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Abstract

An hp-version interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin (IPDG) method under nonconforming meshes is
proposed to solve the quad-curl eigenvalue problem. We prove well-posedness of the numerical scheme
for the quad-curl equation and then derive an error estimate in a mesh-dependent norm, which is op-
timal with respect to h but has different p-version error bounds under conforming and nonconforming
tetrahedron meshes. The hp-version discrete compactness of the DG space is established for the conver-
gence proof. The performance of the method is demonstrated by numerical experiments using conform-
ing/nonconforming meshes and h-version/p-version refinement. The optimal h-version convergence rate
and the exponential p-version convergence rate are observed.

Keywords: hp discontinuous Galerkin method, quad-curl eigenvalue problem, error estimate, discrete
compactness.

1. Introduction

The quad-curl eigenvalue problem is important in inverse electromagnetic scattering theory of inho-
mogeneous media |15, @, @] and magnetohydrodynamics equations [54]. As a classic electromagnetic
model, the Maxwell eigenvalue problem is a hot topic in the field of numerical mathematics and com-
putational electromagnetism (see, e.g., E, , , , , , , @, @, @, @, , ]) In recent years,
the numerical treatment of the quad-curl equation and its associated eigenvalue problem has attracted
the attention of scientific community. Some early works include a nonconforming element method by
Zheng et al. @] and an h-version IPDG method by Hong et al. @], respectively, for the quad-curl

equation. Chen et al. HE] and Sun et al. | further established its new a-priori error estimates and
multigrid method, respectively. Sun et al. | also proposed an h-version weak Galerkin method for the
quad-curl equation. Sun [48] and Zhang [55] studied its mixed element methods, respectively. Brenner

et al. ﬂﬂ] proposed its Lagrange finite element methods on planar domains. More recently Zhang and
Hu et al. ﬂﬁ, 29, @] proposed several families of H(curl?)-conforming finite elements in both two and
three dimensions. A-priori and a-posteriori error estimates for the quad-curl eigenvalue problem were
further developed in [52]. The H(curl?)-conforming virtual element methods [57] and the decoupled finite
element method ﬂﬂ] were also proposed.

The hp finite element methods are popular in scientific computing due to its flexibility and high accu-
racy. DG methods provide general framework for hp-adaptivity as they employ the discontinuous finite
element spaces, giving great flexibility in the design of meshes and polynomial bases. For the overview of
the historical development of hp-version DG methods, we refer to, e.g., articles ﬂ, B], monographs ﬂﬂ, @]
and the references therein. For the second-order elliptic problem and the biharmonic problem, a consid-
erable number of works on hp-version IPDG methods were done, cf. ﬂﬁ, , , @, |ﬁ, , , @, ]

However, to the best of our knowledge, the research work on the hp-version DG methods for the quad-
curl equation and its eigenvalue problem cannot be found in the existing literatures. This paper aims
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to fill this gap. We propose an hp-version IPDG method with two interior penalty parameters to solve
the quad-curl equation and associated eigenvalue problem. The hp-version error estimates for the DG
solution of the quad-curl equation (without div-free constraint) are established under the assumption that
the exact solution w € H3(Q) and curl®*w € H/2+%(Q). To bound the error of the IPDG method for the
eigenvalue problem, we analyze the hp-version DG discretization of the quad-curl equation with div-free
constraint. A discrete poincédre inequality in the discrete div-free space is established to guarantee the
well-posedness of the DG discretization scheme. Then hp-version discrete compactness on the discrete
div-free space is established to prove the unform convergence of discrete solution operators. Finally, we
use the well-known Babuska-Osborn theory B] to prove the convergence of the IPDG method for the
quad-curl eigenvalue problem. The a priori error bound of the DG eigenvalues is optimal in & on both
conforming and nonconforming meshes, and suboptimal in p by 3 order on nonconforming simplex mesh
and by 2 order on conforming simplex mesh.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, an hp-version IPDG scheme is given for the quad-curl
equation without div-free condition. In Section 3, we will discuss the stability of the IPDG scheme and
its a-priori error estimates in DG norm under conforming/nonconforming mesh. An IPDG scheme for
the quad-curl eigenvalue problem is proposed in Section 4. The discrete poincére inequality and discrete
compactness of discrete div-free space are established. The error bound for IPDG eigenvalues and the
error estimates of eigenfunctions in low norms will follow. In the end of this paper, we present several
numerical examples to validate the efficiency of our methods under both h-refinement and p-refinement
modes.

Throughout this paper, we use the symbol a < b and a 2 b to mean that a < Cb and a > Cb
respectivley, where C' denotes a positive constant independent of mesh parameters and polynomial degrees
and may not be the same in different places.

2. An hp-version IPDG method for the quad-curl problem

Consider the quad-curl problem

cnl'w+w=f inQ, (2.1)
curlw xm =0 on 909,

wxn=0 on df,

where Q is a bounded simply-connected Lipschitz polyhedron domain in R%(d = 2,3), and n is the unit
outward normal to 0f.
We adopt the following function space

H(curl®, Q) := {v € L2(Q) : cwrlv € L}(Q),1 < j < s}
equipped with the norm || - ||s,cur and
Hy(curl®, Q) := {v € L2(Q) : curlv € L*(Q), curl/ 'v x n|pq = 0,1 < j < 2}
The weak form of @I)-(Z3) is to find w € Ho(curl?, Q) such that
a(w,v) = (f,v), Vv e Hg(curl®,Q), (2.4)

where
a(w,v) = (curlw, curl?v) + (w, v).

We consider the shape regular and affine meshes 7, = { K} that partition the domain €2 into tetrahedra
in R? (or triangles in R?), and introduce the finite element space

Vh:{vh|K€P(K),K€7ﬁ,pK22}. (25)



where P(K) = (P,, )% with the polynomial space of total degree < pr. Let h = maxge7, hx and
p = minge7, pr. Let E) and &7 be respectively the set of internal faces and the set of boundary
faces of partition Ty, &, := &£) U 8,?, [ € &) be the interface of two adjacent elements K*, and n*
be the unit outward normal vector of the face f associated with K*. We use hy := max(hg+,hg-)
and py := min(pg+,px-) to represent the maximum diameter of the circumcircle and the maximum
polynomial degree of the elements sharing the face f, respectively. We denote by v+ = (v|x=)| ¢ and
introduce three notations as follows:

[v] = vt xnt +v” xn™, Jeurlv] =curlv™ xnt +curlo™ xn~, {curl®v} = (curlv™ + curl®v™)/2.
If f € &, we define [v], [curlv] and {curl®v} on f, respectively, as follows:
[v] = v xn, [curlv] =curlv x n, {curl*v} = curl®v.

Pick up any vy, in V. For any K € T, by using Green’s formula we have
/ f-on= / curlPw - vy, X nds —|—/ curl?w - cur12vhdx +/ w - vpdr
K oK K K
+/ curl’w - (curlv, x n)ds. (2.6)
oK
This infers that

/ fopdr = / curliw . curli’vhdm + / curl®w - [vp]ds + | w-vpdx
Q Q fEER Q2

+/ curl’w - [eurlvy,]ds (2.7)
Jf€&n

whose right-hand side can be rewritten as the bilinear form

ap(w,vp) = / curliw . curlivhdaz + [ w-vpde
Q Q

+/ {curlPw} - [vy]ds +/ {curl’w} - [eurlvy,]ds
J€& feén

+ / {curlvy,} - [w]ds + / {curl*vy,} - [curlw]ds
Jf€&n f€&n

2 6
+ / MPY [eurlop] - [eurlw]ds + / P55 Ton] - [w]ds (2.8)
reen Ny reen Mg

where we have used the jump [curlw] and [w] vanishes across faces f and 71 and 7y are two positive
constant to be determined. Finally we reach at the following relation

ap(w,vp) = (f,vn), Yop € V. (2.9)
Hence the IPDG discretization of (2.5) is to find wj, € V), such that

an(wn,vn) = (f,vn), Vop € Vi (2.10)
The above two equalities give the following Galerkin orthogonality

ap(wp, —w,vy) =0, Yo, € V. (2.11)

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 4.5 in [4]). There are linear continuous operators IS : H*(K) — P(K) such that
for v e H¥(K)

o = |l i S PRI T2 g e, 0< g <5, (2.12)



Let v € V}, be equipped with the following norm and semi-norm

ol = 3 (lewolld s + ol ) + 32 (h7pS Il )

KeTy, feén
+ 3 (et IewlP o} ; + hypy I{eur?o} I3 ; + 7 p3 feurto]|E ;) (2.13)
fe€n
[wf2 = o]l3 ~ [[v])% (2.14)

Next we shall discuss the well-posedness of the discrete variational problem. It is obvious that the bilinear
form ay, (-, -) is bounded with respect to the norm ||-||;, in Vi, +Ho(curl®, Q)N {w : Z?:o lcurl vl|1 /2400 <
oo} with o > 0.

3. Error estimate in DG-norm

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 6.1 in [28)]). For any polynomial v € P(K), there holds

—1/2 _
vllo.or S hig*picllvllox and ol x < btk |vl

0,K- (3.1)

The following theorem shows the coerciveness of ay(+,-) in Vy, which guarantees the well-posedness
of the discrete problem (Z.10).

Theorem 3.1. For sufficiently large 1 and 12, we have
an(v,v) 2 ||v||3, Yv € V. (3.2)

Proof. Let us pick up any v € Vj, we deduce

an(0.0) > S (lewtol x + 03 x) + S0 (mhedllewto]l ; +mhy s IR )

KeTs, Feen

=it Y b I{ewlPo} 5 — o1 Y by o} [ewrlo]|[5
feen Feen

=0z Y e S {ewlPol|§ s — o2 Y PpRI[V]IG (3.3)
fee Feen

with p1 and py to be determined later. Using trace theorem and inverse estimate in Lemma 3.1, we have
for f =K NK,

hypy 2 {ewrPo} 3 ; < 0.5C |eurlPol[§ s, L, (3.4)
h?cp;GH{curl?’v}Haf < Cghfp;2||{cur12v}|\3_’f < 0.50201||cur12'v||(2)7KluK2. (3.5)

Then we deduce

2 — _
an(0,0) > 3 (lewrtol3  + ol 1) + 32 (mhy w3l lewto]3 ; + mhy s [0113 1)

KETh feen
—2p7'Ch Z lewrl®v||3 x — p1 Z hy pi || [eurlo] |13
KeTy, feén
—2p; 'C1Cy Z [ewrl®v||§ 5 — po Z he Pl ;- (3.6)
KeTy, fFeén

Hence

an(@,0)> 3 (1= 207101 — 203 L Co)fewrl®ol2 1 + 10112 )
KeTh

+ 3 (b7 o = pop}lleurto] |3 + (12 — p2)h w3 IRTIR ) (3.7)
feén



Choose the large p1, p2, 71 and 72 such that 2pf101 + 2p510102 < 1,7m1 > p1 and 12 > po. Finally the
inequality (B71) together with (4] yields the conclusion. O

In the following theorem, we prove the error estimate of the discrete problem (ZI0) by establishing
the interpolation error estimates in DG-norm.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that {T} is a family of nonconforming meshes. Let w € Hy(curl®, Q) and
Ag(w) < oo for any K € Ty, then

1/2
|[w —wp|n < ( Z (hr;in(pKJrl’SK)_zp?f_sKAK('w))2> . pi= 1?37@ pr > 2 (3.8)
K€7—h h
where A (w) = ||wl|s . i if [|W][sx,x < 00 for si > 4, otherwise Ax(w) = ||w|3,x + [[cwrl’w]|1 /o5 1

(6 >0) and sg = 3.

Proof. Let 11, be the global projection operator which equals Hff on K. First of all we shall prove

1/2
w — Twl, < ( > (h?}‘“@f‘“”)*pif-”AK<w>> . Pk 22 (3.9)
KeTy,

Let us denote Ejp(w) = w — II,w then

I1Ew ()l S Y (lewl®En(w)I[f s + |1 Ba(w)l5 ) + D oy l{eurl® By (w) G

KeTy feéy,
£ 3 (BB wNIF ; + 237 Neurl By ()R ; + 7 s | {euri2Bn(w)} 13 )
feeén
=10 + I, + Is.

We first estimate I;. Using the error estimate of Hf in Lemma 2.1, we have
1B (w)llo,x + llewrl” B (w) o, S hie ™" )72 D38 ]| e, .
Let f = K1 N K5 and sf :=min(sk,, Sk,). For py > 3 we have from Lemma 2.1

_ 1 —4 4—
jewrl® By (w)|1, 1, 0ra + B "prlenrt By (w)loxyuma S BEE DT Jwlls ko,

~

Then we estimate Ip: For py > 2 we have for i = 1,2

lewrl® B (w) k., 13 5 = llewrlw] e |If 5 < lewrlwlf? o5 5, U,
while for py > 3 from Lemma A.3 in [45] we have for i = 1,2

1/2

[[curl® B, (w) |, [eurl By (w)|lo,x,uk, + (leurl® By (w) [lo,5, uk, [eurl By ()1, Uk, ) /2

5 (hl‘;lln(pf+1,8f)—3.5p§—5f —|—h?in(pf+17Sf)_3'5p§»'5_5f)
min(ps+1,s5)—3.5 3.5—s
S h e Py ]l

||wH5f7K1UK2
Sf,KlLJKz'
We can estimate I3 similarly:

[ En(w)|s; Dy eurl(Ep (w))|x, 5 2wl (B (w)) | llo,s

< h;gin(?+1,5f)70.5p(}.575f ||stf7KluK2f0r i=1,2. (3.10)

K;



Hence we have proved [89)). Using (2I1) and Theorem 3.1 we have
lwn = vnlli S an(wh = vn,w = vp) < llwn = villnllw = vnlln,  Yor € V.
Then

lw —wi|ln < inf ||Jw— v (3.11)
v EVy

This together with (8:9) yields the conclusion. O

Remark 3.1. The error estimate B9) on the general polygonal (d = 2) or polyhedral (d = 3) meshes
can be proved by using a triangle or a tetrahedron to cover the polygonal or polyhedral element, like the
way in Lemma 23 in @] or Lemma 4.12 in [2]].

Remark 3.2. The convergence rate is optimal with respect to h but the convergence rate in polynomial
degree p is not optimal under nonconforming mesh. The convergence rate can be improved under con-
forming meshes. The utilization of the H'-conforming element interpolation in D] can yield the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that {Tp,} is a family of conforming meshes. Let w € Hy(curl®, Q) and Ag(w) :=
ke, Ag (w)?)'/? < 0o with minger, sx := s then

[|lw —wp||n < hmin(erl’S)*QpB*SAQ(w), p > 2. (3.12)

Proof. Let @y, be the C°-conforming finite element space defined in M] with the polynomial degree p and
the mesh size h. There is a projection P, : HY(Q) — Qp x Q, (see Theorem 4.8 in [4]) such that

[Pov = vl[10 S A™PEHED T ) o, p i > 1. (3.13)
Since

[curl(Pr,w — w)|1,x < |curlPyw — Pyeurlw|y g + |Ppcurlw — curlw|q g

< phhit|eurl Pyw — curlw + curlw — Pyeurlw||o i + || Prcurlw — curlw||; g,
we have

1/2
( S feurl(Pyaw - w)ﬁ‘,K) < AR 2y35 g o (3.14)
KeTh

Similarly as above, we have

1/2
< Z [|curl® (Pw — w)||§K + W2t |eurl® (PLw — w)|fK> < RIS =857 A (w).  (3.15)
KeTh

Denoted by Eh(w) := Ppbw — w, since for i = 1,2

leur® By (w) &, llo.y < by 2 lcwrlEp (w)llo,5, urcy + (leurl®En (w) o, i, urc, leurl® B (w)|1, k0 2
we have
1/2
Z ||{curl2l77h(w)}||g7f 5 (hmin(p+1,s)72.5p375 + hmin(erl,5)72.5p475)”wH&Q
feén
5 hmin(;oJrl,s)fZ.SpALfsH,w”&Q (3.16)



and similarly for ¢ = 1,2

1/2
> {ewl*Ep(w)} 3 S R EEL TS 5078 g (w), (3.17)
feeén
1/2
> ll[ewrlEx (w)]|3 5 A T L1 (3.18)
feén
The estimates B14)-BI8) give
| En(w)|[n S R EFE972p8 70 Ag (w). (3.19)
The assertion can be done by the inequality (BIT). O

4. IPDG method for the quad-curl eigenvalue problem

In this section we restrict our analysis on the case P(K) = (P,(K))% on a simplex K. The quad-curl
eigenvalue problem reads: Find w € Hy(curl®, Q) and p € H}(Q) such that

(curl®u, curl®v) + (Vp,v) = Mu,v), VYo € Hy(curl®,Q),

L (4.1)
(u,Vq) =0, Vqe Hy().
One readily verifies that
ap(u,v) + (Vp,v) = ANu,v), Yo € Vy, (4.2)
where
ap(u,v) = ap(u,v) — (u,v).
We introduce the following function spaces:
X = {v € Ho(ewl, Q)|(v, V) = 0,7 € HL()}, (4.3)
Un = {gn € Hy(D)lgn|x € Ppr1(K), VK € Tn}, :
XhZ{’UhEVhth,Vq):O,VqEUh}. (4.5)

The discrete form of the eigenvalue problem (1)) is given by: Find (An,upn,pn) € R x Vi, x Uj, with
uy, # 0 such that

ap(un,vn) + (VDn, vn) = Ap(un, vp), Yo, € Vi,

4.6
(uhvvq) =0, Vq e Uy, ( )

To analyze the convergence of the discretization (4.0l), we consider the source problem with div-free
constraint: Find T'f € Hp(curl®, Q) and Sf € H}(Q2) such that

(carlPT f, curl®v) + (VSF,v) = (f,v), Vv € Hy(curl?, Q),

L (4.7)
Its DG discretization is to seek Ty f € Vj, and Sy f € Up:
an(Tuf,vn) + (VSuf,vn) = (f,vn), Yon € Vi, (4.8)

(vq,Thf) = 07 vq € Uh-

It is easy to verify that Sf =S, f =0 for f € X.



Proposition 4.1 (Propositions 4.5 in [34]). Let v, € Vy,. Then there is vy, € Ho(curl, Q) NV}, such that

W72 lon = vilI? + llewrly(on — o)1 < D A7 [oall3 - (4.9)
f€&€n
where |curl, ()| :== (X ke, chr1(~)||(2)7K)1/2 and the hidden constant is independent of the mesh size h

and the polynomial degree p.

Remark 4.1. The above conclusion is valid on nonconforming meshes since they can be conformed by
adding some edges (d =2) or faces(d = 3). The fact that the hidden constant in ([E9) is independent of
the mesh size h is verified in [@] Howewver, its independence on the polynomial degree p is not verified
yet. Here we give an argument for the case of H(curl)-conforming rectangular element method as follows.

Let {cpK . 1’)1 and {ng b}zp %P be the edge-based basis functions and the cell-based basis functions on
QPP (K) x QPP YK )(see Appendiz A), respectively. Any v € QP~1P(K) x QPP~Y(K) can be written
as

2p° —2p

= > vawxﬁ Z Vi P b (4.10)

ecE(K) i=1

Let v° € Ho(curl, Q) N'Vy, be the function whose edge moments are

—z { %EeCK’ v}(',e Zfe ¢ aQ

VKe™ 0 if e C 00

fori=1,--- 4p and whose cell moments are

— .
Vb= VKb

fori=1,---,2p* —2p. According to the transformation v - Fx = B%T'T;,
0 e < hy 2chrlﬁ||(2)f(. (4.11)

Note that © — v° € QYP([—1,1]?) + QP1([-1,1]?). By the orthogonality of basis functions we have

N,
||C111"1(’l/; OK N Z Z er _ElKe 2 S Z Z Z(sz,e - ’U}(’,e)2

eCOK i=1 eCOK K'De i=1
SY h /| (v|x —v|g) - 7|?ds (4.12)
eCOK €

and similarly by (62) and B3) in Appendiz A

Ne

15— ~11(® — )3 2 + L@ - ) 2 S D D (e =Tk )* S D b /l vlK —vlxr)  7|ds.
eCOK 1=1 eCOK €
(4.13)
Finally we have from the above two estimates and (EI1)
hi o = ¥l g + llewrl(o = v) 5 S D hic (4.14)

eCOK

Then ([E9) follows.



The Hodge operator is a useful tool in our error analysis. It is defined as Hg € Hy(curl, 2) and
p € HY(Q) for g € X}, such that

(curlHg, curlv) + (Vp,v) = (curlg, curlv), Vo € Hy(curl, Q),

(Vo.Hg) =0, ¥ < HY(®). )

We introduce the following curl-conforming finite element spaces ﬂﬂ]
Vi, = {vn, € Hy(curl, Q)|vp |k € (Pp(K))?, K € Ta}, (4.16)
X, = {v, € Vj, and (v, Vq) = 0,Yq € Uy}, (4.17)

and give the corresponding interpolation error estimates in virtue of Lemma 3.1 in E]

Lemma 4.1. Let r be the edge element interpolation associated with \N/'h. IfveX CcH™(Q) for some
ro € (1/2,1] and curlv € curlVy, then

lrnw =l S hop~ 2 (o]l + [leurlv]]). (4.18)

Proof. Denote & = (VF)Twvo F where F is the affine mapping between K and its reference element K.
Lemma 3.1 (Inequality (3.22)) in [J] together with Theorem 5.3 in [23] and Theorem 4.1 in [7] gives

Pz —llo g S 2~ 219l 7 + lewrldll, z) (4.19)
where 70 = (VF) Trjv o F. The conclusion can be deduced via the scaling argument. O

Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 7.6 in Hﬁ]) Let vy, € }N(h then Hvy, € X such that curlvy, = curlHwvy, and

||thH'"0 5 chrlvth (420)
HH’Uh—'UhH S HThH’Uh—H'UhH. (421)
Lemma 4.3. For any vy € Vy, it is valid that
> llewtonlid o § Y lewPoull o+ Y- (A7t lleurlonllid ; + b7} lenll ) - (422)
KeT KeT fe&n

Proof. This proof follows the argument of Lemma 4.3 in HE] We introduce the auxiliary problem: Find
oy € Up, such that

(Vop, Vs) = ((curlpvy,)¢, Vs), Vs € Up.
Then using Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 3.1 we have

(Von,Vop) = ((curlpop)¢ — curlpvy, + curlyvp, Voy,)

1/2
,S |O'h|1 Z h;1||[[cur1h’0hﬂ|\3,f +| Z /diV([[’Uh]])O'hdS|
feen reen’t
1/2
Slowli | D hpt I lewlwon] |5 s + Y k7 o3I [oalll5 ¢
f€€n feén
Note that Vo, — (curljvp,)€ € }Nih. We have from Proposition 4.1
[(curlpvp)¢ — Vo || < ||curl((curl,vy )¢ — Vo )|
< Jleurly ((eurlpvp )¢ — curlp vy 4 curlyvg)||
1/2
< Z h;lﬂ[[curlhvhﬂHgJ + [leurlivy,||.
f€€n
The combination of the above two inequalities and Proposition 4.1 yields the conclusion. |



The following result guarantees the well-posedness of the problem (Z38]).

Lemma 4.4. There holds the following discrete poincdre inequality
vnlln < [vnln,  Yon € X (4.23)

Proof. Let vj, be defined as in Proposition 4.1 for any v;, € X;. We have the Helmholtz decomposition
v = v) @ Ve with v} € X;, and ey € Uy. Due to the fact (Hv)) — v, Veg) = 0 we have

(Hv) — vy, HV) — vy) = (Hv) — vy, HVY) — v) + v§ — vy)
which together with (£9), Lemma 4.2 and ([@TI9) leads to

| H vy — on|| < [[Hv, — ]| + [[v;, — vl

1/2
< hrop 2 eurlog || 4+ [ S0 0 Teall3
feén
Shop 20N eurlon 2 )2 + hp~Plonln. (4.24)

KeTn

This combines with (9) and (£22) to get

lonll S I Hwpll + Bp~ (Y llewrlon|§ )" + hp™>[onln

KeTy
< lleurlvg | + R7p™ 2 [up s
<( Z [eurlvy || )2 + hp 3 |wp|n + R70p 2|y
KeTy
< Jonln + B70p 2 vp . (4.25)
This leads to the conclusion directly. O

The estimate (3.7 shows that a(v,v) > |v|} for any v € Vj,. According to Lemma 4.4 we have the
following.

Corollary 4.1. It holds the a-priori estimate

_ < 3 _ 3 _
(T Th)ththlgf, ITf vh||h+vhlg{]h’|5f vnl1,0 = 0.

h

Proof. The combination of {7) and (L) leads to

an((T=Tn)f,vn) + (V(S = Sn)f,on) =0, Vop € V.
It follows that

an(vp, — Tnf vn — Thf) = an(vn = Tf,vn — Tnf) — (V(S = Sp)f,vn — Thf), Von € X

Hence by the discrete poincdre inequality ([E25]) we have

lvn = Thflln S TS —vnln +1(S = Sh)flia, Yon € X
This together with the triangular inequality infers that

ITf = Tuflln SNTF —wnlln + (S = Sn) flre

where wy, is as in (BI0) with w := T f. Then the proof is finished. O

10



We can prove the following hp-version error estimates for of the IPDG solution.
Theorem 4.1. Assume one of the following regularities for the equations [ is valid:

1T flla.e S £, (4.26)
ITfllro2 + llewlT f 1 4ry 0 + lewP T £l 2150 S 1 £1, for ro,m € (1/2,1]and § > 0. (4.27)

Let {Tn} be a family of conforming meshes. Let g € L2(Q) with divg = 0, Tg € Ho(curl?, Q) and
Ak (Tg) < oo for any K € Ty, then

ITg = Thgll < £(h, p)h™" 972" Ao (Tg) (4.28)
where £(h,p) = h™op~ 2 under Assumption @26) and e(h,p) = h™00") ynder Assumption {@ZD).
Proof. For g € L?(Q) with divg = 0 we have S,g = Sg = 0. We derive
ITg — Thgl|* = (Tg — Trhg, Tg — PiTg + PiTg — (Tug)" + (Thg)® — Trg)

Using the Helmholtz decomposition P,Tg — (Trg9)¢ = w§ @ Ve with w§ € X, and e € Uy, we have from
(#3) in Proposition 4.1

1Tg —Thg|l* < (1Tg — PuTgll + |(Thg)® — Thgl) |ITg — Thgll + [(Tg — Thg, w§)!. (4.29)

Note that Spg = Sg = S, Hw§ = SHw{§ = 0. Let IIf, be the orthogonal projection onto V;, N H(curl, )
such that for any v € Hy(curl®, Q)

ap(v —Ijv,q) =0, Vg € Vi, N H(curl, Q). (4.30)
If Assumption (20) holds then by [B.19)
(THw — TGTHw S || T Hwf — PyTHwS| S hp | THw 10 S (b, )| Hwg].
If Assumption ([@Z7) holds then the similar argument as those in Theorem 5.6 of [18] shows

T Huw§ — TG T Hw§ln < ™00 (|7 Huwglly 0 + leud THwS |14, 0 + [ewrPTHWE 1 2456)
< (h,p)| Hw].

Using Lemmas 4.2 and 4.1, the third term at the right-side hand of (£29)) is estimated as follows:
|(Tg — Thg, wi)| < [(Tg — Thg, wi — Hwg)| + [(T'g — Thg, Hwg))|
S hop P lewrlw§ ||| Tg — Thgll + [an(Tg — Thg, T Hw — 115, T Huw))|
Shop 2| PiTg — (Th9) lleunt|Tg — Thgll +Tg — Tuglne(h.p) [ Hwi  (4.31)
where ||Hw§|| can be estimated by Lemmas 4.2 and 4.1:
1Hwi|| < lwg|| +hp~ "2 (lewrl(PTg — (Thg)°)l|
SI(Py = DTg +Tg —Tig + Tng — (Tug)ll + 1"°p~*| PyTg — (Tng)* |cur-
The substitution of (@31 into the estimate ([L.29) gives
ITg — Tugll S h™p~ V2| PuTg = (Tng) llewss + |Tg — Thglne(h,p) + | PaTg — Tgll + |Thg — (Thg)°|
S |Tg —Tugllne(h,p) + |1PaTg — Tgll + | Thg — (Thg)“|l
+hop™ 2(| PaTg = Tglln + [lowrla(Thg — (Tag))Il)by E22)
. 1/2
S e, p)h It "2 =2 Ag(Tg) + b (R |[Tugl ;) by @), Cor. 4.1 & Thm. 3.3
< e(h, p) ™I T2 A (Tg) + ' p ™2 | Tig — Tl (4.32)

Then the estimate ([4.28) is obtained by using Colloary 4.1 and Theorem 3.3. O
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Let H be a sequence of (h,p) with h/p converging to 0.

Lemma 4.5. (Discrete compactness property) Any sequence {vn}(n pjen with vy € Xy that is uniformly
bounded w.r.t || - ||, contains a subsequence that converges strongly in L?(€2).

Proof. Let {vn}npyen with ||vp|ln < M for a positive constant M. It is trivial to assume that the
sequece (hi, p;) € H converges to zero as i — oo. According to [@L24), ||Hvj, —wvp,| — 0 as i — co. Note
that by (@9) we deduce

JewrlH v}, | = [leurlof, || < o, 1.

This means that {Hvj } is bounded in H(curl, ). Since X is compactly imbedded into L*(£2), there is
a subsequence of {Hvj } converging to some vo in L?(Q2). Hence a subsequence of {vy,} will converge
to vy in L?(Q) as well. O

The following uniform convergence can be derived from the discrete compactness property of Xp.

Theorem 4.2. There holds the uniform convergence
||Th — T||L2((2)*>L2(gl) —0, h — 0,p — oo.

Proof. Since Uy, yenUp are dense in Hg (€2), respectively, we deduce from Corollary 4.1 and 33): for
any f € L?(Q)

(T =Tuw) Fll < (T = Tw) flln — 0. (4.33)

That is, T}, converges to T pointwisely in L?(2). Thanks to the discrete compactness of Xy, Uh,pyerInB
is a relatively compact set in L?(2) where B is the unit ball in L?(£2). In fact, Let us choose any sequence
{vn}(hpen C B. Note that T is compact from X to L?(Q) then {Twp}rey is a relatively compact set
in L?(Q). Hence it holds the collectively compact convergence Ty, — T in L%*(Q)as h — 0,p — oo.
Noting T, T}, : L2(2) — L2(Q) are self-adjoint, due to Proposition 3.7 or Table 3.1 in [20] the assertion
is valid. O

Remark 4.2. The unform convergence in Theorem 4.2 is valid on the mild polygonal (d = 2) or polyhedral
(d = 3) meshes, provided that inf,cy, |Sf —vl1 = 0 (h = 0) in Corollary 4.1. The fact inf,cp, |SF —
vl1 = 0 cannot be guaranteed when the edge(or face) number of polygonal (or polyhedral) elements is so
large that their nodes (or faces) is shared by few elements.

Using the spectral approximation theory in E] we are in a position to give the estimate for IPDG
eigenvalues.

Theorem 4.3. Let A\, be an eigenvalue of (4.2) converging to the eigenvalue X of (4.0) and M(\) C {v:
Ak (v) < 00,VK € Tp}. When {Tp} is a family of nonconforming meshes

A= Ap| S pZminlsp =yt (4.34)
”u _ uhHh 5 hmin(s,p+1)72p3.575; (4'35)

when {Tp} is a family of conforming meshes

|)\ _ )\h| ,S h2rnim(s,p-l—l)—4p6—2s7 (436)
Hu _ uh” 5 E(h7p)hmin(s,p+1)f2p37sj (437)
”u _ uh”h /S hmin(s,p+l)—2p3—s; (438)

where s = minger, s and M(X) denotes the space spanned by all eigenfunctions corresponding to the
eigenvalue \.
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Proof. Let A\, and X be the mth eigenvalues of ([{L2]) and (48], respectively, and dim M(\) = ¢q. From
Theorem 7.2 (inequality (7.12)), Theorem 7.3 and Theorem 7.4 in [3] we get

m-+q—1

A=l S D T =Twen @)l + (T =Tl I120) 5129 (4.39)
1,J=m

wn —ul ST —Th) [arn) ”L?(Q)ALQ(Q)’ (4.40)

where @, -+, Pmiq—1 are a a set of basis functions for M(A). Note that Sf = Spf = 0 in (47) and
[ZR) for f € X. According to Theorem 4.1, the estimate ([A37) is obtained from (£40). Hence the
following Garlerkin orthogonality holds:

(T = Tn)pir i) = an((T' = Th)pi, Tp;) = an((T = Th)pi, (T = Th)p;)-

Substituting it into @39) , we deduce [@34) and [@30) from Theorems 3.2 and 3.3. Note that u =
AnThup, and w = ATu. By the boundedness of T}, and Corollary 4.1 we derive

lun — ulln = A Thun — ATul|n
< H)\hThuh — /\ThuHh + H)\Thu - /\TU”h
S [ Awun — Aul| + M| Thu — Tul
S A=Al 4 lu —up||+ inf [|[Tu— v,
veEV),

which together with (£37) and Theorem 3.3(or Theorem 3.2) yields the estimate (£3])) (or (£35)). O

5. Numerical experiment

In this section, the h-refinement on the mesh size and the p-refinement on the polynomial degree
will be adopted in the IPDG discretization of the quad-curl eigenvalue problem. Here we use the data
structure of FE mesh in the package of iFEM HE] in the environment of MATLAB.

We consider the eigenvalue problem on the square Qg := (—1,1)?, the L-shape domain 7, := (-1, 1)?
\{(=1,0] x [0,1)}, and the cube (—1,1)3.

First we solve the eigenvalue problem using P, polynomial space on triangular meshes. Meanwhile
the eigenvalue problem is also computed on quadrilateral meshes for comparative purpose. The choice
of 1 and 79 is not very sensitive to the computational accuracy on the triangular meshes. Let T
be a quadrilateral mesh, and set 71 = 2.5, 75 = 1.6. Then we compute the quad-curl eigenvalues on
Q7 and Qg using quadrilateral meshes (see the top of Figure 1 for the coarsest mesh). The same m;
and 7 are used in the computation on the uniform triangular meshes. The computational results are
listed in Tables 1-4. We compute the convergence rates for numerical eigenvalues using the approximate

formula log( KZJ :T\|| )/ log(hi/h;). With the exact eigenvalues unknown, we use the numerical eigenvalues

computed by the curl-curl-conforming elements in @] on the finest mesh as the reference values.

From Tables 1-4, we see that the asymptotic convergence rates of A; , A2 p on Qg and Az j on Qf
are about 2. However the convergence rate of A;; on Q using triangular mesh is less than 2 while
using quadrilateral meshes is about 2. On the other hand, we observe from Tables 1-4 that numerical
eigenvalues obtained from triangular meshes have higher accuracy than those obtained from quadrilateral
meshes.

In addition, we perform some numerical experiments on non-uniform triangular meshes with hanging
nodes (see the bottom of Figure 1). We can use 7176 degrees of freedom (DOF) to obtain approximation
eigenvalues A1 j, ~ A5 j, on the square up to 2-3 digits: 7.0E4+02, 7.07TE+02, 2.3E+03, 4.2E+03, 5.0E+03,
and use 3816 DOF's to obtain approximation eigenvalues A\; j, ~ A5 j, on the L-shape domain up to 2 digits:
33, 98, 3.8E+402, 4.0E402, 6.8E+02. This indicates the robustness of the IPDG method for solving the
quad-curl eigenvalues on nonconforming triangular meshes.
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Figure 1: The quadrilateral meshes on the square (left top, 1428 DOFs) and on the L-shape domain(right top, 3024 DOFs);
the triangular meshes with hanging nodes on the square (left bottom, 7176 DOFs, A1 ~ Asp: 7.0E402, 7.07E402,
2.3E+03, 4.2E4+03, 5.0E403) and on the L-shape domain(right bottom, 3816 DOFs, A1, ~ A5p: 33, 98, 3.8E4+02,
4.0E+02, 6.8E+02)

Next we solve for the lowest 5 eigenvalues using P3; polynomial space. The associated numerical
eigenvalues and their error curves are shown in Table 5 and the left side of Figure 2, respectively. We see
that the convergence rate of this case is around O(h?) for all computed eigenvalues.

As the last numerical example in 2D, we apply the IPDG method to solve the eigenvalue problem on
the square using different polynomial degrees with fixed mesh size. The right hand side of Figure 2 plots
the error curves in the semi-log chart with fixed h = 1/8 and polynomial degrees p ranging from 2 to 7. It
can be seen that the errors of the computed DG eigenvalues have a linear trend with respect to the local
polynomial degrees in the semi-log scale, which indicates exponential rate of convergence. Numerically,
it is exp(—rp) with r = 2.5 ~ 3.

Finally, we show a numerical example on the three dimensional cube [—1, 1]> with polynomial degrees
p ranging from 5 to 9. We divide the cube into six uniform tetrahedra and set 17, = 15.6, o = 1.35. The
computed lowest five DG eigenvalues are listed in Table 6 and the associated error curves are plotted
in Figure 3. Numerically, the convergence rates of the lowest five DG eigenvalues are exp(—rp) with
r=0.10 ~ 0.15.

Acknowledgment. This work was supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China Grants: 11871092, 12001130, 12131005, and NSAF 1930402, China Postdoctoral Science Founda-
tion no. 2020M680316, and Science and Technology Foundation of Guizhou Province no. ZK[2021]012.

We thank Baijun Zhang in CSRC for his extensive discussions on this topic.
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Table 1: Numerical eigenvalues on the square using quadrilateral meshes

n 1/10  1/20  1/40  1/80  1/160

M.h 762.9 7267  713.4  709.4  708.3

Ao 776.8 7307 7145  709.7  708.4

As.h 2705.9 2478.4 2387.6 2360.1 2352.6

Ak 3060.8 4425.8 4306.8 4269.7 4259.5

As.h 4713.8 5221 5081  5039.3  5027.9
\in—M|/A 00776  0.0265 0.0077 0.0020 0.0005
Rate 1.9264  2.1222
Aon — A2|/A2  0.0972  0.0321  0.0092 0.0024  0.0006
Rate 1.9175  2.0134
As.n — As|/As  0.1515 0.0546  0.0160 0.0043  0.0011
Rate 1.8949  1.9520
Asn —Aa|/A1s 02808  0.0399 0.0120  0.0033  0.0009
Rate 1.8765  1.9135
As.n — As|/As  0.0617 0.0392 0.0113  0.0030  0.0008
Rate 1.8969  1.9698

Table 2: Numerical eigenvalues on the L-shape using quadrilateral meshes

R /8 1/16 1/32 1/64 1/128

on 35.3200  34.0426  33.6188  33.4995  33.4685

A2h 58.0695  100.9415  99.1287  98.6054  98.4652

As.h 72.6584  392.0341 384.0611 381.7741  381.1653

Aah 106.2517  412.9257  402.516  399.245  398.2771

As.h 440.7255 501.4575 688.5538 683.8663  682.5761
M —Ml/A 0.0557 0.0175 0.0048 0.0013 0.0003
Rate 1.9386 1.9329
Aon — A2|/A2  0.4098 0.0256 0.0072 0.0019 0.0005
Rate 1.9135 1.9475
As.n — Asl/As  0.8092 0.0291 0.0082 0.0021 0.0006
Rate 1.9231 1.9635
Aan —Aal/Aa 0.7327 0.0377 0.0116 0.0033 0.0009
Rate 1.7890 1.8716
As.n— As|/As  0.3538 0.2648 0.0094 0.0026 0.0007
Rate 1.8817 1.9369

Table 3: Numerical eigenvalues on the square using uniform triangular meshes

R /8 1/16 1/32 1/64 1/128

An 697.66  707.89  708.32  708.11  708.01

Ao h 703.97  709.47  708.67  708.19  708.03

A3 h 2204.94 235417  2353.56  2351.21  2350.34

Aih 4112.82  4251.31  4259.09  4257.22  4256.24

As.h 491241  5027.41  5028.64  5025.61  5024.45
ih— M|/A1 146002 1.12e-04 4.92¢-04 1.95¢-04 5.79¢-05
Rate 1.3344  1.7510
Mon — A2|/A2 5.66e-03 2.12¢-03  9.84e-04 3.04c-04  8.33¢-05
Rate 1.6968  1.8655
A3 —As[/As  2.34e-02  1.78¢-03  1.52e-03  5.22¢-04  1.49¢-04
Rate 1.5412  1.8097
Aah —Aal/Aa 3.36e-02  1.06e-03  7.70e-04  3.29¢-04  1.00e-04
Rate 1.2244  1.7186
As.h— Asl/As  2.22e-02  6.80e-04 9.25e-04 3.21e-04  9.14e-05
Rate 15257  1.8141
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Table 4: Numerical eigenvalues on the L-shape using uniform triangular meshes

R /8 1/16 1/32 1/64 1/128

on 33.4608  33.4824  33.4664  33.4603  33.4589

Aoh 98.5124  98.5541 084667  98.4312  98.4204

As.h 381.4047 381.6117  381.19  381.0231 380.9735

Aah 306.4531 3984310  398.177  397.9822  397.9045

As.h 677.3528 682.6124  682.4738 682.2339  682.1436

Mn—MI/M 9.86c-05 7.44¢-04  2.66e-04 8.37¢-05  4.18¢-05
Rate 1.6684 1.0000

Aopn —A2|/A2  9.72e-04  1.40e-03  5.08¢-04  1.47¢-04  3.76¢-05
Rate 1.7859 1.9705

Asp —Asl/A3  1.18¢-03  1.72¢-03  6.16e-04  1.78¢-04  4.78¢-05
Rate 1.7915 1.8973

Aap —Aal/As 3.67¢-03  1.30e-03  6.64e-04  1.73¢-04  2.26¢-05
Rate 1.9443 2.9323

As.n— As|/As  6.99e-03  7.22e-04  5.19e-04  1.67e-04  3.48¢-05
Rate 1.6343 2.2661

Table 5: Numerical eigenvalues on the square by different polynomial degrees p: uniform triangular mesh h = 1/8

P 2 3 1 5 6 7
X1 697.064507  708.181644  707.993329  707.971329  707.971765  707.971509
Aoy 703.966943  708.349258  707.989007  707.971929  707.971702  707.971551
X3 2294.939257  2353.247385  2350.206945  2349.986846  2349.987798  2349.985790
Aip  A112.822158  4260.588288  4256.264643  4255.816486  4255.817946  4255.814058
X5 4912.406669  5029.614780  5024.259053  5023.992937  5023.992162  5023.992341

Table 6: Numerical eigenvalues on the cube by different polynomial degrees p: 6 uniform tetrahedra

P 5 6 7 8 9
A1n 168.4810  112.2701  109.7608  106.8450  106.6736
Ao p 1911329 117.3074  112.3088  106.8450  106.6834
Az 191.1329  117.3074  112.3088  106.9811  106.6737
A4 p 466.1273  302.4162  264.9300 253.0533  247.4130
As.p 4661273 302.4162  264.9300  253.0533  247.4129
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Figure 2: Error curves on the square using P3 space with different mesh sizes (left) and different polynomial degrees (right).
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Figure 3: Error curves on the cube using different polynomial degrees with fixed mesh.

Appendix A

We introduce the following function (with the Legendre polynomial L;(Z) of degree i)
’ (5.1)

The basis functions of H(curl)-conforming rectangular element in QP~17([—1,1]%) x QPP~1([-1,1]?) is
as follows.

A. Cell-based basis functions:
L @ = Vi(31)0;(T2) — 6:(31) V(@) for 2 <i,j <p. ((p—1)* in total)
I ®f; := Vi (#1)0j(Ta) + ¢4(T1) Ve (To) for 2 < i, 5 < p.  ((p—1)? in total)
II1. &, ;= @(@)el and ®, 1 := bi(T1)es for 2<i,j<p. (2(p—1) in total)
B. Edge-based basis functions

L &/, = V6:i(71)6;(T2) + ¢:(31)V;(@2) for i =0,1and 2 < j <p. (2(p—1) in total)
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1I. <I>;fj = W@-@l)«?j@z) + qAﬁi(El)WZj(@) forj=0,1and2<i<p. (2(p—1) in total)
II1. (I>_17j = aj(fl'\g)el and (I>i,—1 = ai(fb'\l)eg for i,j = 0, 1. (4 in total)

The above basis functions are orthogonal in the sense of (curl-, curl-) and < 7-,v- > where yv := v - 7 is
the tangential trace of v. Let v € V(Q"? + QP'). Denote II(v) := (II;(v), H2(v))” with

1 1

I, (v) = %/151@17—1)5151%(57\2) + %/151(5171))6157\1%(52)7
- - (5.2)
1 1

1, () = %/_1@2(—1@2)d@2¢0@1)+ %/_152(1,@2))61@@@1).

Then @ :=r +t 4+ I1(v) with 7 = Xj_,X0_,C; @ and t = X]_ X7, C;®] ;. One can verify that

[ O3 e S SLSLO(G - 0) 7+,
b (5.3)
[, 0= e S SEL O E —) )
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