\Ow~

Proof Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.3, first from the definition of G}, (see (2.6)), we get

Gupl, — o, ph) Vo, = > (al@,p},) VD)), 02 — al@,p},)Vph,
2€02Th
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where ¢, is the basis function. Thus for any z € 7,7 € T", suppose {z; : i = 1,2,3} is the vertex set of 7.
Then by the similar arguments as (3.41)-(3.45) in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we can easily get

Jz;
Gy, — al@,pj,)Vpj, = szl Zoﬂ oz, (2:))VPh) | = (@(2,p3,) Vi) (@)

<.
—

Il
i Mw

z of, (o (2001 (20) 99h) ., = (o (2.9) Vh) )
JZI
=Zs0 Za ( (20, P (2)) Vi) s — (o (2,3 (22) VPZ)T)

<Z - (2) (a (20,ph(2))), — a(mﬁ))) (Vph), - (3.75)

It is easy to know we can find a cluster of simplices 7/, 71, - - -

\TK,T € Wy, such that 7, N7y = [} €
oT" (k=0,1,--- ,K+1), where 7o = 7" and 741 = 7. Thus

(alzi, ph (20)) VD) — (26,93, (20)) Vh)

(=4 (20)904),, = (alziPh () V)., )

M= 11

((@lz::ph(z)Vph).., -, — (alzi, 4 () VEh)

Thit nlk) T

el
Il
=)

or
K

(a(zzvp;L(zl))VpZ)T/ ( (Z’Laph Z’L Vph Z Z’Uph Z’L Vph nlk] nlka (376)
k=0

where n;, is the unit normal vector to lx. If z is a vertex of li, then
| lat.ph ) VEL ] ||
Wk

< H[a(-,pi)VpZ-mk] on H [(a(-ph) — oz, p(2)) ™ (5 ph) el ) Vg, - 1, ] H

< Cgh,lk [a(.7pz)vpﬁl 'nlk]

slk

3.77
lo,lk’ ( )

where thk =1+ hlk|a(.7p,]iz)|1;00;lk Hail('vp;z)Hoyooylk'

3 , ,
Obviously, we know that Y ¢, (x)((zi,p},(2i))) _ is the Lagrange interpolation of a(z,p},) and

=1

< Ch (s P} la.oenr i 1.7 (3.78)
0,7

3
H (Z 0= (2) (alzi, pj,(21))) . — 04(-%)) Vi,
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Then from (3.56) and (3.75)-(3.78), we get

3
. 1 . . .
IDa@i)], <C D Y0 b llatph)Von - mulllos + h2|al,p})l2.co D} 1.+
1=11€dTh,lCw.,

< G, (196" il + e 310~ Bl + 196~ dn)lo + 1.
=1
+ Ch72.|a(',p§l)|2,oo,‘r|p§z|1ﬂ'
< Céh, (||V(pi —pilow, + Pu. Zn: Ip* = pillo.w. +1IV(¢— ¢h)||°’“*) T (319)
1=1
where

?pi,,wf < th,wrhir (||0‘('7p§1)||2,oo7wf”péz”LwT + |ﬂ('ap2)|2,wf + |g('ap;7,)|1,wr + ||5||2,00,w7||¢h||1,wf + |f|1,w7)7

gh,wT = gh,la gh,l =14 hy|a(-, ph)|1,00,0 Ha_l(',pZ)HOm’l-

max
1edTh,ICw, \Ow~

Now we turn to estimate ||Raop(pj,, ¢n)|lo,. Define
S (i - i - N L - i L i
Ron(Ph, on)l- = div(Gaph) |- + div (32, ph)Gndn) |- + 1 / div(B(xpi) = 17 /g(:v,ph)-

Since y(x, pj,) is assumed to be a linear function with respect to pj, it is easy to see that Ezh(pz, on) € PL(7)
and

| Ron (D, d1) — Ron(phy, 1) lo.r < Chr (|8(2, %) |2, + 19(z, i)]1.7)- (3.80)
For any v € H}(£2), taking x = 0 in (3.12), we have
a'(pj; " — phyv) = (Du(p}), Vv) + (Ran(ph, én),v)
+ (v(, ) (Gron — Vn), Vv) — R(ph, 6n, ', 6, 0), (3.81)
where ‘ ‘ ‘ . s
Ron(ph, ¢n) = div(Gapy,) + div(B(z, py)) — g(x, pj,) + div(y(z, py)Gron)-
It follows from (3.11) and (3.81) that
(Ran (D}, é1),v) . = (Ron (P, 61), 0)r — (Ron (D), d1) — Ron(phy, 1), v)
= d' (pj;p" = Dj0)r — (Da(p}), V) — (Ron (D}, é1) — Ron (0, én),v)
— (v(@,03,) (G — Vn), Vo) _+ R(p},, ¢n, 1", 6,0)-
= —a(ph, v)r — b(Ph, D1, )7 — (Da(p}), Vv) _
— (Ren(p}y, &1) — Ron(p}y, 1), v) . — (v(2,p},)(Grén — Ven), V) . (3.82)

Then by using the similar arguments as in (3.61), we have

(Ren (P}, é0),v) . < C(I0° = Bl lvllie + 1 Da®i) o 1vll1,r + | Ren (P, 61) — Ron(ph, 66)llo,- [0]lo,-
+|Grén — Vnlollvllir + V(0 — on)llollvll7). (3.83)
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Setting v = /L-,—Egh(pz, ¢n) in (3.83) and by Lemma 3.2, it yields

|| Ran (0%, on)l5.r < C(ﬁzh(]ﬂ” On), pir Ron (P, on)),
< C(h NP = phllie + R Dr@i)lo,r + [ Ran(ph, é1) — Ron (9h, én) o,
+ b Gron — Vonllo,r + b7 IV (D — dn)llor) | Ban (P é8) llo,--

Hence,

0,7 + ”R?h(p;w (bh) - §2h(p;w (bh)'
0+ V(¢ — ¢n)llor)- (3.84)

[ Ran (9}, é0)[lo.r < C (A7 Ip" — pilln,e + 27| Da(p})|
+ b7 Gron — V|

0,7

Then by (3.80) and (3.84), we obtain

[ Ron (D}, 80) 0.+ < || Ron(Dlys ¢1) o, + | Ron (P, d1) — Ron(Dly, é1)o,r
< C(h " = phllir + B | Du(@i) o + he (182, 082, + lg(a, i)|1r)
+ B Grdn — Vonllor + BV — én)lo.r)

or

he || Ron (Phs é0)lo.r < C(I1P° = phll,r + 1Dn(0i) o, + B2 (18(z, p)|2.r + 19 (2, ph)|1.7)
+ |Grén — Vonllo,r + V(¢ — on)llo,r)- (3.85)

Combining (3.79) and (3.85), and using (3.54), we get
hel| Ron (D, 60 llo.7 < Cén, (Hv(pi — Pillow, + 1Ghén = Vonllor + V(¢ — én)llo.w.

+ " = pil

Oxwr) T} wr

i=1
< C. (IV 0 = Billosor + 1V(6 = )l + D 1" = Bhllow. ) + g, (3.86)
i=1
Therefore, the desired estimate (3.74) is obtained from (3.40), (3.79) and (3.86). O

Similar to Remark 3.1, we have the following results.

Remark 3.2 If ||p’ — p}|low, < ChZ_, then from Theorems 3.3 and 3.4, it yields

r.0 (0 0n) < C(IV(6 = én)llow, +he.),

and

i (s @1) < C(IV Q" = Ph)llow, +1V(¢ = dn)llow, + 1)
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3.3 Adaptive algorithm

In this subsection, we describe a typical adaptive finite element algorithm based on the a posteriori error
estimators derived above.

For 7 € T", we denote the local error indicators for the electrostatic potential and concentrations respec-
tively by

1,6 (Phs 81) = |Dn(én)llo,r + hel| Rin(Dhs én) o, (3.87)

Nrpt (Dhs @1) = [ Dr(0i) o + 1 Dn(@n)llo,r + 17 (2, 51) (G — Vn)llo.r
+ he (1R (0 d0)llo,r + | Ran(phs 1) llo,r ) (3.88)

where
Dy (én) = Grén — €(x)Vn, Dp(ph) = Grp}, — oz, p}) V),

Rin(ph, on) = Z q'pj, + div(Gron) + f,

1=1
Ron(phy, d1) = div(Gup},) + div(8(x, p})) — g, ph) + div(y(z, p},)Gron)-

Given an initial conforming mesh 7", an associated finite element space S and a tolerance TOL, the
typical adaptive finite element algorithm is then designed as follows:

Algorithm 3.1 Adaptive Computing for nonlinear PNP equations

— Step 1: Computing the finite element solution

Find the finite element solution pi, 1=1,2--- ,nand ¢, € S(})L.
— Step 2: Error estimation

Compute the local error indicators 7, 4 and 7, i by (3.87) and (3.88) respectively for all 7 € Th.
— Step 3: Local refinement

1 1
If ( > 7772_#)) > > TOL or ( > 77_?_ pi) ® > TOL, then refine those elements which satisfy Nrp > 0 max 7, or
reTh reTh TETH

; > 0 max
777—,7)1 ~ reTh

— Step 4: Generating a new mesh
Generate a new mesh 77, a space Sg and return to Step 1. Otherwise, the computation is terminated.

Ny pi With 6 € (0,1) is a given refinement parameter.

In our computations, we follow the refining strategies in [43,44] for two dimensions to obtain a new
conforming mesh and choose the refinement parameter § = 0.5.

4 Numerical experiments

In this section, we will report the numerical results to illustrate the theoretical results obtained in Section 3.
First, the true errors of the finite element solutions and the error estimators are compared both on the uniform
meshes and the adaptive meshes for a nonlinear PNP model with a smooth solution. Then an example with
a singular solution is reported to show the efficiency of the adaptive computation proposed in this paper.
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Denote by n4, 1,0 and 7,2 the a posteriori error estimators for the electrostatic potential ¢, the positive
ion concentration p! and the negative ion concentration p?, respectively. Let 7" = {7} be a shape-regular
mesh of 2 with mesh size h > 0 and 7 be the element. Define

eg = |l — onll1,0s epi = |[p" — phll1,0,
1/2 1/2
mo=| D WMa| o ome=| Do |
TETh TETh

where 77 4 and 7, , are defined in (3.87) and (3.88), respectively. In particular, in the following, we use
symbols e, 4 and e, i represent the errors on uniform meshes, and eq ¢, €, ,i represent the errors on adaptive
meshes for the electrostatic potential and concentrations, respectively. Correspondingly, the symbols 1,4, 7., pi
are used to denote the error estimators on uniform meshes, and 74,4,7, ,: denote the error estimators on
adaptive meshes, respectively.

(0] 0.5 1 0.5 1
X X

Fig. 1 The left figure is the initial uniform mesh with 81 degrees of freedom and the right one is an adaptive mesh with 6,253
degrees of freedom constructed by the error indicators 7, 4 and Ny pi for Example 4.1.

Example 4.1 Consider the following steady-state nonlinear PNP equations, which is a simplified form of
the PNP equations for ion channel (cf. [13])

~V - (Vp! + p'V(sech®p?) + ¢'p'Ve) = f;, in 2, i=1,2,
2

i i : 4.1
~A6— 4 = f5, in 2 1)
i=1
Here the computational domain 2 = [0,1]> C R2, ¢ = 1 and ¢*> = —1. The boundary condition and the
right-hand side functions are chosen such that the exzact solution (¢,pt,p?) is given by
¢ = sin(7x) sin(my),
p! = sin(27z) sin(27y), (4.2)

p? = sin(37z) sin(37y).
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First by a simple calculation, the first equation in (4.1) can be rewritten as
L(p' ¢)=-V- (1- 2p’ tanh p'sech?p?) Vp' + qipiv¢) —fi=0, in 2, i=1,2. (4.3)

Then from (1.1) and (4.3), we see that a(z, p’) = 1—2p’ tanh p'sech?p’, f(x,p) = 0, y(z,p’) = ¢'p’, g(z,p') =
—fi, e(x) = 1, and f = f3 in this example. In addition, by (4.2), we know that p’ € [0,1], so that
tanhp’sech’p’ < 1 and a(z, p’) > 0. Hence the assumption (2.11) is satisfied, which indicates that £'(p, ¢) is
isomorphic. According to Lax-Milgram theorem, it follows that the solution (p’, ¢) is unique.

This example is mainly used to verify the reliability of the error indicators. The initial uniform mesh and
an adaptive mesh constructed by the error indicators 7,4 and 7, ,: for Example 4.1 are shown in Fig. 1.
The numerical results on the uniform meshes and the adaptive meshes for the electrostatic potential ¢, the
concentrations p' and p? are presented in Figs. 2, 3 and 4, respectively. It is apparent from Fig. 2 that the a
posterior error estimators of the electrostatic potential ¢ approximate the true errors as the increase of the
degrees of freedom both on the uniform meshes and the adaptive meshes. On the other hand, it is also shown
that the error curves of the electrostatic potential keep the quasi-optimal convergence order (since the error
curves are parallel to the quasi-optimal convergence curve with slope of —%), which verifies the theoretical
results shown in Lemma 2.4 and Theorem 3.1. Similarly, for the concentrations p' and p?, we can get the
similar results, see Figs. 3 and 4.

10 T T T T 10

10 10

error
error

10°F 10 °F

= 6 =Nou e Npa
V=% N
—_—05 —0s
10-3 1 ! 2 ' 3 ! 4 ' 5 6 10-3 1 2 3 4 5 6
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10’ 10 10 10 10
N N

Fig. 2 The error indicators and H' norm errors of the electrostatic potential ¢ on uniform meshes and adaptive meshes for
Example 4.1. The black solid line is a quasi-optimal convergence curve with slope —% and N is the number of degrees of freedom.
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error
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— N*0.5
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10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
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N

Fig. 3 The error indicators and H! norm errors of the positive ion concentration p! on uniform meshes and adaptive meshes
for Example 4.1. The black solid line is a quasi-optimal convergence curve with slope —% and N is the number of degrees of

freedom.

error

Fig. 4 The error indicators and H'! norm errors of the negative ion concentration p? on

freedom.

10 = ‘ ‘ ‘
-~
n ~
q..
0 - ~4~
10 ¢ ) - 8 . ~ B
~ -~
§-~ 4 o
~ ~
- TN
~ ~
o ‘o, <
10 "+ ~
~
‘a
107} E
-~ LS
=H=ez,
— N*D 5
-3
10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
10" 107 10° 10* 10° 10°
N

error

10

\ %

107 E
107 E
-z,
—E— epzla
— N*O.S
-3
10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
10" 10° 10° 10* 10° 10°

uniform meshes and adaptive meshes
for Example 4.1. The black solid line is a quasi-optimal convergence curve with slope —% and N is the number of degrees of
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In the above, we have presented the example with a smooth solution to verify the reliability of the a
posteriori error indicators. In the following, we consider another example of which the exact solution has a
strong singularity at the point (xo,yo) = (0,0).

Example 4.2 Consider the following nonlinear PNP equations with a singular point (0,0):

~V - (Vpi +¢ipiVo) +pd = fi, in 2, i=1,2

2
. 4.4
6= ipi = f i 9, (44)
=1

where 2 = [0,1]2 C R? and q1 = 1, g2 = —1. Compared (4.4) with (1.1), it is seen that a(x,p) = 1, B(x,p’) =
0,7v(z,p") = ¢'p*, g(z,p") = p3 — fi, e(x) = 1 and f = f3. The boundary condition and the right-hand side
functions are chosen such that the exact solution (¢, p1,p2) is given by

— 2 2)0.1

__ sin(27x) sin(27y)

b1 = 222 +2y2 ) (45)

__ sin(3wz) sin(3my)

b2 = 2z2+2y2 .
1 1
> 0.5 > 0.5
o o

o 0.5 1 (o] 0.5 1
X X

Fig. 5 The left figure is the initial uniform mesh with 81 degrees of freedom and the right one is an adaptive mesh with 7,432
degrees of freedom for Example 4.2.

Fig. 5 shows the initial uniform mesh with 81 degrees of freedom (left) and an adaptive mesh with 7,432
degrees of freedom (right). It is shown by Fig. 5 that the adaptive mesh is locally refined near the origin
which coincides with the position of the singularity at the point (0,0).

The numerical results of the electrostatic potential ¢ and the concentrations pi, ps on uniform meshes
and adaptive meshes are presented in Figs. 6, 7 and 8, respectively. It is observed from Figs. 6, 7 and 8 that
the errors on adaptive meshes (solid line) are much less than that on uniform meshes (dashed line), which
indicates the efficiency of Algorithm 3.1. For example, for the electrostatic potential ¢, it is shown in Fig. 6
that the error value ey < 0.086 achieved with about 130 degrees of freedom on the adaptive mesh. However,
it costs about 260,000 degrees of freedom on the uniform mesh to achieve the same accuracy. The ratio of
degrees of freedom is about 1 : 2,000. For the concentrations p; and ps, similar results can be obtained from
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Figs. 7 and 8. On the other hand, it is shown from Figs. 6, 7 and 8 that the convergence orders of the error
curves (solid line) for the true errors and the error estimators on adaptive meshes are quasi-optimal both
for the electrostatic potential and concentrations, which indicates the adaptive finite element computation
based on the a posteriori error indicators derived in this paper is efficient for the nonlinear PNP system with
a singular solution.
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Fig. 6 The H'! norm errors and error indicators of the electrostatic potential ¢ versus the degrees of freedom N of the mesh for
Example 4.2 by the uniform refinement (dashed line) and adaptive refinement (solid line). The black solid line is a quasi-optimal
convergence curve with slope —%.
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Fig. 7 The H' norm errors and error indicators of the positive ion concentration p; versus the degrees of freedom N of the
mesh for Example 4.2 by the uniform refinement (dashed line) and adaptive refinement (solid line). The black solid line is a

quasi-optimal convergence curve with slope —%.
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Fig. 8 The H! norm errors and error indicators of the negative ion concentration ps versus the degrees of freedom N of the
mesh for Example 4.2 by the uniform refinement (dashed line) and adaptive refinement (solid line). The black solid line is a

quasi-optimal convergence curve with slope —%.
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5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have derived a local averaging type a posteriori error estimators for a class of nonlinear
steady-state Poisson-Nernst-Planck equations. Both the global upper bounds and the local lower bounds of
the a posteriori error estimators are obtained for the electrostatic potential and concentrations. It is shown
by the theoretical analysis and numerical experiments that the adaptive finite element computation based on
the a posteriori error estimators is efficient and reliable. The a posteriori error analysis and the corresponding
adaptive finite element algorithms can be extended to more general and complex nonlinear PNP equations,
for example, the coefficients (-, p') and €(z) can be discontinuous coefficients or piecewise constants, which
will be discussed in our next work for practical ion channel problems.
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