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Abstract

In this article, goal-oriented a posteriori error estimation for the biharmonic plate bending problem is
considered. The error for approximation of goal functional is represented by an estimator which combines
dual-weighted residual method and equilibrated moment tensor. An abstract unified framework for the
goal-oriented a posteriori error estimation is derived. In particular, C interior penalty and discontinuous
Galerkin finite element methods are employed for practical realization. The abstract estimation is based
on equilibrated moment tensor and potential reconstruction that provides a guaranteed upper bound for
the goal error. Numerical experiments are performed to illustrate the effectivity of the estimators.

Key words: quantity of interest, a posteriori error estimate, guaranteed bound, equilibrated moment tensor,
unified framework, adaptivity.

1 Introduction

Adjoint-based goal-oriented a posteriori error estimation is an efficient tool for numerical approximation of
many engineering problems since they provide relevant information about error in a quantity of interest rather
than error estimates derived in some norm or semi-norm. The goal-oriented a posteriori error estimation was
initially proposed by Becker and Rannacher [3]] and by Prudhomme and Oden [32, 34] using dual-weighted
residual (DWR) method, see [2, 11} 21} 30] for subsequent works. Some of the popular approaches on goal-
oriented a posteriori error estimation are multi-objective goal functional error estimation of [18},125}[39], the
constitutive relation error (CRE) of [26] 28| |35H37]], enhanced least-squares finite element methods of [[14],
combination of DWR and equilibrated flux of [31]], guaranteed bounds based on equilibrated flux of [1}29].
A traditional a posteriori error analysis hinges on the computation of residual [2]]

a(u—up,v) =1(v) —a(up,v) = p(up)(v) (LD

for some bilinear form a (e, ) and linear form / associated to an elliptic partial differential equations (PDEs)
with u and u, being its weak and Galerkin solutions, and v being a test function. Incorporating goal-
functional Q with a dual problem a(v, z) = Q(v) for all test functions v, and using Galerkin orthogonality,
we have

Q(u—up) =a(u—up,z)=a(u—uy,z—vy) = pup)(z—vp) (1.2)

for all discrete functions v;. This approach involves computation of estimator weighted with the solution
related to dual problem. The residual based estimator can be chosen for primal problem, and for computational
purpose the solution z of dual problem can be chosen as solution obtained in some finer discretization space.
However, most of the cases the estimators involve unknown constants, hence they do not provide guaranteed
a posteriori estimator. To obtain a guaranteed a posteriori estimator often one incorporates equilibrated
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flux for second-order PDEs, see [28), 29]. Many research has been done in the direction of goal-oriented a
posteriori estimation for second-order PDEs. However, to my knowledge, there are hardly very few results
(except [22]) on goal-oriented a posteriori error estimation for fourth-order PDEs. A hp-discontinuous
Galerkin DWR based goal error estimation has been proposed by [22]] for biharmonic problem and applied
to describe the displacement of a thin and isotropic homogeneous plate and the stream function formulation
of the Stokes fluid problem describing the flow of a viscous fluid around a flat plate.

The main purpose of the article is to develop a unified framework for goal-oriented a posteriori error
estimation for a model linear biharmonic problem. We consider goal functional of the form Q(u) = (f, u)
for some weight function f € L?(€). In practical applications, this can be applied to approximate the
goal functional governed by mean deflection around a specified zone and point deflection at some point (in
regularized form). In this article, the present framework is applied to (but not limited to) C? interior penalty
and discontinuous Galerkin finite element methods. We also establish a goal estimator which combines the
DWR method and equilibrated moment tensor for primal and dual problems. Finally, a unified guaranteed a
posteriori error estimation is derived using potential reconstruction and equilibrated moment tensor that is
significantly different from the DWR method of [22].

The organization of the paper is as follows: Section[2is devoted to notation and preliminaries. Section[3]
introduces model problem and some useful results. Section [4] establishes a posteriori error estimates for
the goal functional in an abstract framework. Section [5]then considers finite element discretization for the
approximation of solution and address some applications of the abstract framework. Finally, in Section [6]
some numerical experiments are performed to substantiate the theoretical results.

2 Setting

Throughout the paper, standard notation on Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces and their norms are employed.
The standard semi-norm and norm on H* (Q) (resp. W*P(Q)) for s > 0 are denoted by | e | and || ® || (resp.
| o s, and || @[5, ). We refer H™" () to be the dual space of H{'(€2) with (e, e),, denoting the duality
product and if m = 2 we often denote the duality product simply by (e, e). Further, let H(div, Q) be the
Hilbert space of vector fields g € [L?(Q)]? such that V-g € L?>(Q). Matrix valued functions in [L?(Q)]?*?

is denoted by ¢ = (C]ij)[.zl.:l and the inner-product is (p,q) = fgg : qdx, where p : g = Z%,j:l pijdij-
Moreover, we introduce the Hilbert space - - = = =

H = {q € H(div,Q)?: Vq € H(div,Q)} .

Finally, we refer to D?v := (8%v/0x;0x j)z'zjzl as the matrix of second order partial derivatives of a function

v € H*(Q). The set of all symmetric 2 x 2 matrix valued functions are denoted by [Lz(Q)]fer%.

Let 75, be a shape-regular [4] triangulation of the bounded polygonal Lipschitz domain Q c R? into
closed triangles. The set of all internal vertices (resp. boundary vertices) and interior edges (resp. boundary
edges) of the triangulation 7}, are denoted by N}, (Q) (resp. N, (9Q)) and &, (Q) (resp. E,(9Q)). Define a
piecewise constant mesh function hg;, (x) = hg = diam(K) forallx € K, K € 7, and set h := maxkeq;, hk.
Also define a piecewise constant edge-function on &, := E,(Q) U E,(Q) by hg,|. = he = diam(e) for
any e € &,. Set of all edges of K is denoted by &;,(K). Note that for a shape-regular family, there exists a
positive constant C independent of 4 such that any K € 75, and any e € &, (K) satisfy Chg < h, < hg. Let
P (K) denote the set of all polynomials of degree less than or equal to k and

Pi(7h) := {¢ € L*(Q) : VK € T, ¢k € Pr(K)}.

The L?(Q) projection onto P, (75,) is denoted by IT;. For a nonnegative integer s, define the broken Sobolev
space for the subdivision 7, as

HY(Th) = {p € L*(Q) : ¢lx € H'(K) VK €T},
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with the broken Sobolev semi-norm | e | s () and norm || e || s () defined by

1/2 1/2
|¢|Hs(m=( > |¢|§,,¢(K>) and ||¢||Hs(m=( > ||<p||§,s(,<)) .
KeT, KeT,

Define the jump [¢], = ¢|k, — ¢|x_ and the average {¢}, = 3 (¢lx, + ¢lk_) across the interior edge ¢ of
¢ € H'(75,) of the adjacent triangles K, and K_. Extend the definition of the jump and the average to an edge
lying on boundary by [¢], = ¢|. and {¢}, = ¢|. when e belongs to the set of boundary edges Ep,(9Q).
For any vector function, jump and average are understood componentwise.

There exist real numbers Ci; and Cy. independent of 4 such that the following discrete and continuous
trace inequalities hold for all K € 7, and e € &, (see [17, Lemma 1.46 and 1.49])

IVlle < Cohz*IVlk ¥v € Pr(K), 2.1)
Ivllok < Cuc(B VI3 + Ak IVV]2)Y? Vv e HY(K). (22)

The positive constants C appearing in the inequalities denote generic constants which do not depend on
the mesh-size. The notation @ < b means that there exists a generic constant C independent of the mesh
parameters such that a < Cb.

3 Model problem

In this article, we are interested in general linear fourth-order boundary-value problems, but the results can
be extended to more general situations. For the sake of simplicity of presentation, we restrict ourselves to a
simple model problem. Consider the biharmonic equation with clamped boundary conditions

Au=f inQ, (3.1a)

0
u=0=22%" onoQ, (3.1b)
ov

where A%u = A(Au) and the source term f. Define V := H(Z)(Q). The weak formulation is given by: for
f € H%(Q), find u € V such that

(D*u,D*v) = (f,v) VveV. (3.2)
In this article, we are interested on the following goal functional
Ou) = (f,u) (3.3)

for some chosen weight function f € L?(€). We analyze the above goal functional by a dual problem of
(3.1)) that consists in finding i : Q — R such that

Ali=f mQ, (3.4a)
i=0=— onodQ, (3.4b)

and the weak formulation seeks i € V such that
(D*i,D*v) = (f,v) VveV. (3.5)

Existence and uniqueness of the weak solution of both the primal and dual problems (3.2)) and (3.3) follow
from Riesz representation theorem.
We state two definitions which are essential for establishing a posteriori error estimation.
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Definition 3.1 (Potential reconstruction). We call a potential reconstruction any function s, (resp. §p)
constructed from uy, (resp. i) which satisfies

sp € HX(Q)NCY(Q) (resp. 5, € H(Q) N C'(Q)). (3.6)
Here and throughout the paper we consider the divdiv operator in distributional sense, i.e., for 7 €
[L2(@)]5a

(divdivt,w) = /1 : D*wdx, Ywe Hé(Q). (3.7

Definition 3.2 (Equilibrated moment tensor). Let f;, € H™2(Q) (resp. f, € H2(Q) ). Any matrix valued

function g';q € [L2(Q)]55 (resp. 6'2‘1 € [L*(Q)]55) which satisfies

(divdive®, w) = (fn,w) Ywe H3(Q) (3.82)
(resp. (divdiva®d,w) = ( fusw) Vwe Hj(Q)) (3.8b)
is called an equilibrated moment tensor.
The following Prager—Synge type energy principle hold:

Lemma 3.3 (Two-energies principle for biharmonic equation). Let f;, € H>(Q) and ii € HS(Q) be the
solution of the biharmonic equation

(D*, D*w) = (fp,w) Yw e HX(Q). (3.9)

Forv € Hg(Q), the tensor g‘;lq € [L*(Q)]2%2 defined in Deﬁnitionsatisﬁes 6} 331]

sym

ID?(@ = v)|I? + 1D = g91* = | D — g2, (3.10)
Moreover, let u € HS(Q) (resp. il € HS(Q)) be the solution of (3.2) (resp. (3.3)). Then for any v € HS(Q)
(resp. V € Hg(Q) ), the following also holds

1D?(u = w)I* + 1D = g51* = [ID?v = @91 + 2(f = fu. 1t = v). 3.1
(resp. |ID*(@ = 9)|* + D@ = G591 = | D = &59|1* + 2(f = fu. i = 7).) (3.12)

Proof. Forv e HS (), adding and subtracting i then expanding, we have
ID?v = g9 = |D*(v = @) |* + | D*a — g*9]* + 2(D*(v - &), D*a - &%) (3.13)

We use and the definition of gzq in (3.84) to obtain
(D*(v =), D% = g3) = (D*(v =), D*) = (D*(v = ). @) = (fu.v = it) = {fu.v =) = 0. (3.14)

The above two equations yield (3.10).
The proof of (3.11) follows from the identity (3.13) (replacing i by u) with (3.2)) and (3.8a)

(D*(v = u), D*u o) = (D*(v —u), D*u) = (D*(v - ), &) = (f = fu,v = u).

The expression (3.12)) is proved similarly by exploring dual problem. i
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4 Goal-oriented error estimate

Choosing v = u in (3.3)) and v = i in (3.2)), the following primal-dual equivalence relation holds
Q(u) = (f.u) = (D*@, D*u) = (D*u, D*i) = (f. ). @.1)

In the following subsections, goal functional is approximated and some error representations are pre-
sented.

4.1 Some residual type goal error estimations

In this subsection, goal error is represented by an estimator and by a remainder term. For any edge e € &,
the outward unit normal across the edge is denoted by n. and unit tangent along the edge is denote by 7.

— 2 o T2 eq ._ T e e ._ T e
Define d,v := Vv-n., D;,,v := n, D“vn, and Tponn =N & n,, o =1, 0%n,.

€=y h,nt €=y

Theorem 4.1 (Error representation of goal functional). Let u and ii respectively be the solutions of (3.1) and

(B-4). Let uy, and ii, € Py (Ty) be arbitrary piecewise polynomial functions. Let s, and §j, be the potential
. g e ~eq o o

reconstructions of Definition and o and g be the equilibrated moment tensors of Definition

constructed from uy, and iy, respectivel)r Then the goal error is expressed as
Q) = Q(un) = i (un, ns @9, &) + R a3, 1), (42)

where the estimator is given by

nn = {f,5) - Z [(g;q:DZEhdx+ Z K(gzq—Dzuh):qudx

KeTy, KeTy
+ Z / [9runl, 50 ds+ Z / [Onttn), 73, ds+ Z / [unle divain, ds,  (4.3)
eGSh e eESh ¢ 6‘68/1 €

with remainder term

Ry :={(f -divdive®™,i-5,)+ / (o = D?up) : (D% — 5°9) dx
f =h K; K —h =h

) / [0run), (D =533 ) ds+ ) / [Butn)e (D7 = ,3,) ds

ecéy, ecg, ¢
+ Z / [un], (div (D?@) — div qu)-ne ds. 4.4)
e€8h ¢ -

Proof. The primal-dual equivalence relation and the definition of goal functional lead to the goal error
representation

Q(u) = Q(up) = (f, i) = (f,un). 4.5)

The dual problem (3.4) with regularity of i and successive application of integration by parts yield for the
above second term as

(foun) = ) /uhAzﬁdx= > /uhdivdiv(Dzﬁ)dx
K K

KeT, KeTn
= Z /Vuh-diV(Dzﬂ)dx+ Z/ updiv (D*ii)-n ds
KeT, VK Ke7y, Y 9K

= Z / D?uy, : D*idx — Z / Vuy-D%in ds + Z / updiv (D%i)-n ds. (4.6)
K oK oK

KeT, KeT, KeT,
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Expressing gradient in tangent-normal direction as Vuy, = 0:upT. + 0 upn., we have from the above
equation

f up) = Z /Dzuh D%idx — Z /[8 upl, Dn-itds — Z /[0 upl, Dpniids

KeT, ey ey

£y / [un], div (D%i)-n, ds. 4.7)

e‘ESh

The above two displayed equations (4.3) and (@.7) lead to

00 -0 =iy = Y [ D DPaaxe 3 [ 10l Dyriidse 3 [ 1) Dyitds

KeT, ee&y, ee&y
- Z /[uh] div (D2u) ‘R, ds.. (4.8)
e€8h

Introducing the equilibrated moment tensor g‘zq and Q‘Zq of Deﬁnitionin the first two terms of the above
equation (4.8) yields

(f, i) - Z ‘/KDzuh:Dzﬂdx

Ke7,

= (f—divdivgzq,ﬁ>+/ . pD2Fdx — Z /Dzuh D?ii dx
- KeT,
= <f—divdivg‘;lq,§h) + (f—divdivg‘;q,ii—sh)

eq _ N2 eq eq _ N2 . 2~  =~eq
) (0' Dup) : ¢dx+ ) (0' D’up) : (D= %) dx. (4.9)
KeT, Ke7,

First two terms in the above equation can be written as
(f = divdiv g™, 5,) + (f = divdiv e, a = 5) = (f,50) = (€, D¥5) + (f = fus T=5n).  (4.10)

Introducing equilibrated moment tensors of tangent-normal directions in the third and fourth terms of (.8)
lead to

‘/[8 Mh]e Dy iids + Z /[8 uh]e nnit ds =

6681 e€8h eeah

+ Z /e[a upl, (Drii =530 ) ds + Z /[a unl, (Dpnii = 52 ) ds. @.11)

ecéy, ec&y

/ [0cunl, &% ds+ > / [Onun), 572, ds

e€8h

Introducing equilibrated moment tensor of normal direction in the last term of (4.8) leads to

[un], div (D%i)-n, ds = [un], div 0'eq ‘Re ds + [8,un], (div (D%i) — div ﬁ'eq) n.ds.
% % %

eeah eESh e€8h

(4.12)

The last five displayed equations (4.8))-(@.12)) represent the goal error equation (4.2) with the estimator term
ny, and remainder term Rj,. O
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Remark 4.2 (Goal estimator 2). If f and divdiv g‘;lq belong to L?(Q), we can replace s, by uy, in @#9)and
obtain a simplified estimator of Theorem[.1]as

nhi=(f - dlvdlva";’lq iip) + Z (0'eq D?uyp) : 6% dx

KeT, K =" -
+ Z /[8 unl, O'hq ds + Z /[8 unl, (Thqnnds+ Z /[uh] d1v0'eq ‘R, ds. (4.13)
ee&y ee&y eedy

with remainder term

= (f —divdiv O'eq i—dp)+ Z (O'eq D?up) : (D%i - Q;q) dx

KeT;, YK —h
+Z/[a unl, (D2 — &5 )ds+Z/[6 upl, (D2, -y ) ds
ecéy, eedy
+ > | [un). (div (D) - div @*%)-n, ds. (4.14)

668/1

Moreover, the estimator 77, of (.13)) can be expressed as the sum of local element error contributions:

NMh = Z Nk = Z (nest,K + Njump,K +770,K), 4.15)
KeT, KeT,

where the local contributions are given by

Tow = [ (€50~ D%wn) : g,

Mjump,K ‘= Z /ye [0,unl, o hnn+ [0:un]. & hnT+ [un]. divgzq.ne) ds,

6681(
N0.K ::/(f—divdivg‘;q)ﬁh dx,
K =

with the indicator function y, = 1/2 for interior edge ¢ € &, (L) and y, = 1 for boundary edge e € &;,(0Q2).

4.2 Guaranteed a posteriori error estimate

In this subsection, we present a guaranteed a posteriori error estimator for the goal-error based on equilibrated
moment tensor and potential reconstruction. An abstract a posteriori estimator is proposed, and is computed
later for some finite element methods. Here and throughout this subsection, for given gzq and Q‘;q belong to

[LZ(Q)]EYXH%, we define fj, := divdiv g‘;’lq and fj, := divdiv Q‘;’lq. We proceed first by writing goal-error as:

Lemma 4.3 (Goal error equation). Ler u and i respectively be the solution of (3.1) and (3.4). Let uy,
and iy, € Pr(Ty,) respectively be arbitrary piecewise polynomial functions. Let sj, and §j, be the potential
reconstructions of Deﬁnition and gzq be the equilibrated moment tensors of Deﬁnitionﬂ There holds

Q(u) = Qun) = (f = funr ) + (@51 = D25y, D*) + Q (s = up)- (4.16)
Proof. From the primal dual equivalence relation (4.1) and Definition we obtain

Qu) = (f, i) = {f = fu, @) + {fn. &)
= (f = fu i) + (divdiv @, @) = (f = fir. @) + (29, D*0). (4.17)
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Since s, € H(Z)(Q), from the weak formulation of dual problem (3.3) with v = s5,, we obtain

Q(un) = Q(sn) + Qun = sp) = (D@, D?sp) + Qup = s1) = (D2sp, D*@) + Qup = ). (4.18)
From the above two displayed equations we have

Q(u) = Qun) = f = funr i) + (&9 = D51, D*) = Qun = 51)- (4.19)

This completes the proof. ]

We apply the principle of classical bounding technique of Ladeveze et al. [26, [27] related to the
goal-oriented a posteriori error estimate of elasticity problem. Let
1 .
=3 (224 D75} (4.20)

be the average of moment tensor of Definition [3.2] and Hessian of potential reconstruction of Definition [3.]
corresponding to the dual problem. We denote the following oscillation terms by

05Chim (f+ 1) = [(f = finr it = 5n)| and 05¢G (F, 1) = |(F = fio 1 = 5. (4.21)

Theorem 4.4 (Abstract goal-oriented a posteriori estimator). Let u and ii respectively be the solution of (3.1))
and (3.4). Let uy, and iy, € P (Ty,) respectively be arbitrary piecewise polynomial functions. Let sj, and 5y,
be the potential reconstructions of Definition and ol and Q;q be the equilibrated moment tensors of

Deﬁnition with &' being the average moment tensor_of @20). There holds

[0 - 0Gun) - (¢ - D517

1 < x < -
< 10?5 — ¥l (§||D2sh = &+ oscau (f u)) +[(f = fis ) + Q(sn = un)| + 0scp (fo ). (4.22)
Proof. Adding and subtracting the average moment tensor &} in (#.16)), we obtain

O(u) = Q(un) = (¢ = D21, &) = (f = fns @) + (€9 = D25y, DY = 5) + Qs —wp).  (423)

From the definition of (4.20) and expanding, we have

1 1 1
25 mmy2 _ — 20~ _ % 2, 2 2~ =eq2 4 2 (PD2(7 _ 3 2~ =~eq
|D<ii — a7 || 4||D (@ —=3sp)ll +4||D -0 Il +2(D (i —§p), D70 o ).

Apply integration by parts twice to obtain
(D*(i = 5n), D = &59) = (i = 5, f = Jin)-
The above two equations and (3.12) with ¥ = §j, imply

2
L 1 5 N . 1 . } .
||D2u - 0'21”2 = Z”Dzsh —g:lq”z + <u —Sn, f — fh) < (EHDzsh _gZQH +05Cdual(f, u) ) (4.24)
Apply Schwarz inequality in the right hand side of (4.23) and use (4.24) to obtain
10() - Qun) - (9 - D2y, 7} |

Lo - .
< |D?sp -l (EHDzsh =l + oscava (S, u)) +[{f = Sfu ) + Q(sp — un)|

| . < 8
< 10?5 — ¥l (EIIDZSh =&l + oscaua (f M)) +1(f = fu>$n) + Q(sh — un)| + 05Cprim (f, 7).

This completes the proof. O
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Remark 4.5. A use of the the identity (4.23), the above goal a posteriori error estimation (4.22) can be
rewritten as

~ Lo x -
0(0) = Q(sn) - (@29 = D251, )| < D53, = 211 | 51075 = G591 + 05¢aua (. D)
+ [ = fur Sn)] + 05CT 0 (f ). (4.25)
Remark 4.6. The oscillation terms can be computed as follows. The triangle inequality and Lemma (3.3
imply
i = 3Sull2 < it —dllo + 116 = Snllon < Ifi = Fll2+ 1D?3), —g;qﬂ- (4.26)
This leads to a bound for data oscillation defined in (4.21)),
053 (f2 1) = |(F = fir T =50)| < 1f = full-2ll@ = Snll2
< I1F = ill2 (1F = full2 +11D%5, - 21)). “.27)

Similarly, the second data oscillation in (4.21)) can be bounded as

05 (£) < I1f = full2 (I.F = full 2+ 1D = &) . (4.28)

We observe that if there are no data oscillations for primal and dual problems, then 05¢prim ( f.,i) =0 and
0Scdual(f, ) = 0. Then the abstract a posteriori estimator (4.22) yields the simplified form:

- 1 .
0~ 0(ur) (29 - D251 a})| < S1D%sn - gD, - 9 410G — ). (429)

5 Discretization of the biharmonic equation

In this section, two nonstandard finite element methods are discussed in order to realize the estimator found
in Section[d] First, finite element approximation is introduced, then some procedures are described to obtain
potential reconstruction of Definition [3.1] and equilibrated moment tensor of Definition [3.2] Here and rest
of the article, we assume f, f € L?(Q) and k > 2.

5.1 CIPDG method

We obtain approximate solution by C interior penalty method (C°IPDG ); see [6}[7]. Define the polynomial
space for C’TPDG by
Vi = {vip € CY(Q) | viplx € Pr(K), K € Tp}.

Define the bilinear form ap(-, ) : V}’f X V;l‘ — R by

arp(up, vip) := Z /K D*upp : D*vipdx — Z /([anuIP]e {DZVIP,nn}e + {DzuIP,nn}e [3nVIP]e) ds

KeT;, eeg, v

g
+ Z ™ / [Onurpl, [Onviel, ds (5.1)
eeah e e

where o is large positive penalty parameter. Define linear forms for primal and dual problems as

ZIP(VIP) = Z / fvlp dx and [IP(VIP) = Z / fvlp dx VV[P S V}]f. (52)
K K

KeT, KeT,
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The C'TPDG method for (3:2) seeks up € V) such that

ap(up, vip) = hp(vip) Y vip € Vf, (5.3)

and C°TPDG method for the dual problem (3:3) seeks dip € V5 such that

aw(iip, vip) = lp(vip) Vv € VJ. (5.4)

The discretization error is measured by the mesh-dependent norm

Wl = D IDIB .+ D, - NI I, Vv € Vi + Hy(Q).

KeTy eesh

It is well known that for sufficiently large o = O((k + 1)?), there exists a positive constant 8 such that the
following coercivity result holds:

ap(vie, vip) = Blviellfs ¥ vip € V5.

Also, the bilinear form aip(-,-) is continuous, i.e., |ap(v,w)| < C||v|p|lw|p for all v,w € V;f. The
boundedness and coercivity of arp(-,-), and continuity of /;p and /ip lead to existence and uniqueness of
solution of primal and dual problems (5.3)-(5.4) by Lax-Milgram lemma.

The estimator of Theorem [4.1|is computed by the construction of equilibrated moment tensors o®¢ and
g;q of Definition and potential reconstructions s, and §; of Definition Their constructions are
outlined below:

Construction of equilibrated moment tensor. We follow [6] for the construction of equilibrated moment
tensor. Define the symmetric piecewise polynomial tensor fields of order k£ — 1 with continuous normal-
normal component T =nl't n,by
=h,nn —h
M= {z e [0 [T, € [Prt(K)ISH.K € T,

sym

T is continuous at interelement boundaries}. (5.5
“h,nn

Each T € qu is uniquely defined by the degrees of freedom (see [6} [16]])

[2, 0005 g ePii(ne &), 5.6)
/_ gk dx, gk € [Pra(K)15e, K € Th. (5.7)

This leads to the construction of equilibrated moment tensor:

Lemma 5.1. [6| Lemma 5.1] There exists unique equilibrated moment tensor g‘;lq € qu such that for each
K €T, o

o
ot = {Dupan}, — — [anMIP]e € Pr-i(e), e € En(K), (5.8)

/_eq CIKdX—/D up : gk dx — Z /)/e [0nuip), Gx ands Y gk € [Pia(K)]Sm.  (5.9)

ecé&p(K)

where vy, = 1/2 for interior edge e € E,(Q) and y, = 1 for a boundary edge e € E,(0Q). Moreover, the
equilibrated moment tensor satisfies [16, eq. (5.6)]

(divdive®d,vip) = (f.vie) Vvip € V. (5.10)
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By the above Lemma 5.1]and following [[6], we have the efficiency result:

Lemma 5.2. Let uip be the discrete solution of (5.3) and gzq be of (5.10). Then the following efficiency
result holds: B

g = D2urpll” < llu = wrpllip+ D, hiellf = Tl (5.11)
KeT,

where f is any interpolation of f into the space of piecewise polynomial functions of total degree less than
equals to k.

Computation of potential reconstruction. We describe potential reconstruction for k£ = 2 by averaging
[7, 18, 15]: let V}, C Hé(Q) be the Hsieh—Clough—Tocher associated with the triangulation 7},. For higher-
degree approximations k > 3, we refer [20] for extension of this approach, see below. We define the
enrichment operator Ey, : V}’l< — Vj, as follows: let N be any (global) degree of freedom of Vj,, i.e., N is either
the evaluation of a shape function or its first-order derivatives at an interior vertex of 7, or the evaluation of
the normal derivative of a shape function at the midpoint of an interior edge. For vip € V}’f define

1
N(Epvip) = — E N(viplk) (5.12)
TNl (S
N

where 7y is the set of triangles in 7, that share the degree of freedom N and |7y | is the number of elements
of 7. The enrichment operator satisfies the estimate:

IEpvie —viellie < € inf [[v —vip|lp, (5.13)

veH0

for some positive constant C. Finally, we set s;, := Ejurp and §j, := Ejiip to compute the estimator in (4.22).
Moreover, the efficiency ||s, — up|lip < Cllu — uip||1p follows from (5.13)) with vip = up and a choice v = u.

Computation of data oscillation. We follow the procedure of [6, Lemma 6.1] to compute oscillation of
data f and f. Assume the data f and f belong to L>(Q). Let f denote the L? projection of f onto the
(discontinuous) space of piecewise polynomials of degree k — 3 in 7;,. Then the oscillation can be bounded
by

1/2 1/2
||f—fh||—2SC(Z h‘,znf—fné,K) and||f—fh||_zsc(z h‘,znf—fné,K) SN CRT)

KeT, KeT,

where the constant ¢ has upper bound 0.3682146 due to an estimate of the interpolation by the Morley
element, see [12]]. In the case of k = 2, the projections can be set as f = 0 and f = 0.
We state convergence result, see [7, 9} 24]:

llu —uplln < ( inf ||M—V11>||h+0802(f)) (5.15)
V]pEVh
v 2
where, the norm defined by ||V1p||%l = ||v1p||12P + Z Z 1P and the data oscillation
- 0x;0x )
ec&p i,j=1,2 J T ellL2(e)
1/2
osco(f) = Z h‘}{ inf ||f-f ||i2 x| This is used to obtain a convergence result for goal error
KeTp f €Pr2(K)

as follows:
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For the above C°IPDG approximation, we observe that [urp], = 0 = [0-urp],. This is used to simplify
the goal residual estimator of (4.3)) as follows:

nhi=(f- d1Vd1V0' 4 dp) + Z /(Ueq D?uyp) : equ+ Z /[(9 upl, O-hqnn ds. (5.16)
KeT, ecEy,

Moreover, the remainder term has the estimate:

Theorem 5.3. Let u and ii respectively be the solution of (3.2) and (3.5). Let up € V}Ilc and ip € V)"
respectively be solution of (5.3) and (5.4). Assume ||u — urp||1p and ||ii — fp||1p, respectively, converge with
orders O(h*) and O(W™). Then the remainder estimator Ry, of @4) has the convergence

|Rh(u’ﬁ’ f;uIPJZIP)l < Chk+ma (517)

where the positive constant C (independent of the mesh parameter h) depends on load function f, and exact
solutions u and i.

Proof. Recall the remainder estimator term Ry, (u, i, f; up, iirp) of (4.4)

Rin(u, i, furp, dip) = (f = fn, @ — 5p) + Z (- D%uyp) : (D% - a9 dx
Ker, K —

+ Z /[a urpl, (D2, - )3 ) ds. (5.18)

6681,,

The first oscillation term in the above (5.18) is estimated by (4.28) as
f = S =3 < If = full2(1f = Fall2 + D255 = G591 (5.19)

The identity (3.12) with # = §), yields ||D?%i — eq|| < ||D?5), - eq|| + V2 0scqua (f, i) by Schwarz
inequality. This leads to an estimate for the second term in (5.18) as

D | (@) = DPur) : (D% = &%) dx < |lgy = Dure| 1D% - &7
KeT, - - -
< Il - Dure | (D% = 3911+ V2 05cqua () (5.20)
The last term of (5.18) is bounded by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
-1/2 1/2 ~
|3 [ 1ol D=5, )0 < 3 1A Wl oo I3t =55, )z

ecéy, eedy

1/2
1/2 -~
<||u—u1p||1p(2 lhe!* (D3, ,i‘}nn)lle(e)) . (52

eeah

Addition and subtraction of urp with trace inequality yield

1/2 ~ ~ 12 ~
DD - s, < > IRD, @ = )2, + D Ihe A (D2 = a7 DI,

ec8y, ecsy eedy
< || = dplln + | D*drp — 559 (5.22)
The above estimates (5.19)-(5.22)) and the efficiency result of Lemma[5.2]for primal and dual problems yield
the required estimate (5.17). O

Corollary 5.4. If the primal and dual solutions respectively u and ii belong to H*+*(Q) N Hé (Q), then the
remainder estimator Ry, of (@.4) has the convergence

\Rp (u, i@, f;urp, ip)| < Ch?, (5.23)

where the positive constant C (independent of the mesh parameter h) depends on load function f, and exact
solutions u and ii.
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5.2 Discontinuous Galerkin FEMs
Let VX := Px(75). Define the bilinear form agg : VX XV — R by [3]

adG (UdG, VdG) = Z /DzudG D*v4g dx — Z / [Vugcl, - {D*vacnc}, + {D? MdGne}e'[VVdG]e) ds

KeT, ecEy
+ Z / [udG]e {div (D*vac)n.}, + {div (D*ugc)-n.}, [VdG]e)
eGSh
3 i [t Kol as+ 3 7% [l ol ds (5.24)
eeah ee&y

for positive penalty parameter o and 0», and linear forms

lao(vac) = | / fvacdx and lg(vag) = ) / Frac dx. (5.25)

Ke7, KeT,

The DG method for (3:2) seeks uq € V¥ such that

aac (4G, vac) = lag(vag) Vvac € Vi, (5.26)

and for the dual problem (33) seeks iqg € V}\ such that

aqc(fiaG, vag) = lac(vag) Y vac € V. (5.27)

The discretization error will be measured by the mesh-dependent dG norm

W3 = D 1D+ Y - " ||06+Z || 15, YveVi+H Q).

KeT, eeé‘h eeSh

It is well known that for sufficiently large oy = O((k +1)?) and o = O((k + 1)°), there exists a positive
constant S such that the following coercivity

2
aac(vagsvac) = Blvacllig Vvac € Vy,

and for all vqg, wgg € Vag, boundedness |aqg(vag, wag)| < Cllvasllagllwdcllag result hold. Moreover, one
can extend the definition of a4 (-, -) to V}’l‘ + Hé (Q) by a lifting operator, see [[19]], and have the coercivity and
boundedness of the extension. An abuse of notation, we also denote the extension of a4g (-, -) to V;f + HS (Q)
by itself.

Construction of equilibrated moment tensor. We follow [5]] for the construction of equilibrated moment
tensor gzq and gzq. The equilibrated moment tensors are constructed in the discrete space gzq defined by

M = {zh € L* (¥ |z |k € Pi(K)™? K € 7@} NH(div*,Q), (5.28)
k ifk >3,
where ¢ :=
3 ifk=2.

For K € Ty, let fx be the L2—projection of f onto P;_»(K), and let fj € L?*(€) be such that fulg =
fk,.K € T,. Let BDM,,,(K),m € IN be denoted by the Brezzi-Douglas—Marini element of polynomial
degree m, see [10]. The construction of equilibrated moment tensor is obtained by two steps: first construct
an auxiliary vector field f‘;lq € H(div, Q), f‘;lql x € BDM,_|(K),K € Ty, satisfying

Vi =f, in L*(Q), (5.29)
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and then an equilibrated moment tensor g;q € qu satisfying

v-g;q =y in L*(Q). (5.30)

Define some auxiliary numerical flux functions on the edges e € &, by

) {{wh}e, e € E1(Q)

0, ec 8},(69),
=) . fun}., e € EL(Q)
- 0, e € ah(ag)

z = {Dzuh} - ne [Vuh]
@ = {V-Dzuh}e + ﬁ [unl], ne.

The auxiliary vector field tﬁeq is constructed locally on each element K € 7, such that «ﬁeq € BDM,_(K)
satisfies the following 1nterp01at10n conditions, see [S, Eq. 6.5]

[newrads= [neBads. gereie. ecenon)
e - e -

/«//SQ-qux:/ naK-zqus—/fqu, g€ Pra(K),
K" oK - K

/ lﬁzq ~curl(bgq) dx = / (V-D*up,) -curl(bxq)dx, ¢ € Pr_3(K),
K~ K

where bg = /lK /lK /lK is the bubble function on element K for barycentric coordinates /IK i=1,2,30fK.
Finally, the equilibrated moment tensor a':lq = (O'h Ok iy With 0'(‘) = (o-h e o ST, 1 <i <2, ineach
element K is constructed by fixing the degrees of freedom (S, Eq. 6 8]

/ coineqds= [Fueais g lPOl, ¢ e 8,(0K)

[oarivaan=- / vo-qaxr [ Bnacgix e PR
c, kL q

/aﬁliq curl(qu)dxzfgf ceurl(bgq)dx, qe Pra(K),1<i<?2,

K K

. 2 . . . .
where z(‘) =( 6?@15& 1 6‘; gﬁ‘c ),i = 1,2. The above constructions lead to the equilibrium: div div O'Zq = fi.

A similar construction for dual problem with data f and approximation iij, leads to the equilibrated moment
tensor ghq.

Computation of potential reconstruction. Let ) be a C'-conforming finite-element space consisting
of the macro-elements of order » > 4, see [20, Definition 3.1]. We follow the construction of recovery
operator of [20]. For each nodal point v of the C'-conforming finite-element space Sﬁ*z, define w, to
be the set of K € 7}, that share the nodal point v, ie., w, = {K € 7, : v € K}. Define the operator
Ep : Pr(Th) — Sk*2 0 HZ(Q) by the averaging:

ﬁ YKkew, Nv(vaglx) if v & 0Q,

Ny (Epvac) = 531
(Envac) {0 ify € 00, (5-31)

where N, is any nodal variable at v and v is any nodal point of S ﬁ*z. This operator satisfies the estimate [20,
Lemma 3.1] and [13, Lemma 3.5]:

|Ervac = vacllag < € inf lv =vagllac, (5.32)

vEH; (Q)
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for some positive constant C.

6 Numerical Experiments

In this section, numerical results of goal-oriented a posteriori estimations are presented for the C°IPDG
method of Section[5.1] with k = 2. The approximate goal functional is defined by

On 1= Q) + (g9 - D21, 7). ©.)

The primal and dual estimators are defined respectively by 7, = ||D%s), — g‘;'qu and 7, = ||D*5) — Q‘;’ZqH.

This gives the following error estimate from (4.22))

Uhﬂh

engoal = |Q(u) = Qnl < 5= +10(sn = un)| =2 My noas (62)

where the higher order data oscillation terms are not considered in the computations. The estimators are
further localized for a mesh adaptation as

= Y ik whete ik = ID%s - €2 k), 6.3)
KeTi =

52— =2 = — 2~ ~eq

My = Z M,k Where fip g = [|D”Sp = & U2 (k) and (6.4)
KeT, -

2 = 2 L—
MhNe = Z Mh.x NC where np, x Nc = 1Q((sp — un) xx)I, (6.5)

KeT,

and yg is the characteristic function defined on K € 7;,. We apply Algorithm [I] which follows standard
adaptive procedure SOLVE, ESTIMATE, MARK and REFINE for the numerical examples below. For the
experiments below, the penalty parameter o for the C’TPDG method is set to 20.

In the following numerical tests, we also compute the estimator found in (5.16)) in the context of C°TPDG
method. We rename it as goal residual estimator

Mhogoal * = Z (0' ¢~ D’up) : & g ddx+ Z [a”un’le Ty 45- (6.6)
KeT, eey

The potential reconstructions s; and §; for primal and dual solutions are computed from the definition
in (5.12). The symmetric piecewise linear equilibrated moment tensors o eq for primal and a'eq for dual

problems are constructed from Lemma The effectivity indices are computed by the ratio 17abg a1/ €h.goal

abs
h,goal

res
h,goal

Ires

for abstract goal estimator n I goal

and by / €n.,g0a for residual type goal estimator 1

6.1 Regular solution and uniform refinements

In this test, we consider an exact solution defined on a plate Q := (0, 1) x (0, 1)
u(x,y) = 102x'0(1 =)' (1 - ) (6.7)

with load function f defined by f := A%u in Q. In other words, the goal functional is the mean value of
the deflection in the strip w, where the right-hand side function f, the solution u and gradient of u exhibit
large changes. The exact solution has been illustrated in the left part of Figure[T]and the zone of interest w is
highlighted by grey color in the right part of Figure l The solution has peak at ( ) which is highlighted
by a bullet. The goal functional is defined by

O(u) = IUII /w wdx = (f,u) g, with f = %" (6.8)
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Algorithm 1 Goal-oriented adaptive method

Input: Initial mesh 75, J > 1 the maximum number of mesh refinement levels, and two real parameters
6 € (0,1).

Set j =0.
While (j < J) do

* SOLVE/COMPUTE:

1. Solve the primal and dual matrix systems AU; = F; and AU j= F ; related to the discrete
problems.

2. Compute the potential reconstructions for primal s; and for dual §; of Definition 3.1} Compute

the moment tensor for primal problem o°¢ and for dual problem ¢°? from Definition
=j =j

* ESTIMATE. Compute the primal estimator 7, the dual estimator 77 ; and the nonconforming estimator
njNc proposed for goal-oriented error estimation.

* MARK. Mark sets for each of the primal and dual problems:
1. The Dorfler marking chooses a minimal subset M? C 7; such that

0 ), MK < Y ni(K).

K e7; KEME—

2. The Dorfler marking chooses a minimal subset M? C 7; such that

0> K < D> K.

Ke7; KeM{
3. The Dorfler marking chooses a minimal subset M?IC C 7; such that

0> PxcK) < > nlnelK).

KeT; KeMi©
4. Set M; = M? U M;! U M?IC the union of marked sets found for primal, dual and nonconforming
marking procedures above.

* REFINE. Compute the closure of M; and generate a new triangulation 7;,| using newest vertex
bisection method ([38]]).

Setj:=j+1.

End While
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Exact Solution

(0,1)

(0,0) (1,0)

Figure 1: Exact solution (/eft) and the zone of interest (right). Example goal functional (6.8).

(a) (b)
Figure 2: (a) Initial triangulation 7 and (b) first uniform refinement 77 of Example

where the strip w = {(x,y) € Q:0.75 < x+y < 1.25} illustrated in the right side of Figure [T]and y,, is
the characteristic function defined on w. The numerical integration value of the exact goal functional reads
O (u) ~ 0.06044290015.

Numerical experiments are performed on the sequence of uniform triangulations 7, 771, ...,7s with
initial triangulation shown in Figure 2[a). In the uniform refinement process each triangle is subdivided
into four similar triangles, see Figure 2] In Figure [3] the exact solution  in the left, approximate primal
solution up in the middle and approximate dual solution #p in the right are projected on the domain €.
The approximation for goal function is found to be Q; = 0.06046477792 on the mesh 75. The convergence
histories for goal error, goal estimator of (6.2) and (6.6) with respect to number of unknowns are plotted
in Figure [l We observe the quadratic convergence rates for goal error and goal estimators with effectivity
index close to 9.4 for abstract goal estimator (6.2) and 2.5 for (6.6).

6.2 Singular solution and adaptive mesh refinement

In this test, we consider the L-shaped domain Q = (=1, 1)%\ ([0,1) x (—=1,0]). Set the singular functions
231 u(r,8) := (1 —r*cos® 6)*(1 — r?sin® 0)*r'*¥g ., () with g4, (6) :=

(ai 0 sin ((a - 1)w) - - -1|-1 sin ((a + l)w)) X (cos ((@=1)8) —cos ((e + 1)9))

_ (ai . sin ((@ — 1)) - ai 1 sin ((a + 1)9)) X (cos ((@=1Dw) —cos ((a+ l)a))),
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Dual Approximate Solution a0t
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Exact Solution
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01

o o1 02 03 04 05 08 07 08 03 1

Figure 3: Exact primal solution (/eft), approximate primal solution (middle), and approximate dual solution
(right). Example[6.1] goal functional (6.8).

—— Goal Error

—O— Goal Est.
~—#— Goal Res. Est. -

—E— Eff. Ind. Goal

—&—Eff. Ind. Res. Goal

Error and Estimators

sl . L [ . et
10° 10 10° 10
Number of unknowns

Figure 4: Convergence histories of goal error ej goa1, abstract goal estimator nabs and residual estimator

. gence At ) h,goal
My gour With effectivity indices. Example goal functional (6.8).
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Exact Solution

0.8

Figure 5: Exact solution (/eft) and the zone of interest (right). Example goal functional (6.9).

where the angle w := 37” and the parameter o = 0.5444837367 is a non-characteristic root of sin®(aw) =
a? sin?(w). It can be observed that the solution has the regularity H>*®(Q) N Hé(Q), see [23]. Since the
problem has singularity at the origin (0, 0), we consider the goal functional
_ (7 .
Ou) = —/ udx = (f,u)g, with f ==, (6.9)
lwl Jo |w]
where w = {(x,y) € Q : (x —0)>+ (y —0)? < 0.25°} and y, is the characteristic function defined on
w. The exact solution (leff), the domain Q and the zone of interest (right) are illustrated in Figure 5] The
numerical integration value of the exact goal functional reads Q (u) ~ 0.018334438.

For the numerical experiment, we start with an initial mesh 75 (see Figure [§[a)). We apply the adaptive
Algorithm [I] with refinement parameter 6 = 0.25 and maximum refinement level J = 13 to generate the
adaptive meshes 71, 73, . . ., 713. We also compare the results with uniform refinement levels 7y, 71, . . ., T5.
For uniform refinement, each triangle is divided into four similar triangles to obtain next level mesh as
described for the previous test. The initial mesh and final adaptive mesh are shown in Figure 8] The
adaptive meshes and projected solutions for primal and dual problems are illustrated in Figures [6] & [7] for
first 7o, 71, . . . , 77 adaptive meshes. The convergence histories for goal error, goal estimator of (6.2) and
(6-6) with respect to number of unknowns are plotted in Figure ] for uniform and adaptive refinements.
It can be observed that for both the refinement procedures goal error is reduced when meshes are refined
accordingly. Moreover, the convergence rate for the adaptive refinements is much higher (approximately
2) than the convergence rate for uniform refinement (approximately 1.1). The adaptive algorithm helps to
achieve the higher accuracy for the approximation of goal functional with less number of unknowns in the
computational process. The effectivity indices of goal estimator n;‘f;oal and goal residual estimator 77y, res
for uniform refinement appear to be close to 2 and 2.5 respectively. Whereas effectivity indices for these
estimators for adaptive refinements appear to be close to 5 and 3 respectively.

7 Conclusion

This article presents an abstract framework for guaranteed goal-oriented a posteriori error control for two
variants of discontinuous Galerkin finite element approximation of the model problem (3.1). Also, goal error
is represented by an estimator and by a remainder term that combines the dual-weighted residual method
and equilibrated moment tensor. The estimators are based on potential reconstruction and equilibrated
moment tensor that can be applied to various other finite element approximations for the model problem.
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Figure 6: Approximate solution uy on 7y, 71, . . . 77 with parameter 6 = 0.25 of Algorithmfor Example
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Figure 7: Approximate solution iy, on 7y, 771, . . . 77 with parameter 6 = 0.25 of Algorithmfor Example
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Figure 8: (a) Initial triangulation 7y and (b) adaptive mesh 713 with parameter 8 = 0.25 of Algorithm for

Example[6.2]
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Figure 9: Convergence histories of goal error and goal estimator with effectivity index for Example
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The numerical results illustrate that the error in the goal functional (3.3) can be controlled efficiently by
the Algorithm[I] The methodology described in this article for goal-oriented a posteriori can be applied to
nonlinear fourth-order plate problems.
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