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THE JOHNSON-MERCIER ELASTICITY ELEMENT IN ANY
DIMENSIONS

JAY GOPALAKRISHNAN, JOHNNY GUZMAN, AND JEONGHUN J. LEE

ABSTRACT. Mixed methods for linear elasticity with strongly symmetric stresses of
lowest order are studied in this paper. On each simplex, the stress space has piece-
wise linear components with respect to its Alfeld split (which connects the vertices
to barycenter), generalizing the Johnson-Mercier two-dimensional element to higher
dimensions. Further reductions in the stress space in the three-dimensional case (to
24 degrees of freedom per tetrahedron) are possible when the displacement space is
reduced to local rigid displacements. Proofs of optimal error estimates of numerical
solutions and improved error estimates via postprocessing and the duality argument
are presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Hellinger—Reissner variational principle of linear elasticity yields saddle
point problems simultaneously seeking the stress tensor field and the displacement vec-
tor field. A standard finite element discretization of the Hellinger—Reissner formulation
then needs two finite element spaces, namely a stress space Y, of symmetric matrix-
valued piecewise polynomials whose row-wise divergence is square integrable, and a
displacement space V}, of vector fields with square-integrable components. Decades of
research have illuminated the nontrivial difficulties in finding such a pair of spaces,
¥n x Vi, which also satisfy the Babuska—Brezzi stability conditions of saddle point
problems.

To the best of our knowledge, the first such finite element space >, x Vj, with rig-
orous mathematical analysis was presented in [29] for the two-dimensional elastostatic
problem (see also [37]). This finite element on triangular meshes in [29], often called
the Johnson-Mercier element, uses a Clough-Tocher refinement [16] of a given mesh to
define the shape functions of the discrete stress space X5, whereas the discrete displace-
ment space V}, is composed of piecewise linear functions defined on the original mesh.
More precisely, ¥, is the space of symmetric tensors such that divergence of each of its
rows is square-integrable, and each of its components is piecewise linear on the Clough—
Tocher refinement. A family of higher order elasticity elements in two dimensions with
the Clough-Tocher refinement of triangular meshes was developed in [6], where the
displacement spaces V}, also have piecewise polynomials on the Clough—Tocher refine-
ment.
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The goal of this work is an investigation of higher dimensional versions of these works
on an Alfeld splits, the natural generalization of Clough-Tocher split to tetrahedra.
At the outset, we were unaware that an extension of the Johnson—Mercier element
to three dimensions (3D) was already done in 1982 by Kiizek in [30]. This is even
before Alfeld’s work [1] after which the tetrahedral split was known as the Alfeld
split. A cursory literature search gives the impression that Kiizek’s work is largely
unknown at present: it is not mentioned in influential previous studies like [2, [26],
27, 23, 31, 28]. Nonetheless, a proof of unisolvency of the 3D version of Johnson-
Mercier stress element and error estimates for stress are presented in [30]. In this
paper, we present a different proof of unisolvency of the same 3D stress element. We
show that our new technique of proof generalizes to give a stress element in higher
dimensions. Even in 3D, the new understanding helps us develop a reduced stress
element with only 24 degrees of freedom per element, which to our knowledge, is the
simplest conforming symmetric stress element known currently. We also prove error
estimates for the displacement, prove superconvergence estimates by duality argument,
show robustness in the incompressible limit, and develop a postprocessing to enhance
convergence rates. We also study the method obtained by pairing the same stress space
with piecewise constant displacements with respect to the Alfeld refinement (instead
of the piecewise linear displacement spaces that Johnson and Mercier used).

Our approach is based on the analysis of [29, 6], rather than that of [30]. The
unisolvency proofs in [29, [6] of stress finite elements X, proceed by characterizing the
divergence-free subspace of ¥, that have vanishing normal components on the edges of
a triangular element. They show that it must be the Airy stress tensor of C'! spline on
the Clough—Tocher split. In the more modern language of finite element theory, this fits
in a local discrete complex on Clough—Tocher splits such that the complex is exact with
the corresponding spaces with homogeneous boundary conditions. Note that div X, is
not a subspace of the displacement space V}, used in the Johnson—Mercier element, so
one would have to replace V}, with piecewise constant displacements on the Clough—
Tocher triangulation to relate it to the complex. In contrast, the three-dimensional
Johnson-Mercier element in [30] utilizes special geometric properties of tetrahedra and
inter-element continuity of polynomials for unisolvency proof but this argument seems
to be difficult to generalize to higher dimensions. For Johnson—Mercier element in any
dimensions, the key is to exploit an identity used in the BGG resolution. We give
an elementary proof of this identity is arbitrary dimension. Although we have chosen
to present this generalization without using the language of exterior calculus, it is
indeed motivated by the considerations to make the local stress space fit into an exact
discrete elasticity complex. Indeed, similar ideas were critical in [I4] where the first
3D discrete elasticity complex was developed on Alfeld splits. Since we only need to
focus on the last part of such an N-dimensional complex to obtain the generalization
of the Johnson-Mercier element, a complete study of the full N-dimensional complex
is outside the scope of this paper.

Composite stress elements are interesting because they promise liberation from the
necessity of vertex degrees of freedom when using polynomial elements [2]. Due to com-
plications with supersmoothness, this promise was not realized on Alfeld splits in [14],
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but was realized on the more involved Worsey-Farin splits (which splits a tetrahedron to
12 subtetrahedra) later in [23]. Through our improved understanding of the lowest or-
der case, in this paper we are finally able to provide a 3D stress element on Alfeld splits
without vertex and edge degrees of freedom. Even in higher dimensions, our composite
stress element does not have degrees of freedom on subsimplices of codimension greater
than one. In particular, this allows for a natural facet-based hybridization. Another
nice property of our elasticity element is that only low degree piecewise polynomials are
used for the stress finite element. Most symmetric conforming stress elements for 3D
elasticity contain piecewise quadratic or higher degree polynomials for stress (although
[23] is an exception). Only some reduced elements have the stress shape functions
which do not contain all quadratic polynomials [9], but contains other high polynomial
degree shape functions. In this paper, even in N-dimensions, only piecewise linear
polynomials are used for the stress.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin by defining the elasticity problem in
Section Pl There we present our unisolvency proof of the 3D Johnson—Mercier el-
ement. We then analyze the stability and the error estimates of numerical solutions
with the Johnson—Mercier element. Optimal error estimates of numerical solutions and
superconvergent error estimates of post-processed solutions are proved. In Section [3],
another numerical method with the 3D Johnson—Mercier stress element paired with
piecewise constant displacement, is proposed and analyzed. We then present a reduced
finite element pair in Section (] and prove its error estimates. The connection of the
Johnson—Mercier element and linear elasticity finite element methods with weakly sym-
metric stress is discussed in Section [l Generalization of the Johnson—Mercier element
for any N-dimensions (N > 2) is given in Section [6l Finally, a further reduced finite
element pair and its error estimates are discussed in Appendix [Al

2. THE JOHNSON-MERCIER ELEMENT FOR 3D ELASTICITY

2.1. Notation. For a measurable set D C RY (N > 2), let L*(D) denote the Lebesgue
space with N-dimensional Lebesgue measure. For a domain D C RY with Lipschitz
boundary, H*(D), k > 1, denotes the standard Sobolev space [19] of functions in L?(D)
all of whose derivatives of up to kth order are also in L?(D). Let M denote the space
of N x N matrices. For M € M, let sym M = (M + M'), skw M = L(M — M"),
and let S = symM and K = skw(M). For vector spaces X such as R, RN M, S, K,
etc., we let L?(Q, X) denote the space of X-valued functions whose components are
in L?(Q). The inner product of L?*(D,X) and the corresponding norm are denoted
(,-)p and || - || z2(p,x), respectively. Similarly, the X-valued Sobolev spaces and norms
are H*(D,X) and || - ||gr(px)- The X in the subscripts of (semi)norm notation will
be omitted if there is no concern of confusion. Furthermore, if D is the domain €2
of our boundary value problem, then we abbreviate (-,-)q to (+,-). On matrix-valued
functions, the divergence, denoted by div, is calculated row wise. Doing so in the sense
of distributions, we define

H(div, D,M) := {w € L*(D,M) : divw € L*(D,RY)}
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For a set D in d-dimensional hyperspace (d < N) and a nonnegative integer k, Py (D)
is the space of polynomials of degree at most k, restricted to the domain D; similarly,
Pr(D, X) denotes the space of X-valued polynomials of degree < k.

2.2. Elasticity equations. Let Q C R? be a domain with a Lipschitz polyhedral
boundary. We denote the spaces of three-dimensional column vectors and the space
of 3 x 3 symmetric matrices by R* and S. We consider the linear elasticity equations
with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions:

(2.1a) Ao =e(u) in
(2.1b) dive =f in
(2.1c) u =0 on 0f)

where u : Q — R3 is the displacement vector field, o : Q — S is the stress tensor
field, f : Q — R? is the load vector, and e(u) = sym(Vu) is the symmetrized gradient.
Here A is the compliance tensor, a rank-4 tensor field with entries A : @ — R,
1 <1,7,k, 1 <3 which satisfy symmetry conditions

(2.2) Aijre = Ajire = Aijie = Aaij-

For 7 € S with entries 7,5, 1 <i,j < 3, A(z)7 for x € {2 is the matrix whose (i, j)-entry
is defined by » ) o ;<5 Aijri(2) 73 From ([2.2), one can check that A(x)7 also belongs to
S, and A(x) gives a bilinear form on S by A(x)7 : w for 7,w € S where the colon stands
for the Frobenius inner product of matrices. We assume that A is positive definite over
symmetric matrices and is bounded, namely there are positive constants 6,y > 0 such
that

(2.3) Ax)w:w>0w:w, weS e,
(2.4) L) < 7.
In our results for nearly incompressible elastic materials, we make an alternate assump-

tion since (2.3]) does not generally hold in such cases. Instead of (2.3), then assume
that there exists a # > 0 such that

(2.5) Ax)w : w > 0dev(w) : dev(w), we S xe

where dev(w) := w — tr(w)l with the 3 x 3 identity matrix [. For isotropic materials,
as the Lame material parameter A — 0o, we can expect (Z3]) to hold, but not (23)).

A well-known variational formulation of (2.1)) is as follows: Find ¢ € X, u € V such
that

0 for all 7 € X2,
(f,v) forallveV

(2.6a) (Ao, T) + (u,div )
(2.6b) (dive,v)

where 3 = H(div,Q,S), V := [L*(Q)]>.
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2.3. The finite element. A canonical finite element discretization of (2.0) is to find
on € Xy, up € Vi such that

(2.7a) (Aop, 7) + (up, divr) =0 for all T € &y,
(2.7b) (div oy, v) =(f,v) for all v € V,

with suitable finite element spaces ¥, C ¥, V;, C V. It is well-known that the finite
element pair (X5, V},) needs to satisfy the Babuska—Brezzi stability conditions for exis-
tence and uniqueness of numerical solutions and for accurate approximation of exact
solutions (see, e.g., [12]).

To construct a finite element subspace Y, we work on Alfeld simplicial complexes
and start by establishing notation associated to an Alfeld split. Starting with a tetra-
hedron T = [zg, 71, T2, 3], let TA be an Alfeld triangulation of T, i.e., we choose an
interior point z of T and we let Ty = [z, 1, 22, 23], T1 = |2, xo, T2, x3], T = [2, x0, 21, X3),
T3 = [Z,LU(), ZL’l,LE‘Q] and set TA = {T(), Tl,TQ,Tg}.

We let T3, be a conforming triangulation  with tetrahedra and T2 be the resulting
mesh after performing an Alfeld split on each T' € T},. For T' € T, we define the local
spaces as

(2.8) Yu(T) :={w € H(div,T,S) : w|xg € P1(K,S), for all K € T},
(2.9) Vi(T) = [Pu(T)].
Although div(X, (7)) is not contained in V},(T'), it is contained in

Wi (T) :={v € [L*(T)]* : v € [Po(K)]?, for all K € T*}.

Note that W, (T) and V,(T) have the same dimension. We let Pr denote the L*-
orthogonal projection onto W, (T'):

(2.10) (Prv,w)r = (v,w)r for all w € Wy (T), for all T € T,.

For every K € TA let xx be the barycenter of K. We let Ip : W,(T) + V,,(T) be
defined by

(2.11) Irw(zg) = w(zgk) for K € T*.
A simple quadrature argument gives that
(2.12) (I7w, m)r = (w, m)r for all w,m € Wy, (T),

which, in particular, shows that Ir is an injection. Since dim W,(T) = dim V,(7T),
injectivity of Iy implies bijectivity of Ir. Moreover, it is easy to see from (210)
and (ZI2) that

(2.13) Priyw = w, for all w € Wj,(T),

so the restriction of Pr to V4(T'), namely Prly, ) : Va(T') = Wi (T), and Iy : W (T') —
Vi (T') are inverses of each other.

The next lemma is crucial for identifying degrees of freedom of the stress element
Yr(T). First we recall some preliminaries that are standard (see e.g. [2]). Let M denote
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the space of 3 x 3 matrices and let = : M — M be defined by
(2.14) EM = M — tr(M)I,

where (-)" denotes the transpose. The inverse of this operator is given by =~ 'M =
M’ — 2tr(M)I. We define mskw : R* — K and vskw by

U1 0 —7V3 V2
mskw [ vy | := | v3 0 —v|, vskw := mskw ! o skw .
(R} —V2 (%1 0

It is easy to see that
(2.15) div Z = 2vskw curl

holds. Let P,(T4) = {u : ulx € P,(K) for all K € TA} and let £,(T*) = P,(T*) N
H 1(T). Using this notation, we prove the next lemma showing that the space of
divergence-free elements with vanishing traces of X (7") is trivial. Our proof of this
lemma marks the main point of departure from the analysis of [30]. An alternative to
the approach of [30], is to prove this lemma using local discrete elasticity sequences
on Alfeld splits obtained by small modifications of the recent three-dimensional exact
sequences in [I4]. Nonetheless, we have chosen to present a new proof that is easier and
generalizable to higher dimensions (as we shall demonstrate in Section[@]). Throughout,
n denotes the unit outward normal vector field on the boundary of a domain under
consideration.

Lemma 2.1. The equality {w € £,(T) : divw = 0,wn|or = 0} = {0} holds.

Proof. Consider the matrix analogue of the well-known lowest order Brezzi-Douglas-
Marini (BDM) space, namely BDM(T*) = {w € H(div,T,M) : w|x € P1(K,M) for all K €
T2} and let BDM(T*) = {w € BDM(T*) : wn = 0 on dT'}. Note that

{we Sp(T) : divw = 0,wnlyr = 0} = {w € BDM{(T*) : vskww = 0, divw = 0}.
Let Po(T4) = {u € Po(T) : Jpu =0} and let

X = {(u,v) cu € [PUTMP, v e [Po(TH)), /T(u-c+v (exx))=0forall ce [R?’}.

The proof is based on the operator A : BDM,(T*) — X given by
(2.16) An = (vskwn, div ), n € BDM.
Observe that for any ¢ € R® and any n € BDM,(T*),

(2.17) /c~vskwn:/n:mskwc:/n:grad(cxx):—/divn~(c><x).
T T T

T
Thus A indeed maps into X. We proceed to show that A is surjective.

Let (u,v) € X. Since v has components of zero mean, by a standard exact sequence
property (e.g. [7]), there exists a 0 € BDM(T*) such that

(2.18) dive =v.



Since (u,v) € X, this implies

OI/T(u~c—|—U-(c><x)):/T(u-c+diva-(c><:c)):/(u—vskwa)~c

T
for all ¢ € R?, where we have again used (Z.I7) to obtain the last equality. Hence by
a well-known exact sequence property ([38] 25 22]) on Alfeld splits, there exists an
n € Lo(TA, M) such that

(2.19) divy = 2(u — vskw o).
Now 7 = o + curl 2717 is obviously in BDM;(T*) and satisfies
1
vskw 7 = vskw o + §divn = u, (by (ZI5) and (2.19))

divr =wv. (by (211))
Thus we have proved that A is surjective.

To conclude, the surjectivity of A implies that rank(A) = dim X > 3dim P, (T*) +
3dim Py(T4) —3 = 54. Since dim BDM(T*) = 3-6-3 = 54 on an Alfeld split (sce e.g.,
[14, eq. (2.3)]), the rank-nullity theorem implies that the null space of A is trivial. It
means that {w € BDM : vskww = 0, divw = 0} = {0}, so the conclusion follows. []

We can now state unisolvent degrees of freedom (“dofs”) for the space ¥, (7). Let
Ag(T) denote the set of k-subsimplices of a simplex T, and let Ax(7},) be the union of
Ap(T) for all T € Ty,.

Theorem 2.2. The dimension of ¥, (T) is 42. Moreover, an element w € 3,(T) is
uniquely determined by the following dofs:

(2.20a) / wn - K, K € [PUF)]?, F € Ny(T), (36 dofs)
F

(220b) / W. (6 dofs)
T

Proof. Since X3 (T) = {w € BDM(T*) : [w:n=0 for all n € Py(T* K)},
dim X5,(T") > dim BDM {(T*) — dim P, (T*, K)
=90 — 48 = 42,
which is exactly the number of dofs given in (2.20). We now show that dim 3, (7") < 42.

Let w € 3,(T) for which all dofs of (2.20) vanish. We will show that w = 0. The
dofs (2.20al) give that wn =0 on JT. Let v € P1(T), then integration by parts gives

(2.21) /Tdivw-v:—/Tw:e(v)zo

where we used (2.20D) in the last equality. Note that divw € W} (T'). Hence, substitut-
ing v = Ipdivw in ([22I) and using (2.12) we get 0 = [ v divw = [.|divw|?* which
shows that divw = 0. By Lemma 2T w vanishes. This proves that dim X, (7)) < 42,
so dim X, (T') = 42. The argument also shows that the dofs (2.20) uniquely determine
an element w € (7). O



Unisolvent dofs of a finite element generate an associated canonical interpolant. Let
17 denote this canonical projection into ¥, (7). It satisfies

(2.22a) /HTwn K= / wn - K, K € [PUF))?, F € Ny(T),

(2.22D) /T Myw = /T w

for any w in Dy, := {w € H(div,T,S) : wn|p € [L*(F)]?, forall F € Ny(T)}. Tt
follows that

(2.23) / div(Ilqw —w) -v =0 forall v € V}(T'), w € Dn,
T

by integrating by parts and (2.22]).
The global discrete spaces are given by

(2.24) Yy i ={w € H(div,Q,S) : w|p € Zp(T), for all T € T},
(2.25) Vi :={v € [L*(Q)]? : v|p € Vi (T), for all T € T3,},
(2.26) Wy, ={w € [L*(Q)]* : w|r € W, (T), for all T € T}

We also define the global interpolant Il : Dy +— ¥, by lw|r = lyw for all T € T),
where

(2.27) Dy = {w € H(div,Q,S) : wn|p € [L*(F)]?, for all F € Ay(T)}.

Note that H'(2,S) C Dp. Finally, we need the global versions of Pr and Ir: the
projection P onto W), and I : W, — V}, are defined by Pv|r = Prv and [w|r = Irw
for all T € Tj,. The next result is an easy consequence of (2.23).

Proposition 2.3. For allv € V), and w € Dy,

(2.28) (div(llw — w),v) = 0.

Moreover, for s = 1,2, for allw € H*(),S),

(2:29) lw = Hwl[r2(9) + Al div(w — Hw)|[20) < Ch°||w][gs(9)-

The next result follows easily by combining a well-known technique of proving well-
posedness [20] with a more recent result on regular potentials [I7, Corollary 4.7] that
show that given any z € H*(Q), for any real ¢, there exists a u € [H*"1(Q)]? such that

(230) divu = z, ||U||HZ+1(Q) < CHZHHZ(Q)

Hereon, C' will denote a generic mesh-independent constant whose value at different
occurrences may vary.

Lemma 2.4. Given any v € [L*(Q)]?, there exists a 7 € H (2, S) such that

(2.31) divr = v, 7l 1) < Cllvllr2@)-
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Proof. Using (230) with ¢ = 0 for each component of v, we find a 7, € H'(, M) such
that
(232) div T =0, ||7—1||H1(Q,M) < CH’UHLQ(Q)

Next, we apply (2Z.30) with £ =1 and z = —2vskw 71 to find a p such that div(Zp) =
—2vskw 7. Since vskwr, € [H'(Q)]3, and = is a pointwise algebraic bijection, the
resulting p is in H%(, M) and

(2.33) ol r2@) < Climllmi -
Then putting 7 = 71 + curl p we find, using ([2.I7), that divT = v and
2 vskw 7 = 2 vskw 7 + 2 vskw(curl p) = 2 vskw 7 + div(Zp) = 0.

Combining (2.32)) and ([2.33)), we conclude that 7 = 7 + curl p is in H*(£2,S), satisfies
div T = v, as well as the estimate in (2.31]). O

Theorem 2.5 (Discrete stability). There exists a constant > 0 such that
divw, v

(2.34) Blvllizy < sup ~GV@st)

orwesy [|@] Haiv.)

Proof. Given a v € V},, we apply Lemma 24 to get a 7 in H'(£2,S) satisfying 231)).
Since H'(2,5) C Dy, the function w = II7 exists in ;. Then we have

for allv € Vj,.

(2.35) ||v||%2(9) = (divr,v) = (divw, v)
by (2.:28). The result now follows after using ([2.29) with s = 1 and (2.31)) which gives
@l @ive) < CliTllm@) < Cllvllee)- 0

The mixed method with Johnson—Mercier element finds o5, € X5, and uy, € V),
satisfying

(2.36a) (Aon, 7) + (up,divr) =0 for all 7 € Xy,

(2.36Db) (div op,v) =(f,v) for all v € Vj,.

2.4. Error analysis. We prove error estimates for (Z36). Let ||7]|4 = (A7, 7).
Theorem 2.6. Let o,u solve [2.6) and oy, uy solve (236). Then, we have

(2.37) Ilo — oplla < [|[o — ol|a
and
(238) ||u — UhHLQ(Q) S C(HU — UhHA + ||Qu — u||L2(Q))

where @ is the L?-orthogonal projection onto Vj,.

Proof. Using (2.28), (2.36D)) and (2.6L) we get that
(div(Ile — op),v) =0 for all v € V.

However, (div(Ilo — 03,), Pv) = (div(Ilo — o3,),v). Since P : V,, — W), is an isomor-
phism, this implies that

(2.39) div(Ile — op,) = 0.
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Then, (2.37) follows from (Z36a) and (2.6al).
Next, using Lemma 24, we obtain a 7 € H'(£2,S) satisfying

(2.40) divr = Qu — up,
Combining (Z40) with ([Z28§),
1Qu — upll720) = (Qu — un, Qu — up) = (U — up, Qu — up)

= (u — up, divIl7) + (u — up, div(r — II7)) (by (2.40))
= —(A(o — op), 1) + (u — up,div(r — 7)) (by (26a), (236a))
= —(A(o — op),1I7) + (u — Qu,div(r — II7)) (by ([229)).

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, (2:29), and (2.4T]),
1Qu — unll) < Ol = s + 1Qu — ul 3.

so (238) now follows by the triangle inequality. O

Using the above result along with (2.29) and the approximation properties of () we
obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.7. Under the hypothesis of Theorem[2.8, assuming also that o € H?*($, S)
and u € [H*(Q)]?, we have

(2.42) lo = onlla + Il — wnllca@y < O (ol + lullrzen):

2.5. Superconvergence and postprocessing. In this subsection, we prove that a
projection of the error u — wj;, superconverges at a rate h® if we assume full elliptic
regularity, i.e., if we assume that 2 and A are such that the inequality

(2.43) ull 2y + llollar @) < Cllfllez e

holds for any solution o,u of (2I)) obtained with an f € L?(Q2). We will need the
following commuting property:

(2.44) div(llw —w) =0, we HY(Q,S), divw € W),

Indeed, for such w, since div(Ilw—w) € W, for all w € W}, we have (div(llw—w), w) =
(div(llw — w), Tw) by ([2I2), and the latter vanishes by (2Z.28).

Theorem 2.8. Let o,u solve (2.8) and oy, uy, solve (230). Assume that the full regu-
larity estimate (Z43) holds. Then, the following estimate holds

(2.45) |1 P(u—up)|z20) < Chllo — onlla + CR?| div(c — Ho) | 12(q).-
If o € H*(Q), this implies
(246) ||P(U — uh)||L2(Q) S Ch3|U|H2(Q)
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Proof. Let 7 and v solve

(2.47a) AT =€(1) in Q,
(2.47b) divr =P(u — up) in €,
(2.47¢) Y =0 on OS).
By the full elliptic regularity assumption (2.43]), we have
(2.48) 17l @) + [[¥][m2i0) < CIP(w — un)|lL2@).-
Then,
1P (u = un)lz2) = (P(u— up), div ) (by (2.47H))
= (P(u— uy),divIlr) (by (2:44))
= (u — up, divII7)
= —(A(o — o), 1I7) (by ([2.36a), ([2.Gal)

=—(A(oc —op), It — 1) — (A(0 — 0op),T).
We can now simplify the last term

(Ao — o), 7) = (0 — op, AT) by symmetry of A)

(
= (0 — on, e(¥)) (by (2.47a))
= —(div (¢ — op),v) (integration by parts)
= —(div (o — o),y = Qv)  (by Z3J), @Z28)).

Hence, we obtain
1P (u = un)|[720) = —(A(0 = on), IT = 7) + (div (0 — o), % — Q).

The first estimate (Z45]) of the theorem now follows after using (2:29)), approximation
properties of @, and (248)). The second follows from the first and ([2:29). O

We can use the superconvergence result to construct a better approximation to u
using a local post-processing scheme. Let R(T') denote the space of rigid displacements
on T. Then, we can decompose Wy(T') as

(2.49) Wi(T) = PrR(T) + (PrR(T))™ .
where
PrR(T) :={Prv:veR(T)} ={we Wy(T) : Irw € R(T)},
(PrR(T))* = {w € Wi, (T) : (w, Prv)r = 0, for all v € R(T)}.
Define the projection Py : L*(T) — PrR(T) by
(2.50) (Prq,w)r = (q,w)p, for all w € PpR(T).
Recalling that Pr is injective on Vj(T") due to (2.13]), we have
(2.51a) 0] L2(ry < C||Prol|2(r) for all v € Vi, (T),
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by equivalence of norms on finite dimensional spaces and scaling. Similarly,
(2.51Db) lgll 2y < Chrlle(@)l2ery + 1 PFall2er) for all g € [Py(T)]°.

Indeed, to show that the right hand side of (251ID) is a norm on [Po(T)]3, suppose
€(q) = 0 on T. Then g must be a rigid displacement. If furthermore P¥q = 0, then
we see that Prq = 0 and (2Z5Ial) shows that ¢ = 0. Together with standard scaling
arguments, this establishes (2.51D]). Define the quadratic space

(2.52) Sp(T) == {q € [P2(T)]* : (¢,v)r =0, for all v € R(T)}.
Using it, and following Stenberg [36], we define our post-processed approximation next.
The post-processing system finds u} € [Py(T)]? satisfying
(2.53a) (e(uy), e(v))r =(Aop, €(v))r for all v € S,(T),
(2.53Db) (up, w)r =(Pup, w)r for all w € PrR(T),
for every T € Tp, given oy, uy, solving (2.30). It is obvious from the definition (2.52) of
Si(T) that dim Sy,(T) + dim R(T') = dim[P(T)]?. Since
(2.54) dim R(T) = dim PrR(T)
by the injectivity of Pr on V,(T), the system (2.53) is square. Moreover, (Z53)) is
uniquely solvable: indeed if its right hand side vanishes, then, (Z53a) shows that u}
is a rigid displacement, which then together with (2.53Dh) with ([2.51D]) implies that u}
must vanish.
Next, we show that u — uj converges at a rate higher than that expected for u — uy,
from Corollary 2771 Let @, denote the element-wise L2-orthogonal projection onto

[Po(T)P.

Theorem 2.9. Let o,u solve (Z6) and oy, up, solve 2306). If u is given by (253),
then

[u = upll2ery < Cllu = Qaullr2ery + || Pr(un — u)|l2(m))
+ Chr(|le(u — Qau)[r2e) + [A(0 = an)llr2(r))-
Proof. Using (2.53al) and (2.6a)) we obtain
(2.55) (e(uj, —u),e(v))r =(A(op —0),€(v))r for all v € S,,(T).

Since the same equality trivially holds for all v € R(T), it actually holds for all v €
[P2(T)]3. Hence we may choose v = u} — Qou in [Py(T)]* and manipulate to get

256)  le(ur = Quu)lzagry < el — Qawdlzegr, + MG — o)ls2cry
Using (2.51D) we have
(2.57) lu, = Qoull 2y < Chrlle(uf, — Qu)ll2(ry + C|| Py (uy, — Qau)|2ry-

It is easy to see that PrQyu = PFPrQou. Also, (253D) implies P¥u; = PXPruy,.
Therefore,

1PF (uf, = Qo) || 2y < || Pr(un — Qow)|| 2y
(2.58) < ||Pr(un = )2y + [|[u — Qaull2(7).-
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The result now follows by using the estimates of (2.50) and (258) within (257). O

Corollary 2.10. Under the hypotheses of Theorems and [2.9, assuming also that
o€ H*(Q,9),u e [H}Q)]?, we have
lu —upllz2e) < Ch3(||<7“H2(Q) + [[ull#3(9))-

Proof. Apply (245), (2:29), and a standard estimate for projection error of (), to
further bound the estimate for ||u — uj||12() given by Theorem O

2.6. Robustness in the incompressible limit. Finally, we investigate the conver-
gence of this method for nearly incompressible isotropic materials. Recall that A
remains bounded in this case but may become close to singular, so methods using A1
can become problematic. One of the advantages of the mixed method is that it only
needs A. Nonetheless, as || - ||4-norm becomes weaker in the incompressible limit, it is
natural to ask if o, converges in a material-independent norm, a question not answered
by Corollary 2.7 To answer this, we now use techniques similar to those in [6] to prove
that the L* error ||o — o4/12(n) has an error bound that is robust for nearly incom-
pressible materials satisfying the weaker ellipticity inequality (Z3]). In particular, for
isotropic materials with A — oo, the C' below does not depend on \.

Theorem 2.11. Assume that only (23] holds (instead of (2.3])). Let o,u solve (2.6))
and oy, up, solve ([2.36). Then,

(2.59) lo = aullzaey < Clllo = onlla + bl div(o — 110 2(ey)-
Proof. 1t is evident by setting 73, to the 3 x 3 identity matrix [ in (2.6]) and (2.30]) that
Jo tr(o — o) = 0. Hence there exists ¢ € [Hj(Q)]? (see, e.g., [I7]) such that
(2.60) div ¢ = tr(o — o), [P\ ) < O tr(o — on)l r2@)-
Using this,
[tr(o — on)|[720) = (tr(o — on), div ¢) = (tr(o — an)l, e(¢))
=3(0 — o, e(9)) — 3(dev(o — 03,), €(0))
= 3(div (0 — on), ¢) — 3(dev(c — 1), €(0))-
= 3(div (o — o), ¢) — 3(dev(c — ay), €(9)),

where we used (2.39) in the last step. To estimate the first term on the final right hand
side above, we again use (2.39) (and also (2.28]), which is implied by (239)) to get

(2.62) (div (o — 03), ¢) = (div (¢ — o), ¢) = (div (0 — o), ¢ — Q)
< Ch||div (o —11o) || z2() |9l 50
The last term in ([2.61)) is easily estimated by (2.5]):
(dev(o — 1), €(6)) < Cllor = anllalléllmen.

Together with (ZG0), these estimates imply that ||tr(oc — o3)||r2@) < Ch||o]|a1 ), so
the conclusion follows from C||o — 04| 12 < || dev(o — on) |2 + || tr(o — on) 220

and (2.5).

(2.61)



14

Remark 2.12. The above proof extends to other cases (as we shall see in later sections)
as long as an analogue of the critical ingredient (239) is available. Also note that to
obtain convergence rates, it is enough to simply use (2:29) in ([Z59).

3. PIECEWISE CONSTANT DISPLACEMENTS ON THE REFINEMENT

In this section we show that we can replace the displacement space Vj, with W), and
obtain very similar results. This replacement is attractive since div ¥, = W), and the
equilibrium equation can then be exactly satisfied for numerical solutions. Also, the
stress and displacement elements are implemented with respect to the same refined
mesh. However, a price to pay, as we shall see now, is that we are not able to prove
an O(h?) superconvergence result (like in (2.46])) unless the right hand side f belongs
to Wh.

We start by proving unisolvency of slightly different dofs (cf. (220))) for the same
stress space Y. It is useful to note at the outset that by (2.49) and (Z54),

dim(PrR(T))* = 12 — 6,
so the number of dofs in (2.20b) and (3.1b)) both equal six.
Theorem 3.1. An element w € 3,(T) is uniquely determined by the following dofs:

(3.1a) / wn - K, K € [PLUE)?, F € Ny(T), (36 dofs)
F

(3.1b) /divw~v, v e (PrR(T))*. (6 dofs)
T

Proof. Let w € ¥,(T') and assume that the dofs in (B.I]) vanish. Then we must show

that w = 0. The dofs in (3.1a]) show that wn = 0 on 9T. Then, by integration by parts,

we get divw € (PrR(T))*, and (B.1L) shows that divw = 0. Then, by Lemma 2]

w=0. 0
The mixed method with piecewise constant displacement finds ), € ¥;, and

Uy, € W), satisfying

(3.2a) (Acp, ) + (ap, divT) =0 for all T € ¥,

(3.2b) (divop,v) =(f,v) for all v € W,.

The next result is analogous to Theorem 2.5 so we omit its proof.

Theorem 3.2. There exists a constant § > 0 such that

(divw, v)

(3.3) f< inf sup .
0£0EWn 02wesy, ||W| maiv,o)l|v] 220

Our error analysis of the method (3.2)) does not proceed as in the previous section,
but rather through the following auxiliary problem to find 6 € ¥, w € V such that

(3.4a) (Ac,7) + (a,divT) =0 for all T € &3,
(3.4Db) (dive,v) =(Pf,v) for all v € V.
Now note that dive = Pf € W,.
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Proposition 3.3. Let o,u solve (Z8) and &, solve (B4). Then

(3.5) lo = &lla+ [lu = allr2e) < CRIf = Pfllr2q).
Proof. Equations (2] and (B.4]) imply
(3.6) lo—6llh = (f = Pfu—a) = (f = Pf, (u—a) — P(u—1).

However, using element-wise Poincare inequality (see, e.g., [10]) and then using Korn’s
first inequality ([15, Theorem 6.3-4]),

(=) — Plu— 1) |2 < Chlle(u — @)l| 2 = ChllA(T — )]l 220

Using this in (B.0)) after an application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the stated bound
for ||o — &4 follows. The same bound for ||u — @[ 12(q) now follows from (3.4al), which
implies that (u — @,divT) = (A(6 — o), 7), after choosing a 7 such that divr =u — @
by Lemma 2.4 O

Remark 3.4. At this point, we may choose to proceed using the canonical interpolant
J corresponding to the dofs in ([B.I). One can prove an analogue of (2.29) for J and
also that for any w € Dy such that divw € W}, we have (div (Jw — w),w) = 0 for
all w € Wy, which is enough for an error analysis using J. But we pursue the quicker
alternative of using the same II from Section [2]

Theorem 3.5. Let o,u solve (28] and 6y, 4y solve [B2). Then,

(3.7) o — onlla < [[116 = Glla + [[TI(g — 0)]a

and

(3.5) Cllu = il < 1o — Gnlla + | P — ull 20
Proof. Subtracting (3.2)) from (34,

(3.9) (A(G —op),7) + (4 — ap,divT) =0 for all 7 € X,
(3.10) (div (6 — d3,),v) =0 for all v € W),
Since div (6 — 63,) is in W), equation (B3.I0) implies

(3.11) div (5 — 63) = 0.

Also, using (2.44),

(3.12) div (115 — &) = 0.

Adding (BI1)) and (3I2]), we have

(3.13) div (116 — &3,) = 0.

Hence, setting 7 = 16 — &3, in (3.9]), we immediately obtain
16 — 6nlla < I — &]|a-
The estimate (B.8]) follows the same argument as the proof of (2:37). O

Corollary 3.6. Let o,u solve (2.0), 6,4 solve [B4]) and 6y, 0y, solve B2). If 0,6 €
H?(Q,S),u e [H(Q)]?, then

lo = Gnlla + Pllu = nll 2y < CR2(lollm2@) + 151 a2@) + [ 1) + llullar@)-
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The next intermediate result gives an O(h?) superconvergence result for P(i — dy,).
It will help us prove superconvergence of the projection of the error P(u — ay,).

Lemma 3.7. Let &, solve (3.4) and 6y, up, solve (3.2)). Assume that the full reqularity
estimate (2.43) holds. Then, the following estimate holds

(3.14) [P (@ = in)|120) < ChllG = Gnlla-
Proof. Let 7 and v solve

(3.15a) AT = €()) in Q,

(3.15b) divr = P(a — uy) in Q,

(3.15¢) =0 on 0f).

Since we are assuming full H2-elliptic regularity we have:

(3.16) [Tl ) + [l 2@ < CllP(@ — an)||r20)-
Then,

1P (@ — i)l 2y =(P(@ — i), div T) (by (B.150))
(P(a — ), divII7T) (by 2.44))
(@ — ap, divIIT)
= —(A(6 — on), 1I7) (by 3.9))
=—(A(o —op),lIr — 1) — (A(6 — G1), 7).
We can now simplify the last term
(A(G —on),7) = (6 — op, AT) (by symmetry of A)
= —(6 = on, €(w)) (by B.I5a))
= (div (6 — a3), w), (by integration by parts)
which vanishes by (3.I1). Hence, we obtain
1P (6 — an)l| 72y = —(A(G — 64), IIT — 7).
The result now follows after using (2.29) and (3.16). O

Corollary 3.8. Under the same hypothesis of the above theorem we have

(3.17) 1P (w = an) |2y < CR*(llol|m2) + 1611 a2@) + |22 @) + llullm@).
If f € Wy, then

(3.18) | P(u — in)| 20 < Ch3(||0||H2(Q) + ol a2 + | fll @) + lullm@))-

Proof. The estimate ([3.17) follows from (3.I4)) and Theorem 3.5 and Proposition B3l
If f € W), then u = @ and 0 = G hence the result follows also from (3I4]) and Theorem
and Proposition O

Theorem 3.9. Assume that [2.3). Let o,u solve [2.6), and 6y, a4y solve [B.2)). Then,
lo = 6nllz2@) < Clllo = Gnlla+ hllf = Pfllra@)-
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Proof. The proof of Theorem Z.11] can be repeated with ¢ and oy, replaced by ¢ and
on, respectively, since the analogue of the critical ingredient there (see Remark 2.12))
is available and given by (8.13). Then we obtain an analogue of (2.59),

(3.19) O3 ~ oulluz@y < 15— dnlla+ bl div( — 116)] 2.

The last term vanishes by (2.44]).
To complete the proof, it suffices to estimate |0 — 6]|12). Let ¢ € [Hj(Q)]* be as
in (Z.60) with oy, replaced by &. Then, just as in (Z61]), we obtain

I tr(o = &)@ = 3(div (o — 3),6) = 3(dev(c — &), (0))
Now, (div (0 — 5),¢) = (f — Pf,¢ — P¢), and by [25), [[dev(c — )| < Cllo = &]|a-
Hence we obtain
Cllo = 6llz2@) < llo = lla+hllf = Pfllee)-
The proof is finished by combining this with (3.19). O

To summarize the results in this section, we have shown (in Theorem [B.5]) optimal
error estimates for both & and 4, when 4y, is piecewise constant, superconvergence of
order O(h?) for P(u — 1) for general data f, and superconvergence of order O(h?) for
P(u — uy) when f € W), (in Corollary B.8)). We have also shown (in Theorem [B.9) the
robustness of the method in the incompressible limit.

4. A REDUCED SPACE PAIR

In this section we present a finite element method obtained by reducing certain
judiciously chosen dimensions of the 3D Johnson—Mercier pair. We replace the space
Vi, by the space of element-wise rigid displacements and reduce ¥, accordingly. The
resulting method has optimal error estimates. It is also robust for nearly incompressible
materials (a property that we cannot prove for an even further reduced pair of spaces
given in Appendix [A]).

On a facet with normal n we let v, = n x (v x n) for vector fields v, while for matrix
fields w, we let wy, = wn - n and w,; = n X (wn X n) = (wn);. Define

ST = {w € u(T): divw € PrR(T), wp € R(F), for all F € Nyo(T)},
VE(T) .= R(T).

Here R(F) is the space of rigid body motions defined on F. We see that there are
18 = 6 + 4 x 3 constraints imposed on 3;(T) to obtain (7). The corresponding
global spaces are denoted by X and V.

Theorem 4.1. An element w € XF(T) is uniquely determined by the following dofs:
(4.1a) / Won K Kk € Pi(F), F e Ny(T), (12 dofs)
F

(4.1b) / ks RERF),FEMST), (12 dof).
F
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Proof. We see that dim X1(T) > dim X, (T) — 18 = 24 which is exactly the number of

dofs in ([@T)). Now suppose that w € (T and the dofs ({Ial), (£.1D) vanish. Then,

obviously, wn = 0 on OT.
By the definition of the reduced stress space, there is a v € R(T') such that Prv =
divw. Combined with the vanishing trace wn = 0 on 9T,

||divw||%2(T):/divw-PTv:/divw-v
T T

:/ wn-v = 0.
ar

This shows that divw = 0. Then by Lemma 2], w must vanish. O
The canonical interpolant of the dofs in ([@1]), denoted by IT#w € X2(T), satisfies

(4.23) /F (TR i = / o, K EDPUF),F € Ay(T),

F
(4.2b) /(H?w)m ‘KR = / Wnt - K k€ R(F), F e Ny(T),
F F
and we denote the corresponding global projection by II%.
Lemma 4.2. For any w € Dy,
(4.3) (div (ITfw — w),v) =0 for all v € V;E.
Proof. Let v € R(T). Then,

(div (ITfw — w),v)p = /aT(HRw —w)n-v

:/ (HRw—w)mv~n+/ (ITfw — W)pe - v = 0,
aT

ar
since v; € R(F). O

The following two results are similar to their previous counterparts and their proofs
are omitted.

Proposition 4.3. For allw € H'(Q,S),

(44) ||w - HR(,UHLZ(Q) + h”le (w - HR(U)HLz(Q) < ChHWHHl(Q)
Theorem 4.4. There exists a constant § > 0 such that
(divw, v)

g < inf  sup .
0£VEV 0wen R ||W||H(div,ﬂ) ||U||L2(Q)

The mixed method with the first reduced space pair finds off € X2 and
ufl € V;F satisfying

(4.5a) (Ao, 7) + (uft,divr) = 0 for all 7 € R,
(4.5b) (div ol v) = (f,v) for all v € V;2.

We present an a priori error estimate for this method.
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Theorem 4.5. Let o,u solve [2.86) and off, ult solve [E3X) then the following holds

(4.6) IT%0 — offfla < 1o — o]|a,
and
(4.7) lu — w2 @) < C(llo = oplla + Q" — ullL2()

where QF - [L*(Q)]? — VB is the L*-orthogonal projection onto V,E.
Proof. Using (A3), (A5D) and (2.6D) we get that
(div (IT%0 — oft),v) =0 for all v € V}F.

However, (div (ITfc — o), Pv) = (div (I — of!),v). Recalling ([213)), since Pr :
R(T) — PrR(T) is bijection, we conclude that

(4.8) div (%o — off) = 0.
Then, ([£6) follows from (45al) and ([2.6a)). To prove (4.1) one follows the same lines
as the proof of (2.38). We leave the details to the reader. O

Corollary 4.6. Let o,u solve ([Z6) and off,ul® solve [@H). If o € H'(Q,S) and
u € [HY(Q)]?, then

(4.9) lo = o3lla < Chllolm @),

(4.10) Ju— sz < Chlollmey + Jull).

Theorem 4.7. Assume that only (ZH) holds. Let o,u solve ([2.8) and ol ult solve
([236). Then,

(4.11) o — o2 < Clllo = offla+ | div(o — 1170) | 2(ay).

Proof. The proof proceeds along the same lines as that of Theorem [ZTI1] since the
analogue of the critical ingredient mentioned in Remark 212l is supplied by (48). O

5. CONNECTION TO STRESS ELEMENTS WITH WEAKLY IMPOSED SYMMETRY

In this section we discuss connection of the methods proposed in Sections 21 and [l to
mixed finite element methods for elasticity using stresses with weakly imposed stress
symmetry, i.e., the symmetry of ¢ is imposed weakly by the additional variational
equation

/0:77:0, nel = L*Q,K)
Q

where K is the space of N x N skew-symmetric matrices, with N = 2 or 3. Introducing
p = grad u—e(u), the skew-symmetric part of grad u, the alternative mixed formulation
finds 0 € X%, u eV, p € I" such that

(5.1a) (Ao, 7) + (u,div7) + (p,7) =0 for all 7 € X%,
(5.1b) (dive,v) = (f,v) forallv eV,
(5.1c) (o,m) =0 for alln € T,



20

where Y := H(div, 2, M) and A is an operator which identical to A for L*($2,S) and
is bounded and coercive on L?(€2,K). Since ¥ C % can be a matrix-valued finite
element space such that each row is a standard H(div) finite element, it is easier to
construct stable mixed methods for (5.1]).

Finite element subspaces X} x V' x I'), C X% x V x I' giving stable mixed methods
for (B.)) of the form

(5.2a) (A6, 1) + (4, div 1) + (pn, 7) = 0 for all 7 € £},
(5.2b) (diveay,v) = (f,v) for all v € V¥,
(5.2¢) (6,m) =0 for all n € T'p,

has long been studied [5, B35, 34], 1), B, 1], 24]. In [24] it was proved that on meshes
where each element T" has a Clough—Tocher or Alfeld split, the spaces

(5.3a) Y = {w e H(div, QM) : w|g € Pe(K, M), for all K € T4 T € T},
(5.3b) Vi ={v e [LAT)]? :v|g € [Pr_1(K)]?, forall K € T4 T € Ty},

(5.3¢c) Iy = {n e L*(T,K) : | € Pu(K,K), forall K € T* T € T),}

give stable methods for £ > N — 1 in the N-dimensional elasticity formulation for
N = 2,3. Note that the polynomial degrees of ¥} and I';, are the same in (B.3]).
Hence, the numerical solution 4}’ of (5.3) is exactly symmetric pointwise. In [32),

Subsection 4.2.3], this result was extended to k > 1 for N = 3. Note that when k = 1,
the space V¥ in (5.3D) equals W),. In particular, it was proved in [32] that

given any w € W, and n € 'y, there exists 7 € X} satisfying divr =
w, (1,0) = Nll720) and Cll7|[m@iv.e) < [[wllr2@) + 7] c2(@)-

The inf-sup stability of (5.3)) follows from (5.4]).

(5.4)

Proposition 5.1. The first two components of the unique solution (63°, 4}, pr) of (B3,
when k =1, coincide with the solution (6p,up) of (B.2).

Proof. By (B.2d), 6}’ is symmetric, so it is in X, the three-dimensional Johnson—
Mercier element. By restricting 7, to 5, (5:2a) and (5.2D) are exactly same as (8.2)
because A = A on H(div,,S). Therefore, 6% = &, and 4} = 4, by uniqueness of
solutions. U

Next, consider the case where the displacement is discretized in the space of piecewise
linear functions on the unsplit mesh T3, namely the space V}, from Section 2] i.e.,

(5.5a) (Ao, 1) + (u,divt) + (pp,7) = 0 for all 7 € X}
(5.5b) (divey,v) = (f,v) for all v € V,,
(5.5¢) (oy,n) =0 for all n € ['y,.

Proposition 5.2. The method (5.0) is inf-sup stable and the first two components of
its unique solution (o}, u}’, pp) € X% x Vi, X T'y, coincide with (o}, u}) solving ([2.30)).
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Proof. Given any (v,n) € Vj, X I'y, applying (5.4) to (Pv,n) € W), x ', we find that
there exists 7 € X}’ satisfying
(5.6)  divr=Pv, (1,0)=nlli2@), Cl7laave < 1PVl + Inle).
Using this 7,

sup (v,divw) + (1,w) > (v,divT) + (1, 7)

wey W[ #1(aiv.0) |7 || e (div,0)

> C(||v]1Z20) + ||77||%2(Q))1/27

where we have used (Z5Ia). Thus, (55) is inf-sup stable and uniquely solvable. Now

we can use the same uniqueness argument as in the proof of Proposition B.1] to show
that (0}, u}’) and the solution of (2.30]) are equal. O

> C(I1Pv]|Z20) + 111720

To conclude this section, we have shown that it is possible to compute the solutions
of methods in Sections 2] and [3] using completely standard finite element spaces via
formulations (5.2]) and (5.H). However, we do not know how to arrive at the reduced
space 2 x VI of Section M through methods with weakly imposed stress symmetry.
The space XF(T) does not have full P;(K,M) polynomials for K € T, so finding an
appropriate T't C T' which gives exact symmetry of stress tensors and satisfies the
inf-sup stability, appears to be nontrivial.

6. THE N-DIMENSIONAL CASE

This section generalizes the Johnson-Mercier element to higher dimensions. To
generalize our arguments in Section 2] we need an N-dimensional version of the iden-
tity (2.15). This can be found, described in the language of exterior calculus, in |7} 8]
20)], using the so-called “BGG resolution” [3,[13] 18]. Nonetheless, we start by giving an
elementary and self-contained proof of such an identity using standard vector notation
in Subsection We then use it to develop the Johnson-Mercier element in RV for
any N > 2.

6.1. A commuting diagram of tensor fields for N-dimensional elasticity. Let
V = RY, let M denote the space of N x N matrices, and let K = skw(M) denote the
space of skew symmetric matrices. We use ® to denote the tensor product of vector
spaces. Then for (column) vectors w,v € V, w®v = wv' equals the outer product. Let
e; denote the standard unit basis of V, E;; = 2skw(e; ® ¢j) = e;ef —ejef € K. Let A(X)
be C*°-smooth X-valued fields where X is one of V, M, K or tensor products of these.
Henceforth, we use Einstein’s summation convention.

We continue to use the standard divergence operator on vector fields in A(V) and
the (previously used) row-wise divergence operator on matrix fields in A(M). This is a
natural to extend div to K® A(V) by

div(n ® w) = n® (divw), n e K, weA).

This motivates the following extension of divergence to the isomorphic space A(K® V):
writing an element of A(K®V) as b = b;;,E;; ® e), for some scalar component functions
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biji(z), we define div : A(K ® V) — A(K) by

Next, define a differential operator d : A(K) — A(V) by
(6.2) d(mi;Eij) == 05(mi; — mji)es,  n = nyEiy € AK).

It is natural to extend d to V ® A(K) by
dv®w)=v® dw, veVwe AK).

Since A(V ® K) is isomorphic to V& A(K), this motivates the definition of the extension
ofdin (62) tod: A(V® K) — A(M) by

(63) d(aijkei ® Egk) = 8k(aijk — aikj) €; X 6j, aijkei & Ejk € A(V X [K)
Remark 6.1. Alternately, we can arrive at these definitions through a generalized di-
vergence operator [33], Div, that acts on A(V®@ V) and A(V® V& V) by

(64) Div(aijei & €j) = (8]'@2‘]')62‘, Div(aijkei &® € & ek) = (8kaijk)ei &® €.

Since K® V and V ® K are both subspaces of V® V ® V, the latter defines Div on
A(K® V) and A(V ® K). Since

n = nijEi; = (mij — nji)ei @ e; € AK),
a = @jjre; @ Ejk = (aijk — aikj)ei RKe; Qe - A(V (%9 [K),
b= bijkEij X e = (bljk — bjik)ei &® € X ey c A([K ® V),

applying (6.4) we easily see that equations (6.1]), (6.2)), and (6.3]) are the same as
divb = Divb, dn=Divny, da = Diva,
respectively.
With these definitions, we have
(6.5) divdn =0, for all n € A(K),
(6.6) divdw =0, for all w € A(V ® K).

Indeed, to see that (6.5) holds, it suffices to observe that divdn = div (9;(n;; —n;i)e:) =
0;0;(n;; — nj;) = 0. Essentially the same argument also shows (6.6). In the language of
exterior calculus, (65) and (€.6]) imply that the sequences

(6.7) AK) —= A(V) <5 A(R),
(6.8) AVRK) —2 AM) — A(V),

form complexes, elucidating the connection to relevant N-dimensional de Rham com-
plexes. Note that the tensor products of V with function spaces in (6.7) yield their
analogue in (6.8) up to an isomorphism.

Next, we define a linear operator © : A(V ® K) — A(K ® V) by defining ©a for
a = a;e; @ e; ® ey, in the larger set A(V ® V ® V), namely

(69) @(aijkei ®Ke; & ek) = (aijk — ajik) e ®e; Qe
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When a is in A(V ® K), we have a = a;jre; ® €; @ e, = %aijkei ® Ej. Hence, (6.9) can
equivalently be expressed as

(6.10) O(aijre; ® Ej) = 2a,54E;; @ ex.
Lemma 6.2. The operator © : A(V @ K) — A(K® V) is invertible and its inverse is
given by
07 'b= %(bijk — bikj — bjri) & @ €; ® ey,
for any b =byre; @e; e € A(K® V). Moreover, for allw € A(V® K),
(6.11) divOw = 2skwdw.

Proof. By direct calculation, it is easy to verify that the given expression for ©~!
satisfies ©(©710) = b for all b € A(K® V) and ©7'(Oa) = a for all a € A(V ® K). To
detail the latter, letting 6 = Oa = (a;x — ajir)e; @ e; ® ey, observe that

2@_1@a = (Quk — Bikj — 9]‘]“')6,' & €; X ey,
= ((aije — ajir) — (@irj — arij) — (Qjr — arji))ei @ e; ey,
When a € A(V ® K), its components have skew symmetry in the last two indices (i.e.,

Qijk = —aikj), so the last expression above simplifies to 2a;1e; ® e; ® e, = 2a.
Next, to prove ([6.10]), let w = w;jre; @ Ejx € A(V ® K). Then, by (61) and (6.10),

div(Ow) = div(2w;xEi; ® ex) = 2(Opwiji) Eij-
Also, by (6.3]),
2skw dw = O (wijr — wik;) 2skw(e; @ e;)
= O (wijr — wjir) Eij = 2(Okwiji) Eij.
Thus the left and right hand sides of (G.11]) are equal. O

In other words, we have shown that the following diagram commutes and that its
top and bottom rows are complexes.

AK®V) (K)
/ y
AV ® K) —4 A(M) (V).
For later use, we state the following result about the trace of d on a hyperplane.

Lemma 6.3. Let n = n;,E;; € A(K) and suppose that I' is a hyperplane in which the
components of n vanish then dn - n vanishes on I' where n is a unit normal to T".

Proof. After possibly rotating coordinates we can assume without loss of generality
that n = ey. Then,

N-1
dn-n = 0;(ni; — nji)ei - en = 0;(Nn; — MiN) Z 9;(nnj — njn)-
7=1
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The latter vanish on I' since ny; — n;n vanish on I and 0; (for 1 < j < N — 1) are
tangential derivatives on I'. 0

Of course, we can define the weak version of d and extend the domain of d. To this
end, let n = n;;E;; we say dn exists if there exists w € L'(2,V) such that
(6.12) (w, grex) = —(mij — njir OjOk) ik, for all ¢ = ¢rer € C5°(Q,V),
and we set dyp = w. Here d;;, is the Kronecker delta. We then define H(d, Q) := {n €
L*(Q,K) : dp € L*(,V)}. The identities (6.6]) and (G.I1)) hold for w € V® H(d, ).
6.2. The stress element on the Alfeld split in higher dimensions. For an
N-simplex T = [z, 21,72, -+ ,2n], let T be an Alfeld split of T, i.e., choosing
an interior point z of T, define T = {Ty, Ty, Ts,--- ,Tn} with N-simplices T; =
[z, 20, ,Tj, - -+ ,xn] where Z; means that z; is not in the vertices of T;. For a given
triangulation T, of Q, we let T2 be the resulting triangulation after performing an
Alfeld split to each T' € Tj,. On each macro element T € T}, define the local spaces

Pr(TA R) :={w € L*(T,X) : w|x € Pr(K,X), for all K € T*},
Su(T) :=H(div, T,S) N P, (T*,9),
Vi(T) =P (T, V).
The N-dimensional matrix analogue of the well-known BDM space and its subspace
with vanishing normal components on 97" are namely
BDM (T*) := H(div, T, M) NPy (T*, M),
BDM(T*) := {r € BDM/(T*) : mn|sr = 0}.

Notice that the Alfeld split of 7" has N + 1 distinct sub-simplices in Ay_1(7") and
IN(N + 1) distinct internal subsimplices in Ay_i(T%), therefore dim BDM;(T*) =
(N+1)-N2+IN(N+1)-N? = (X +1)(N +1)N? and dim BDM(T*) = (N +1)N?.
Notice also that dim Py (T4, K) = s N(N — 1)(N + 1)%

We will also need the space Lo(T) := Po(T*) N HY(T) and %-valued versions

Lo(TA, %) = Ly(T*) ®X. We begin by recalling the next result from [22, Theorem 3.1]
(see also [25]).

Proposition 6.4. Let v € Py (T*) with [, v =0 there exists p € L5(T4,V) such that
divp =wv.

Proposition 6.5. If p € L,(T*,V @ K) then dp € BDM(T#). Moreover, if p €

Lo(TA V@ K) then dp € BDM(T#).

Proof. Let p € Lo(T*,V ® K) then for each K € T* dp|x has linear components.

Hence, it is enough to show that p € H(d,T) ® V, but this follows immediately from

6I2). If p € Lo(T*,V ® K) then we must also show that (dp) n vanishes on T, but
this follows from Lemma O

Lemma 6.6. The equality {w € X,(T) : divw = 0,wn|sr = 0} = {0} continues to
hold in the N-dimensional case.
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Proof. Let Po(T*) = {u € Po(T*) : [,u =0} and set
X = {(n,v) € P (TA K), ve Py(TH V), /(n ck+v-kx)=0forall kK € [K}
T

where kx is the matrix-vector product with the coordinate vector polynomial x. The
proof is based on the operator A : BDM(T*) — X given by

(6.13) A7 = (—skw 7, div ), 7€ BDM(T™).
Observe that for any x € K and 7 € BDM,(T*),

(6.14) /T/i cskw T = /Tgrad (kx):7=— /T(/m) - div 7.

Thus A indeed maps into X. We proceed to show that A is surjective.
Let (n,v) € X. Since v has components of zero mean, by a standard exact sequence

property [4], there exists a o € BDM,(T*) such that
(6.15) dive = v.
Since (n,v) € X, this implies

/T(n—skwa):m:/T(n:/<a+(diva)~/<ax):/(n:m+v-/<cx):O,

T

where we have again used (6.14)). Letting ( = n — skwo € P (T4, K), the above
shows all the components have zero mean. Hence, by Proposition there exists
w € Ly(TH,V ® K) such that

(6.16) divw =n —skwo.

We set @ = ©~'w and note that a € Lo(T*,V ® K). Setting 7 = o + da, then by
Proposition 6.5 we have T € BDM(T*).
By the commuting diagram property (G.I1]), skwda = div ©a = divw, so we have
skw 7 = skw o + divw = 7, (by (6.16))
divr = v. (by (610) and (6.6))
Thus we have proved that A is surjective.
To conclude, the surjectivity of A implies that
rank(A) > dim Py (T4, K) + dim Py (T4, V) — dim K

:%thqu+1F+N?—;wN—1)

1
:§N%N+1)
Since dim BDM ((T*) = IN3(N + 1), the rank-nullity theorem implies that the null
space of A is trivial, i.e., {r € BDM{(T*) : skwr =0, divr = 0} = {0}. O

We now prove the main result of this section. The proof is the same as the proof of
Theorem [2.2]
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Theorem 6.7. The dimension of Xy, (T) is (N + 3)N(N + 1). Moreover, an element
w € Ly(T) is uniquely determined by the following dofs:

(6.17a) / wnr - K, k€ P(E)Y), FeAy4(T), (N +1)N? dofs)
F

(6.17Db) /w. AN+ 1) dofs)
T 2

Proof. Since ¥,(T) = {w € BDM(T*) : [Lw:n=0 for all n € P;(T*, K)},
dim X5, (T) > dim BDM ,(T*) — dim P, (T*, K)

= (g +1)(N +1)N? - g(N — 1)(N +1)?

N
= E(N+ 1)(2N +1).
To show dim £,(T) = §(N +1)(2N + 1), it is sufficient to prove that w = 0 if the dofs
[©I7) of w € £,(T) vanish because the number of dofs in (G.I7) is 5 (N + 1)(2N + 1).
This also proves that X,,(T) is unisolvent by (6.17).
To this end, let w € 3,(T) have vanishing dofs (6€I7). Then, wn = 0 on JT by

(6I7al). Moreover, using (6.17h) and integration by parts gives
(6.18) /divw-v:—/w:e(v):O for all v € P1(T,V).
T T

By a similar simple argument using quadrature rules as in the 3D case, we conclude
that divw = 0. Hence, by Lemma we conclude that w = 0. O

APPENDIX A. ANOTHER REDUCED SPACE PAIR

In this section we reduce the spaces even further from the reduced pair in Section [4l.
In this further reduced finite element method, V}, is replaced by only piecewise constant
elements on T € T} and ¥, is also further reduced correspondingly. We prove optimal
A-weighted L? error estimate for o and L? error estimate for w. However, for this
further reduced method, we are not able to prove (an analogue of Theorem 2.11] giving)
a robust error estimate for the nearly incompressible case. The reason for this is that
we now only have very weak control of the divergence of the stresses. Hence we are
unable to recommend this method. Nonetheless, we present it as a curiosity, since it
has only three dofs per facet and yet remains stable.

The discrete spaces for this method are

SETY = {we Bu(T) : divw € PrR(T),wn € [Po(F))?, for all F € Ay(T)},
V(T = = [Po(T)P.

The corresponding global spaces are denoted by if, f/hp”.
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Theorem A.1. An element w € X1 (T) is uniquely determined by the following dofs:
(A1) /wn~f<o, k€ [Po(F), F € Ao(T), (12 dop).
F

Proof. We see that dim 22(T) > dim %, (T) — (6 +6-4) = 12 which is exactly the
number of dofs in (AJ). Now suppose that w € %F(T) and the dofs (AI) vanish.

Then, we have wn =0 on OT.
Let v € R(T") be such that Prv = divw then

Hdivw||2Lg(T)I/divw~PTv:/divw~v:/ wn - v = 0.
T T ar

Hence, this shows that divw = 0. By Lemma 2.1l we have that w vanishes. U
The corresponding projection with the degrees of freedom is defined as follows.
(A.2a) /(ﬂgwn) ‘KR = / wn - K, K € [Po(F))?, F € No(T).
F F

From this we define the global projection II%.

Lemma A.2. [t holds,

(A.3) (div (TTfw — w),v) =0 for allv € ViE w e Dy.
Proof. Let v € [Po(T)]?. Then,

(v (11"~ ), 0)r = |

oT

(IIfw — w)n -v = 0.

We omit the proofs of the following results analogous to previous sections.
Proposition A.3. For allw € H'(,5),
(A4) ||w - ﬂRwHLZ(Q) + h”le (w - ﬁRw)||L2(Q) SChHWHHl(Q)

Theorem A.4. There exists a constant 5 > 0 such that

di
(A.5) g < inf sup (divw, v) :
0#£veVE 0£weSE HWHH(div Q) HU||L2(Q)

The mixed method with the second reduced element finds & € B and
ayl € V;F satisfying
(A.6a) (Ac,7) + (4, divr) = 0 for all 7 € ©F,
(A.6D) (divel v) = (f,v) for all v € V;E.

The error analysis of this method is more involved than the previous cases since
div (1% — 1) is not necessarily zero. We proceed by proving a stability result for the
method, as in [7], using the bilinear form

B(wp, vp; Ty wy) = (Awn, ) + (g, div 7,) — (div wp, wy,).
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Theorem A.5. There exists constants ¢; and co such that for every wy, € i,’f and
v, € VIR there exists T, € I and wy, € VIR, satisfying

(A7) lwon[I + [ PRdivwn |72y + lvall72i) < 1 B(wn, va; Th, wa),
and
170l + 1 PRdiv 7a |72 () + lwnll 2oy
(A.8) < ca([lwnllZ + PRV wall72 i) + llvall72(q))-
Proof. By the proof of Theorem [A] there exists p, € L such that
h
(A.9) [0nl|72(0) =(div pn, vn),
(A.10) lonllzaiv.2) <kllvnllL2@)-

Choose 1, = wy, + y_}#ph and wy;, = v, — PRdivw,. Then, we have

1 . 1 .
B(wn, v Thy wn) =lwn |G + — (Awn, pn) + (vn, divws) + @(Um div pp)

VK2
— (div wp, vn) + (div wy, PRdivwy)

~p 1 1
= [lwnll% + 1PFdiv wp|72(q) + WthH%?(Q) + W(ﬂwh,/)h),

where we used (A9). On the other hand, by (A.10)

1 1,1 )
) 2 3 lonll — 5l
1 2 1 2
> _§||wh||fl - WHUhHLQ(Q)'

Hence,

1 2 SR : 2 1 2

Sllwnlla + 1P divwnl|z20) + WH%HL?(Q) < B(Wh, Vni Ths Wh)-
This shows (AT). We clearly have (A.8) if we use (AI0). O

Using the above stability result we can prove an a-priori error estimate.
Theorem A.6. Let o,u solve [Z6) and 51, ult solve (A6, then
1% — 63l + | PRdiv (IT%0 — 67) 720y + |20 — @5l 20
< O = ofla + [P — ul 2.
Proof. By Theorem [A.5] there exist 7, € if and wy, € Vhp”, satisfying
1170 — GRIE + | Pdiv (10 — 55) 2y + | PP — @l 320

< e B(IMf'o — &8, PPy — alty 7, wy,)
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and

I7all% + 1127 div 7172 () + llwall72q)
(A.11) < oo([1%0 — 5715 + | PRdiv (IT%0 — 671721 + 1P5u — @1 720)-
Then,

110 — &[5 + |PPdiv (1T — 63)[[720) + |1 PMu = a7[|72q)

< ((A(ﬁRa — 5,}5, Th) + (JSRu — ﬂf, div Th)>

where we used (2.6h)), (A6h) and (A3) to say the term (div (II¥o — &F), wy,) vanishes.
On the other hand, using (2.6al), (A.Gal) we get

(A% — 6/, 7) + (PPu— @, divry) = (A(I%0 — 0), 7) + (PMu — u, div ).
The result now follows by using (A.11l). O

As a corollary, we give an error estimate with convergence rate.

Corollary A.7. Let o,u solve (Z6) and 6§, alt solve (A6). If o € HY(,9),u €
[HY(Q)]3, then

(A12) lo = 67 lla + lu — 5 2@y < ol @y + llullasoy):

Remark A.8. The argument in the proof of Theorem [ZTT] (on robustness near incom-
pressibility) does not extend to this reduced space pair because an analogue of (4.8)) is

not

[1]

available for 1% and IT%.
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