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A new family of nonconforming elements with H (curl)-continuity for the

three-dimensional quad-curl problem

Baiju Zhang* Zhimin Zhang'

Abstract

We propose and analyze a new family of nonconforming finite elements for the three-dimensional
quad-curl problem. The proposed finite element spaces are subspaces of H(curl), but not of
H (grad curl), which are different from the existing nonconforming ones [10, 12, 13]. The well-
posedness of the discrete problem is proved and optimal error estimates in discrete H(grad curl)
norm, H(curl) norm and L? norm are derived. Numerical experiments are provided to illustrate
the good performance of the method and confirm our theoretical predictions.

1 Introduction

The quad-curl problem arises in many areas such as inverse electromagnetic scattering
[1,15,16] and magnetohydrodynamics [23]. Finite element methods (FEMs) are natural
choices for numerical treatment of such problems. In recent years, various FEMs have
been proposed and analyzed.

Among various FEMs, conforming elements are natural candidate, for their error es-
timates can be obtained by the standard framework. Conforming methods on triangles
and rectangles in two dimensions were devised in [11,20]. Then a family of curl-curl
conforming elements on tetrahedra was constructed in [21], which has at least 315 de-
grees of freedom (DOFs) on each tetrahedron. Later, by enriching the shape function
space with macro-element bubble functions, the authors of [12] constructed a family of
conforming elements whose lowest order element has only 18 DOFs. However, the use of
macro-element bubble functions adds some difficulty in coding compared with the finite
element space using only pure polynomials.

To avoid the use of conforming finite elements, nonconforming FEMs were studied
in [13,23]. These methods have low computational cost since they have small number of
degrees of freedom (DOFs), but both of them are low-order. The authors of [12] proposed
another H(grad curl)-nonconforming elements, but macro-element bubble functions are
still required.

Another approach to avoid the use of conforming finite elements is to write the quad-
curl problem as a system of second-order problems and use the mixed FEM [17]. Different
mixed schemes for the quad-curl problems were presented in [22]. Instead of solving
the quad-curl problem directly, finite element methods based on decoupling of mixed
formulation were studied in [3,5].
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In addition to the above methods, discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods are also used
to deal with the operator (Vx)1. In [10], a DG method based on H(curl)-conforming
element was presented for the quad-curl problem. A hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin
(HDG) method was investigated in [6]. Recently, a C° interior penalty method was
studied in [18]. However, these methods modify the variational formulation to tackle
discontinuity of the basis functions, which increases the difficulty of programming to a
certain extent.

The main purpose of this work is to construct a family of nonconforming elements
which uses only pure polynomials as shape functions, allows high order extension, and is
easier to code than conforming, DG and HDG methods. By comparison, we find that the
nonconforming space Uy, satisfies Uy, € H(curl), V, x U, € H' in [13,23], and satisfies
U, € H(curl), V, xU, C H' in [12]. A natural question is whether there is a space
that satisfies Uj, C H(curl), V x U, € H', since for u, in such a space, we would have
V xu, € H(div), V x uy, is divergence-free and has some tangential continuity. This
reminds us nonconforming elements for the Stokes and Brinkman problems [9, 19]. The
main idea to construct nonconforming elements in [9] is to modify H (div)-conforming
finite elements to have some tangential continuity. More precisely, their local space on
each simplex K is of the form

M(K) +V x (bkQ(K)),

where M (K) is the local H (div)-conforming space, by is the element bubble function that
vanishes on K and the space Q(K) is spanned by the face bubble functions multiplied
by some vector-valued polynomials. Inspired by this, we construct our local space in the
form

N(K) +brQ(K),

where N (K) is the local H(curl)-conforming space. Note that bx vanishes on 0K and
hence the resulting space is still H(curl)-conforming. Thus, the only purpose of adding
the function bxQ(K) is to enforce some tangential continuity of V x uy. As Q(K) in [J]
being arbitrary order, the nonconforming space constructed here can also be arbitrary
order. Moreover, the proposed method only uses pure polynomials as shape functions
and the curl of the finite element space possesses some tangential continuity, so the
implement of the method is relatively simpler than conforming, DG and HDG methods.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce some nota-
tions. In Section 3, we introduce a family of nonconforming elements for the quad-curl
problem in 3D. Here, we describe the space, its associated degrees of freedom and unisol-
vency. We also define the related interpolation and study its approximation properties.
In Section 4, we use our proposed elements to solve the quad-curl problem and give error
estimates. In Section 5, we provide numerical examples to verify the correctness and
efficiency of our method.

Throughout the paper, we use the notations A < B and A 2 B to represent the
inequalities A < CB and A > CB, respectively, where C' may depend only on the
minimum angle of the triangles in the mesh 7j,.



2 Preliminaries

Let Q C R3 be a contractible Lipschitz domain and 0f) its boundary. For a positive
integer, we utilize common notation for the Sobolev spaces H™(D) or H{*(D) on a
simply connected subdomain D C €, equipped with the norm || - ||, p and seminorm
| |m.p- If D = Q, the subscript will be omitted. Conventionally, we write L?(D) instead
of HY(D).

Let u = (ug,ug,u3)” and w = (wy, ws, w3)”, where the superscript 7' denotes the
transpose, then we denote

aul 8u2 8u3

Vou= 8961 +6x2+3x3’

T
U X w = (UsWs — UgWa, U1 W3 — U3W1, U1Wa — UsW )" ,

VX u— (8u3 _ 8u2 8?,61 _ 8u3 8u2 _ aul)T
C VOxy  Oxs’ Oxs  Oxy Oxy  Oxs’

(Vx)’u=V x V xu.

On a simply-connected sub-domain D C €2 we write

Li(D)={q e L*(D): /qua: =0}, (2.1)

H(div; D) = {v € L*(D) : V-v € L*(D)}, (2.2)
H(div’; D) = {v € H(div; D) : V-v =0 in D}, (2.3)
H(curl; D) = {v € L*(D) : V x v € L*(D)}, (2.4)
Hy(curl; D) = {v € H(curl; D) :v xn =0 on 0D}, (2.5)
H'(curl; D) = {v € H'(D) : V xv € H*(D)}, (2.6)
Hi(curl; D) = {v € H'(curl; D)NH{(D) : V xv =0 on dD}, (2.7)

H(grad curl; D) = {v € L*(D) : V xv € H*(D)}, (2.8)
Hg(grad curl; D) = {v € H(grad curl; D) :v xn =0, V xv =0 on D}, (2.9)

where n is the unit outward normal vector to the boundary dD.

Let T, be a shape-regular simplicial triangulation with hyx = diam(K) for all K € T,
and h = maxger, hxg. We denote by JF, the faces, F} the interior faces and F} the
boundary faces in 7,. Given K € 7T, and a face FF C 0K, we denote by A\r the
barycentric coordinate of K which vanishes on F'. The element bubble and face bubbles
are given by

b = H)\F, br =[] A (2.10)

G#F

where the product runs over the faces of K.

For a given simplex S in R3 and m > 0, the vector-valued polynomials are defined as
P..(S) = [P,(S)]?, where P,,(S) is the space of polynomials defined of S of degree less
than or equal to m. We also set P,,(S) and P,,(S) to be the empty set if m < 0.



For interior and boundary inner products we will use the following notation:

(%v)K:/wvdx, <p,q>F=/pqu.
K F

We denote by np the unit outward normal vector to a face F' of K.
We will also need to define the tangential and normal jump operators. If F' € F}
with ' = Kt N K, then we set

[v xn]lr = (v|g+ X ng+)|r + W X ng-)|F,
[v-t]lr = W]k+ - tx+)|p + (W|k- - tx-)|F,
[v-n]lr = W]k+ - ng+)r + W]k -nK-)F,
where n= is the unit outward normal to OK* and ¢+ is the unit outward tangent to
OK*.
If F € F} is a boundary face with F'= K+ N K~ then we set
[v xn]|r = (v]x X ng)lF,
[v-tllr = (v]Kk - tx)lr,
[v-n]lr = W]k -ng)lr

3 A family of nonconforming curl-curl finite element in 3D

3.1 The local space

Since our new elements are based on H(curl; 2) finite element spaces plus some bubble
functions, we first review some well-known elements. For K € Ty, let N*(K) denote the
local Nédélec space of the first kind,

NYK)=P"K)+{v e P"""(K):v-2 =0} (k>1), (3.1)

and let M*(K) denote the local BDM space

MF(K)=P*(K) (k>1). (3.2)
We then define the local space for the 3D quad-curl problem as
U*(K) = N*(K) 4+ bg Q" (K), (3.3)
where
Q1K) = 3 brQEN(K), (3.4)
F
and

EUK) = {g xnp € PPHE) xnp
(@ X np, brbp(w x np))k =0 Vw € P*2(K)}. (3.5)



The space bx@Q" ! (K) was introduced by [9].
We equip the local space U*(K) with the following degrees of freedom

(u-te, k), for all & € P¥(e) and edge e of K, (3.6)
(u Xnp,p)p for all p € P*'(F) and faces F of K, (3.7)
(Vxu)xnpg,x)r forall x € P"(F) and faces F of K, (3.8)
(u,p)x for all p € P*2(K). (3.9)

Theorem 3.1. We have
UM (K) = N (K) @ bx@" 1 (K), (3.10)
dimU*(K) = dim N*(K) + 4 dim P*~!(F). (3.11)

Furthermore, any function v € U*(K) is uniquely determined by the degrees of freedom
(3.6)-(3.9).

Proof. Let z € bgQ* ' (K) with z = bx >, br(gr X nr) and gr x np € @5 *. For any
p € P"2(K), we have p = p-np — (p x np) x ng. By the definition of Q%' (3.5), we
derive

(2,p)x = Z(beFQF X np,p)K

F

= Z(qF XNp, beF, (—p X np) X nF)K = O, Vp € Pk_2(K) (312)
F

With this in hand, if v € N¥*(K) N bxQ*1(K), then we obtain

(V- -te,K)e =0 for all & € P¥(e) and edge e of K,
(vxnp,u)p=0 for all u € P*"'(F) and faces F of K,
(v,p)k =0 for all p € P*2(K),

which means that all the degrees of freedom of v € N*¥(K) vanish. Thus we get v = 0.
Therefore we have proved (3.10). (3.11) is a direct result of (3.10) and [9, Lemma 3.2].
It is easy to check that dim U*(K) is equal to the number of degrees of freedom given
by (3.6)-(3.9). As a result, it suffices to show that (3.6)-(3.9) vanish for v € U*(K), then
v=0.
Let v = vy + z where vy € N¥(K) and 2z € bxQ"1(K). Recalling (3.12), we have

(Vg - te,K)e =0 for all & € P¥(e) and edge e of K,
(Vo Xnp,u)p =0 for all p € P*~1(F) and faces F of K,
(vo,p)k =0 for all p € P*?(K),

which implies vy = 0. Consequently, we derive

’U:ZIbKZbF(qF X’I’ZF>, (313)
F



for some qr x np € Q1.
Since the degrees of freedom (3.8), we get from [J, Lemma 3.1] that

= ((Vx2)xnp,qr Xnp)p = —(bp(gr X np),qr X np)F, (3.14)

which means that ¢ Xnp vanishes on F'. Then by [0, Lemma 3.2] we have that gp xnp =
0 on K. We have thus proved the theorem. O

In addition, we introduce the local space [9] for the 3D Brinkman problem as
VHK)=MFK)+V x (bgQ" ' (K)). (3.15)

The following degrees of freedom define a function v € V*(K):

(v-np,pur for all u € P*(F) and faces F of K, (3.16)
(vXnp,X)F for all x € P*"'(F) and faces F of K, (3.17)
(v,p)K for all p € N¥"2(K). (3.18)

3.2 The global space and interpolation

We have defined the local finite element spaces, then we can define the associated global
spaces as

Uy ={ucH(curl;Q) : u|x € UN(K), VK € Ty,

(I(V xu) xn],x)r = 0Vx € PF"Y(F), VF € F}}, (3.19)

Upo={u U, N Hy(curl; Q) : ([(V xu) xn],x)r =0Vx € P*Y(F), VF € F'},
(3.20)
By, = {u cH(cwrl; Q) : u|x € bxQ" ' (K), VK € T}, (3.21)

Vi = {v cH(div;Q) : v|x € VF(K), VK € Ty,
([v x n],x)r = 0Vx € P"I(F), VF € F}, (3.22)
Vio={veV,NnHy(div;Q) : (v xn],x)r =0Vx € P"YF), VF € F}},  (3.23)
N, ={ucH(curl;Q) : ulx € N*(K), VK € T}, (3.24)
M, = {v cH(div;Q) : v|x € M*(K), YK € T}, (3.25)
Who = {w €HYQ) : w|x € PFYK), VK € Tp}. (3.26)

Using the degrees of freedom (3.6)-(3.9), we can define the interpolation IT; : H*(curl; Q) —

U, given locally as follows:

(Myu —u) - t., k) =0 for all kK € P*(e) and edge e of K, (3.27)
(Myu —u) xnp,p)rp =0 for all p € P*'(F) and faces F of K,  (3.28)
(V x (Myu —u)) xnp,x)p =0 for all x € P*'(F) and faces I of K,  (3.29)
(Mpu —u,p)g =0 for all p € P*?(K). (3.30)



Similarly, we can define the following interpolations

HB :Hl(curl;’ﬁl)—>Bh, HV Hl(Q> —>Vh,
HN3H1<Q)—>Nh, HMIHl(Q)%Mh,

where H'(curl; T,) = {u € L*(Q) : u|x € H'(curl; K), VK € T}
By a similar argument as in [11, Lemma 5.40], we can establish the following relation
between II;; and IIy, .

Lemma 3.1. Suppose Uy, and V', are given by (3.19) and (3.22), respectively. Then
VxU,CVy. IfueU, then

V x (yu) =1IyV x u. (3.31)
Lemma 3.2. Under the assumption of Lemma 3.1, for any v, € Uy, we have
(IV x ], x)r =0, Vx € P*"Y(F), F e F}. (3.32)
Proof. On each F € F},, we can write V x v}, as
V Xvp|lp =V xXvy np|lpt+ne x (VXv, Xngp)|p. (3.33)
Since V x U, C V,, we get [V X v, -np]|r = 0. Therefore we obtain
(IV xva],x)r = ([(V x vy xnp)],x xnp)p =0, ¥x € PF"YF), Fe F.. (3.34)
O

We now investigate the approximation properties of II;;. The next result provides
error estimates for the interpolation.

Theorem 3.2. Let integers | and s satisfy 1 <1< s <k+1. Then for anyu € H(K)
and V x u € H*(K), there holds

Ju — Moulloxc S Bl + 1V % ul, i), (3.35)
||V xu—V x (HU’UI)Hm’K 5 h?m|v X ’U,|S’K, m = 0, 1. (336)

Proof. To begin with, (3.36) can be easily obtained by Lemma 3.1 and approximation
properties of ITy, [9, Theorem 3.4].
We now turn to (3.35). It is easy to check that for u € U we have

u—Ipu =u —yu —Hp(u — Myu). (3.37)

The above equation suggests us to investigate the stability of IIg. By the definition of
B,, (3.21), we can write Ilzu on each K € T, as

HB’U,’K = bKZquF X np with qr X Np € QIIC;I(K)
F

According to [9, Lemma 3.1], we have

(V X (HBU)) X nF]F = —apb%(qp X ’I’LF)|F, (338)



where ap = |[VAp|. By the above equation and the definition of I, we get

ap(bi(gr x np),qr X np)p = —((V x (IIpu)) X np,qp X np)p
= —((Vxu)xnp,qr xnp)p
<V xu) xngplorllgr x nelor,

which means that
aFHqF X nFHU,F g H(V X U) X nFHQF. (339)

Hence, by a scaling argument argument, (3.38) and (3.39), we have

IMpulox < A2 DIV x (Hpu x np)llor = k"> lapbi(gr x np)or
F F

SBES arl(gr x ne)lor S BNV % u) x npllor.
F

Recalling (3.37) and using the above inequality, we obtain
[u — yuljox < [lw—Myullox + [[Mp(u — Myw)ox
<l = o + 13|V x (u — Tyva) o

As a consequence, by the approximation results of Iy [14], we get (3.35), which ends
our proof. O]

4 Application to the quad-curl problem

In this section, we use the prosed nonconforming finite elements to solve the following

quad-curl problem
VXV xVxVxu=fin ),

V-u=0in (Q,

4.1
u xn =0 on 09, (4.1)
(V xu) xn =0 on 09,
where f € H(div’; Q).
According to [13], the quad-curl problem (4.1) is equivalent to

—V x AV xu)=fin Q,

V-u=0in ),
(4.2)

u xn =0 on 09,
(V xu) =0 on 09,

The mixed formulation of (4.2) reads: find (u, p) € Ho(grad curl; Q) x HJ(2) such that

a(u,v) + b(v, p)

v ,v) You € Hy(grad curl; Q),
b(u, q)

(
0 Vg € Hy(9),

(4.3)



where

a(u,v) = (VV xu, VV xv),
b(v,q) = (v, Vq).

Testing v = Vq, Vg € H}(Q) in the first equation of (4.3), we obtain p = 0 from the
fact V- f = 0. Therefore we have

a(u,v) = (f,v) Yv € Hy(grad curl; 2). (4.4)

4.1 Mixed finite element

Based on (4.3), we propose the finite element method for (4.2) as follows: find (u,, py) €
Ui x Wi such that

an(Wn,vn) +b(n, pr) = (f,vn), Yo € Upy,

4.5
b(up, qn) =0, Van € Wiy, (4.5)

where ay(up,v,) = (Vi,V X uy, VL,V X vy,), and V,, is the elementwise version of V with
respect to T,. We define the following norm for v, € U,
lonll; = l[oalls + IV x vall§ + an(vn, va). (4.6)

Now we discuss the well-posedness of the mixed method (4.5). To this end, we
introduce the following discrete Friedrichs inequality, which can be proved in a similar
way as in [11, Lemma 7.20].

Lemma 4.1. Assume that Q is a bounded Lipschitz polyhedron in R3. Let Uy o be defined
as (3.20). Then for h small enough, we have

oallo S IV X wallo, Voi € Zy,
where
Eh = {v, e U, N Hy(curl; Q) : b(vy, qn) =0, Vg, € Wip}.
Remark 4.1. Set
Zn=A{vp €Upp:blvn,qn) =0, Vg, € Wio}
Due to Z}, C ZL, we also have
[vallo S IV X wnllo, Yo € Z).

We also introduce the following discrete Poincaré-Friedrichs for v;, € Vo, which is
a direct result of [2].

Lemma 4.2. Let Vo be defined as (3.23). Then we have

lvnllo S IVavnllo, Yon € Vi,



Lemma 4.3. We have the discrete stability

~ - ap(wy,vy) + b(vy, pr) + b(uy,
lanll + Buli < sup n(@n, i) + bW, i) + b(Wn, n)

(4.7)
(Vh,qn)EU R0 X Wh 0 |”vhmh + ’(Jh|1
for any (un, pr) € Upp X Wio.

Proof. For any v, € Zj, noting V x v;, € Vo, then using Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.1,
we derive the coercivity

loallz SNV < vallg + [IVAV X vlls S an(n,vn). (4.8)
Since Vg, € U, Vgn € Wi, we have the inf-sup condition
b(vn, qn) > b(Van, qn)

sup > =|qnli  Van € Whyp. (4.9)
orvcU;, [lonlln IVanll
As a result, the discrete stability follows from the Babuska-Brezzi theory [1]. O

From (4.7), we can easily get that the mixed method (4.5) is well-posed. As the
continuous case, testing v, = Vqn, Vg, € W) in the first equation of (4.5), we deduce
prp, = 0 from the fact V - f = 0. Therefore, the solution u;, € Uy satisfies

ah(uh,vh) = (f,vh), V’Uh € Uh,O- (410)

4.2 Error analysis

We now turn to the error analysis for the mixed finite element method (4.5). To begin
with, we show the consistency error estimates for the proposed nonconforming method.

Lemma 4.4. Let u € H(grad curl; Q) be the solution of (4.2), and s the integer satis-
fying2 <s<k+1. Ifu,V xu € H*(2), then we have for any v, € Uy that

an(w,vn) = (f,00) S WV < ulsflon]l- (4.11)

Proof. Integrating by parts, we obtain

ap(u,vy) — (f,v5) = Z (0nV X u, V X vp)oKk.

K€ETh
By Lemma 3.2, we derive
Z (0,V X u,V X vp)aK
KETy,
=) {0,V xu— Q5 0,V xu, [V x 03] — QLIV x vp])
FeF,

S RV xullonlln,

where Q%! is the L%-orthogonal projection from L?(F) to P*~'(F). We have thus
proved the lemma. O

10



With the help of preceding lemmas we can now prove the a priori error estimate.

Theorem 4.1. Let w € H(grad curl;Q) be the solution of (4.2), and u, € Uy the
solution of (4.5). Ifu,V xu € H*(Q) with 2 < s < k + 1, then we have

lw —wnlln < 2 (Juls + [V < ul,). (4.12)

Proof. Applying (4.7) with u;, = IIyu — u;, and p;, = 0, recalling (4.10) and u;, € Z},, we
have

G,h(HU’U, — uh,vh) + b(HUU — Uy, qh)

ITyu —wunlln S sup
(Wh,an)EU R 0XWh o |||vh|”h + |Qh|1
_ sup ap(lyu,vp) — (f,va) + 0(Ilyu — u, gn)
(Vn,qn)EU R, 0XWh o H"Uh H’h + ’qh,l

an(u,vp,) — (f,v
< [Myu — o + V2V x (Myu— ) o+ sup ¥ = (F:on)
on€Uno llvn I

Using Theorem 3.2, Lemma 4.4 and the triangle inequality, we can now conclude the
desired result. ]

Next we present an optimal estimate for the error |V x (u —uy)||o. For this purpose,
we consider the dual problem

~V x A(V xa) = (Vx)*(u—uy) in Q,

V-u=0 in
’ 4.1
uxn=>0 on 012, (4.13)
(Vxu)=0 on 0%,

where u € Hy(grad curl). It is worth pointing out that the first equation of (4.13)
holds in the sense of H~!(div; ), where H~!(div; ) is the dual space of Hy(curl; Q) [3].
According to [13, Lemma A.1], if € is convex, then the following regularity holds

lls + 1V > atlly S (V)" —wn) -1 SV x (= un)o- (4.14)

Theorem 4.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.1, we further assume that the regqu-
larity (4.14) holds. Then we have

IV x (u—up)|o S P (Juls + |V X uls). (4.15)

Proof. Multiplying both sides of the first equation of (4.13) by w — u; and integrating
by parts, we get

||V X ('U, — ’U,h)Hg = CLh('lj — HUﬂ,u — Uh) + CLh(HU’lj,U — ’U,h)

_ Z (0,V xu,V X (u—up))ox,

KeTy

11



Integrating by parts for the second term of the above equation and using the first equa-
tion of (4.5), we obtain

IV x (u—up)|lg = an(@— My, u —uy) — Z (0,V xu,V x (u—wup))ox  (4.16)
KeTy,

+ > AV x (), 0,V X w)ox. (4.17)

KeTy
It follows from Theorem 3.2, Theorem 4.1 and (4.14) that
ap(u —Myu,u —up) < [|VAV x (@ —Iyu) || VLV x (u —up)||o

S IV xuly(fuls + |V x ul,)
S BV % (u— ) [Jo(Juls + |V x uly). (4.18)

Thanks to Lemma 3.2, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.1, we have

> 0V xw,V x (u—wup))ox = 3 (0.V xU— Q0 xu, [V x (u—up)])r

KeT, FeF,
S KAV x ulo(juls + |V x uls)
SBE|V x (u—up)|o(uls + |V xul,). (4.19)

Similarly we derive

D (VY x (i), 0,V x w)or = Y _([V x (Hytt) — u],0,V x u— Q}'9,V x u)p

KEeT;, FeFy,
S APV x ul3|V X ulg
SRV x (u —up)lo]V X uls. (4.20)
Combing (4.16)-(4.20), we arrive at (4.15). O
We end this section by considering an estimate for ||u — wup||o.
Theorem 4.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.2, we have

lu —upllo S PP (Juls + |V x uly). (4.21)

Proof. We shall adopt the same procedure as in the proof of [17, Theorem 6]. Let w;, €
U, N Hg(curl; Q) is the solution of the following finite element method with g = (V x)?u

(V X up, V X 'Uh) + (V’Uh,]_?h) = (g,vh) Yy, € Uy, ﬂHo(curl;Q),

4.22
(Vay,qn) =0 Vg, € Whyp. (4.22)
Since Vg, € Uy N Hy(curl; ), Vg, € W0, we have the inf-sup condition

b(vy, b(Van,
sup (Vn, qn) > (Van, qn)
0+£v, €Uy, thHH(curl;Q) HVCJhHH(curl;Q)

= |qnl1  Vagn € Why.

Then combing the above inf-sup condition and Lemma 4.1, we conclude that (4.22) is
well-posed. Since U, C H(curl; ), (4.22) is a conforming method for the Maxwell’s
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equations whose exact solution is . Therefore by standard finite element framework
and Theorem 3.2, we have the following error estimate

o — sy S B (Jule + 1V x ). (4.23)
Then using the triangle inequality and Lemma 4.1 we derive
[ —unllo < llw —nllo + [[@n —unllo
S [l =@nllo + [V > (@ — un)llo
S Ml =8l mewe) + 1V X (w —un)llo.

Finally (4.21) follows from the above estimate, (4.23) and (4.15). O

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we report some numerical results of our new nonconforming methods for
the quad-curl equation (4.2). Our algorithms are implemented by the iFEM package [7].
We demonstrate the following relative errors:

Epz = [lu —unllo/[]lo,

Eeurt = IV x (w —un)[lo/[IV x ullo,
Egraa can = [VaV X (w —un)|o/[[VV > ullo.

5.1 Example 1
We consider the quad-curl problem (4.2) on the unit cube = (0,1). The right-hand
side f is determined by the exact solution

2
2

sin(7z)? sin(my)? sin(7z)? cos(wy) cos(nz)
u= sin(7y)? sin(7z)? sin(7x)? cos(7z) cos(mx) : (5.1)
—2sin(mz)3 sin(7wz)? sin(my)? cos(mx) cos(my)
The mesh 7}, is obtained by dividing the unit cube into N3 small cubes and then partition
each small cube into 6 tetrahedra. The convergence results for k = 1 are presented in

Table 1. We see that all three asymptotic convergence rates are optimal, which confirms
the theoretical analysis in Theorems 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3.

5.2 Example 2

We now consider nonhomogeneous boundary condition on the unit cube Q = (0,1)3,
with the exact solution

sin(y) sin(z)
w= | sin(z)sin(x) |. (5.2)
sin(x) sin(y)
It is easy to check that
u X ’n‘ag 7& 0, V x u‘ag 7§ 0. (53)
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Table 1: Example 1: Numerical results by the lowest-order noncon-
forming grad-curl element (k = 1)

N h Er- rate  FEcyn  rate Fgrad curl rate
8 0.2165 1.567e-01 1.797e-01 4.552e-01

10 0.1732 1.071e-01 1.71 1.241e-01 1.66 3.759e-01 0.86
12 0.1443 7.723e-02 1.79 9.012e-02 1.76 3.189e-01 0.90
14 0.1237 5.812¢-02 1.84 6.811e-02 1.82 2.765e-01 0.93
16 0.1083 4.523e-02 1.88 5.315e-02 1.86 2.437e-01 0.94
18 0.0962 3.615e-02 1.90 4.257e¢-02 1.89 2.178e-01 0.96
20 0.0866 2.952e-02 1.92 3.482e-02 1.91 1.968e-01 0.96
22 0.0787 2.455e-02 1.93 2.899e-02 1.92 1.794e-01 0.97

We use the same meshes as the previous example. Numerical results are presented in
Table 2. We observe that all errors converge with optimal rates. Although our theory
(Theorems 4.1-4.3) does not cover the case of nonhomogeneous boundary condition, our
method still works for this case.

Table 2: Example 2: Numerical results by the lowest-order noncon-
forming grad-curl element (k = 1)

N h E- rate  FEeunn  rate Fgrad curl rate
8 0.2165 4.164e-03 7.521e-03 1.079e-01

10 0.1732 2.665e-03 2.00 4.819¢-03 1.99 8.635e-02 1.00
12 0.1443 1.851e-03 2.00 3.349e-03 2.00 7.198e-02 1.00
14 0.1237 1.360e-03 2.00 2.461e-03 2.00 6.172e-02 1.00
16 0.1083 1.041e-03 2.00 1.885e-03 2.00 5.401e-02 1.00
18 0.0962 8.225e-04 2.00 1.490e-03 2.00 4.802e-02 1.00
20 0.0866 6.662e-04 2.00 1.207e-03 2.00 4.323e-02 1.00
22 0.0787 5.506e-04 2.00 9.977e-04 2.00 3.930e-02 1.00
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