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ADAPTIVE BEM FOR ELLIPTIC PDE SYSTEMS,
PART II: ISOGEOMETRIC ANALYSIS
WITH HIERARCHICAL B-SPLINES
FOR WEAKLY-SINGULAR INTEGRAL EQUATIONS

GREGOR GANTNER AND DIRK PRAETORIUS

ABSTRACT. We formulate and analyze an adaptive algorithm for isogeometric analysis with
hierarchical B-splines for weakly-singular boundary integral equations. We prove that the
employed weighted-residual error estimator is reliable and converges at optimal algebraic
rate. Numerical experiments with isogeometric boundary elements for the 3D Poisson prob-
lem confirm the theoretical results, which also cover general elliptic systems like linear
elasticity.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. State of the art. The central idea of isogeometric analysis (IGA) is to use the same
ansatz functions for the discretization of the partial differential equation (PDE) at hand, as
are used for the representation of the problem geometry. Usually, the problem geometry {2
is represented in computer aided design (CAD) by means of non-uniform rational B-splines
(NURBS), T-splines, or hierarchical splines. This concept, originally invented in [HCBO3]
for finite element methods (IGAFEM) has proved very fruitful in applications; see also the
monograph [CHB09].

Usually, CAD programs only provide a parametrization of the boundary 02 instead of
the domain € itself. In particular, for isogeometric FEM, the parametrization needs to be
extended to the whole domain 2, which is non-trivial and still an active research topic. The
boundary element method (BEM) circumvents this difficulty by working only on the CAD
provided boundary 0f2. However, compared to the [IGAFEM literature, only little is found for
isogeometric BEM (IGABEM). Based on a collocation approach, the latter was first consid-
ered in [PGKT09| for 2D and in [SSE™13] for 3D. We refer to the monograph [BMD20] for an
introduction on IGABEM and to [DHK™18, [DHK™20] for an efficient IGABEM implementa-
tion based on the fast multipole method. However, to the best of our knowledge, a posteriori
error estimation and adaptive mesh-refinement for IGABEM, have only been considered for
simple 2D model problems in the own works [FGP15, [FGHP16, FGHP17, [FGPS19, [GPS20],
which employ B-splines on the one-dimensional boundary, and the recent work [FGK™19],
which employs hierarchical B-splines. In particular, [FGP15] also appears to be the first
work that considers Galerkin IGABEM.
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For standard BEM with (dis)continuous piecewise polynomials, a posteriori error esti-
mation and adaptive mesh-refinement are well understood. We refer to [FEHT15] for an
overview on available a posteriori error estimation strategies. Moreover, optimal convergence
of mesh-refining adaptive algorithms has been proved for polyhedral boundaries [FEK™14)
FFK™15, [FKMP13] as well as smooth boundaries [Ganl3]. The work [AFET17] allows to
transfer these results to piecewise smooth boundaries; see also the discussion in the review
article [CEPP14].

In the frame of adaptive IGAFEM, a rigorous error and convergence analysis is first found
in [BG16b], which proves linear convergence for some adaptive IGAFEM with hierarchical
splines for the Poisson equation. Optimal algebraic rates have been proved independently
from each other in [BG17, (GHP17] for IGAFEM with (truncated) hierarchical B-splines. In
particular, [GHP17] especially identified certain abstract properties on the mesh-refinement
and the used ansatz spaces that automatically guarantee optimal convergence. In |[GP20b],
we have recently verified these properties for IGAFEM with T-splines as well.

Unlike adaptive IGAFEM, the rigorous error and convergence analysis of adaptive IGA-
BEM is completely open beyond the 2D results mentioned above and thus the focus of the
present work. In Part 1 of this work [GP20a], we followed the idea of [GHP17] and identified
an abstract framework, which guarantees optimal convergence of adaptive BEM for weakly-
singular integral equations. In the present work (Part 2), we now show that IGABEM with
hierarchical splines is indeed covered by this abstract framework.

1.2. Outline. The remainder of this manuscript is roughly organized as follows: Sec-
tion [ recalls conforming BEM for weakly-singular integral equations; see (2I7) for the
precise model problem. Section [3] defines hierarchical meshes and hierarchical splines on the
boundary I' and introduces some local mesh-refinement rule (Algorithm B.7]) which preserves
admissibility in the sense of a certain mesh-grading property. The main result of Section [3is
Theorem [B.10] which states reliability ([3.48)) of the weighted-residual error estimator (3.43))
as well as linear convergence (3.49) with optimal algebraic rates (3.50) of a standard adap-
tive algorithm (Algorithm [3.9]) applied to the model problem at hand. Remark extends
the result to rational hierarchical splines. The proof of Theorem (and Remark B13))
is given in Section Bl which recalls the abstract framework from [GP20a] and subsequently
verifies the corresponding properties in the considered isogeometric setting. Two numerical
experiments in Section 4l underpin the theoretical results, but also demonstrate the limita-
tions of hierarchical splines in the frame of adaptive BEM when the solution ¢ exhibits edge
singularities.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we fix some general notation, recall Sobolev spaces on the boundary, and
precisely state the considered problem. Throughout the work, let  C R? be a bounded
Lipschitz domain as in [McL00, Definition 3.28] with boundary I" := 9f.

2.1. General notation. Throughout and without any ambiguity, |-| denotes the absolute
value of scalars, the Euclidean norm of vectors in R”, and the Hausdorff measure of any n-
or lower-dimensional set in R". Let B.(z) := {y € R" : |z —y| < £} denote the open ball
around x with radius € > 0. For () # wy,wy € R", let Be(w1) := U, e, B:(x). Moreover, let

diam(w;) == sup {|z — y| : 2,y € wi} and dist(wy,wy) = inf {|z — y| : = € w1,y € wo}.
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We write A < B to abbreviate A < C'B with some generic constant C' > 0, which is clear
from the context. Moreover A ~ B abbreviates A < B < A. Throughout, mesh-related
quantities have the same index, e.g., X, is the ansatz space corresponding to the mesh 7.
The analogous notation is used for meshes T, 7., Ty, etc.

2.2. Sobolev spaces. For o € [0, 1], we define the Hilbert spaces H*°(T) as in [McL00),
page 99] by use of Bessel potentials on R~ and liftings via bi-Lipschitz mappmgsﬂ that
describe I'. For o = 0, it holds that H(I") = L*(T") with equivalent norms. We set ||-|| go(r) :=
- Il 22y

For o € (0, 1], any measurable subset w C I'; and all v € H?(I"), we define the associated
Sobolev—-Slobodeckij norm

z)—v(y)|? .
2 2 2 . 2 Jo L. —ires drdy  if o € (0, 1),
UllHe(w) = 11V + V3o @) With |v]5e () == lz—yl
V][0 @y = |l ||L2(w) V570 () V] ) {HVFUHLz(w if o =1.
(2.1)
It is well-known that || - ||go(r) provides an equivalent norm on H?(I'); see, e.g., [Ste0S|

Lemma 2.19] and [McL00, Theorem 3.30 and page 99] for ¢ € (0,1) and [MEI4, Theo-
rem 2.28] for 0 = 1. Here, Vr(-) denotes the usual (weak) surface gradient which can be
defined for almost all = € I" as follows: Since I' is a Lipschitz boundary, there exist an open
cover (0;)7_; in R? of T such that each w; := O; NI can be parametrized by a bi-Lipschitz
mapping 7., : W; — w;, where W; C R is an open set. By Rademacher’s theorem, Ve 18
almost everywhere differentiable. With D(-) denoting the weak Jacobian matrix, the cor-
responding Gram determinant det(D%T,j Dry,,) is almost everywhere positive. Moreover, by

definition of the space H'(T'), v € H'(T') implies that v o7, € H'(&;). With the weak
derivative V(v or,,) € L*(@;)?, we can hence define

(Vrv)lw, = (D%J.(D%TJ,D%J.)_1V(U 0 Yuy;)) © %jjl for all v € HY(I). (2.2)

This definition does not depend on the particular choice of the open sets (Oj)}]:1 and the

corresponding parametrizations (7.,)7_; see, e.g., [MEI4, Theorem 2.28]. With ([22)), we
immediately obtain the chain rule

V(von,,)= D’}/I],((VFU) 07, (+)) forallve HY(T). (2.3)

For o € (0,1], H=°(I") is a realization of the dual space of H?(I") according to [McL00),
Theorem 3.30 and page 99]. With the dual bracket (-; -), we define an equivalent norm

1) - (ry = sup {(v; ¥) : v € H(T) Aljv||goy =1} for all € H~7(T). (2.4)
Moreover, we abbreviate

(v; ) = (v;¢) forallve H(I'),y € H°(I). (2.5)

[IMcL00L page 76] states that H7*(I') C H*(I") for —1 < 0y < g9 < 1, where the inclusion

is continuous and dense. In particular, H°(I') C L*(T) ¢ H °(T) forms a Gelfand triple

For & C R and w C RY, a mapping v : @ — w is bi-Lipschitz if it is bijective and v as well as its

inverse y~! are Lipschitz continuous.
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in the sense of [SST1, Section 2.1.2.4] for all o € (0, 1], where ¢» € L*(T') is interpreted as
function in H=7(T") via

(Vi) = (U; V) 2y = /v@bdat for all v € H°(I'), ¢ € L*(I). (2.6)
r

So far, we have only dealt with scalar-valued functions. For D > 1, ¢ € [0,1], v
(vi,...,vp) € HP(T')P, we define Hv||Hi(,( r) = Z] . Hv]HHiG(F If o >0, and w C T is an
arbitrary measurable set, we define ||v||go(.) and |v|ge(.) similarly. With the definition

VF’Ul
Vio:=| : | el?()” forallve H'(I), (2.7)
VFUD

it holds that |v]z1() = ||Vrv| 12@). Note that H=7(I')? with o € (0,1] can be identified
with the dual space of H?(T')?, where we set

Z v;; ;) forallv e HO(I)P 4 € H(T)P. (2.8)
7=1
As before we abbreviate
(v; ) = (v; ) foralve H(I')?, ¢ e Ho()P. (2.9)

and set
D
(Vi) = (U; V) 2y = Z/v]—%— dr for all v € H°(I")P,y € L*(I)P. (2.10)
j=1 "1

The spaces H?(I') can be also defined as trace spaces or via interpolation, where the
resulting norms are always equivalent with constants which depend only on the dimension
d and the boundary I'. More details and proofs are found, e.g., in the monographs [McL00),
SS11l [Ste0§].

2.3. Model problem. We consider a general second-order linear system of PDEs on the
d-dimensional bounded Lipschitz domain 2 with partial differential operator

ZZ@ (AjiOiru) +Zb@u+cu (2.11)

=1 /=1

where the coefficients Ay, b, c € CP*P are constant for some fixed dimension D > 1. We
suppose that Al, = A;;. Moreover, we assume that 9B is coercive on H{(Q)P, i.e., the
sesquilinear form

d d

(u; v)gp —/ZZ (A Opru) - 8U+Z (b;Oju) - v+ (cu) - vdx (2.12)

=1 /=1

is elliptic up to some compact perturbation. This is equivalent to strong ellipticity of the
matrices A; in the sense of [McL00L page 119].
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Let G : R\ {0} — CP*P be a corresponding (matrix-valued) fundamental solution in the
sense of [McL00, page 198], i.e., a distributional solution of BG = §, where & denotes the
Dirac delta function. For ¢ € L>(T")?, we define the single-layer operator as

(BY)(x) :== /G(:E —y)(y)dy forall z €T (2.13)

r
According to [McL00, page 209 and 219-220] and [HMT09, Corollary 3.38], this operator

can be extended for arbitrary o € (—1/2,1/2] to a bounded linear operator

0. H- V2P — g2l (2.14)
For ¢ = 0, [McL0O, Theorem 7.6] states that U is always elliptic up to some compact
perturbation. We assume that it is elliptic even without perturbation, i.e.,

Re (U¢r; ¢) > Canl| 171/ for all v € HV2(T)P. (2.15)

For instance, this is satisfied for the Laplace problem or for the Lamé problem, where the
case d = 2 requires an additional scaling of the geometry ; see, e.g., [Ste08, Chapter 6].
We stress that 2 is not necessarily self-adjoint; see [McL00]. The sesquilinear form (U -; -)
is continuous due to ([2.14), i.e., it holds with Ceont := ||U|| g-1/2r)p - gr/2ryp that

(T | < Coontl[ 120y lEll 7172y for all v, & € H-V(T)P. (2.16)
Given a right-hand side f € H'(I')?, we consider the boundary integral equation
Vo = f. (2.17)

Such equations arise from the solution of Dirichlet problems of the form Pu = 0 in 2 with
u = g on I for some g € H'/2(I")P; see, e.g., [McL00, page 226-229] for more details. The
Lax-Milgram lemma provides existence and uniqueness of the solution ¢ € H~Y/?(I')P of
the equivalent variational formulation of (2.17)

(Vs ) = (f;¢) forallyp € HY2(T)P, (2.18)

In particular, we see that % : H~'/2(I")”? — H'Y?(T")P is an isomorphism. In the Galerkin

boundary element method, the test space H~'/2(I")” is replaced by some discrete subspace

X, ¢ LAI)” ¢ HY2T)P. Again, the Lax-Milgram lemma guarantees existence and
uniqueness of the solution ®, € X, of the discrete variational formulation

(VP ; Vo) = (f; ¥,) forall U, €A, (2.19)

and @, can in fact be computed by solving a linear system of equations. We note the Galerkin
orthogonality

(V(p— Ps); Vo) =0 forall ¥, € A, (2.20)
along with the resulting Céa-type quasi-optimality
||§Z5 - (I).HHA/Q(F) < CCéa \IJIEIEIQ. ||¢ - lIf.HHfl/z(F) with CCéa = % (2.21)

Note that (ZI4) implies that BV, € HY(T)P for arbitrary ¥, € X,. The additional
regularity f € HY(I')” instead of f € H'/?(T')? is only needed to define the residual error
estimator (3.43) below. For a more detailed introduction to boundary integral equations,
the reader is referred to the monographs [McL00, [SST1, [Ste08].
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3. BOUNDARY ELEMENT METHOD WITH HIERARCHICAL SPLINES

In this section, we consider Q C R? with d > 2. We introduce hierarchical splines on
the boundary I' and propose a local mesh-refinement strategy. To this end, we assume the
existence of a mesh {Fm m=1,..., M} of I'ie, I' = U%:l I',, with interfaces I',, N T,
having (d — 1)-dimensional measure zero for m # m’, such that each surface I',, can be
parametrized over I', := [0, 1], We formulate an adaptive algorithm (Algorithm 3.9) for
conforming BEM discretizations of our model problem (2I7]), where adaptivity is driven by
the residual a posteriori error estimator (see (3.43) below). The main result of this section
is Theorem [3.10], which states that the employed estimator is reliable and converges linearly
at optimal rate. The proof of Theorem is given in Section

3.1. Parametrization of the boundary. We assume that for all m € {1,..., M}, the
surface I',,C I" can be parametrized via a bi-Lipschitz mapping

~

Y t Ly = I, (3.1)

where T, = 0, 1]47L. In particular, 7, is almost everywhere differentiable, and there exists
a constant C, > 1 such that

C;1|s —t| < |vm(s) — vm(t)| < Cy|s —t| forall s,t € Lo, (3.2a)
and the Gram determinant satisfies that
—(d—1 d—1 - .
C’,y( ) < \/det(D,] (t) Dym(t)) < ¢ for almost all t € ', (3.2b)

see, e.g., [Ganl7, Lemma 5.2.1]. We define the set of nodes

Ny= {m® : 2e {0,134} (3.3)

We suppose that there are no (initial) hanging nodes, i.e., the intersection I',,, NI, with m #
m’ is either empty or a common (transformed) lower-dimensional hyperrectangle Y, (Ep) =
Yo (Err), where Ey, = [0,1]% 1N (v4 V) and E,y = [0,1]41 N (v + V') with v,v’ € {0,1}9-}
and V, V' the linear spans of at most d — 2 of the unit vectors ey, ...eqs1 € R*'. Moreover,
with the node patch 7, (z) := {Fm czelpAm=1,..., M} for z € N,, we suppose the
following compatibility assumption for the different parametrizations: For all nodes z € N,
there exists a polytope 7, (z) C R4™!, i.e., an interval for d = 2, a polygon for d = 3, and a
polyhedron for d = 4, and a bi-Lipschitz mapping

T2 7y (2) = 1 (2) (3.4)

such that ;! o7, is an affine bijection for all m € {1,..., M} with ', C 7, (z). Put into
words, this means that each node patch m,(z) can be flattened, where the corresponding
bi-Lipschitz mapping restricted to any contained surface I',, essentially coincides with the
parametrization 7,,. In particular, this prohibits the case m,(2) = I'. The same assumption is
also made in [SS11], Assumption 4.3.25] for curvilinear triangulations. It particularly implies
that the parametrizations essentially coincide at the boundary of the surfaces, i.e., for all
m # m’ with non-empty intersection F :=T',, N T, # 0, it holds that

Yolp, =m0 (Vb 072 075 0 Yz ) with  Ep, =, (E) and En =1 (E), (3.5)
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FIGURE 3.1. A mesh {Fm m=1,..., 24} of some boundary I' is depicted,
where the patch 7, (z) for z = (1/20,1/10) is highlighted in gray (left). The
corresponding patch 7,(z) is depicted (middle). The mapping 7, maps the
light, medium, and dark gray affine elements to the respective elements on I'.
The parameter domain T,, of the light gray element is depicted (right). The
mapping 7y, ! o 7, maps T, affinely onto the light gray element in 7., (z).

where %—1,1 0y, 07,1 oyl B Em — Em/ is an affine bijection. By possibly enlarging C,
from ([B.2]), we can assume that

C’;l|s —t] <|7.(s) —1:(t)| < Cyls —t| forall s,t € y(2). (3.6)

3.2. Uniformly refined tensor meshes and tensor-product splines. For m €
{1,..., M}, let (p1m,---,Pa—1.m) be a vector of fixed polynomial degrees in N, and set

Pmax ‘= MAax {pi,m cie{l,...,d}ymed{l,..., M}} (3.7)
Let
Kom = (Ki@m)s - -+ Ka—1)0.m) (3.8)
be a fixed initial (d — 1)-dimensional vector of p; ,,,-open knot vectors, i.e.,

= N’L ,m +pi,m
Kiom = (ti(O,m)J)j:((;) ) (3.9)

for (in j) monotonously increasing knots t;om); € [0,1] such that 0 = t;gmo = -+ =
tiom)pim < tiOm)pim+1 A0 Lim) N1 < LiQm) Ni = 0 = Li0m) Nigtpi = 1. Addi-
tionally, we suppose for the multiplicity (within the knot vector l%i(o,m)) of all interior knots
ti(O,m),j € (O, 1) that

#i(O,m)ti(O,m),j S Pim for all 7 € {1, ceey d— 1} and j € {2 +pi7m> ey Ni(O,m) — ]_} (310)
For each i € {1,...,d — 1}, this yields the corresponding mesh on [0, 1]
Tiom) = {[tiom)gs tiomyg+1] + 7 €{0- - Nigm) = 1} Atiom)j < tiomy 1} (3.11)
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FIGURE 3.2. The B-splines Bj(m,) for the polynomial degree p;,, = 2 and
the p; m-open knot vector K;o.m) = (0,0,0,1/6,2/6,3/6,4/6,4/6,5/6,1,1,1)
are depicted.

and the corresponding splines on [0, 1]
§pi'm(I€i(07m)) = {§ 0,1] - C: §|T is a polynomial of degree p; ,, for Tec ’ﬁ(o,m)
and S is (Pim — Fio,m)ti(o,m),;)-times continuously differentiable (3.12)
at ti(O,m),j for j c {2 +pz‘,m7 ) Ni(O,m) - 1}
The so-called B-splines form a basis of the latter space

Spi’m (ICZ-(O,m)) = span(BZ-(O,m)) with Bi(o,m) = {Bz‘(o,m),j : j - {1, ey N(i(07m)}}; (3.13)
see Figure for an illustrative example. For convenience of the reader, we recall the
following definition of B-splines via divided diﬁerenees@,

Bitom),(t) = (ti0.m) g+pim — ti0m)j—1)[Eiom) =1 - - iom) j+pi. )] (maX{ () = £,0}7);
see also [dBO1] for equivalent definitions and elementary properties. We only mention
that each B-spline B; ) ; is positive on (tz’(om),j—l,ti(07m),j+pi,m) and vanishes outside of
[ti(0,m),j—1> Li(o,m),j+pim)- Finally, we define the tensor mesh on Iy, = [0, 1]%

%,m = {ﬁ X e X fd_l : i € ﬁ(o,m) forie{l,...,d— 1}} (3.14)
and the tensor-product splines

g(pl’m""’pdfl’m)(l/c\()’m) = {§1 Q- X §d—1 : S\Z - gpi’m(l/c\i(o,m)) for 7 € {1, ceey d— 1}}
(3.15)

A corresponding basis is given by the set of tensor-product B-splines
g(pl*m""’pdfl"”)(leo,m) = span(gom) with l§0,m = {31 R ® Bd—l : (3.16)
B\i € gz‘(o,m) forie{l,...,d— 1}}
2For any (sufficiently smooth) function F : R — R and arbitrary points 2o < x1 < -+ < 2ppq, di-

vided differences are recursively defined via [zo]F := F(x0) and [zg,...,2zj41)F = ([z1,...,2j41]F —
[0, ..., 2;]F) /(xj41 — m0) if B9 < 541 and [2o, ..., x501]F = FUD(20)/(j + 1)! else for j =0,...,p.

February 8, 2022 8



Forie {1,...,d — 1}, we set Ei(uni(o),m) = ICZ(Om and recursively define ’Cz(um(k+1 y for
k € Ny as the uniform h-refinement of

K i(uni(r).m) = (ti(uni(k),m),j);y:i(()“m(k)’m)ﬂi’m, (3.17)
i.e., it is obtained by inserting the midpoint of any non-empty knot span [ti(uni(k),m),ja Li(uni(k),m), 1]
with multiplicity one to the knots i@-(um(k),m). In particular, the old knots Ei(uni(k),m) are
not changed in I%Z(um (k+1),m)- Replacing the index 0 by uni(k:), one can define the cor-
resonding meshes, sphnes and B-splines 7;um Splm(lC,(uni(k)vm)), @(uni(k)m), 'ﬁni(k%m,
SPrmpi-1 m)(leum(k),m), Bini(k),m as before. ThlS ylelds a nested sequence of tensor-product
spline spaces
SFP (K n) € S P (Koni1y.m) € C([0,1)471), (3.18)

where the last relation follows from the assumption for the multiplicity of the interior knots.

Remark 3.1. We define the nested sequence of tensor-product spline spaces in the most
simple way. Another natural approach is to use uniform h-refinement with knots of some
fized multiplicities 1 < g;m < pim fori e {1,...,d—1} as in [Ganl7, Remark 3.4.1] instead
of multiplicity one. The choice ¢;,,, = 1 for alli € {1,...,d — 1}, that we consider, leads
to the highest possible reqularity of the splines at newly inserted mesh lines, whereas the
mazximal choice G m = pim only leads to continuity at new mesh lines. In particular, if

all interior knots of the initial knots I%Z-(()’m) already have multiplicity p; ., the latter choice
leads to the space of all continuous Tuni(k),m-piecewise tensor-product polynomials of degree
(pl,ma cee apd—l,m)'

3.3. Hierarchical meshes and splines on the parameter domains. Let m €
{1,..., M}. We say that a set

keNy

is a hierarchical mesh on the parameter domain T, = [0,1]71 if it is a partition of [0, 1]%~
in the sense that | J 7A:m = [0,1]%"", where the intersection of two different elements 7' # f
with T\ T € 7A' has ((d — 1)-dimensional) measure zero. Since 7:1n1(k N ﬂnl(kr =0 fo

k, k' € Ny with k # k', we can define for an element T' € 'T

level(T ) =k e Ny with = ﬂni(k),m. (3.20)
For an illustrative elemple of a hierarchical mesh, see Figure3.3l In particular, any uniformly
refined tensor mesh Tpi(k),m With k € Ny is a hierarchical mesh.

For a hierarchical mesh 7A:7m, we define a corresponding nested sequence (ﬁlf,m)keNo of
closed subsets of [0, 1]471 by

=T € 7o « level(T) > k}. (3.21)
It holds that
= U {T € Touigym : TC Ok, AT  QEY (3.22)
keNg
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FIGURE 3.3. A two-dimensional hierarchical mesh 7A'.m is depicted, where
Q,,, = 0. The corresponding domains QF,, 2 Q; 2 Q,k 2 QI  are
highlighted in black, red, blue and green.

~

Indeed, in the literature, one usually assumes that one is given the sequence (Qlfm) keN, and
defines the corresponding hierarchical mesh via ([B:22). Note that, for T e 7A'.,m, level(f)
is the unique integer k € Ny with 7 C QF and T ¢ Q’ffnl With this, we can define the

om

corresponding hierarchical B-splines on the parameter domain fm = [0,1]4!

B\.m = U {B € guni(k)m : supp(g) C @’fm A supp(B) Z Qfﬂ . (3.23)

keNg

The space of (D-dimensional) hierarchical splines on the parameter domain T, = [0, 1]~ is
just defined as the product of the resulting span

~ A~

X, = span(B, ). (3.24)

It is easy to check that if 7A:m is a tensor mesh and hence coincides with some ﬁni(k)m, then
the hierarchical basis and the standard tensor-product B-spline basis are the same. Thus,
the notation is consistent with the notation from (8.I6). One can prove that g.m is linearly
independent; see, e.g., [VGJS11, Lemma 2]. Since guni(k) N l?um(k/) = () for k # k' € Ny, we
can define for a basis function E S g.,m

level(B) =k eNy with B\ € B\uni(k)- (325)
Note that level(g) is the unique integer k& € Ny with supp(g) C (AZ'fm and supp(B) Z (Al’fjg%
The hierarchical basis g.,m and the mesh 7A'.m are compatible in the sense that

supp(B) = | {7 € Torn 0 Taitwym = T < supp(B) }; (3.26)

k>level(B)

see, e.g., [GHP17, Section 3.2] for the elementary argumentation.

Finally, we say that a hierarchical mesh 7A;m is finer than 7A:m if 7A;m is obtained from 7A'.m
via iterative dyadic bisection. Formally, this can be stated as ﬁ’fm C ﬁ’gm for all £ € Nj.
In this case, the corresponding hierarchical spline spaces are nested accoraing to [VGJSII,
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Proposition 4], i.e.,

Ko € Xy (3.27)
For a more detailed introduction to hierarchical meshes and splines, we refer to, e.g., [VGJST1]
GJS12, BG16al, [SM16].

3.4. Admissible hierarchical meshes on the parameter domains. We recall the
definition and some properties of admissible meshes introduced in [GHP17, Section 3.5]. Let
m € {1,..., M} and 7T,,, be an arbitrary hierarchical mesh on I';,. We define the set of all
neighbors of an element T € 7T, ,,, as

Nuw(T) = {T" € Topn : 3B € Buy  |T Nsupp(B)], |T' Nsupp(B)| > 0}, (3.28)

The following lemma from [GHPI17, Lemma 5.2] provides a relation between the set of
neighbors and the patch of an element 7" € 7T, ,,

Lemma 3.2. There holds that
e n(T) C Nuno(T)  for all T € Tum, (3.29)
where Mo (T) = {T" : TNT #0}. O
We call 7A:m admissible if
level(T) — level(T")| <1 for all T, T" € To,, with 7' € Ny (T). (3.30)

Let T,, be the set of all admissible hierarchical meshes on T, Clearly, all tensor meshes
7:1111(1@ ),ms k € No, belong to ']I‘ . Moreover, admissible meshes satisfy the following interesting
properties, which are also 1mportant for an efficient implementation of finite or boundary
element methods with hierarchical splines; see [GHP17, Proposition 3.2] for a proof.

Proposition 3.3. For each 7A'.m € 'IAFm, the support of any hierarchical B-spline B € g.,m 18
the union of at most 2% (pmax +1)? elements T € T 1. Moreover, for any T € T e.m; there are
at most 2(pmax + 1)? basis functions 3 € Bem with support on T, i.e., \supp( N T\ > 0.0

Remark 3.4. (a) Since the support of any E S g.m is connected, Proposition [3.3 partic-
ularly shows that |T' N supp(B)| > 0 for some element T' € 7A'm implies that supp(fB) C
ralbmatD (T phere me®m et (TVY s recursively defined via o (T =T and vam(f’) =
U{feﬁ TﬂﬂqlT’#(Z)}forq>0

(b) [BG16b] studied related admissible hierarchical meshes. Whereas our admissibility is
chosen such that Proposition holds for hierarchical B-splines, their weaker definition
of admissibility only guarantees Proposition for truncated hierarchical B-splines; see
[GHP17, Remark 3.2]. We also note that our admissibility guarantees Proposition for
both standard and truncated hierarchical B-splines. This follows immediately from (5.2T])
below. Moreover, the computation of the truncated hierarchical B-splines simplifies greatly
on our admissible meshes; see |[GHP1T, Proposition 5.2].

Remark 3.5. For 7A:m € T,,, Lemma[32 immediately yields that
level(T) — level(T')| <1 for all T, T" € Ta with T' € I, n(T). (3.31)
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We note that in the proof of Lemmal3.2, one exploits that all interior knot multiplicities are
smaller or equal than the corresponding polynomial degree p; ... Actually, this is the only
place, where we need this assumption, since we do not require continuous ansatz functions to
discretize H=Y2(I)P. However, this lemma is of course essential as it implies for example
local quasi-uniformity B3] for admissible meshes. If one drops the additional assumption
on the knot multiplicities and allows multiplicities up to p;m + 1 as well as lowest-order
polynomial degrees p;, =0, one could define the neighbors of an element T in an arbitrary

hierarchical mesh T ,,, differently as
New(T) :={T" €T : 35 €Buy T,T Csupp(B)) V(T NT #0)} (3.32)

and adapt the definition of admissibility. Then, Lemma [3.2 and Proposition remain
valid. Moreover, newly inserted knots can also have multiplicity p;,, + 1, i.e., the choice
Qim = Dim + 1 in Remark[3.1l is possible.

3.5. (Admissible) hierarchical meshes and splines on the boundary. In order to
transform the definitions from the parameter domain fm to the boundary part I',,,, we use the
parametrizations from Section 3.1l All previous definitions can now also be made on each part
[',,, just by pulling them from the parameter domain via the bi-Lipschitz mapping ~,,. For
these definitions, we drop the symbol ™. If 7A'.m is a hierarchical mesh in the parameter domain
fm, we define the corresponding mesh on I',, as 7 ,,, := {fym(f) - Te 7A'.m} In particular,
we have that T, = {vm(f) T ¢ %m} Moreover, let T,, := {7:7,,1 : ’ﬁm € 'ﬁ‘m} denote
the set of all admissible meshes on I',,, where 'ﬁ'm is the set of all admissible hierarchical
meshes on fm For an arbitrary hierarchical mesh 7, ,, on I';,,, we introduce the corresponding
hierarchical spline space

KXo = {Vep ol : Uy, € Xy} € COD)P € LA(T,,)P € HY2(D,)P (3.33)

Finally, it remains to define hierarchical meshes and splines on I' itself. This can be done
by gluing the previous definitions for the single surfaces I';,, together. For allm € {1,..., M},
let 7, be a hierarchical mesh on I';,,. We define the corresponding hierarchical mesh on I' by
To = UM Torn. For T € Ty, we denote level(T) := level(v;;(T)). We call T, admissible
if the mesh satisfies the following two properties:

e All partial meshes are admissible, i.e., 7, ,, € T,, for all m € {1,..., M}.

e There are no hanging nodes on the boundary of the surfaces I',, i.e., the intersection
TN forT € Tom, T" € Tam With m # m/ is either empty or a common (transformed)
lower-dimensional hyperrectangle.

We define the set of all admissible hierarchical meshes on I' as T, and suppose that the initial
mesh on I' is admissible, i.e.,

M
To=|J TomeT. (3.34)

m=1

For an arbitrary hierarchical mesh 7, on I', the corresponding hierarchical splines read

Xe={U,:T = C” : U,|p, € X, forallme {1,...,M}} c L*T)? c HV*()".
(3.35)
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Remark 3.6. (a) The property that there are no hanging nodes implz'es local quasi-uniformity
at the boundaries OL',,, i.e., if T' € Tam, T" € Tom with m # m’ have non-empty intersection
TNT #0, then |level(T) — level(T’)\ <1. Indeed the intersection TNT" of T € Tom, T’ €
Tems is either empty or a common (transformed) lower-dimensional hyperrectangle. Thus,
if dim(T'NT") > 1, then level(T) = level(T"). If dim(T NT") = 0, i.e., if T NT" is only
a point, there exists a sequence of elements Ty € Ty, ..., Ty € Tom, with Ty =T and
T; =T such that m; # mj and dim(T; N Tj11) > 1 for all j € {1,...,J —1}. The
previous argumentation yields that level(T') = level(T").

(b) Since, the ansatz space only needs to be a subset of H='/2(T')P, the property that there
are no hanging nodes can actually be replaced by local quasi-uniformity at the boundaries
Oy, as in (a), which is sufficient for the following analysis. However, for the hyper-singular
integral equation which appears for the Neumann problem Pu = 0 in Q with conormal
derivative D,u = ¢ on T for some given ¢ € H™Y2(T)P (see, e.g., [McLOQ, pages 229-231]),
the ansatz functions must be in HY?(T')P. In this case, the natural choice for the ansatz
space is Xy N CO(T)P, which is even a subset of H'(T)P. If one supposes that there are no
hanging nodes, one can define a local basis with the help of [GHP17, Proposition 3.1], which
states that hierarchical B-splines on [0,1]471 restricted onto any hyperface of [0,1]71 are
hierarchical B-splines on [0,1]972. The knowledge of such a basis is not only essential for an
efficient implementation, but is also needed, e.q., for the definition of a quasi-interpolation
operator.

3.6. Refinement of hierarchical meshes. In this section, we present a concrete refine-
ment algorithm to specify the setting of Section[£.2l We start in the parameter domain. Re-
call that a hierarchical mesh T o.m 1s finer than another hierarchical mesh T om if Q m < Qk
for all £ € Ny. Then, 7. o,m is obtained from T by iterative dyadic bisections of the elements
in 7o . To bisect an element T’ € 7T, ., one just has to add it to the set Qlevel(T L see (342)
below. In this case, the corresponding spaces are nested according to (Bﬂ) To transfer

this definition onto the surface I, for m € {1,..., M}, we essentially just drop the symbol
~. We say that a hierarchical mesh 75, on I',, is finer than another hierarchical mesh 7, ,,

on I',, if the corresponding meshes in the parameter domain satisfy this relation, i.e., if 75 ,,
is finer than 7, ,,. In this case, it holds that

X C Xy (3.36)

Finally, we call a hierarchical mesh 7, on I' finer than another hierarchical mesh 7, on T,
if the corresponding partial meshes satisfy this relation, i.e., if 75, is finer than 7, ,, for all
m € {1,..., M}. In this case, it holds that

X, C X, (3.37)

Let 7, be a hierarchical mesh and T € 7T, i.e.,, T € T, ,, for some m € {1,..., M}. Let

T = 1. 1(T) be the corresponding element in the parameter domain. We define the sets of
neighbors

N (T) := {3n(T") : T' € N,,o(T)}, (3.38)

)

February 8, 2022 13



where N.vm(f) = {f’ € ’ﬁm 3B e B\.vm T,7' C supp(g)} is the set from (3.28]), and

No(T) :=No(T)U | J {T' € Tep : TNT' #0}. (3.39)

m/#m

Further, we define the sets of bad neighbors

NE(T) = {yu(T) : T' € NE?E(T)}, (3.40)
where N2*(T) := {T" € N, ,,(T) : level(T") = level(T) — 1}, and
NEad(T) =N2(T)U | {T € Topw : dim(T'NT') > 0} (3.41)
m'#m

Algorithm 3.7. Input: Hierarchical mesh T, , marked elements M, =: Mﬁo) cT..

(i) Iterate the followmg steps (a)—(b) fori = O 1, 2 o until U = 0:
(a) Define U = UTeM@ (1" e T\ M e NPT}
(b) Define /\/l.ZJrl = MY UL{.(Z.
(ii) Dyadically bisect all T € M in the parameter domain by adding the corresponding

T e 7A'. to the set QI.OZ,?LI D+ and obtain a finer hierarchical mesh T,, where for all
me{l,...,M} and all k € N

Q=08 UU{T € Tesn + (@) € MO Alevel(T) =k — 1} (3.42)
Output: Refined mesh T, = refine(T,, M,).

Clearly, refine(7,, M,) is finer than 7,. For any hierarchical mesh 7, on I', we de-
fine refine(7,) as the set of all hierarchical meshes 7, on I' such that there exist hi-
erarchical meshes 7(g),..., 7y and marked elements Mqj,..., M) with 7o = T;) =
refine(7(j_1), M(s-1)), - .., Ta) = refine(7T(), M(0)), and To) = Ta. Note that refine(7,,0) =
T,, which is why T, € refine(7,). The following proposition characterizes the set refine(7,).
In particular, it shows that refine(7;) = T. The proof works as for IGAFEM in [GHP17,
Proposition 5.1], where the assertion is stated for I' = I'; C R%!; see [Ganl7, Proposi-
tion 5.4.3] for further details.

Proposition 3.8. If T, € T, then refine(7,) coincides with the set of all admissible hier-
archical meshes T, that are ﬁner than T,. O

3.7. Error estimator. Let 7, € T. Due to the regularity assumption f € H'(I')?, the
mapping property ([2I4), and X, C L*(T")P, the residual satisfies that f — U¥, € H'(T)?
for all ¥, € X,. This allows to employ the weighted-residual a posteriori error estimator

Mo :=ne(T0) with 74(8)*:=) ne(T)* for all S C T, (3.43a)
TeS

where, for all T' € 7,, the local refinement indicators read

1
Ne(T) := |T|7@ 0| f — BPe| (7). (3.43Db)
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This estimator goes back to the works [CS96, [Car97], where reliability ([8.48) is proved for
standard 2D BEM with piecewise polynomials on polygonal geometries, while the corre-
sponding result for 3D BEM is first found in J[CMSO01].

3.8. Adaptive algorithm. We consider the following concrete realization of the abstract
algorithm from, e.g., [CEPP14, Algorithm 2.2].

Algorithm 3.9. Input: Dirfler parameter 6 € (0, 1] and marking constant Cpy, € [1, 00].
Loop: For each ¢ =0,1,2,..., iterate the following steps:
(i) Compute Galerkin approximation ®, € X,.
(ii) Compute refinement indicators n,(T) for all elements T € Ty.
(iii) Determine a set of marked elements M, C T; which has up to the multiplicative
constant Cpin minimal cardinality, such that the following Dorfler marking is satisfied

O1; <1 My)”. (3.44)
(iv) Generate refined mesh Ty1 = refine(T;, M,).

Output: Refined meshes T, and corresponding Galerkin approzimations ®, with error esti-
mators 1, for all £ € Ny.

3.9. Optimal convergence. We set
T(N):={Te €T : #Te —#To < N} forall N e Nj (3.45)
and, for all s > 0,

est := sup min (N 4+ 1)%n, € |0, 00]. 3.46
[laze = sup _min (N +1)" . € 0,0 (3.46)
We say that the solution ¢ € H‘l/z(F)D lies in the approximation class s with respect to the
estimator if

By definition, ||¢[[aet < oo implies that the error estimator 1, on the optimal meshes 7,
decays at least with rate O((#7.)7*). The following main theorem of our work states that
each possible rate s > 0 will indeed be realized by Algorithm The proof is given in
Section Bl There, we will verify certain abstract properties to employ our recent abstract
counterpart [GP20al, Theorem 3.4] of Theorem [B.10, which itself builds on the so-called
azioms of adaptivity from [CEPP14]. Such an optimality result was first proved in [FKMP13]
for the Laplace operator 8 = —A on a polyhedral domain 2. As ansatz space, [FKMP13]
considered piecewise constants on shape-regular triangulations. [FEK™14] in combination
with [AFFT17] extends the assertion to piecewise polynomials on shape-regular curvilinear
triangulations of some piecewise smooth boundary I'. Independently, [Ganl3| proved the
same result for globally smooth I' and arbitrary symmetric and elliptic boundary integral
operators.

Theorem 3.10. Let (Ty)een, be the sequence of meshes generated by Algorithm[3.9. Then,
there hold the following statements (1)—(iii):

(i) The residual error estimator ([B.43)) satisfies reliability, i.e., there exists a constant Cyo >
0 such that

qu — (I).HHA/Q(F) < Creﬂ}. fOT all 7: e T. (348)
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(ii) For arbitrary 0 < 0 <1 and Cp, € [1,00], the estimator converges linearly, i.e., there
exist constants 0 < puy, < 1 and Cy, > 1 such that

Niej < Cinplyni  for all j,€ € No. (3.49)

(iii) There exists a constant 0 < Opr < 1 such that for all0 < 6 < Oype and Cpy € [1,00), the
estimator converges at optimal rate, i.e., for all s > 0, there exist constants copt, Copt >
0 such that

Copt || @[ ag < Sup (#Te — #To + 1)° 1o < Copt || age- (3.50)
€No

All involved constants Crel, Chin, Qiin, Oopt, and Copy depend only on the dimensions d, D, the
coefficients of the differential operator B, the boundary ', the (fized) number M of boundary
parts Iy, , the parametrizations v, and ~,, the initial meshes 7A67m, and the polynomial orders
(Prms -y Pa—1,m) for m € {1,..., M} and z € N, (see B3))), while Cyn, piin depend addi-
tionally on 0 and the sequence (Py)een,, and Copy depends furthermore on Cry, and s > 0.
The constant copy depends only on d, #7Ty, s, and if there exists ¢y with ny, = 0, then also
on Ly and ng.

Remark 3.11. If the sesquilinear form (U -; -) is Hermitian, then Chy, pin, and Cop are
independent of (®y)een,; see [GP20a, Remark 4.14].

Remark 3.12. Under the assumption that ||h||p~@) — 0 as { — oo, one can show that

= Uen, ¥ = H=Y2()P; see [GP20a, Remark 3.7] for the elementary proof. This
observation allows to follow the ideas of [BHP1T] and to show that the adaptive algorithm
yields optimal convergence even if the sesquilinear form (0 -; -) is only elliptic up to some
compact perturbation, provided that the continuous problem is well-posed. This includes, e.qg.,
adaptive BEM for the Helmholtz equation; see [Ste08|, Section 6.9]. For details, the reader is
referred to [BHP17, BBHP19]. We note that ||| L) — 0 can easily be algorithmically en-
forced (without influencing the optimality result) by addztwnally marking the largest elements
in Algorithm (iii); see [BHP1T, Proposition 16].

Remark 3.13. (a) Theorem[310 is still valid if one replaces the ansatz space X, by rational
hierarchical splines, i.e., by the set

xWo = {WO‘I\II. L, € X.}, (3.51)

where WOm =Wyo fym s a ﬁxed positive weight function in the initial space of hierarchical
splmes SPrmPa-1,m (ICOm,%m) for allm € {1,...,M}. With the B-spline basis Bo,m on
76,,”, we even suppose that ng can be written as

Wo,m = Z wy o 33 with w,,, 5 > 0. (3.52)
BEEO,7YL

We will prove this generalization in Section[5.4. In this case, the constants depend addition-
ally on Wy.

(b) Moreover, Theorem still holds true if newly inserted knots have a multiplicity
higher than one, i.e., if one uses the uniformly refined knots of Remark (3.1 with 1 < g; ,, <
Dim to define (rational) hierarchical splines. The corresponding proof works verbatim.
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(¢) Finally, if one defines for an element T of a hierarchical mesh ’ﬁm its neighbours
N.,m(f) as in Remark [3.8, and adapts the definition of admissibility and refine(-,-) ac-
cordingly, one can also allow for lowest-order polynomial degrees p;,, € Ny as well as full
knot multiplicities q; m = pim + 1.

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS WITH HIERARCHICAL SPLINES

In this section, we empirically investigate the performance of Algorithm in two typical
situations: In Section [A.], the solution is generically singular at the edges of I' = 9Q. In
Section [£.2] the solution is nearly singular at one point. We consider the 3D Laplace operator

B := —A. The corresponding fundamental solution reads
11
G(z) = R for all z € R*\ {0}. (4.1)

As already mentioned in Section 3] the corresponding single-layer operator 0 : H~/2(I") —
HY2(T) is elliptic. For experiments in 2D, we refer to the recent work [FGK19] for uni-
variate hierarchical splines and to [FGHP16, [FGPS19, [GPS20] for univariate standard and
rational splines.

In the first example (Section [4.]), we consider the exterior Laplace—Dirichlet problem

—~Au=0 inR*\Q,

4.2
u=g¢g onl, (42)
for given Dirichlet data g € H'/?(I), together with the radiation condition
1
u(z) = O<ﬂ> as |r| = oo. (4.2b)
x

Then, ([A2) can be equivalently rewritten as integral equation ([2.I7); see, e.g., [McL00,
Theorem 7.15 and Theorem 8.9]. Indeed, the (exterior) normal derivative ¢ := —d,u of the
weak solution u of (A.2]) satisfies the integral equation (2.I7) with f := (8 —1/2)g, i.e.,

Vo = (R—1/2)g, (4.3)
where
f: HYX(T) — HY*(T) (4.4)
denotes the double-layer operator. According to [SS11) Corollary 3.3.12 and Theorem 3.3.13],
if I' is piecewise smooth and if g € L>(T"), there holds the representation

Ry(z) = / 9(y)0y()G(x,y)dy if I' is smooth in x € I' and g is continuous at z.  (4.5)
r

In the second example (Section [£.2]), we consider the interior Laplace-Dirichlet problem
—Au=0 1in {2,

u=g¢g onl, (4.6)

for given Dirichlet data g € HY?(I"). Then, ([&6) can be equivalently rewritten as integral
equation (2.1I7); see, e.g., [McL0O0O, Theorem 7.6]. Indeed, the normal derivative ¢ := 9d,u of

February 8, 2022 17



the weak solution u of (6] satisfies the integral equation (2.I7) with f := (8 + 1/2)g and
£ the double-layer operator (4.4), i.e.,

Vo= (R+1/2)g. (4.7)
The integral representation (4.H) is satisfied for both examples. Indeed, the surfaces

I',, of the boundary I' = Unj‘le I',, are parametrized via rational splines, i.e., for each
m € {1,..., M}, there exist polynomial orders pi(ym), Pay,m) € N, a two-dimensional vec-

tor Ky, = (161(%,”), I€2<%m)) of p;(y,m)-open knot vectors with multiplicity smaller or equal to
Di(y.m) for the interior knots, and a positive spline weight function W, ,,, € S®P1m P20.m) (K, )
such that the parametrization v, : I, — [',, satisfies that

m € (W18 § e rommom(R,,)). (4.8)

Based on the knots I@hm for the geometry, we choose the initial knots IEQm for the dis-
cretization. As basis for the considered ansatz spaces of (non-rational) hierarchical splines,
we use the basis given in (5.24]). To (approximately) calculate the Galerkin matrix and
the right-hand side vector, we proceed as in [SS11, Chapter 5] where all singular integrals
are transformed via Duffy transformations and then computed with tensor Gauss quadra-
ture. To calculate the weighted-residual error estimatonf] ([343), we employ formula (2.2)) for
the surface gradient and use again tensor Gauss quadrature. To this end, we approximate
V((f — YD) 0vy,) on an element T' € Ty, by the gradient of the polynomial interpolation
of the residual f —Yd, as in [Karl2, Section 7.1.5]. In particular, we have to evaluate the
residual at some quadrature points which can be done (approximately) using appropriate
Duffy transformations and tensor Gauss quadrature as in [Ganl4l, Sections 5.1-5.2].

To (approximately) calculate the energy error, we proceed as follows: Let ®, € X}, be
the Galerkin approximation of the /-th step with the corresponding coefficient vector cg.
Further, let V, be the Galerkin matrix. With Galerkin orthogonality (2.20) and the energy
norm ||¢||3; = (Vg ; ¢) obtained by Aitken’s A%-extrapolation, we can compute the energy
error as

lo = @ellz = ol — [12ellz = [[@ll5 — Vece - e (4.9)

4.1. Solution with edge singularities on cube. In the first experiment, we consider

Q= (0,1/10). (4.10)

Each of the six faces I'y, of €2 can be parametrized by non-rational splines of degree p;(y ) :=

Pa(y,m) = 1 corresponding to the knot vectors Ki(ym) := Kaoym) := (0,0, 1, 1); see [GHP17,

Section 6.1]. We choose the right-hand side f := 1 in (2I7)). Note that the constant function

1 satisfies the Laplace problem, which is why (471) implies that 81 = —1/2. We conclude
that

f=(R—-1/2)g with g:=—1. (4.11)

This means that the considered integral equation stems from an exterior Laplace-Dirichlet
problem (£2). In particular, we expect singularities at the non-convex edges of R?\ €, i.e.,
at all edges of the cube .

3To ease the computation, we replace |T|'/2 in (343) by the equivalent term diam(T)|T|"/2. Here, T
denotes the corresponding element of T' € 7y ,,, in the parameter domain I',.
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FIGURE 4.1. Experiment with solution with edge singularities on cube of
Section [l Hierarchical meshes Tg, Tio, 711, T13 generated by Algorithm
(with 6 = 0.5) for hierarchical splines of degree p = 1.

We consider polynomial degrees p € {0,1,2}. For the initial ansatz space with spline
degree py = pam = p for all m € {1,...6}, we choose the initial knot vectors /El(o,m) =
162(0,,”) :=(0,...0,1,...,1) for all m € {1,...,6}, where the multiplicity of 0 and 1 is p+ 1.
We choose the parameters of Algorithm as 0 = 0.5 and Cl,;, = 1, where we use the
refinement strategy of Remark B.I3] (¢) in the lowest-order case p = 0. For comparison, we
also consider uniform refinement, where we mark all elements in each step, i.e., M, = T, for
all ¢ € Ny. This leads to uniform bisection of all elements. In Figure [£.1] one can see some
adaptively generated hierarchical meshes. In Figure and Figure [4.3], we plot the energy
error ||¢p—®||y and the error estimator 7, against the number of elements #7,. All values are
plotted in a double-logarithmic scale. The experimental convergence rates are thus visible
as the slope of the corresponding curves. Although we only proved reliability (B.48]) of the
employed estimator, the curves for the error and the estimator are parallel in each case,
which numerically indicates reliability and efficiency. The uniform approach always leads to
the suboptimal convergence rate O((#7;)~'/3) due to the edge singularities. Independently
on the chosen polynomial degree p, the adaptive approach leads approximately to the rate
O((#T;)~'/?). For smooth solutions ¢, one would expect the rate O((#7T;)~3/*77/?); see
[SS11l, Corollary 4.1.34]. However, according to Theorem B.10] the achieved rate is optimal if
one uses the proposed refinement strategy and the resulting hierarchical splines. The reduced
optimal convergence rate is probably due to the edge singularites. A similar convergence
behavior is also witnessed in [FLOT, Section 5.2] for the lowest-order case p = 0. [FLOT]
additionally considers anisotropic refinement which recovers the optimal convergence rate
O((#T;)~**). We mention that for graded meshes the theoretical convergence rates are
explicitly known on polyhedral domains; see [VPS90] or [GS18| Chapter 7].

4.2. Nearly singular solution on quarter pipe. We consider the quarter pipe

Q:= {107 (rcos(B),rsin(B),2): r€ (1/2,1)AB € (0,7/2) Az € (0,1)}; (4.12)
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-G p = 0, unif., est. So -G p = 1, unif., est. ~ -G p = 2, unif., est. AN
-# p = 0, unif., err. S -# p = 1, unif., err. N -# p = 2, unif., err. N
B p = 0, adap,, est. O(NT1/2) ——p = 1. adap., est. ONTL/2) T+ ——p = 2, adap,, est. O(NT"1/2) "~
——p = 0, adap., err. ——p = 1, adap., err. —~—p =2, adap., err.

. . . . s . . s

7 umber of clements " pumber of clements numii; of cloments
FIGURE 4.2. Experiment with solution with edge singularities on cube of
Section ILIl Energy error [[¢ — ®[|y and estimator 7, of Algorithm for
hierarchical splines of degree p € {0, 1,2} are plotted versus the number of
elements #7;. Uniform and adaptive (# = 0.5) refinement is considered.

unif., err.

, adap., err. N

, adap., err. O(N71/2) ~
, adap., err.

Sfvroo

JEARK

10 10
number of elements

FIGURE 4.3. Experiment with solution with edge singularities on cube of
Section 41l The energy errors ||¢ — ®yl|y of Algorithm for hierarchical
splines of degree p € {0, 1,2} are plotted versus the number of elements #7,.
Uniform (for p = 0) and adaptive (6 = 0.5 for p € {0,1,2}) refinement is
considered.

see Figure 4.4l We split the boundary I' into the six surfaces
Iy = {107 (cos(B)/2,sin(B)/2,2) : B € (0,7/2) Az € (0,1)}

Iy :={107"(r,0,2) : r € (1/2,1) Az € (0,1)}

I3 := {10~ " (cos(p ),sm( ),z) : B (0,7/2) Az € (0,1)}

Iy :={107"(0,r,2) : r€(1/2,1) Az € (0,1)}

5 := {107 (r cos(B), rsm(ﬁ),()) cre(1/2,1)AB € (0,7/2)}

Lo := {107 (rcos(B),rsin(B),1) : r € (1/2,1) AB € (0,7/2)}
I't,T'3,I's, and I'g can be parametrized by rational splines of degree pi(ym) := 2, pay,m) == 1

corresponding to the knot vectors /€1 (vm) = (0,0,0,1,1,1), l%g(vm :=(0,0,1,1); see [PTIT,
Chapter 8]. The affine surfaces I'y and I'y can be parametrlzed by non—ratlonal splines

of degree pi(ym) = Pay,m) = 1 corresponding to the knot vectors lCl(,ym = IC2(%m =
(0,0,1,1); see [GHP17, Section 6.1].
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FIGURE 4.4. Experiment with nearly singular solution on quarter pipe of
Section L2l Hierarchical meshes Ty, 77, 79, Tio generated by Algorithm
(with 6 = 0.5) for hierarchical splines of degree p = 1.

We prescribe the exact solution of the interior Laplace—Dirichlet problem (@) as the
shifted fundamental solution
1 1

4r |z — yo|’

with o := 1071(0.95-27%/2,0.95-273/21/2) € R3\ Q. Although u is smooth on €, it is nearly
singular at the midpoint 7 := 1071(273/2,273/2,1/2) of I';. We consider the corresponding
integral equation (7). The normal derivative ¢ = d,u of u reads

¢(r) =

u(z) =Gz —yy) = (4.13)

1 z—yo
_— . 4.14
rrap A0 (4.14)

A
oNTT/4) N
AN
-G p = 1, unif., est. -G p = 2, unif., est.
unif., err. N -% p = 1, unif., err. R
adap., est. O(N_3/4> N ——p = 1, adap., est. @(N—5/4) N ——p = 2, adap., est. N
, adap., err. ~ ——p = 1, adap., err. ~ ——p = 2, adap., err.

, unif., est. N
0} -% p = 2, unif., err. \

1
*
o
i

rfooo0o

10* 10°  10° 10t 10° 10t 10° 10t 10* 10°

10? 10° 10? 10? 10°
number of elements number of elements number of elements

FIGURE 4.5. Experiment with nearly singular solution on quarter pipe of
Section Energy error ||¢ — ®ylly and estimator 7, of Algorithm for
hierarchical splines of degree p € {0, 1,2} are plotted versus the number of
elements #7,. Uniform and adaptive (# = 0.5) refinement is considered.

We consider polynomial degrees p € {0,1,2}. For the initial ansatz space with spline
degree py = pam = p for all m € {1,...6}, we choose the initial knot vectors /El(o,m) =
I%g(o,m) :=(0,...0,1,...,1) for all m € {1,...,6}, where the multiplicity of 0 and 1 is p+ 1.
We choose the parameters of Algorithm as 0 = 0.5 and C\,;, = 1, where we use the
refinement strategy of Remark B.I3] (¢) in the lowest-order case p = 0. For comparison, we
also consider uniform refinement, where we mark all elements in each step, i.e., M, = 7,
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for all £ € Ny. In Figure [4.4] one can see some adaptively generated hierarchical meshes. In
Figure and Figure 1.6, we plot the energy error ||[¢ — ®/|ly and the error estimator 7,
against the number of elements #7,. All values are plotted in a double-logarithmic scale and
the experimental convergence rates are visible as the slope of the corresponding curves. In all
cases, the lines of the error and the error estimator are parallel, which numerically indicates
reliability and efficiency. Since the solution ¢ is smooth, the uniform and the adaptive ap-
proach both lead to the optimal asymptotic convergence rate O((#7;)~%/4?/2). However, ¢
is nearly singular at g, which is why adaptivity yields a much better multiplicative constant.

10"

-0 p = 0, unif., e AN O(N75/4)
—4#—p = 0, adap., e N El
——p = 1, adap., e N

——p = 2, adap., e

o

102 10°
number of elements

FIGURE 4.6. Experiment with nearly singular solution on quarter pipe of
Section The energy errors [[¢ — ®y||y of Algorithm for hierarchical
splines of degree p € {0, 1,2} are plotted versus the number of elements #7;.
Uniform (for p = 2) and adaptive (6 = 0.5 for p € {0,1,2}) refinement is
considered.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.10]

In [GP20al Section 3], we have identified the crucial properties of the underlying meshes
(see (MI)—(M3) below), the mesh-refinement (see (RI)—(R3]) below), as well as the boundary
element spaces (see (S1)—(S@) below) which ensure that the residual error estimator fits into
the general framework of |[CFPP14] and which hence guarantee reliability [3.48] and linear
convergence at optimal rate (3.49)—-(3.50); see [GP20a, Theorem 3.4]. The goal of this section
is to recapitulate these properties and subsequently verify them for the present isogeometric
setting; see also [Ganl7, Section 5.2-5.3] for more details. In Section [5.4], we further briefly
comment on how to verify the mentioned properties for rational hierarchical splines; see
Remark BI3L

5.1. Meshes. In |[GP20a], we even considered general meshes T, of the boundary I' = 02

of the bounded Lipschitz domain Q C R? in the following sense:

(i) 7, is a finite set of compact Lipschitz domains on I', i.e., each element 7" has the form
T = VT(f ), where T is a compactE Lipschitz domain in R%! and ~7 : T — T is
bi-Lipschitz.

(ii) 75 covers I', ie., I' = Uper T

A compact Lipschitz domain is the closure of a bounded Lipschitz domain. For d = 2, it is the finite
union of compact intervals with non-empty interior.
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(iii) Forall T, T" € T, with T' # T, the intersection T'NT" has (d— 1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure zero.

Clearly, any admissible hierarchical mesh 7, € T is a mesh in this sense, where
T =y YT) and ~p:= Ymlp for T € Topm withm e {1,..., M}. (5.1)

In order to ease notation, we introduce for any mesh 7, the corresponding mesh-width
function

he € L®(T) with hy|p = hyp := TV forall T € 7T,. (5.2)
For w C T', we define the patches of order ¢ € Ny inductively by
(W) = w, wi(w):= U {TeT.: Tnal ' (w)#0}. (5.3)
The corresponding set of elements is
M(w):={T €T : TCrl(w)}, ie, wlw)=|JM(w)forq>0. (5.4)
To abbreviate notation, we set mo(w) = 7l(w) and I,(w) = }(w). If w = {z} for some

z € I, we write 7d(2) := 7d({z}) and II{(2) := I1Z({z}), where we skip the index for ¢ = 1 as
before. For § C 7,, we define 7d(S) := nZ(|JS) and I1¢(S) := I1Z(|J S), and the superscript
is omitted for ¢ = 1.

In the following Sections (5.1.I))-(5.1.5]), we show the existence of constants Cpatch; Clocunis
Cshape, Ceent; Csemi > 0 such that the following properties are satisfied for all admissible
hierarchical meshes 7T, € T:

(M1) Bounded element patch: For all T' € 7, there holds that
#H.(T) S Cpatcha

i.e., the number of elements in a patch is uniformly bounded.
(M2) Local quasi-uniformity: For all T' € 7, there holds that

diam(7T")/diam(7T") < Cloeuni  for all T € 11, (T),

i.e., neighboring elements have comparable diameter.
(M3) Shape-regularity: For all T € 7T, there holds that

diam(7") /hr < Cshape-
(M4) Patch centered elements: For all T € 7., there holdd] that
diam(7) < Ceent dist(T, '\ 7o (1)),

i.e., each element lies essentially in the center of its patch.
(M5) Local seminorm estimate: For all z € ' and v € H(T'), there holds that

1/2

V] 12 (x4 (2)) < Csomi diam (e (2)) " [0] 1 (my (2)) -

The following proposition shows that (M3) is actually always satisfied. However, in gen-
eral the multiplicative constant depends on the shape of the point patches. The proof is
inspired by [DNPV12, Proposition 2.2], where an analogous assertion for norms instead of
seminorms is found. For d = 2, we have already shown the assertion in the recent own
work [FGHP16, Lemma 4.5]. For polyhedral domains € with triangular meshes, it is proved

"We use the convention dist(T,§) := diam(T).
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in [FEME™14, Proposition 3.3] via interpolation techniques. Adapting the arguments of
[FGHP16l Lemma 4.5], a detailed proof for our setting is found in [Gan17, Proposition 5.2.2].

Proposition 5.1. Let @ C R4 be a bounded and connected Lipschitz domain and ~y, : @ —
w C I bi-Lipschitz. In particular, there exists a constant Chiprer > 0 such that

[7eo(8) = ()]
diam(w)

it

1pref|S - t‘ <

< Chipret|s — t|  for all s, t € @. (5.5)

Then, there exists a constant Cgeni(0) > 0 such that

0] 1720y < Coemi (W) diam(w)l/2|v|H1(w) for all v € HY(T). (5.6)
The constant Csemi(@) > 0 depends only on the dimension d, the set &, and Ciipyes- O
5.1.1. Verification of (M1). Let T, € T and T € T,. We split the patch as follows

I (T) = | )(I(T) N Tam)

M
- U {H.(E) N Tem : E is lower-dimensional hyperrectangle of T}.

If TIe(E) N Taum # 0, there exists T" € To,n with 0 £ ENT' C T NT'. By admissibility,
this implies that E is even a common (transformed) lower—dirnensional hyperrectangle of
T and T'. In particular this leads to Ie(E) N Tepm € Ie(T") N Tom = e m(T7), where
o (T") = {%n - Te e T’ } Since Tom € Tm, Remarkglves that #1e n(T") <

1. Altogether we derlve that #11,(T) < Cpamh with a constant Cpain which depends only
on d and M.

5.1.2. Verification of (UZZ) Let 7, € T and T,7" € T, with TNT" # (). Let m,m’ €
{1,..., M} with m # m/, T C T, and 7" C I';y. If m = m’/, then Remark gives
that dlam(T) ~ dlam(T’) for T = v-'(T) and T’ = v, 1(T"). Bi-Lipschitz continuity of
Ym yields that diam(7) ~ diam(7”). If m # m/, then admissibility of 7, and Remark
give that level(T) = level(T”). This implies that diam (7)) ~ diam(7") for T = v, (T) and
T' = ~-1(T"), and thus diam(7T") ~ diam(7") due to bi-Lipschitz continuity of v,, and ..
This concludes local quasi-uniformity (M2), where the constant Clocun; depends only the
dimension d, the constant C., and the initial meshes 7A6,m forme {1,...,M}.

5.1.3. Verification of (M3). Let T, € T, T € T,, and m € {1,..., M} with " C I';,. We
abbreviate T := = - YT). As the reﬁnement procedure refine rehes on uniform bisection
of an element in the parameter domain, we see that diam(f )it~ |f|, where the hidden
constants depend only on the dimension d and the initial mesh ?\67777«‘ Since 7,, is bi-Lipschitz,

we see that diam(7T) ~ diam(T). Moreover, (32) shows that |T| ~ |T|. Altogether, we
conclude that diam(7)4! ~ |T'|, where the hidden constants depend only on d, C., and

To,m-
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5.1.4. Verification of (M{]). Let To € T, T € T,, and m € {1,...,M} with T C T',,. We
show that there exists r ~ diam(T") with B,(T) NT' C me(T), which verifies (M4]).

Step 1: According to Remark and Remark B.60, admissibility 7, € T shows that
llevel(T') — level(T")| < 1 for all 7" € II,(T"). Since we only use dyadic bisection, there
exists an upper bound of the number of possible configurations of 7' and 7(7") depending
only on the initial meshes %,m/ and (an upper bound of) level(T'). In particular, this implies
that diam(7T") < dist(7, '\ me(T")), but the hidden constant still depends on (an upper bound
for) level(T"). We see that it only remains to consider small elements 7" with high level.
Step 2: In this step, we show that there exists a node z € N, (see [8.3)) and a generic
constant C' > 0 such that 7,(T") C 7,(2) and Be(T) NI' C () if level(T) is sufficiently
high. Without loss of generality, we assume that 7'M ,,([0,1/2]971) # 0 and set 2 := 7,,(0).
Note that 7,,([0,1/2]4"1) NN, = {z}. Since we assume that the surfaces have no hanging
nodes, z ¢ T,y implies that T,y Ny, ([0,1/2]471) = 0 for all m’ € {1,..., M}. We abbreviate

Cp = minM} dist (T, ¥ ([0, 1/2]71)) = dist (L \ 74(2), ([0, 1/2]1) > 0.

Let level(T") be sufficiently high such that diam(7e(T")) < C,,, which is possible due to (MIl)—
(M2]). Note that this choice depends only on the dimension d, the constant C.,, and the initial
meshes. With the assumption that 7N 7,,([0,1/2]77') # 0, we derive that me(T) C 7, (2).
The same argument proves that Be,, o(T) N T C 7, (2) if diam(T) < C,,/2.

Step 3: Due to Step 2, we may consider the set v, (7m.(T")) C 7,(z) provided that level(T)
is sufficiently high. Recall that |level(T") —level(T")| < 1 for all 7" € I1,(7T'); see Step 1. With
the assumptions for the mapping . of Section [3.1l and since we only use dyadic bisection,
we see that the number of possible shapes of v, *(T') and vz Y(7e(T)) is uniformly bounded.
In particular, there exists 7 ~ diam(v; (7)) with B(v;'(T)) C v, (7e(T)). Bi-Lipschitz
continuity of v, and Step 2 yield the existence of r ~ dlam( ) with r < C,,,/2 such that

B.(T)NT = B,(T) N7y (2) C me(T).

Together with Step 1, this concludes (M4l), where the constant Ci .y depends only on the

dimension d, the parametrizations +,, and ., and the initial meshes 7y ,,, form € {1,..., M}
and z € NV,.

5.1.5. Verification of (MI). We show that there are only finitely many reference point
patches. Then, Proposition 5.1 will conclude (ME). Let 7, € T and z € I'. According
to Remark and Remark [3.6] admissibility 7, € T shows that |level(T") — level(T")| < 1
for all 7" € II.(z). Since there are no hanging nodes in N, (see ([B.3)), there exists
2 € N, such that me(z) C m,(2'). With the assumptions for the mapping -, of Sec-
tion 3.1, and since we only use dyadic bisection, we see that the number of possible shapes
of Te(2) == 7. (me(2)) C 7, (%) is uniformly bounded. More precisely, there exists a finite
set {@; : j€{1,...,J}} of connected subsets @; C R** such that for arbitrary z € I' and
corresponding 2z’ € N, there exist j € {1,...,J} and an affine bijection vz,(.) : ©; — Te(2)
with

Ve (2)(8) = Yru(2) (D)
diam(7e(2))

~ |s —t| forall st € ;. (5.7)

February 8, 2022 25



Since 7,/ is bi-Lipschitz, there holds that diam(7,(2)) ~ diam(m.(z)), and we see for the
MapPing Vr,(z) := Va/ © Vra(z) that
[Vre(2)(8) = Yra(2) ()]
diam(7e(2))
Thus, the application of Proposition 5.1l (on the interior of @;) concludes (Mb5)). The constant
Csemi depends only on the dimension d, the parametrizations -, and ,,, and the initial

meshes 7o, for m € {1,..., M} and 2/ € N,.

5.2. Mesh-refinement. In the following Section [5.2.1], we show that there exist Cuyjig > 2
and 0 < pepig < 1 such that for all admissible hierarchical meshes 7, € T and refinements
T, := refine(7,, M,) with arbitrary marked elements M, C 7,, the following elementary

properties (RI)—(R3) are satisfied:
(R1) Child estimate: It holds that

#To < Ceniia #7.,

i.e., one step of refinement leads to a bounded increase of elements.
(R2) Parent is union of children: For all T' € 7T, it holds that

T=\J{T"eT. : T CT},
i.e., each element T is the union of its successors.
(R3) Reduction of children: For all T' € 7, it holds that
IT'| < peniia [T'|  for all T" € 7o with T" G T,
i.e., successors are uniformly smaller than their parent.

By induction and the definition of refine(7,), one easily sees that (R2)—(R3) remain valid
if 7, is an arbitrary mesh in refine(7,). In particular, (R2)—(R3) imply that each refined
element T' € T, \ 7s is split into at least two children, which yields that

H(T\To) < #To — #T, for all T, € refine(7,). (5.9)

Besides (RI)—(R3), we show in Section 5.2.2H5.2.3 the following less trivial requirements (R4])—
(RA)) with constants Cljes, Cover > 0:

(R4) Closure estimate: Let (7;)w,n, be an arbitrary sequence in T such that Ty =
refine(7y, M) with some M, C 7T, for all £ € Ny. Then, for all £ € Ny, it holds that

~|s—t| forall s ,te ;. (5.8)

/-1
#72 - #76 S C1clos Z #M]
j=0

(R5) Overlay property: For all 7,,7, € T, there exists a common refinement 7, €
refine(7,) Nrefine(7,) which satisfies the overlay estimate

#7; S Covor(#ﬁ - #76) + #7:

5.2.1. Verification of (B1l)-(RB3). The child estimate (RI)) is trivially satisfied with Cepg =
291 gince each refined element is split into exactly 29! children. The union of children
property (R2) holds by definition. Finally, the proof of (R3] works just as for IGAFEM in
[GHP17, Section 5.3|, where the assertion is stated for I' = I'; C R4, The constant penig
depends only on d and C,,.
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5.2.2. Verification of (R4)). The proof of the closure estimate (R4)) works as for IGAFEM
in [GHPI7, Section 5.4], where the assertion is stated for I' = I'; C R%"1; see also [Ganl7,

Section 5.5.7] for further details. The constant C,s depends only on d, C., 7A6,m, and
(Prms -+ s Pa—1,m) for m € {1,..., M}.

5.2.3. Verification of (B). Let To, T, € T. For each m € {1,..., M}, let T, be the overlay
of Tem and T, i€,

Tom ={T €Tep : 37 €Ton TCTIU{TET, ) : 3T €Tey, TCT} (510)
We have proved in [GHP17, Section 5.5] that 7, ,,, € T,,, and that

#%,m S #7:,m + #ﬁ,m - #%,m (511)
Summing all components gives the overlay estimate
#To < #Te + #Tx — #7To. (5.12)

It remains to show that 7; is a refinement of 7, and 7Ty, i.e., T, € refine(7,) N refine(7,).
Clearly, 7T, is finer than these meshes. Since Proposition [3.8 states that any finer admissible
mesh can be reached via refine, we just have to verify admissibility of 7;. As each 7,,, is
admissible, we only have to show that 7'N 7" is a common transformed lower-dimensional
hyperrectangle for all T, 7" € T, with non-empty intersection and T'C I',,, as well as 7" C T',,»
for some m,m’ € {1,..., M} with m # m/. Without loss of generality, we assume that 7" € 7T,
and T" € T,. Further, we may assume that dim(7°N7") > 0. Then, by definition of 75,
there exist T, € 7, and T, € 7, with T' C T, C I', and 7" C T, C I',,,. Obviously, T'
and 7] have non-empty intersection too. Thus, admissibility of 7, shows that T'N 7T} is a
common transformed hyperrectangle. We suppose that 7" is obtained from 7, via iterative
bisections, i.e., T" ; T!, and lead this to a contradiction. The intersection T'N 7" is only
a proper subset of a transformed hyperrectangle of T'. Since T, O T, the same holds for
T, instead of T, i.e., T, NT" is only a proper subset of a transformed hyperrectangle of T.
Thus, admissibility of 7, leads to a contradiction, and we see that 7" = T, shares a common
transformed hyperrecangle with 7.

5.3. Boundary element space. In the following Sections 5.3 TH5.3.5 we show the exis-
tence of constants Ciny > 0, Gioc; Gprojs Gsupp € No, and 0 < punity < 1, such that the following
properties (SI)—(S4)) hold for all admissible hierarchical meshes 7, € T with associated hier-
archical spline space X,:

(S1) Inverse inequality: For all ¥, € A, it holds that
172 el 2y < Ciny [ Wall gr-12(r)-
(S2) Nestedness: For all 7; € refine(7,), it holds that
X, C A,.

(S3) Local domain of definition: For all 75 € refine(7,), all T' € T, \ T1Ze(T, \ 7o) C
TeN T, and ¥, € &,, it holds that

\I]o|7r‘.1pr0j(T) € {\Ilo‘ﬂzpfoj (T) . \Ilo S Xo}
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(S4) Componentwise local approximation of unity: For all T € 7, and all j €
{1,..., D}, there exists some ¥, 7, € X, with

T C supp(Ve ;) C wdere(T)
such that only the j-th component does not vanish, i.e.,
(Vo) =0 for j #j

and
1/2
11— (\I]-,ij)j||L2(supp(\11.,T,j)) < punity|supp(qj-,T7j)| 2,
Remark 5.2. Clearly, (S4)) is in particular satisfied if the considered ansatz space X, is a
product space, i.e., Xy = HJD:l(X.)j, and each component (X,); C L*(T') satisfies (S4).

Besides (SI))-(S4)), we show in Section that there exist constants Cg, > 0 as well as
¢sz € Ng such that for all admissible hierarchical meshes 7, € T with associated hierarchical
spline space X, and S C 7,, there exists a linear operator J,s : L*(I')? — {\I/. €A, :
U] yr\s) = 0} with the following properties (S5)—(S6):

(S5) Local projection property. Let qioc, qproj € No from (S3). For all ¢ € L*(I")” and
T € T, with [1%2<(T") C &, it holds that

(Jos)lr = I, i Y] aomos gy € { V] aros )+ Pu € Ao}
(S6) Local L2-stability. For all ¢ € L*(T')? and T € 7, it holds that
| To sVl 221y < Caall ¥l L2 x5z (1) -

5.3.1. Verification of (S1]). For piecewise constants and piecewise affine functions on a tri-
angulation of the boundary of a polyhedral domain €, the inverse estimate (S1l) is already
found in [DFGT04, Theorem 4.7]. |GHS05, Theorem 3.6] and [Geo08, Theorem 3.9] gen-
eralized the result to arbitrary piecewise polynomials on curvilinear triangulations. In the
recent own work [FGHP17, Proposition 4.1] and based on the ideas of [DEGT04|, we proved
(SI)) for non-rational splines on a one-dimensional piecewise smooth boundary I'. In the
proof, we derived the following abstract criterion for the ansatz functions which is sufficient
for the inverse inequality (SI). Although, [FGHPI17] considered only d = 2, the proof works
verbatim for arbitrary dimension d > 2.

Proposition 5.3. Let T, € T be a general mesh as in Section[51] which satisfies (M1])—(M5).

We assume that the Lipschitz constants of the mappings vyr : T — T are uniformly bounded,
i.e., there exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that

— t ~
qﬁghﬂﬁ_x(ﬂgamjﬁdhﬁeTW%Teﬁ. (5.13)

Moreover, let ¢ € L*(T') satisfy the following assumption: There exists a constant piys €
(0,1), such that for all T € T, there exists a hyperrectangular subset Ry of the interior T°
(i.e., Ry has the form Ry = ”YT(ET) with Ry = H?;ll lari, bri] C Te for some real numbers
ar; < br;) such that |Ry| > pme|T|, ¢ does not change its sign on Rr, and

essinf [0 ()] = pine[[¥]| o= (1), (5.14)
rERT
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where essinf denotes the essential infimum. We further assume that the shape-reqularity

constants of the sets ﬁT are uniformly bounded, i.e., there exists a constant Cre. > 0 such
that

bri — ar; .
max{T’iaT’ TeToni, i €{l,...,d— 1}} < Cree forallT e€T,. (5.15)
bT,z” — ary
Then, there exists a constant Ci,, > 0 such that
1he"* P L2y < Coa 9]l gr-172(ry- (5.16)
The constant Ci,y depends only on d, Chip, pint, Cree, and (MII)—(M53]). d

To apply Proposition to hierarchical splines, we need the next elementary lemma which
was proved in the recent own work [FGHP17, Proposition 4.1].

Lemma 5.4. Let p € Ny be a fixed polynomial degree. Let I C R be a compact interval with
positive length |I| > 0. Then, there exists a constant p € (0,1) such that for all polynomials
P of degree p on 1, there exists some interval [a,b] C I° of length (b—a) > p|I| such that P
does not change its sign on |a,b] and

Jnin, [P = p||Plre). (5.17)
The constant p depends only on p. 0

Finally, we come to the proof of the inverse inequality (SI)). Let 7, € T be an admissible
hierarchical mesh on I'. We recall that X, is a product space of transformed scalar-valued
hierarchical splines. Without loss of generality, we assume that we are in the scalar case
D = 1. We show that all ¥, € X, C L*) satisfy the assumptions of Proposition and

hence conclude that ||h£/2\11.||L2(F) S I Well gr-1/2(ry. We have already seen that (M) (M3)
are satisfied. Moreover, (.13)) is trivially satisfied since each ~yr is just the restriction of some
Ym to T = 41T, where m € {1,...,M}. For T € T., we abbreviate ¥, := ¥, o y7. Due
to the regularity (B.:2]) of the parametrlzatlons Vs it is sufﬁ(nent to find a uniform constant
Pint € (0,1) and a shape-regular hyperrectangle Ry C T° such that |RT| > pmf|T| U, does
not change sign on RT, and
inf (Gu(t)] > ol Dl i (5.18)
teRy
Indeed, one casily shows that |Ry| > pie|T| implies that |Rp| > puwe|T)| for some uniform
constant pir € (0,1); see, e.g., [GHPIT, Section 5.3]. Recall that U, coincides with a
tensor-product polynomial P. Hence, there exist polynomials P; of degree pn.x such that
P(t) = 1) Pi(t;). With the notation T = | T; and Ry = | (Rr);, we see that the
latter 1nequahty is satisfied if
inf |P(t;)| = Bt | Pill poogzy foralli € {1,...,d—1}. (5.19)
t; e(RT i
We define (RT) as the interval of Lemma[5.4] corresponding to the polynomial P; on the inter-
val I = Ti. With the constant p of Lemmal[5.4], we set iy := p?~ L. Then, (5.19), and therefore
(5-I8) is satisfied. Moreover, one sees that | Ry| > 7int|T], and that ¥, doesn’t change its sign
on ET C T°. It remains to prove shape-regularity (5.15]). Since, the refinement procedure
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refine only uses uniform bisection of elements, the element T is shape-regular in the sense
that |T}| ~ |Ty| for all 4,' € {1,...,d—1}. Together with |(Rz);| > p|T}|, this proves (GI5).
Altogether, we conclude (S1l), where the constant Ci,, depends only on the dimensions d, D,
the (fixed) number M of boundary parts I',,, the parametrizations ~,, and +,, the initial

meshes 7o, and the polynomial orders (p1m; ..., Pa—1.m) for m € {1,..., M} and z € N,,.

5.3.2. Verification of (S2). Let T, € T and T, € refine(7,). The nestedness X, C X, was
already stated in (3.37]).

5.3.3. Bases of hierarchical splines on the boundary. In this section, we give two bases for X,.
Since X, is a product space of transformed scalar-valued hierarchical splines, it is sufficient to
consider D = 1. For m € {1,..., M}, recall the definition of the set of hierarchical B-splines

~

Ba ; from Section [3.3] which is a basis of X, ,,,. Moreover, let
Trunc, ,, : )?-,m — )?.,m (5.20)

be the well-known linear truncation procedure; see, e.g, [GHP17, Section 5.9]. According
to [GJSI2, Theorem 6 and 9], the set of truncated hierarchical B-splines {Trunc,,(8) :

B € g.m} are an alternate basis of /'?.m In general, truncated hierarchical B-splines have
a smaller support than the corresponding hierarchical B-splines. Indeed, one even has the
pointwise estimate

0< Trunc.,m(g) <@ forall §e B\.m; (5.21)

see, e.g., [GHPIT, Section 5.9]. In contrast to hierarchical B-splines, truncated hierarchical
B-splines form a partition of unity, i.e.,

Z Trunc.vm(g) =1; (5.22)

see [GJS12, Theorem 10]. Consequently, there holds that
Xom = span(B, ) with basis B, ,, := {B\o S Be g.m} (5.23)

For 8 € Ba 1, let Trunce () := Trunc, ,,(8) := Trunc.,m(go Ym) © 7! denote the truncation
transformed onto I',,,. Then, an alternate basis of A, ,,, is given by {Trunc.,m(ﬁ) NS B.m}.
If we identify functions in L?(T',,) with their extension (by zero) in L?(T'), we see that

M
X, = span(B,) with basis B, := U Bem. (5.24)
m=1

An alternate basis of X, is given by span{Trunc. (B) : Be B.}.

5.3.4. Verification of (S3). With Remark B.4(a) and (5.24), the proof of (S3) with qc :=
Qproj + 2(Pmax + 1) works as for IGAFEM in [GHP17, Section 5.8|, where the assertion is
stated for I' = I'; € R see [GanlT, Proposition 5.5.12] for further details.
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5.3.5. Verification of (S4). Let 7o € T. First, we recall that X, is a product space of
transformed scalar-valued hierarchical splines. Without loss of generality, we assume that
D =1; see Remark[5.2l [Fae0(, Lemma 2.6] resp. [Fae02l Lemma 3.5] prove a similar version
of (S4) for splines on a one-dimensional boundary I" resp. for certain piecewise polynomials
of degree 0, 1,5, and 6 on curvilinear triangulations of a two-dimensional boundary I". There,
the proof follows from direct calculations, where [Fae00, Lemma 2.6] actually only provides
a proof of (S4]) for splines of degree 2. In contrast, we will make use of the following abstract
result.

Proposition 5.5. Let D = 1. Let T, be a general mesh with associated space X,C £2(F) as
in Section [0 which satisfies (MI)—(M3)). Assume that there ezists a finite subset By C X,
which satisfies the following three properties:

(i) Non-negativity: Each B € B, is non-negative. o
(ii) Locality: There is some q.,,, € No such that for all 3 € B, there evists an element
Ts € Ts with supp(3) C wféupp (T5)-
(ili) Partition of unity: It holds that Y 5.5, B = 1.
Z;l:;?”;,/ (S4) is satisfied with Gsupp = 2¢Lypp, and the constant punity depends only on (MI])—(M3)
supp "

Proof. Let T € T,. We set
\P.7T71 = \I/.7T = Z B

BeBe
TCsupp(B)
This implies that 0 < W, 7 < 1 and ¥, |7 = 1, which is why we have that 7" C supp(Ver).
Note that 7' C supp(B) implies that T C supp(B8) C WfS“PP(TB). In particular, we obtain
that T € IT&PP (T5) and hence WfS“PP(TB) C 7 (T) with geupp = 2¢lypp- We conclude that
supp(We ) C me (7). Finally, there holds that

T
(1= Wor)? du<supp(War)| - |T| = (1 )Isupp(Wo 7)|
/s‘upp(\II.VT) ‘Supp(‘l]'yT)‘
T 2
S (1 - |7r(.]supp(T)| ) |Supp(‘;[]'7T)‘ S punity‘supp(\PO,T”v
where 0 < punity < 1 depends only on (MI)-(M3)) and ¢, O

We choose B, = {Trunc.(ﬁ) NS B.} in Proposition 5.5l Then, (i) follows from (5.21]),
@) with ¢pp = 2(Pmax + 1) follows from Remark [B.4(a), and (i) follows from (£.22).
This concludes the proof of (S4) with gsupp = 4(Pmax + 1), and Punity depends only on the
dimension d, the number M of boundary parts I',,, the constant C.,, the initial meshes ’?Bm,
and (P, -« Pa—1,m) form e {1,... M}

5.3.6. Verification of (S4)-(Sd). Let T, and S C T,. Since A, is a product space of trans-
formed scalar-valued hierarchical spliAnes, we may assume without loss of generality that
D=1 Forme{l,...,M}, weset S, := {7,,)(T) : T € SNT,,,}. For any hierarchical

February 8, 2022 31



B-spline 3 € B\.,m, let fg € 7A:m with fg C supp(B) and level(fg) = level(g), and let 3* be
the corresponding dual basis function on T 3 from [GHP1T7, Section 5.10], i.e

" 5*5 = 553, for all ' € Buni(level(ﬁ))' (5.25)
B
It is shown in [GHP17] that
18" Loy S 1T51 7" (5.26)
We define the operator Jo.s : L*(I') = {¥, € X, : U] yr\s) =0} via
(Jas) 0 Y = Ty pus, (0 0 9m) forallm e {1,..., M}, (5.27)
where
j-,mﬁm ; LQ(fm) — /'?.m, N Z -~ B* dx Trunc.,m(B). (5.28)
B\Egonn TE
supp(B)CU Sm

Recall that 0 < Trunc.m(g) <B (see (B5.21])), which is why J, s clearly maps into the desired
space {W, € Xy : Wl y7\s) = 0}.

We come to the verification of the properties (So)—(S6l). Let gproj := 2(Pmax + 1) and
Qoc = Gproj T 2(Pmax + 1) of Section £.3.4 Moreover, let T € 7, with [IZe<(T") C S and
m € {1,...,M} with T C T,,. Recall the notation 7' = »;}(T). For all 1 € L2(T"), there
holds with the abbreviation 1Z := 1 o, that

(Fost) 0 tmlz = (Tums,Dlp = D [ FddeTrumesn(B)lz.
BB, 15
supp(8)CU Sm

Note that Trunc.m( )|T # 0 implies that |supp( B)NT| = 0. Due to Remark BA(a),

|supp(S )ﬂT| > ( implies that supp(ﬁ) C & (T) C INESS (f ), where Il, ,,, denotes the patch

with respect to the mesh T defined analogously as in (5.4). We abbreviate 112 (T) :=

(VT : T' e quoc(A)} and note that IT¢(7T) C I9e<(T) N Te,y © SN Tayn. This yields
that T2 (T ) C S,,. Hence, we see that

(Jas®) 0 Ymlp = > [ Bt dz Trunce ,n(B)]7.

BEBem T
If ) satisfies that ¢\ﬂqpr0j ) S {\If.\ﬂqproj T v, € X.}, then there exists \ff.,m € )?.,m with
qp‘ﬂz%,j @ = Ef.,m|wg?£;}j(ﬂ; With T3 C supp(8), we see as before that Trunc, ,,,(8)[z # 0
implies that 75 C I35 (T)), which leads to
(Fest)olp = 32 [ FFerdaTouncs (Bl

BeBem =B
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The right-hand side coincides with the projection operator from [SM16], Theorem 4] corre-
sponding to the mesh 7. «.m applied to v, m. oince v, m € X, m, this yields that

(Tos¥) © e = Womls = Yl
This proves the local projection property (S3l).
Finally, we prove local L?-stability (S6). Let again T' € T, and m € {1,..., M} with
T C T',,. With the notation from before, the boundedness of the Gram determinant (3.2])
shows that

1T sllzzry = 1o 5, Pl o)

m

With (5.20), it follows as for IGAFEM in [GHPI7, Lemma 5.6] (which proves local L?-
stability for a similar operator mapping into X, N H}(T',,)) that

Hj.,m,gmeL? < ||¢||L2 ng%

With boundedness of the Gram determinant (3.2]) and ﬂfft;;;(T) = ym(w‘jfgg(f)), we derive
that

191l 2 ringe (7)) =2 190 L2 (o () < 191l L2 mtoe (-
This concludes the proof of (ISEI) The constant Cy, depends only on the dimension d,
the constant C.,, the initial meshes 7, ,,, and the polynomial orders (p1m,...,Pd—1,m) for
me{l,...,M}.

5.4. Proof of Theorem [B.10 for rational hierarchical splines. As mentioned in
Remark B3] Theorem B.1I0 is still valid if one replaces the ansatz space X, for 7, € T by
rational hierarchical splines, i.e., by the set

X — {Wo‘lllf. LW, € X.}, (5.29)

where /V[?Qm = Wyoym € ‘SA’(pl’m"'"pd*l»m)(lEQm) is a fixed positive weight function in the
initial space of hierarchical splines for all m € {1,..., M}, where we additionally assume
the representation ([3.52)). Indeed, the mesh properties (MI)—(M3]) as well as the refinement
properties (RI)-(R3) of Section [l are independent of the discrete spaces. To verify the
validity of Theorem [B.I10in the rational setting, it thus only remains to verify the properties
(SI)-(S4)) for the rational boundary element spaces.

To see the inverse estimate (S1I), it is again sufficient to consider D = 1. In Section [5.3.T],
we proved (SI)) for X, by applying Proposition for all ¥, € &X,. With the notation from
Section [5.3.1] we showed that

iean |Ve(z)| > pintl| Vel poory forall T € Tq, ¥, € A,
zERT

where W, does not change its sign on Rp. With 0 < wyy, = infyer Wo(z), Wpax =
sup,er Wo(), and pinf := PinfWmin/Wmax, this yields that, for all U, € A,
~ _ Pinf
e |[|[Wy W || ooy < U, Loo () < f |Uo(x)] < inf |W; W ().
Pt Wi ellieir) < 20wy € i W(@)] < i Wi (a)

In particular, the conditions for Proposition are also satisfied for the functions in XV°,
which concludes (STJ).
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The properties (S2)—(S3) depend only on the numerator of the rational hierarchical splines
and thus transfer.
For the proof of (S4)), we exploit the representation (3.52) to verify the conditions of the

abstract Proposition Again, we may assume that D = 1. Let 7, € T. Note that /WOm

is also an element of the standard tensor-product spline space SPLm a1 m)(lCum(k m) for
all m € {1,...,M} and k € Ny. In particular, it can be written as linear combination of
B-splines in Bum k),m- The representation (3.52) and the two-scale relation with only non-
negative coefﬁcients between bases of consecutive levels of [dB01, Section 11] yields that
the corresponding coefficients are non-negative. Therefore, the preservation of coefficients
property of [SM16, Theorem 1] or [GJS514, Theorem 12] implies that also the coefficients of

the linear combination of WO m 1D {Trunc. m(ﬁ) ﬁ c B, m} are non-negative, i.e.,

Wom = Y @,,,5Trunce,(3) with @, , 5> 0. (5.30)
BEBa,m

If we identify functions in L?(T',,) with their extension (by zero) in L?(T'), we can choose

M
w,, = ~ -~
B, = U (%mﬁ Trunc.,m(ﬁ)) oyt B E Bem p C AN
m=1 W07m
As in Section [£.3.5] one sees that this choice satisfies the assumptions of Proposition [5.7]
To see (S3]) and (S6l), we define the corresponding projection operator

TV L) = {U, € X 2 Uofymas) =0}, o Wil Tas(Worh). (5.31)

The desired properties transfer immediately from the non-rational case.
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