arXiv:2011.01338v2 [math.NA] 5 Nov 2020

The effect of quadrature rules on finite element solutions of
Maxwell variational problems. Consistency estimates on
meshes with straight and curved elements.”

1

Rubén Aylwin! and Carlos Jerez-Hanckes?

! Department of Electrical Engineering, Pontificia Universidad Catdlica de Chile, Santiago, Chile.
2 Faculty of Engineering and Sciences, Universidad Adolfo Ibdriez, Santiago, Chile.

November 6, 2020

Abstract

We study the effects of numerical quadrature rules on error convergence rates when
solving Maxwell-type variational problems via the curl-conforming or edge finite element
method. A complete a priori error analysis for the case of bounded polygonal and curved
domains with non-homogeneous coeflicients is provided. We detail sufficient conditions
with respect to mesh refinement and precision for the quadrature rules so as to guarantee
convergence rates following that of exact numerical integration. On curved domains, we
isolate the error contribution to numerical quadrature rules.

1 Introduction

We provide a complete error analysis on the effects of numerical integration when approximat-
ing Maxwell solutions via finite elements (FEs). Specifically, we consider a range of problems
set in bounded domains with perfectly conducting boundary conditions (PEC). Through our
analysis, we find conditions for quadrature rules to guarantee orders of convergence with
respect to the mesh-size of the error associated with numerical approximation of exact inte-
gration.

Strang-type lemmas for have been long available for different types of problems: elliptic
[5, 10, 11, 12]; non-linear elliptic [1]; fourth-order elliptic problems [6]; and, eigenvalue prob-
lems (3, 4, 28]. However, and to our knowledge, similar results for Maxwell-type variational
formulations are unavailable, thus motivating the present work.

Our main results are Theorems 3.15 and 4.13, in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. The lat-
ter presents an estimate for the error convergence rate between fully discrete and continuous
solutions on polygonal domains, specifying sufficient conditions on quadrature rules to ensure
the same convergence rate one would obtain with exact integration. The former drops the
assumption that the domain be polygonal and gives conditions on quadrature rules to ensure

*This work was supported in part by Fondecyt Regular 1171491 and doctoral grant Conicyt-PFCHA 2017-
21171791.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.01338v2

a desired convergence rate of the error terms that spawn from considering numerical integra-
tion. As is to be expected, conditions on quadrature rules will depend on the polynomial
degree of FE approximation spaces and the degree of precision used to mesh the domain when
not polygonal. Smoothness of parameters and of the continuous solution will only limit the
maximum possible convergence rate.

In [2], we showed error estimates for fully discrete solutions of a Maxwell-type problem with
inhomogeneous coefficients on a tetrahedral and quasi-uniform sequence of affine meshes, which
was of importance in the uncertainty quantification (UQ) setting there considered. Our present
results can be regarded as a generalization of Theorem 3.19 in [2] to account for inhomogeneous
and /or anisotropic materials as well as for the implementation of meshes with curved elements
(cf. [23, Sec. 8.3] and references therein). Asin [2], a key tool throughout our analysis on affine
meshes—with straight tetrahedrons as elements—will be the quasi-interpolation operators
developed in [16]. These operators require very low smoothness: no greater than L' from
the interpolated function, whereas the canonical interpolation operator requires a minimum
smoothness (cf. [15, 16, 23|). Coupling these results with standard estimates for the error
convergence of FE solutions allow us to present a complete analysis of the convergence of fully
discrete solutions of Maxwell equations on polyhedral domains.

We shall not consider an analogous result on curved meshes as their use proves advan-
tageous only when the solution has some minimum smoothness. As interpolation on curved
elements lies beyond the scope of this work, we refer to [6, 11, 20, 22| and references therein
as examples of strategies when dealing with curved boundaries. Incidentally, we will mainly
use the strategy presented in [11] to estimate the perturbations generated by the introduction
of quadrature rules. Hence, we shall isolate the impact of numerical integration on the error
convergence rate of fully discrete solutions and seek to find convergence rates for those specific
contributing terms.

The structure of the article is as follows. In Section 2 we set notation to be used through-
out, introduce Maxwell equations and fix the general structure of the variational problems
considered. Sections 3 and 4 concern themselves with the analysis of the convergence rates
of fully discrete solutions, i.e., when considering numerical integration of the previously intro-
duced problems on polygonal domains and on domains with curved boundaries, respectively.
Numerical examples are presented in Section 5 and are followed by concluding remarks in
Section 6.

2 General definitions and Maxwell variational problems

We start by setting the notation used in the following sections, and continue by introducing
the general form of the variational problems analysed.

2.1 Notation

For d = 1,2, 3 we consider Q C R% an open and bounded Lipschitz domain. For m € N, C™(Q)
denotes the set of real valued functions with m-continuous derivatives on 2. For k and g € N,
P, (£2;C9) denotes the space of functions from €2 to C? with polynomials of degree less than
or equal to k in their ¢ components and Py (£2; C?) denotes the space of elements of Py (€2; C?)
of degree exactly k in their ¢ components.

Let p > 1 and s € R, then LP(Q) and WP*(€2) denote the class of p-integrable functions
on ) with values in C and the standard Sobolev spaces, respectively. If p = 2, we use the



standard notation H*()) := W?2%(Q). Boldface symbols will be used to differentiate general
scalar valued function spaces from their vector valued counterparts.

Norms and seminorms over a general Banach space Y are indicated by subscript (||-||y- and
|y-). We make an exception for H*(§2), whose norm and seminorm will be written as ||-[[, q
and |-|, . The dual of the Banach space Y is denoted Y.

For a Hilbert space X (real or complex) its inner product is denoted as (-,-)y, while
duality products are denoted by (-, ) x/xx. The same exception is made for Sobolev spaces as
in the case of norms and seminorms. Both duality and inner products are understood in the
sesqulinear sense.

2.2 Functional spaces

We shall require the following functional space of vector valued functions with integrable curl
and divergence:

H(curl;Q) :={U € L?(Q) : curlU ¢ L2(Q)} ,
H(div; Q) := {U e L*Q) : divU € L*(Q)},
which are Hilbert spaces when paired with the following inner products
(U, V) H(curt,o) = (U, V) o + (curlU, curl V) ¢, ,

For s > 0, we introduce the following extension to H (curl;{2) of functions in H*(2) with
curl in H*(Q) [23, Sec. 3.5.3]:

H?(curl; Q) :={U e H*(Q) : curlU € H*(Q)}

with norm

1
101 g2+ teurry = (lewrl UJZ o+ [U)2 ).
We also introduce the following subspace of H(curl; ),
H(curlcurl; Q) := {U € H(curl;Q) : curlcurlU ¢ L2(Q)}

and following trace spaces [7, 9, 23|:

H,2(09) = {Uec H 35(09): U-n=0, divao U € H~3(00)},

_1
H_2(09):={Uc H 2(09): U-n=0, curlyo U € H 2(9Q)}
where n is the outward normal vector from €2, divgg is the surface divergence operator and
curlpq is the surface scalar curl operator, respectively (cf. [7, 9]). Also, by [8, Thm. 2| note

that ,
_1 _1
H3(00) = (Hd <c‘m>) .



Definition 2.1. Let U € C*(Q2), then
WU :=nx (Uxn)lyg, 1pU:=0xTU)yg,
WU = (n-U)lyg, and WU := (nxcurlU)|y,

are the Dirichlet trace, flipped Dirichlet trace, normal trace and Neumann trace, respectively.

The Dirichlet trace operators iln Definition 2.1 can be extended to linear and continuous
operators from H (curl; Q) to H~2(09) [23, Thms. 3.29 and 3.31|. Specifically, one sees that

1 1
Im(yp) = H_ 7(0Q),  Im(y)) = Hy? (09)

allowing us to endow this spaces with the corresponding graph norms given by the trace
operators. Similarly, the normal trace operator can be extended to a linear and continuous
operator [23, Thm. 3.24]:

Ya + H(div; Q) — H™2(09)

while the Neumann trace may be extended as |7, Thm. 3.2]

_1
v~ : H(curlcurl; Q) — H > (092).
With the trace operators [y and vy, we define

Hy(curl; Q) :={U € H(curl;Q) : 17U = 0on 90}, (2.1)
H(div; ) := {U € H(div;Q) : yU = 0 on 09Q}. (2.2)

By continuity of 45, Ho(curl; Q) is a closed subspace of H(curl; Q) (analogously, Hy(div;Q)
is a closed subspace of H(div;?)). Finally, for U and V € H(curl, Q) there holds |7, Eq. (27)]:

(U,curl V)q — (curlU, V)q = = (7S U, V)an (2.3)

_1 _1
where (-, -)gn denotes the duality between H 2 (0€2) and H_ >

curl

(09).

2.3 Maxwell Equations

We consider an open bounded Lipschitz domain D € R? with boundary I' = 9D as well as
a time-harmonic dependence ! with circular frequency w > 0. We write E and H for the
complex-valued electric and magnetic fields, respectively. Harmonic Maxwell equations on D
read

curl E +wpH = 0,

(2.4)
weE — curlH = J,

where p and e are assumed to be symmetric matrix-valued functions with coefficients in

L>(D), and J is an imposed current, usually—but not necessarily—compactly supported in
D.

Assumption 2.2 (Basic assumptions on the parameters). Both p and € are symmetric
complez-matriz valued functions with coefficients in L>°(D). Furthermore, p has a pointwise
inverse, denoted =1, almost everywhere on D.



The Maxwell system (2.4) is commonly reduced to a second order partial differential equa-
tion by removing either E or H. We consider the following reduction:

1

curl p ! curl E — w?cE = —wl. (2.5)

The system is completed by imposing PEC boundary conditions on the surface I"

YSE = 0. (2.6)

2.4 Variational formulation

We proceed as in 2] and introduce the sesquilinear and antilinear forms associated to equations
(2.5) and (2.6), defined for U and V € Hy(curl; D)

¢(U,V) = / pteurlU - curl V — w?eU - V dx, (2.7)
D
F(V) = —zw/ J. Vdx, (2.8)
D

both continuous on Hy(curl; D).

Problem 2.3 (Continuous variational problem). Find E € Hy(curl;D) such that
O(E, V) =F(V),
for all' V € Hy(curl; D).

Since we are only interested in the effect of numerical integration when discretizing Problem
2.3, we assume the sesquilinear form in 2.7 satisfies all necessary conditions for there to be a
unique solution of Problem 2.3 that depends continually on the data.

Assumption 2.4 (Wellposedness). We assume the sesquilinear form ® in (2.7) to satisfy the
following conditions:

sup |®(U,V)| >0 VYV e Hy(curl;D)\ {0},
UeH(curl;D)\{0}
inf sup [2(U, V) >C > 0.
UeHo(curl;D)\{0} VeHy(curl;D)\{0} ”UHH(curl;D) ”VHH(curl;D)

By Assumption 2.4 and the continuity of ® and F in (2.7) and (2.8), there exists a unique
solution E € Hy(curl; D) for Problem 2.3. For examples of variational problems with a struc-
ture analogous to that of ® in (2.7) we refer to [17]|, where two different problems concerning
Maxwell equations are found to be coercive—i.e. |®(U,U)|/ HUH%I(CUH;D) > a > 0 for all
U € Hy(curl;D)—[24, Chap. 4.7| and references therein (incidentally, the problem analysed
in [2] in the context of UQ is one of the problems in [17]).



3 Finite Elements and Consistency Error Estimates for Poly-
hedral Domains

In what follows, we concern ourselves with discretizations of Problem 2.3. We shall construct
a sequence of meshes {7, },~0, from which we construct discrete subspaces of Hy(curl; D) in
order to approximate the solution of Problem 2.3. We begin our analysis by assuming D to be
polyhedral, so that meshes 7, constructed from tetrahedrons cover D exactly. We shall extend
our analysis to curved domains and consider non-affine meshes on the following section.

Assumption 3.1 (Polyhedral domain). The open domain § is polyhedral.

3.1 Finite elements

Let {73, }ien be a sequence of quasi-uniform meshes constructed from disjoint, matching
tetrahedrons—K € 71, for each mesh 75, in the sequence—that cover ) exactly, where the
subindex h > 0 refers to the mesh-size of each mesh in the sequence and where h; — 0 as
1 € N grows to infinity.

Assumption 3.2 (Assumptions on the sequence of meshes). The meshes in the sequence
{7, }ien are affine, quasi-uniform and cover Q ezactly.

Definition 3.3 (Reference element). We define K as the tetrahedron with vertices 0, ey, e
and es; and refer to it as the reference element.

Definition 3.4. For any i € N and each K € 13, we define Tk : K K as affine, bijective
mappings from the reference tetrahedron to arbitrary K € 1,,. We denote the Jacobians of
these mappings as Jx.

The elements from the mesh, i.e. K € 75, may be considered as constructed from the
reference tetrahedron K through the mappings Tk introduced in Definition 3.4.

Definition 3.5 (Finite elements). We will consider finite elements as triples (K, Px,Y ),
with K € 13, Pk a space of functions over K (usually polynomials) and X := {aiK L ony €
N a set of linear functionals acting on Py (cf. [23]).

Let k € N. Since we are considering only Maxwell equations, we will only work with the
finite element (K, Pf;, X% ) as defined in [23, Chapter 5| and corresponding to curl-conforming
elements,

P =P (K;R%) & {p € Pu(K,R?) :x-p=0}.

For completeness, we also introduce the function spaces for grad-, div and L2-conforming finite
elements:

Pl =P(K;C), P =P, 1(K;C*a@{xp : pePr1(K,C)}, Pk:=P, (K;C),

We refer to [23, Chapter 5| for the definition of the degrees of freedom Eg{, X% and E?{,
corresponding to the spaces Py, P and Pfé respectively.



From here onwards, let k£ € N be fixed as the polynomial degree of our approximation spaces
and let 7, be an arbitrary mesh in the sequence {73, }ien, where the subindex h represents the
size of the mesh, as before. Discrete spaces on 73, are constructed as follows

Pg(Th) ::{UhEHl(Q) : ’Uh’KEPIg(},

Pc(Th) ::{VhEH(CU_I‘l;Q) : Vh’KEPIC{ VKETh},

P(r) :{VheH(div;Q) . Vilx € P VKETh},
(

Po(n) ={on € 13(9) : mlx e Py YEen}.

Homogeneous essential boundary conditions are accounted for by imposing the conditions at
the boundary:

Py (my) := P?(my) N Hy (42),
Py (1) := P°(m,) N Hy(curl; ),
Pé(m,) := P%(m;,) N Hy(div; Q).
We introduce, for every K € 73, the following pullbacks to the reference element K:
P (v) ==vo Tk, Y5 (V) :=I5(VoTk),
Vi (V) := det(J)I (Vo Tk), ¢ (v) = det(Jx) (v 0 Tk),

where v € LP(K) and V € LP(K), p > 1. We continue by stating some useful properties of
the pullbacks in (3.1) and refer to [15] for their proofs. First, the mappings in (3.1) commute
with the differential operators, i.e.

Vil (v) = 5 (Vo), curl g (V) = f(curl V), dived (V) = 9% (div V),

for all K € 73, for all functions v with well defined gradient, and V with well defined curl or
divergence, respectively. Furthermore, the finite element spaces for functions with well defined
gradient, curl and divergence are invariant with respect to their respective pullback to K so
that, for all K € 7, and j € {g,¢,d, b}, it holds

Uk i Pk = PL, (¢f)7": PL— Pl

(3.1)

Under Assumption 3.2, there exist uniform positive constants ¢ and ¢’ such that:
o1
det(@i)l = 1K |[K| ) Ikl < b W <AL (32)
As in [16, 17], we continue by summarizing the linear mappings defined in (3.1) as

¢K(U) :AK(’UOTK), or ¢K(V) :AK(VOTK), (3.3)

to avoid repeating the properties (3.4) and (3.5), where Ag = 1, JJ, det(Jx)J5" or det(Jx)
and ¢ = 1 or 3 depending on the choice of Ag. Then, for all K € 7,, p > 1 and | € Ny the
mappings in (3.1) satisfy

_1
|¢K|£(Wz,p(K);Wz,p(f<)) <c HAKHRqu ||JK||I]R3x3 |det(Jx)| 7, (3.4)

—1 5 < A_l —1d d 1
Uk | cwiagywieiy < CIAK lgaxa T5 [gsxs [det(@x)]? - (3.5)

We continue by stating some Lemmas that will be required during the proof of the main result
of this section.



Lemma 3.6 (Lemma 1.138 in [15]). Let K € 73, and m, | € Ny such that m <. Then, under
Assumption 3.2, for ¢ in either Py., Pg, Pfé or Pf‘o

1@l wip(rcmay < ch™! [bllyyrm.p (5:Ray »

for a positive constant ¢ independent of K and the mesh 7, and ¢ = 1 or 3 depending on the
finite element.

Lemma 3.7 (Quasi-interpolation operator [16]). Let K € 75,. For each one of the function
spaces P°(K) and PY(K) there exists a quasi-interpolation operator, denoted Iﬁ’c and I}f’d

respectively, and a positive constant ¢ > 0 independent of K and h such that for all V €
WP (K), TY(V) € PYK), TfY(V) € PY(K),

V1) < chl™ (Vo)

Wm,p(K)

V-] < ™ [V

W (K)

forallme N, r e Randp € R withp > 1 and m < r < k, where hg is the diameter of
K. Furthermore, P¢(K) and P*(K) are invariant with respect to their corresponding quasi-
interpolation operators.

Lemma 3.8 (Lemma 3.5 in [2]). Let K € 13, and If; denote either Iﬁ’c or Iﬁ’d. Then there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 independent of K and h such that

[ZE ]|y < NV Iy (3.6)

|ZE|| s S BT IV iy (3.7)

(K)

for allm € N with m < k and p € [1,00]. Furthermore, for r € R such that r < k it holds

|ZE || S TV g (3.5)

HI'(K)

Proof. The estimates in (3.6) and (3.7) are consequence of the error estimate in Lemma 3.7,
while (3.8) follows from both (3.6) and (3.7) by an application of real interpolation between
Sobolev spaces (cf. |27, Lemma 22.3|). O

3.2 Discrete variational problem

With the previous definitions of curl-conforming discrete spaces at hand, we can now state
the discrete version of Problem 2.3.

Problem 3.9 (Discrete variational problem on affine meshes). Find Ej;, € P§(1y,) such that
®(Ep, Vi) = F(Vy),
for all Vi, € Pg(ry,).

As with Assumption 2.4, we assume our framework to be such that a unique discrete
solution Ej, € P§(7y,) exists for all meshes 7, € {mp, }ien.



Assumption 3.10 (Wellposedness on P§(11,)). We assume the sesquilinear form ® in (2.7)
to satisfy the following:

sup ’(I)(Uh,vh)‘ >a>0 V Vh S POC(Th) \ {0},

UnePs(m)\{0}
inf sup [2(Un, V)] >C>0
U, ePg(mn)\{0} V5,eP§(h)\{0} ”UhHH curl;D) ”VhHH(curl D)

on all meshes 1, € {Th, }ien.

From Assumptions 2.4 and 3.10, the continuity of the sesquilinear and antilinear forms in
(2.7) and (2.8) and the fact that P§(r,) C Hp(curl;D) we see that both Problem 2.3 and
3.9 have unique solutions E € Hy(curl;D) and E;, € P§(7,), respectively. Furthermore, if
E;, € Pys(m,) solves Problem 3.9 on Pg(7p,) then

HE - Ehi”H(Cul‘l;D) < CU lnf ) HE o Uhi”H(C“ﬂ?D) ’

h; GPOC (Thi

for some C > 0 independent of the mesh-size.

3.3 Numerical integration and main results

We now introduce quadrature rules for the numerical computation of the terms for the linear
system associated with Problem 3.9.

Definition 3.11. For L € N, we define Q j;, a quadrature rule over R’, as a linear functional
acting on ¢ € C(R') in the following way:

L
(0) =Y Wiy
=1

where {ﬁ)l}lL:l C R is a set of quadrature weights and {Iu)l}lel C K is a set of quadrature
points.

Quadratures over arbitrary elements K € 73, are built from those in Definition 3.11, for

¢ € C(K), as follows

)= wik(byk) with wy g = |det (Jx)[@ and b g :=Tk(b),  (3.9)

for T, and Jg as in Definition 3.4.

Definition 3.12 (Numeric sesquilinear and antilinear form). Let QL , Q%{ and Qiu( be three

distinct quadrature rules as in Definition 3.11. We denote by EDh(-, -) and f‘h() the perturbed,
discrete, sesquilinear and antilinear forms over fields in P¢(1y,), where exact integration is
replaced by numerical integration:

©(Up, Vi) == Y Qic(u ' curl Uy, - curl V) + Q% (—w?eUy, - Vi),
Kery,

Fu(Vi) = ) Qk(—wd - Vy),

Kery,

where, fori=1,2,3, Q% is built from Q’f{ as in (3.9).



Problem 3.13 (Discrete numerical problem). Find Ej, € Py () such that,
®(Ep, Vi) = F(Vy),
for all Vi, € P§(y).

Our objective is to obtain estimates for the error convergence rates of the solution of
Problem 3.13 with respect to the solution of Problem 2.3. As such, Strang’s lemma (cf. |25,
Sect. 4.2.4]) will be key throughout our analysis on this and the following section.

Lemma 3.14 (Strang’s Lemma. Theorem 4.2.11 in [25]). Let ® in (2.7) satisfy Assumptions
2.4 and 3.10 and let E and Ey,; be the solutions of Problems 2.3 and 3.9. If the sequence of
sesquiliear forms {®y, Yien given by Definition 3.12 satisfies:

‘q)(th Vhi) - EI;hi (Uhi ) Vhi)

S Ch: ||Uh1 HHT (cur];D) ||th ||H(curl;D) ’ VUhl’ Vhl € P()C(Thz)7

for a fixed and positive constant ¢ independent of the mesh-size, then there is some £ € N such
that for all the meshes in the sequence {Ty, }ieN, i>¢ there exists a unique solution to Problem
3.13, By, € P§(ty,;) and

HE—Eh

7

H(curl;D)

|®(Ep,, Vi,) — 5, (Ep,, V)]

<Cs < ”E - EhiHH(curl;D) + Sup

Vi, €P5(mh,)\{0} thiHH(curl;D)
F(Vy,) — Fu, (Vi
N sup [E(Vh,) = Fn, (Vi)
Vi, €P5(Th,)\{0} ”th HH(curl;D)

for a fized positive constant Cg, independent of the mesh-size.

We are now ready to state the main result of this section which will be proven presented
later on.

Theorem 3.15 (Error estimate in affine meshes. Main result of Section 3). Let E be the
unique solution to Problem 2.3 and suppose the following of E and the data of Problem 2.3:

E ¢ H'(curl;D), Je WD), and ¢, (u)i; e WITb=D), vi, je{1,2,3}
for some positive r € R and q € R such that

r<k, g>2 and qz@.

Then, if quadrature rules used to build ® and F are such that:
° Q}f{ is exact for polynomials of degree k + [r| — 2,
. Q?{ is exact for polynomials of degree k+ [r] — 1 and
. Q?}{ is exact for polynomials of degree k + [r] — 1,

there exists some £ € N such that for all i > ¢ there exists a unique solution Ehi € P§(my,) to
Problem 3.18 and the solutions satisfy

o,

< C1h! 1Bl g ety + C2hl',
H(curl;D) ~ 1% ” HH (C‘”‘LD)—F AL

where the positive constants C1 and Cs are independent of the mesh-size, but depend on the
parameters of Problem 2.8 (u, €, w, J and D).

10



3.4 Consistency error estimates and proof of Theorem 3.15

We now find error estimates for the quadrature approximation given in Definition 3.11 of
integrals defining the sesquilinear and antilinear forms in (2.7) and (2.8), respectively.

We begin by stating the Bramble-Hilbert lemma (c¢f. [12, Theorem 4.1.3]), which shall
be required to give error estimates to the approximation of exact integration by numerical
quadrature.

Lemma 3.16 (Bramble-Hilbert). Let ¢ € N and O be an open subset of R? with a Lipschitz-
continuous boundary. For some integer k > 0 and p € [1,00], let f be a continuous linear
form on WH+LP(O) with the property that

fl@)=0 VqePy(0;C%.
Then, there exists a constant Co, depending on the domain such that for all V.€ WF+12(0),

|f(V)| <Co ||f||(Wk+1,p((9))/ |V|Wk+1,p(o) .

The following Lemmas provide local error estimates for the quadrature rules over ar-
bitrary tetrahedrons K € 7. Their proofs are analogous to those in [12, Chapter 4| for
grad-conforming finite elements.

Lemma 3.17. Let K € 7, m € N and M = (Mi,j)ij:l: with M(x) € C3*3, be such that

M;; € W™(K) for alli,j € {1,2,3}. If Q is a quadrature rule as in Definition 3.11 such
that it is exact for polynomials of degree k +m — 1, then the local quadrature error (for Qg
as in (3.9))

SK(MUh . Vh) = / MUh . Vh dx — QK (MUh . Vh) s

K

is such that for all Uy, V), € P (K;C3)
1€ (MU}, - Vi)[ < COMA™ Ul 5 1Villo s » (3.10)
for a positive constant C' independent of h, K and M and
3
CM = Z HM’iJ”Wm,oo(K) .
ij=1

Proof. Let ¢ € W(K) and V;, € P(K;C?), then,

4@ V)| < Ce 1 Vill o ity < C I8l e i) [Vl e i) < C Ibllygrme iy [Villo i -

for some positive Cge—depending only on K—where the last inequality follows from norm
equivalence over Py(K;C?). For a fixed V), € P(K;C?) the form i (¢ - V},) is linear and
bounded on ¢ € W™ (K) and satisfies Eip(@-Vy) =0forall ¢ € P,_1(K;C3). By the
Bramble-Hilbert Lemma (Lemma 3.16) there exists a positive constant C'; such that

Ei(@- V)| < Cp

¢|Wm,0<>(]§') HVhH(],[? :

11



Then, for any K € 7, and Uy, Vj, € Pi(K;C?),
€k (MU, - V)| < Cf(

det (JK)| |(MUh) e} TK|Wm,oo(R’) th e} TKHOJ? .
We begin by bounding |(MUy,) o TK]meoo(f{).

3 3
’(MUh) 9] TK’meoo(k) < CZ Z(Miyj 9] TK)(Uh,j o TK) 5
) Wm,oo(j{')

(M;j o Ti) (Ui 0 T )l yyrm.oo (i) »

<c Z W?{(Mm)‘wmfn,oo(f() |wg((UhJ)‘an°°(f{) )
1,j=1n=0
3 m
i,j=1n=0
L 3 m
< e | Trll5s Idet (T2 D0 D IMiglym-no(ie) [Unijly i > (3:12)
i,j=1n=0
3
m _1
< ¢ |1k 155 1det (T ™2 [Unlly e D 1Ml ymoe iy » (3.13)

ij=1

where the positive constant ¢ is independent of K and may change at each step, (3.11) employs
the equivalence of norms in spaces of finite dimension and (3.12) is a consequence of (3.4). A
similar bound for ||V} o Tk||, ;+ may be obtained analogously:

_1
IVhoTkllg i < cldet (Jx)[72 [ Vallox (3.14)
for a positive constant ¢ as before. Then,
€k (MU, - V)| < Cf( det (Jg)| [(MUyp,) o TK|Wm,oo(f() IV OTKHQJ"{

< CrOme [Tk lI35%3 1O 1VRllo e < COMP™ Ul i Villo s »

where ¢ is a positive constant independent of K and M and C follows from combining ¢ and

Cye. 0

Lemma 3.18. Let K € 7,, m € N and q € R such that
3

q>2 and q> —, (3.15)
m

and Q be a quadrature rule as in Definition 5.11 such that it is evact on polynomials of
degree k+m — 1. Then, if J € W™4(K), the local quadrature error Ex(J - V) (as defined
in Lemma 8.17) is such that for all V), € Pj(K;C3)

1

1_1
(T - Vi) < Ch™ K27 [ Il yyrmaa ey [Vallo s

for a positive constant C independent of h and K.
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Proof. The proof is exactly as that of Lemma 3.17 upon realizing that, thanks to (3.15), it
holds

190 Ticll g ) < €19 © Tl

for some positive ¢ independent of K and the meshsize (cf. [26, Thm. 2.5] or |23, Thm. 3.6]). O

With the previous estimates at hand, we can now prove the following Theorems providing
the necessary conditions for us to employ Strang’s Lemma (Lemma 3.14) in the proof of
Theorem 3.15.

Theorem 3.19 (Consistency error for the sesquilinear form). Recall k € N as the polynomial
degree of our approximation spaces. Let m € N and assume the following of the quadrature
rules defining ®, in Definition 3.12:

o The quadrature rule Q}u{ is exact for polynomials of degree k + m — 2.
o The quadrature rule Q%{ is exact for polynomials of degree k +m — 1.

Then, under Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2 and if the coefficients of p=* and € belong to W™>°(D),
‘q)(UhMVhi) - (T)hi (Uhi’vhi)

< Cohi™ 3 (Cur llewrl Up [, e leur Vil g +&2Ce [Un L g 1V o 1)
KEThi

for all Uy, Vi, € Pg(my,), where Cy—1 and Ce are positive constants depending on pt and
e, and Cg is a positive constant independent of the mesh sizes {h;}ien.

Proof. The result comes from noticing that, for all Uy, and V), € P§(7,) and all K € 1,
Vilk € Pe(K;C%), curlVy|g € Pp_1(K;C%), and

®(Up, Vy) — &)h(Uhavh)‘ < Z |5K(,u_1 curl Uy, - CU_I‘th)‘ + w? |Ek (€U - V)],
Kery,

where £k (+,-) is as in Lemma 3.17 and
3 3
Cu—l = Z H('u’_l)iijWmvoo(D) and Ce = Z Hei7j”Wmv°O(D) .
i,j=1 i,j=1
O

Theorem 3.20 (Consistency error for the antilinear form). Recall k € N as the polynomial
degree of our approzimation spaces. Let m € N and assume the quadrature rule Q> from
Definition 3.12 is exact for polynomials of degree k + m — 1. Then, under Assumptions 3.1
and 3.2 and if J is such that J € W™4(D) for some q € R such that q > % and q > 2, then
~ 11
F(Vi,) = F(Vy,)| < Crwhi™ D274 || 3| yym.a (o [ Viillop

for all Vi, € Py§(my,), for a positive constant Cr independent of the mesh sizes {h;}ien.

13



Proof. The result follows analogously from that of Theorem 3.19 and Holder’s inequality. [
We are now ready to present a proof for the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 8.15. From our assumptions and Theorem 3.19 we can employ Strang’s
Lemma (Lemma 3.14), since

‘ P (Uhi ) Vhi ) - (T)hi (Uhi > Vhi )

< ColilV " (G llewrl Ul e llewrt Vil s + Ce 0l i 1Vl )
KET;%.

< Co(Cys + Cl" (Jleur U 1 lowrl Vil + [Unll Vi o
< C@(Cufl + Cf)hl Ir] ”UhiHHV—T] (curl;D) thiHH(curl;D) '

Hence, there is some £ € N so that for all + € N with ¢ > £ there exists a unique solution to
Problem 3.13 Ej, € P§(,,) that satisfies

i

HE—Eh

|(I)(Ehi7vhi) - &)hi (Ehi’ Vh1)|
H(curl'D) é OS HE - Ehz HH(curl;D) + sup ||V ||
; Vi, €P5(Th;) hill H (curl;D)

] i1
+CFth[ ] ID[2" ”J”WM,q(D)>7

where Cg follows from Strang’s Lemma, Cg follows from Theorem 3.20 and Ej, € P§(7,) is
the unique discrete solution to Problem 3.9. From [17, Thm. 3.3] we see that

HE B Ehi HH(curl;D) <c h: HEHHT(curl;D) ’

for some positive constant ¢ > 0 independent of the mesh-size. We continue by bounding the
error between ® and ®y,, first noticing that for any Vj,, € Pg(7y,), there holds

|(I)(Ehi ) Vhi) - &)hi (Ehi’ Vh1)|

< Cohl™ 7 (G llewrl By, g i lourd Vil g + w2 Ce B g i Vil i)
KET}LZ.

For arbitrary K € 75, and sequentially employing Lemmas 3.7, 3.8 and 3.6, it holds

1Bl e < [, — T4 (E)

+ ||z

[r],K
< [ =B e B

[r],K

S o hl_ ’—ﬂ

T En —E)| et TEN, i

7
)

< eah; "V [(Eny —E)llg ¢+ erhl B g
< (BTN = B)lo s + b IED, )

14



where ¢ = ¢; + ¢o and the positive constants ¢; and c¢o come from the previously refer-
enced Lemmas and are independent of both the mesh-size and r < k. Analogously and since
curl E;,, € P4(7;,,) [23, Lemma 5.40], we have

leurl By g < e ("1 leurl(By, — B)lly i + b~ flourl B, )

for some positive ¢ independent of A and r. Therefore,

|(I)(Ehi ) Vhi) - &)hi (Ehi ) th)|

< Co(Cpr +w2CORI 7 (llewrl By, ¢ lewr Vil s + 1B 1 i 1Vl i)
KGThi
< Co(Cyr +w?Ce h” > (lleurl Bl e llewrl Vil i + Bl i Vil i )
KEThi
+Co(Cy1 +02Ce Y (chrl(E —En)o x leurl Vi g 5 + I1E = Enllg 5 | Vi, ”M)
KEThi

< C@(C;r1 + W2CE)C h;" HEHHT(curl;D) HVh@ HH(curl;D) )

where the last inequality follows from [17, Thm. 3.3] and the positive constant ¢, independent
of h and r, may vary at each step. Finally,

o

ety = C5 (e b 1Bl i1 eurt) + Ca(C + & Ce hi” Bl v eurty

1_1
+ CthZ.W |D|2 a HJHWFTM(D))

as stated. O

4 Finite Elements and Consistency Error Estimates for Smooth
Curved Domains
We now drop the requirement that D be polyhedral (Assumption 3.1). As a direct consequence

of this, it will prove impractical to generate meshes that cover D exactly and we shall instead
consider a sequence of meshes that approximate D as the mesh-size h decreases.

Assumption 4.1. The bounded domain D is of class C™ for some M € N.

4.1 Finite elements

We begin by introducing a sequence of polyhedral meshes constructed from disjoint, matching
tetrahedrons that approximate D, {7, }ien. As in [20, 22| and [15, Section 1.3.2|, we will
require some assumptions from {7, }ien.

Assumption 4.2 (Assumptions on the polyhedral meshes.). {7, }ien is a sequence of affine
and quasi uniform meshes. The nodes of its boundary are located in I' and the polyhedral
domain generated by each mesh, denoted Df:ly (with boundary Ff:ly), approzimates D so that

lim dist(D, D})°") = 0.

1—»00
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As in the previous Section, the elements of the meshes {7, }ien may be constructed through
affine transformations as in Definition 3.4. We continue by introducing curved meshes that
approximate D, which shall be constructed from the polyhedral meshes {7y, }ien.

Definition 4.3 (Approximated meshes). For each polyhedral mesh 1y, € {7y, }ien, we consider
T to be the approximated mesh, which shares its nodes with ,, but is composed of curved
tetrahedrons that cover a domain Dy, (that approzimates D) exactly. For a given K € T
we refer to the element of T, that shares its nodes with K as K and consider the bijective
mappings T : K+ K to be polynomial.

Henceforth, let 75, and 75, be an arbitrary meshes in {73, }ieny and {73, }ien, respectively.

All numerical computations are to be done on the approximated meshes {75, }ien. As
such, we shall require numerical approximations of ® and F on the approximated meshes.
Also notice that Dy, \ D need not be empty, so we will also require to assume g~ !, € and J to

be well defined outside of D.

Assumption 4.4. There exists a bounded domain D C R3 of class C™, hold-all domain,
such that

DcDf and D, cD? VieN.
Moreover, =, € and J belong to C°(Dy).

Assumption 4.5 (Assumptions on the approximated and exact elements). Let 8 € N with
R <M from Assumption 4.1. The family of approzimate meshes {7y, }ien is assumed to be
R-reqular, i.e. the mappings Tz K € T, are CH1-diffeomorphisms that belong to ]P)_Q(K K)
Also, the following bounds for derwatwes of these transformations hold for all Kem,

sup HDan((X)H < Cph™ and  sup HD" (Tlgl) (X)H <C_,h™™ Vne{l,...,R+1},
xeK xeK

where Cp, and C_,, are positive constants independent from the mesh-size for all integers n <
K+ 1, D"Tk is the Frechet derivative of order n of Tk and | D"Tk(x)| is the appropriate
induced norm, with functional spaces omitted for the sake of brevity. Furthermore, we assume
det Jf{(x) > 0,
for all x € f:( and that there exists some positive 8 € R, independent of the mesh-size, such
that for oll K € Ty,
1 detJz(x g
—SiK( )59 Vx,y € K.
0~ detJz(y)

In Assumption 4.5, & represents the degree of the polynomial approximation of D. We
expect the rate with which the sequence of domains {Dy, },cn converges to D to be dependent
on R, so that larger £ will imply faster convergence, e.g.

dist(D, Dp,) < Ch! @,

for some strictly increasing positive function f: N — R and a positive constant Cg that may
depend on K. Furthermore, notice that for any curved tetrahedron K and any y € K

(K( /1dx—/ det J (4.1)

16



Lemma 4.6. Under Assumption 4.5 and for anyy € K, it holds

Proof. Notice that for any y € K

det J ~ (x)
/ det J z(x) dx = det J z(y )/ . (y)
The proof then follows from our assumed bounds for T () and (4.1). O
det J] detJ=(y)

__ As before, we consider finite elements on curved tetrahedrons K e T, as triples
(K, Pz,%f), so that Definition 3.5 remains valid on curved tetrahedrons. We define the

curl-conforming element on a curved tetrahedron K as
T
PLi={p : Jz(poT;) € P;}.

The function spaces for grad- and div-conforming finite elements are defined in a similar
manner

PLi={p:poTzePl}, Pi:={p: det(Jp)I(poTy) e PL}.
Discrete spaces on curved meshes are then defined as in the previous section
PI(7,) = {on € H'(D) : vl € PL VK €7}, B{(7) := PY(7) N H}(D),
Pe(7):= {Vi € H(ewr;D) : Vj|z € P2 VK €7}, Bi(7) = P*() N Ho(curl; D),
PF,) = {vh € H(div;D) : Vi|z e PL VK e %h} , PA(7,) := PY%,) N Hy(div; D),
PY(7y) = {vh eL*D) : wlze Pl VK¢ ?h}.

Pullbacks from functions defined on curved tetrahedrons and triangles are defined analogously
as those in (3.1). We continue by stating a property analogous to that in (3.5) in the context
of curved meshes.

Lemma 4.7 (Lemma 1 in [11]). Let p € R and | € No be such that p > 1 and | < R+ 1.
Then, for a given i € W4(K) and a curved tetrahedron K e Th, the function u defined as

R R N -1
ui= Y% () =toT
belongs to WhP(K) and
_1
@l ypic) < C it |det Tz (x)| " A flull iz,
xeK
for a positive constant C independent ofIN( and the mesh-size.
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4.2 Discrete variational problem

We continue by introducing appropriate modifications of the sesquilinear and antilinear forms
considered in the previous sections. In particular, for each i € N and all U, V € H(curl;Dy,),
we shall consider

¢, (U, V) = / p teurlU - curl V — w?eU - Vdx, (4.2)
Dy,

Fp, (V) = —zw/D J . Vdx. (4.3)

h;
Problem 4.8 (Discrete variational problem on curved meshes). Find E;, € Pg(7,) such that
1 (En, Vi) = Fr(Vn),
for all Vi, € P§(T3).

As with Assumptions 2.4 and 3.10, we assume our framework to be such that a unique
discrete solution Ej, € Pg(73,) exists for all meshes in {7y, }ien.

Assumption 4.9 (Wellposedness on Pg(73,)). We assume the sesquilinear forms {®p, }ien in
(4.2) to satisfy the following:

sup |@4,(Up,, Vi) > a >0 V'V, € Pi(7h,) \ {0},
Uy, €P¢ (7, )\ {0}

( |4, (Un,, Vi,)|

inf sup >C>0
Vi, €P5 (T, )\{0} HUh HH curl;Dy,) th HH curl;Dj,. ))

Uy, €F5(7r,)\{0}

for alli € N.

4.3 Numerical integration

We follow as in the previous section and consider numerical computation of the integrals in
Problem 3.9. We recall the definition of our quadrature rule over K in Definition 3.11 and
introduce numerical integration on curved elements K € 73, as

L
Qp () = Zwl,f(qb(bl,f() where  w, = ‘detJf((lu)l)‘ W, and by = Tf((lu)l). (4.4)
=1

Definition 4.10 (Numeric sesquilinear and antilinear form). Let QL , I and Q3 be three

distinct quadrature rules as in Definition 3.11. For each T, € {Th, }ien, we denote by <I>h( ,)
and Fy(+) the perturbed, discrete, sesquilinear and antilinear forms over fields in P¢(7y,), where
exact integration is replaced by numerical integration

©p(Up, Vi) = Y Qi(u ' curl Uy, - curl V) + Q% (—w?eUy, - Vi),
KET}L

= Y QL(—wd - Vy),

I?GTh

where, fori=1,2,3, Q’f( is built from Qlf( as in (4.4).

18



Problem 4.11 (Discrete numerical problem on curved meshes). Find E, € Py (7h) such that,
O (En, Vi) = Fi(Vy),
for all Vi, € Pg(tp,).

Let E, E; and }NEh be the respective solutions of Problems 2.3, 4.8 and 4.11. Our cur-
rent objective is to study the differences between the convergence rates of E; and Ej to
(an appropriate extension to the hold all D of) E. The following modification of Strang’s
Lemma (Lemma 3.14) will prove useful. Its proof comes from small variations of that in |25,
Thm. 4.2.11], so we omit it for brevity. We shall emulate [13| and consider a sequence of
mappings {J, }ien such that for all i € N

Jn, : H(curl; D) — H(curl;Dy,). (4.5)

These mappings need not be linear, but it is assumed J,E possesses some information on E,
so that the computation of

Hjhi(E) — Ey,

4.
H(curl;Dy,) ( 6)

is in some way meaningful [13, Rmk. 9]. Indeed, the estimates in [11] may be interpreted for
the specific choice of J,,E as an extension to D of E for all i € N. Notice that in [13], the
authors assume

Jn; + H(curl; D) = Pg(,),
which they require to estimate (4.6).

Lemma 4.12. (Modified Strang’s lemma) Let ® in (2.7) satisfy Assumption 2.4 and 3.10 and
let E and Ey, be the solutions to Problems 2.3 and 4.8. If the sequence of sesquiliear forms
{®, }ien given by Definition 4.10 satisfies, for all Uy,, Vy, € P§(Th,),

®p,(Un;, Vi) = @, (Up,, Vi) | < e by HUhiHHm(curl;Dhi) HVhiHH(curl;Dhi) )

form € N and a fized and positive constant c independent of the mesh-size, then there is some
¢ € N such that for all the meshes in the sequence {Ty, }ien, i>¢ there exists a unique solution

to Problem 4.11, Ey, € P§(Ty,) and

(E) — E;,.
Hjhl( ) hi H(curl;Dhi)
@1, (En,, Vi) — 5, (Ep,, V)]
<Cs jhi E) - Ehi . + sup L i i i i i
(” (E) HH(Curl,Dhi) V. €Pg(h,)\{0} HVhiHH(curl;Dhi) (4.7)
Fy (Vi) — Fp. (Vp,
n sup |Fp, (V) = Fp, (V)] 7
Vi, EPOC(Thi )\{0} thz HH(curl;Dhi)

for a fized positive constant Cg, independent of the mesh-size, and where the sequence of
mappings {Jn, tien is such that (4.5) holds.
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We will focus on providing estimates for the last two terms in the right hand side of (4.7).
The error induced by the approximation of D by Dy, (i.e. the first term in (4.7)) lies beyond
the scope of this article. We continue by stating the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.13 (Error estimate in affine meshes. Main result of Section 4). Let E be the
unique solution to Problem 2.8 and suppose the following of the data of Problem 2.3:

Jew™iDH), and e, (u)i; € WD) Vi, je{1,2,3}
for some positive m € N and ¢ € R such that

m>1, ¢>2 and ng.

Then, if the quadrature rules used to build {EI;hi}ieN and {f‘hi}ieN in Definition 4.10 are such
that:

. Q}f{ is exact for polynomials of degree k + 8 +m — 3,
° Q%{ 1s exact for polynomials of degree k + 28 +m — 3 and

. Q?{ s exact for polynomials of degree k 4+ 28 +m — 3,

there exists some £ € N such that for all i > £ there exists a unique solution Ehi € Pg(m,) to
Problem 3.13 and the solutions satisfy

Hjhi (E) — Ey,

H(curl;Dy,)

< Cg < | T, (E) — Ep, ”H(curl;Dhi) + C1h™ ||Ep, \\Hm(curl;Dhi) + Cth> :

where the positive constants C1 and Co are independent of the mesh-size, but depend on
the parameters of Problem 2.8 (u, €, w, J and D).

4.4 Consistency error estimates and proof of Theorem 4.13

As in Section 3, we shall find error estimates for the integrals over curved tetrahedrons K €7,
The most notorious difference in the proofs for the following estimates and those presented in
the previous section are due to the fact that, if Uy € PI% for some curved tetrahedron K, then
Uy, oTj; is, in general, not a polynomial, so we can not apply the Bramble-Hilbert Lemma as
easily as before. We will see, however, that in our case Uy o Tj; det Jz will be a polynomial
of a certain degree (higher than k) which will allow us to proceed as before.

Lemma 4.14. Let K € 7,, ¢ > 1, ¢ = q_il, m € N with m > % and M(x) € C3*3, with
M = (Mi,j)?,j:p such that M; ; € Wmoo(f?) foralli, j € {1,2,3}. If Q is a quadrature as

in Definition 3.11 which is exact for polynomials of degree k + 28 +m — 3 then, for all Uy,
V, € PI%’ the quadrature error

£z (MU}, - V},) = /f{ MU}, - Vj, dx — Qz (MU, - Vy,),
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15 such that
£ (MU}, - V)| < COME™ [ Unllyyma iy Vil Lo )

where

3
CM = Z HM’L',j”Wm,oo(]?)7

ij=1

and C' is a positive constant independent of h, K and M.
Proof. Let ¢ € W™=(K) and V), € IP’kJFQ(ﬁ_l)(R'; C?). Then,

€(@- V)| < Cello- Vil o st
<C¢ ”¢HLoo(f() th”Loo(f()
< Csg ||¢me,q(f() HVhHLq’(f{)

for some positive Ce—depending only on K—and % + % = 1. Also, since the error is zero for
all ¢ € P,,,_1(K;C) we have, by the Bramble-Hilbert Lemma (Lemma 3.16)

(¢ Vi)| < Ci1blyymagicy Vil po ey V¢ € WI(K), (4.8)

for some positive constant C'j; depending only on K and Cg. Notice that

/f( MUy, - Vi dx = /I?(M oTz)(UpoTg)- (VioTg)det] dx,
Qiz MU - V) =Qp (MoTw)(UpoTg) - (Vo Tk)det I ) .
Hence, we need only find a bound for
i (MoTz)(UpoTg)- (VyoTy)detl ).
From the last equation we see that we require (Vy, o TI~() det J;z to be a polynomial. Indeed,
Vo T det I = det ILIZT (JE(Vi o Tz)) = Co(l) (JE(VioTg)) € Pryasry, (49)

where Co(Jz

) is the pointwise cofactor matrix of Jz. Then, from (4.8) and (4.9) we get
Er (MoTz)(UyoTg) - (V) oT~)detJ]~)

< Cy (MUh)

KHLOO K) |qu tho f{HLq’(.f{)' (4.10)

We continue by bounding each term in (4.10), beginning with the L9 (K) norm of V}, o Tz,
which is easily bounded through a change of variables

1
‘detJKr

Vi o T || par iy < IVl e (R)
xEK
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To bound |[(MUy) o

Lemma 4.7,

Tf(‘wm,q (i) We proceed as in Lemma 3.17 and employ the bound in

[(MUL) © Ty < € Z Z [Mig © Tielyym.oe sy [Or3 © Tic it
3 m 1
S C Z Z hm_n ’M’Lj’an—n,oo( hn ‘Uhglwn,q([?) ’
i,j=1n=0 inf j [det I ‘

where the positive constant ¢ is independent of K and the mesh-size and may change from
line to line. Then, combining our computed bounds, (4.10) and Assumption 4.5

€ (MU, - V)| < COCME™ | Unllyyma iy [Vall g )

for some positive C, independent of K and the mesh-size. O

Notice that if m = 1 in Lemma 4.14, we are unable to extract L?-norms of U}, and Vj,
hence our requirement that m > 1 in Theorem 4.13. Also, observe the differences between the
previous proof and that of Lemma 3.17. Not only do we require stronger conditions from our

quadrature rules, we are also unable to bound |Uh o Tf(‘wna (i) S before, owing to the fact

that Uy o Tz fails to be a polynomial (this is also the reason why we require to introduce g
and ¢').

Lemma 4.15. Let K € 7,, ¢ > 1, ¢ = qql, m € N with m > § and M(x) € C3*3, with

M = (MJ)?j 1> such that M; ; € W™ (K) for all i, j € {1,2 3} If Qj is a quadrature
rule as in Definition 3.11 such that it is exact for polynomials of degree k + & + m — 3, then,
for all Uy, Vi, € PI%’ the quadrature error

EzMcurlUy, - curl Vy,) := /f(’ Mecurl Uy - curl Vi dx — Qz (M curl Uy, - curl V),
with Qg as in 4.4, is such that
|€z(Mcurl Uy, - curl V)| < COCMA™ ||curl UhHWm,q(f() |lcurl VhHLQ’(f() ,

where

3
= > IMigllymoe()

ij=1

and C' is a positive constant independent of h, K and M.
Proof. We begin by noticing that for V € H (curl,; IN() [21, Lem. 2.2]

curl (J}{(V o Tf{)) = det JzJ 2! (curl V) o T,
hence
det Jz(curl V) o Tz = J = curl <J;—~((V o Tf()) € Prya_s(K; Q).

The proof proceeds as that for Lemma 4.14. O
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Lemma 4.16. Let K € Th, m € N and g € R such that
3

q>2 and q> —, (4.11)
m

and Q j; be a quadrature rule as in Deﬁnition 3.11 such that it is exact on polynomials of degree

k+28+m—3. Then, if J € W™4(K), the local quadrature error £ =(J V) (as defined in
Lemma 4.14) is such that for all V), € Pf{

1_1
2 gq

€23 - V)| < on |

’J”qu ”VhH(]K7

for a positive constant C independent of I~(, J and the mesh-size.

Proof. We pick up from an analogous expression as that in (4.8), noticing that by similar
arguments we get

Ei(D - Vi)| < Cr|blyymagicy [Vallo e V€ WMI(K), V), € PL.
Then, from our assumptions and Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7

Ez(J-Vy)=Ep (JoTz VyoTzdetl)

< Cy #ll ity 190 Tilwmaiey 1V o Tl
1 1
< c||det Jg| >hm, = 1131y (") - Vil 7
x€K| et K| xEK‘ etJK‘
~ %_% % %_% m
<K |R]T 13y Vil

for a positive constant ¢ independent of the mesh-size and K, which may change from line to
line. O

As before, the computed estimates will enable us to prove, based in our assumptions,
consistency error estimates for the respective sesquilinear and antilinear forms considered in
this section. The proofs of the following two Theorems (yielding said consistency estimates)
are analogous to the proofs of Theorems 3.19 and 3.20 and are thus omitted.

Theorem 4.17 (Consistency error for the sesquilinear forms {&)hi}ieN)- Recall k € N as the
polynomial degree of our approximation spaces. Let m € N and assume the following of the
quadrature rules defining the sesquilinear forms in {®p, }ien in Definition 4.10:

o The quadrature rule Q}v{ is exact for polynomials of degree k + 8 +m — 3.
o The quadrature rule Q%{ is exact for polynomials of degree k + 28 +m — 3.

Then, under Assumptions 8.1 and 3.2 and if the coefficients of u=' and € belong to W™ (D)
and for ®p, as in (4.2),

‘(I)hi (Uhi ) Vhi) - &)hi (Uhi 5 Vhi)
< Coh" Y Cpr leurlUn, o i) [€0rl Vi [l o ) + 92 Ce U, o i) Vil o )

I’EET}%
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for all Uy, V. € P§(mh,), where ¢ and ¢' € R are such that ¢ > 1, ¢’ = q_il and q > %,
C,-1 and C¢ are positive constants depending on p ' and €, and Cg is a positive constant
independent of the mesh sizes {h;}ien.

Theorem 4.18 (Consistency error for the antilinear forms {F}, }ien). Recall k € N as the
polynomial degree of our approximation spaces. Let m € N and assume the quadrature rule
Qiu( from Definition 3.12 is exact for polynomials of degree k + 28 +m — 3. Then, under

Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2 and if J is such that J € W™1(D) for q > % and q > 2, then
~ 1_1
th‘ (Vhl) - Fhi (th) <Cpwh;" |Dhi|2 a HJHWqu(Dhi) HVh@ ||07Dhi

for all Vi, € P§(ty,), for a positive constant Cg independent of the mesh-size.

Proof of Theorem 4.13. Our main result follows by combining Theorems 4.17 and 4.18 with
Lemma 4.12. ]

5 Numerical Examples

We test our main results on a number of simple numerical examples. In order to isolate the
effects that quadrature rules have on the observed rates of convergence in Theorems 3.15 and
4.13, we focus only on the case of a polygonal domain, namely the cube D := [~1,1]3 C R3,
and consider a coercive problem with the following sesquilinear and antilinear forms:

¢(U,V) = / (o))t eurl U - curl V — w?(g)U - V dx, (5.1)
D
F(V):= —zw/ J . Vdx, (5.2)
D

where | € R3*3 is the identity matrix, w = 1, po and €y are strictly positive and negative
scalars, respetively, J is given by

J(x) = 5#51(4 — 223 — 23)[1,0,0] " — weo(23 — 1)(23 — 1)[1,0,0]" € WHI(D) Vg > 2,
(5.3)
and the solution E to Problem 2.3 is given by
E(x) = (22 —1)(22 — 1)[1,0,0]" € Hy(curl; D) N H?(curl; D). (5.4)

Experiments were carried out using GETDP [14] (version 3.3.0) and modifications to its
source code corresponding to unimplemented quadrature rules. The points and weights of the
quadrature rules available in GETDP may be examined in the file Gauss_Tetrahedron.h of
the source code. We also used GMSH [19] to generate the required meshes of the domain D.

5.1 Convergence estimate for first order finite elements (k = 1)

We consider first order curl-conforming finite elements and set the parameters in (5.1), (5.2)
and (5.3) to pp = 10 and ¢¢ = —10. We construct two numerical variations for both the
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Figure 1: Error convergence in the H(curl;D)-norm for the solutions of Problem 3.13 to
E —given in (5.4)- depending on the implemented numerical variations of the sesquilinear
and antilinear forms, indicated by the legend. The implementation considering ®, . and F}, ¢
attains a rate of convergence of —% with respect to the number of degrees of freedom, as
predicted by Theorem 3.15. On the other hand, implementations with at least one term not
satisfying the conditions of Theorem 3.15 suffer from a degenerated rate between —0.7 X %

and —0.8 x %, but convergence is still observed.

sesquilinear and antilinear forms, given by

3, 0(Up, V) = Z QY (o)) ! curl Uy, - curl Vi) 4+ Qk (—w?(e0)) Uy, - V),
Ker,

O 1 (Up, Vi) = > Qk((mol) ™" curl Uy, - curl Vi) + Q% (—w?(eo)) Uy, - Vi),
Ker,

Fio(Vi) = Y Qk(—wI-V)),

Kery,

Fy1(Vy) = Z Q% (—wd - V),

Ker,

where Q}{ and in( are one-point quadrature rules with arbitrarily different chosen quadrature
points in K —exact on polynomials of degree zero— and Q%{ is a one-point Gaussian quadrature
rule —exact on polynomials of degree one—. Quadratures Q}o Q%( and Q3., for K € 7, are
then built from Q}u(, %( and in{ as indicated in (3.9). Hence, <T>h,1 and f‘hJ satisfy the
requirements of Theorem 3.15 (with » = 1) while 5h,0 and f‘hp do not. Figure 1 displays
the convergence in the H(curl;D)-norm of the solution to Problem 3.13 corresponding to

the different numerical implementations of the sesquilinear and antilinear forms. Nine meshes
with 168, 228, 1,242, 2,810, 9,188, 38,782, 119,134, 500,300 and 1,265,246 degrees of freedom

were employed.
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Figure 2: Error convergence in the H(curl;D)-norm for the solutions of Problem 3.13 to
E —given in (5.4)- depending on the implemented numerical variations of the sesquilinear
and antilinear forms, indicated by the legend. The implementation considering §>h72 and (TDhJ
attain their predicted rates of convergence of —% and —%, respectively. The implementation
considering <T>h,0 suffers from a degenerated rate close to —0.7 x %, though convergence is still

observed.

5.2 Convergence estimate for second order finite elements (k = 2)

We extend our previous experiment to second order curl-conforming finite elements. Again, we
consider pg = 10 and ¢y = —10, and construct three numerical variations for the sesquilinear
form:

©0(Un, Vi) = Y Qi((uol) ™" curl Uy, - curl Viy) + Qi (—w?(eol) Uy - Vi),

Ker,

1 (Up, Vi) = > Qk((nol) ' curl Uy, - curl Vi) + Q% (—w?(eo)) Uy, - Vi),
Ker,

b — 2 -1 VR 2 2 N

@ 2(Up, Vi) = > Qi((pol) ™" curl Uy - curl Vi) + Q% (—w?(eol) Uy, - Vi),
Ker,

where Q}{ is a 2 X 2 x 2 tensorized Gauss-Legendre quadrature rule —exact on polynomials of
degree two on K- and Q%( is a five point Gaussian quadrature rule —exact on polynomials of
degree three—. Hence, <T>h,1 and <T>h,2 satisfy the requirements of Theorem 3.15 with » = 1 and
2, respectively. The right-hand side is implemented with a 15 point Gaussian quadrature and is
left undisturbed throughout the experiments in this section. Figure 2 displays the convergence
of the solution to Problem 3.13 corresponding to the different numerical implementations of
the sesquilinear form. 8 meshes with 1,184, 1,688, 7,936, 1,7492, 54,480, 223,652, 674,676 and
2,454,312 degrees of freedom were employed.

Remark 5.1. GETDP does not include an implementation of the second order curl-conforming
finite elements defined in Section 3.1. However, an implementation of the second order Webb
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Figure 3: Error convergence in the H (curl; D)-norm for solutions of Problem 3.13 to E —given
n (5.4)— for the two cases of ¢y and depending on the implemented numerical variations of
the sesquilinear form. In both cases, we observe a marked preasymptotic regime when only
one quadrature point is implemented, where no convergence is observed before reaching ~ 10*
degrees of freedom and the mesh is able to resolve the oscillatory term in €¢g. Improving the
quadrature rule to 4 points quickly corrects this issue on the case in Figure 3a, though a
preasymptotic regime is still observed on the case displayed in Figure 3b, which is improved
on by a further increase in precision to 15 quadrature points.

basis functions [18, 29, 30] is available. Since they are contained in ]P’g(f(), the consistency
estimates in Theorems 3.19 and 3.20 remain valid, so our numerical examples are still mean-
ingful when using this alternative basis.

5.3 Effect of quadrature precision on preasymptotic convergence

We investigate the effect that quadrature precision has on ¢ € N in Theorem 3.15, i.e., the
duration of the preasymptotic regime before convergence is observed at the predicted rate.
We consider 19 = 10 (as before) and ¢g = —10 — 9sin(mnzs) for two cases m = 10 and 20.
The solution to Problem 2.3 is still given by (5.4). We construct our numerical variations for
the sesquilinear form as follows

O (Un, Vi) = Y Qic((mol) ™ eurl Uy, - curl Vi) + Q% (—w? (e Uy, - Vi),
Kery,

where le is as before and Q2 is a Gaussian quadrature over K withn = 1, 4 and 15 points.
The rlght hand side is 1mplemented with a 29 point Gaussian quadrature. Figure 3 displays
the convergence of the solution of Problem 3.13 depending on the number of quadrature points
used in the implementation of the sesquilinear form. The employed meshes were as in Section
5.1.
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6 Concluding Remarks

Our two main results (Theorems 3.15 and 4.13) yield sufficient conditions to ensure conver-
gence rates for the errors induced by quadrature rules used when solving Maxwell Equations via
the FE method with inhomogeneous coefficients and on meshes with curved elements (tetrahe-
drons). Interestingly, Theorem 3.15 confirm the presumptions of P. Monk in the penultimate
paragraph of Section 8.3 in [23], where it is stated that quadrature rules exact on polynomials
of degree 2k — 1 are expected to yield convergence rates of order h¥.

Unlike our result in Section 3, Theorem 4.13 analyses only the quadrature effect in imple-
mentation and does not present convergence estimates for the fully discrete solution to the real
solution. The result does, however, set aside the issue of numerical integration, so that only
the variational crime of the approximation of the real domain is left to be analysed. Notice
as well, that choosing 8 = 1 in Section 4 yields the same conditions for the quadrature rules
in our two main results, which is of course to be expected.

Numerical examples in Section 5 not only confirm our results, but also display the necessity
of the conditions of Theorems 3.15 and 4.13, since implementations that do not satisfy said
conditions attain lower convergence rates than implementations that do.

Lastly, though we consider the smoothness of our parameters ¢, ¢ and J to be global—
belonging to some Sobolev space on the whole domain—one could quite easily accommodate
our results to consider parameters with piecewise smoothness on a finite set of sub-domains
of D, by requesting that the two dimensional surfaces across which they fail to posses the
required degree of smoothness, does not cross any element of the mesh. In other words, that
each of the sub-domains is meshed so that the parameters are smooth on all elements of the
mesh. An analogous consideration holds if the domain D fails to posses a certain degree of
smoothness at a finite number of points on its boundary.
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