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Abstract

We present the construction of a sparse-compressed operator that approximates the solution
operator of elliptic PDEs with rough coefficients. To derive the compressed operator, we construct
a hierarchical basis of an approximate solution space, with superlocalized basis functions that
are quasi-orthogonal across hierarchy levels with respect to the inner product induced by the
energy norm. The superlocalization is achieved through a novel variant of the Super-Localized
Orthogonal Decomposition method that is built upon corrections of basis functions arising from
the Localized Orthogonal Decomposition method. The hierarchical basis not only induces a sparse
compression of the solution space but also enables an orthogonal multiresolution decomposition
of the approximate solution operator, decoupling scales and solution contributions of each level
of the hierarchy. With this decomposition, the solution of the PDE reduces to the solution of a
set of independent linear systems per level with mesh-independent condition numbers that can be
computed simultaneously. We present an accuracy study of the compressed solution operator as
well as numerical results illustrating our theoretical findings and beyond, revealing that desired
optimal error rates with well-behaved superlocalized basis functions can still be attained even in
the challenging case of coefficients with high-contrast channels.

Keywords: Hierarchical basis, superlocalization, numerical homogenization, orthogonal multireso-
lution decomposition, sparse compression, rough coefficients, multiscale method
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1 Introduction

Let Q € R? (d = 1,2,3) be a bounded Lipschitz polytope and f € L?(Q2). We consider the following
elliptic problem encoding linear diffusion type problems: Find u € H} () such that

a(u,v) = (f,v)12() for all v € H(9Q), (1.1)
where

a(u,v) = /Q(AVU) -Vovdz. (1.2)

Here, A € L>=(Q,R%*?) is a symmetric matrix-valued function for which there exist constants 0 <
a < 8 < oo such that for almost all €  and for all n € R?

allnll < (A)n) -1 < Blinll3- (1.3)

Since the entries of A are in L>°(£2), the coefficient A is called rough. The (linear) solution operator
of (1.1) is A= : L2(Q) — HL(Q), f — w.
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Remark 1.1. The method presented in this work can be extended to the case where A is non-
symmetric; see, e.g., [I8]. Additionally, without loss of generality, we could assume o = 1 (see
[B]).

Let 75 be a Cartesian mesh of 2 with mesh size h, and let V}, be the Q; finite element space

associated with 7p, [I0]. We assume that h is small enough so that 7, resolves all characteristic
lengths of A and the linear operator A;l : L2(2) — V}, given by

a(A; " g,v) = (9,v)12(0) for all v €V} and g € L*(Q) (1.4)

is a good approximation of A~! in the sense that [ A1 f — A; " f||, is small for all f € L?(). Here
Il - |lo is the (energy) norm induced by a(-,-). Denote by T the Cartesian mesh of © with mesh size
H > h, and let Vg = span{A;le : T € Ty}, where xr is the characteristic function of T'. The
discrete approximate-solution operator of problem 1) in Vg is defined as A; : L2(Q2) — Vg such
that

a(Ag' fovn) = (f,om)r2@  for all vy € Vy. (1.5)

From the definition of YV we observe that Ay'f = A; ' f if f € Q°(Ty). In other terms, if g :
L2(Q) — Q°(Tw) denotes the L2-orthogonal projection onto Q°(7z), then Ay' oIl = A, ' o Ily.
This equality implies that A;f should also be a good approximation of A~! whenever || f —IIz f|| L2(Q)
is small [I, 27]. The advantage of solving instead of is that it requires the solution of a
much smaller linear system (in an online stage), with the caveat that the assembly of the associated
stiffness matrix requires the prior computation of the basis functions Agl x7 (in an offline stage).
Consequently, since such basis functions are independent of f, the use of as a method to solve
is justified whenever there is a need to solve (1.1)) multiple times with different f € L?((2),
provided that ||f — I f|12(q) is small and the sum of the offline and online times do not exceed the
time required to solve the same number of times. Unfortunately, the natural basis functions
A;IXT are slowly-decaying and globally supported (i.e., their values are not negligible outside a local
(small) patch). As a consequence, not only are they expensive to compute when multiple scales are
present in A (in particular with a rough A), but also the associated stiffness matrix becomes dense,
rendering the Finite Element solution of impractical with this basis. To obtain a computationally
more advantageous solution scheme, it would be ideal to have a basis of Vg comprised of locally
supported functions obtained through local computations. In later sections, we shall see that this
is not always possible, but in such cases we can still find basis functions that are rapidly decaying
and well approximated by locally computable and supported functions. The space spanned by these
localized basis functions will generally not coincide with Vg but still be a discrete solution space of
with good approximation properties.

Numerical homogenization methods such as the Localized Orthogonal Decomposition (LOD) [26]
23], [32], 20, [7] provide a way to construct the aforementioned approximate solution spaces for
spanned by local basis functions. In this method, local basis functions are obtained by truncating
the support of (in most cases) exponentially decaying functions spanning Vgy. Other numerical
homogenization approaches that could also be employed to obtain localized basis functions are, e.g.,
the Multiscale Finite Element method (MsFEM) [21 13, [4], the Generalized Multiscale Finite Element
method (GMsFEM) [12], the Generalized Finite Element method (GFEM)[2, [3], Bayesian methods
[28], rough polyharmonic splines methods [31], and FETT-DP and BDDC inspired multiscale methods
[24, 22]; we refer to [I, [[T] for more comprehensive reviews.

Given a hierarchy of nested meshes {7x, }¢cqo,...,1} (with H; < Hj for j < i) obtained by multiple
refinements of a given mesh 7, , and a set of nested function spaces {Vu, }seqo,...,1} associated with
each of these meshes, a hierarchical basis of Vy, is defined as one that incorporates functions from
each of the nested spaces. A solution space of (1.1) can also be constructed using a hierarchical
basis with a-orthogonal basis functions across levels [29] [T4]. This scheme is particularly useful in the
presence of multiple scales within the diffusion matrix A. The a-orthogonality across levels allows for
an orthogonal multiresolution decomposition of the solution operator. In other words, the solution
operator can be expressed as the sum of certain operators, each of these representing the contribution
to the solution of one of the levels of the hierarchy, with contributions that are independent of each
other. Moreover, the multiresolution qualifier in this context refers to the decoupling of scales across



levels arising from this decomposition. This decoupling implies that each level contains only the
information of the scales necessary to achieve an accuracy determined by the mesh size of that level
and the function f. Consequently, to attain a particular accuracy, we need to consider the aggregate
contribution of all the levels up to the level associated with the mesh size corresponding to the required
accuracy. An important aspect of this hierarchical scheme is that, given the independence of level
contributions, these contributions can be computed simultaneously, reducing the computational time
of the aggregate solution. In algebraic terms, the stiffness matrix associated with the a-orthogonal
hierarchical basis possesses a block-diagonal structure, where each diagonal block corresponds to a
particular level of the hierarchy and is obtained from the basis functions belonging to that particular
level.

The construction of a hierarchical basis inducing an orthogonal multiresolution decomposition of
the solution operator was first introduced in [29], where basis functions were denominated gamblets.
In [T4], a hierarchical basis was obtained connecting the concept of gamblets with the LOD frame-
work, and combining the notions of Haar basis functions and the multiresolution LOD method. In
that work, the Haar basis, i.e., an L?-orthogonal hierarchical basis of Q°(7z) with locally supported
basis functions is used as a discontinuous companion of a certain regularized hierarchical basis con-
structed with the LOD method. A superlocalization method known as Super-Localized Orthogonal
Decomposition (SLOD) was introduced in [19] (see also [5] [, [15] 16} 33, [17]), providing basis func-
tions with superexponential decay whose supports are reduced in relation to their LOD counterpart.
In this paper we first present a method to construct (almost-fully) a-orthogonal hierarchical basis
functions localized by a novel variant of the SLOD method (based on stable corrections of LOD basis
functions), and later we build a sparse-compressed operator that approximates the operator .A,:l and
therefore approximates A~1.

By combining the concepts of hierarchical a-orthogonal-across-levels basis and the SLOD method,
the new method allows for a greater sparse compression of the solution space in comparison with the
standard one-level SLOD, gamblets-based, and hierarchical LOD methods. This implies a greater
sparsity of the associated stiffness matrix required to achieve a given accuracy (and a greater spar-
sity of the matrix obtained from the sparse-compressed approximations of its inverse, see Section 4),
resulting in substantial savings in memory usage and online computational effort. Furthermore, the
new approach introduced to construct well-behaved superlocalized basis functions facilitates the com-
putation of the sparse-compressed approximate-solution operator, where its approximation quality
and computational cost benefit from the quality of the basis.

The remaining part of the paper is structured as follows. In we present the construction
of a localized a-orthogonal hierarchical basis. In an LOD basis correction strategy to
obtain a stable superlocalized hierarchical basis is provided. The construction of a sparse-compressed
approximate-solution operator and the corresponding error analysis are given in Finally,
illustrates our theoretical findings through numerical experiments.

2 Construction of hierarchical basis

In this section we focus on the construction of an a-orthogonal hierarchical basis. To that end, we
provide first a procedure to obtain hierarchical bases of Vg whose basis functions regardless of their
support are a-orthogonal across levels. Then we focus on localization strategies to obtain a basis of
practical usage.

2.1 a-orthogonal bases of Vy

Let Ty denote the Cartesian mesh of € with mesh size Hy. Consider Hy > Hy > Hy > ... > Hp >0
(with Hy, = H), and let {T¢}seqo,....} be a set of Cartesian meshes of €2 obtained by successive
refinements of 7g. Furthermore, assume H;y1 = H;/2 for j < L — 1.

Recall that 7j, is a Cartesian mesh of Q with mesh size h and the operator A; " is given by (L.4).
Define Vy := span{A;1 xr : T € T¢}, where xr is the characteristic function of T'. In what follows,
we derive a hierarchical basis of Vi, (= Vg ). Let Ny := #7T,, and let B, be the set of basis functions
of Vy, associated with level £ < L. For £ = 0, we set #By = Ny. For 0 < £ < L, the set B, consists of



29 —1)N,_; linearly independent functions that are a-orthogonal to every function in UeilBS. With
y 1% g Yy s=0
this selection, UﬁZOBS is a basis of V, for every /.
For any level 0 < ¢ < L and ¢ € {1,...,#B,}, we define the basis function ¢,; € B, C Vi, as

woi=A;tges with gp; = Z c%l XEK- (2.1)
KeT,

The non-trivial coefficients c%’i) are chosen such that {goi}icq1,..,n,} 18 @ basis of Q°(7y), and for

¢ > 0, the a-orthogonality condition across levels a(¢p ;,¢e,i) = 0 holds for 0 < p < £. Henceforth,
we refer to ge; as the QP-companion of ©o,i-
Investigating the a-orthogonality condition, we observe that

a(@p,jv%@&i) (gpm@é 1)L2(Q) = Z / g dx = 0.

TeT,

Therefore, the a-orthogonality condition a(yy ;,¢e,:) = 0 is satisfied if

/ we;dz =0 forall T € Tp_q, (2.2)
T

since the integral over a mesh element belonging to 7, with p < ¢ — 1 is just a sum of integrals over
mesh elements belonging to 7y—;. Defining ar g = fT .A,:lXK dz and using the definition of ¢y ;

from (2.1), we can rewrite condition (2.2) as

Z SV =0 forall T e Ty (2.3)
KeT,

Let D®W e RNe-1xNe gych that D%{)m =ar, i, with T, € Ty_1, K, € T; and cbi) = (c%’i)>

Hence, the a-orthogonality condition is satisfied for any ¢ > 0 if

KeT,

DWct) =0 foralli € {1,...,(2% —1)N,_1}, (2.4)

which implies that c(“?) € Ker(D®). Note that rank(D)) < N,_;. Consequently, dim(Ker(D(®))) >
Ny — Ny—y = (2% — 1)Ny_1. In principle, we could take any set of (2¢ — 1) N,_; linearly independent
vectors of Ker(D(®) for level £ > 0 and any basis of Q°(7p) to determine a basis of V. Note, however,
that the associated basis functions ¢y ; will in general be globally supported and the corresponding
stiffness matrix will not be sparse. Therefore, an ideal choice would be a set of coefficient vectors for
which the associated functions ¢y ; are locally supported. We study the feasibility of such an option
in the following subsection.

Remark 2.1. Enforcing condition (2.4)) is not the only path to achieve a-orthogonality across levels.
Nevertheless, this is an advantageous option from the computational point of view.

2.2 Toward basis functions with local support

Ideally, we would like to find coefficients such that each previously defined basis function ¢y ; is
locally supported. In this subsection we investigate whether it is possible to obtain locally supported
functions of V, from locally supported Q°-companions. To explore this possibility, we need a series
of definitions, some of which are adaptations of ideas found in [6].

For £ € {0,...,L}, m € No, j € {1,...,Np_1}, the m-th order patch w;f,m) C Q of an element
T € Ty—min{e,1} is defined recursively as

(é ™ = U{T € 72 min{¢,1} - T mw(é e 7& 0} with w(e 0= T € 72 min{¢,1}

Thus, for level £ = 0, the patches are unions of elements in 7Ty, and for ¢ > 1 they are unions of
elements in Tp_1.



In what follows, we fix m > 1, 0 < ¢ < L, and Tj € Ty_pin{e,1}, and let w := wy’m). The
restriction of 7; to the patch w is denoted by T¢, := {T € T¢ : T C w}. Similarly, the restriction
of Vi to w is given by Vi == {v € H(w) : v, € QYT) forall T € Tpo}. Let Vi = {v €
H'(w) : v, € QY(T) for all T € Ty, }. Thus, the trace of a function in 17;1,“, may be non-zero. With
Y = 0w\ 09, we define the trace operator

try : ‘7h7w — X, := image try, C HI/Q(E).

Note that the space X,, can be equipped with the norm
lwlx, = inf{||v||H1(w) NS 1~/h’w, trsv = w} )

By definition of the || - || x,, norm, the continuity of the trace operator holds regardless of the patch
geometry, i.e., _
Itrsvllx, < ||vllgi@w) forallveV,, C H (w). (2.5)

Let ay(-,-) : H'(w) x H'(w) — R such that a,(u,v) = [ (AVu)- Vodz, and let the linear
operator A;i : L*(w) = Vi be given by

aw(A,:’Lg,v) = (9,0)12(e), for all v € Vi, and g € L*(w).

Denote by &, : L*(w) — L*(Q) an extension by zero operator. Then, with g = > 7. crxr €
Q%(Ts,w), consider B
g = A,:Lg €V and Y, = A; 'Eu(9) €V,

where Vy,, = {A;LXT : T € Tyw}. We conclude the set of definitions by defining the conormal
derivative of ¢y as the functional 75 = AV, -n: X, — R such that

(Y, trs(v)) = aw(g,v) — (g, V)2 forallve H'(w). (2.6)

Note that &, (1,) does not necessarily belong to V,. However, if g is such that &,(1),) = 1, then 9,
would be a locally supported function of ¥, whose Q°-companion &, (g) is also locally supported.

In the following lemma, we determine a bound for the energy norm of the localization error
E.(hy) — by, which depends on the X/ -norm of v, given by

(Y, W)
Yo lx = sup ——F——, 2.7
P, = | SR ) Twllx. 27

providing a way to measure the dependence of the error on the coefficients defining g.

Lemma 2.2. Let z/;g, Vg, and Y, be defined as above. Then, the energy norm of the localization

error has the bound )
1+ diam(Q)

R (23)

where diam(Q2) denotes the diameter of ) and the constant o is given in (1.3).

Proof. We have for all v € H(Q) that

a(gw(d_’g) — g, v) = aw(d;gvvlw) - (g7v|w)L2(UJ)
(v, trs(v),))

< vy, llxp lItrs (v, [l x.
< g, Ixz 1o, 1 (@)
1+ diam(w)
< T (2.9)

—7a 73, l1x2 v, [l



where the first inequality comes from the definition of the X/ -norm, the second inequality from ,
and the last inequality is obtained using Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality and the spectral bound of A
from .

Then, with v = &,(¢y) — ¥, in [2.9), and since [|v),|lo, < [|v]la and diam(w) < diam(Q), the
inequality is obtained. U

It follows from Lemmathat, if there exists a non-trivial g € Q%(7;,,) such that 7, | x;, equals
0, then there exists a locally supported function of Vy with locally supported Q°-companion &, (g).

2.3 A practical hierarchical basis

Combining the results from the previous two subsections, we want to find local Q" functions such
that their local regularized companions (in V) not only satisfy the a-orthogonality condition across
levels but also have zero conormal derivative. However, as it can be observed in practice, it is not
always possible to find local Q° functions such that the above two conditions are satisfied exactly.
In those cases, whether it is still possible to obtain locally-supported basis functions of V, from the
linear combination of globally-supported functions remains an open question. However, even if this
is possible, it might not be the best option from the computational perspective. Thus, to obtain a
computationally more advantageous scheme which only requires local computations, we might have to
find a compromise between satisfying the above two sufficient conditions exactly and computational
effort, at the expense of small errors. In what follows, we derive a practical hierarchical basis which
is a good compromise, and in certain cases even fulfills those design ideals.

As mentioned in [Section 2.1} we need to find at every level N} functions, with

T\ @ —1)Ny, ifl>0,

. {NO, if £ =0,
L

which are linearly independent and a-orthogonal to every basis function associated with a coarser
level.
Since the level of the patches can be inferred from the level of functions defined in them, for the

(E,m)

sake for readability, we henceforth drop the superindices (¢,m) from w and refer to the patches

J

wy’m) as wj. Let J; := {MWJ + 1. With ¢(*9) = (CK)Ken,in’ we define the local functions

Yoi = hei(5¢) = A;j”i Z CKXK (2.10)

K€Tiw,,

for ¢={0,...,L} and i € {1,...,N}}.

Remark 2.3. Note that J; denotes the index of the patch in which the function 1/_)“' is defined.
By definition, J; = J; = k whenever (k —1)(27 = 1) + 1 < 4,j < k(24 — 1) for k € {1,...,Ny_1}.
Consequently, there are 2¢ —1 functions 1),; defined in the patch wy. This definition of .J; is motivated
by the idea that, in the minimal patch case (i.e., m = 0), there are at most 2¢ 1 linearly independent
functions 1 ; defined in a patch wy, such that the orthogonality condition a(&,,, (1¢.), Sij (p;)) =0
holds for 0 <p < ¢, 5 < Ng, and wy C wy, (cf. (2.12) below).

Analogously to (2.2)), at level £ > 0 we choose the coeflicients c%’i) fori=1,...,(2¢ - 1)N,_,;
such that

/ Yeide =0 forall T eTp1w,, (2.11)
- ;
which is equivalent to the condition
S ckafl) =0 forall Te€ Ty, (2.12)
KGTI’«‘“’Ji



with
ang& ::/TA’ZLL;Xde' (2.13)

This condition ensures the a-orthogonality of &, (Ve.4), Ew 5 (¥p.;), for p # €, whenever the support
of the function from the higher level falls within the support of the one from the lower level.

Remark 2.4. If the functions ¢ ;, ¢p,j, with p < £ are such that the support of ¢, ; partially overlaps
that of @ ;, it follows that (&p;), ¢ H}(wy,), and consequently
wJ,

a(Beis bny) = / Gps (AVy - m) ds.

UJJi

Since the basis functions of B can be chosen to be uniformly bounded in the energy norm by con-
struction, functions with partially overlapping support get closer to be a-orthogonal (i.e., the quantity
a(Pei, Pp,j) gets closer to zero) as AV ; - n decreases.

Let ny = #Ti—1,w,,> Ne = #Ttw,,, and let D) ¢ Rmxne he such that Dt(f;J"’) = a(Ti)K, with

Ty € Te—1, Ks € Tp. Then equation (2.12)) can be rewritten as
DI g, (2.14)

which implies c¢?) e Ker (D(Z’Ji)).

To complete the definition of our practical basis, it suffices to find a non-trivial ¢(?) such that
||71[,/_,,i(.;c(z,i>)||XLJi is as small as possible (ideally zero), and then take ¢ ; = &, (e,i(+;¢49)) as
the basis function.

Therefore, summarizing our previous discussion, we can define a more practical discrete solution
space of lb henceforth denoted by Vp, as the span of the hierarchical basis B = UZLZOBg, where
©e,i € Be is given by

P = Ewy, (@z,i('; C(Z’i))) ;
) £ 0 such that 1Vepe.s ety ||X:de is as small as possible, and with the additional condition

for ¢ > 0 that c¢*9) € Ker (D(Zv‘]i)).
In practice, we observed that if we take the local coefficients

with ¢(&7

i 1
o9 = argmin S|, I, (2.15)

ne
R"™¢,

llellm=1

where |c[[m = VeI Me for some SPD matrix M (e.g., the stiffness or mass matrix associated with
{A;il XK }KeT,,,, » or the identity matrix), we end in some cases with a Riesz stability-deficient

basis, i.e., the associated stiffness matrix is ill-conditioned regardless of the values of 8 and « (cf.
below). To overcome this poor stability issue, we shall introduce in the next section a
method inspired by the LOD method to obtain coefficients that allow the construction of a Riesz
stable basis that preserves the smallness of the localization errors and their superexponential decay.

3 Stable localization of basis functions

In this section, we present a localization strategy that leads to a practically stable basis. The method
involves constructing a superlocalized basis (hereafter SLOD basis) at each level by correcting LOD
basis functions, and then defining the hierarchical basis functions at that level (hereafter HSLOD
basis functions) as a linear combination of selected SLOD basis functions.



Figure 3.1: Illustration of the two second-order patches w(T’ ) (top left) and w(e ? on the mesh Te for
some ¢ > 0. The patches are centered around some mesh elements T € T;_ and K € Ty, respectively.
Additionally, the coarser mesh T,_; is depicted with bold lines.

3.1 A stable SLOD basis for level ¢

In what follows, we derive a stable SLOD basis for a fixed level ¢ from the correction of local LOD
basis functions. The patches defining the local LOD basis functions differ from those previously
introduced in the definition of hierarchical basis functions in that, for all ¢, the patches defining LOD
basis functions at level £ are unions of elements of 7,. To make this difference clear, we shall denote
the LOD patches with a tilde. Hence, we define recursively the m-th order LOD patch associated
with T; € Ty as

o=\ ireT e £ 0} with @Y =1y

Note for ¢ > 0 that, as a difference from olem , the patch wj( ™) i constructed around an element of

T¢—1 with layers composed of elements of T,_1 1nstead of elements of Ty, see [Figure 3.1

With fixed values of ¢, m, and T' = Tj € Ty, let @ := &§€,m). Define II; i as the restriction of I,
to @. Using the energy-minimization saddle-point formulation of the LOD method [25] 30], we have

for every T' € Ty that
Ah’a pT 1/7)%’03]3 (0
(% D) (%)= (5) e

where Az : Vg = Vi ]/, U — aw( Yy P Vs = Q%Tez), u— Iy gu, and PT : Q%Toz) —
[Vhya}/ such that <73Tp, v) = (p,v)12(®) for allp € Qo(ﬁ z)andv € V5. Let D: Q%Toz) — QY (Tem)
such that D =P o A; ! h © PT. It can be shown that D is invertible; see [19]. Thus, eliminating X in
and solving for the local LOD basis function wLOD yields

7 LOD _ 4—1
T = Ah@gT,Ev

where g7 ¢ = D xr.
For K € nw \ {T} let ¢KZ = ‘Ah WIK.ts where 9K, = D~ XK With ¢ = (CK)KGTz s\{T} define

o
\I/.(:T) = Z C;ﬂzg} = A}:’lw Z CKYIK ¢-
KeTy a\{T} KeTya\{T}

€ Vyz as

Let ne = #T 5. We want to find € € R™~! such that ||’YQZLOD+\I,(T) || x: is as small as possible (ideally
T, c «w
zero), and then define the (normalized) SLOD basis function at level ¢ associated with the patch

around T as -
LOD T
gSLOD _ (¢ + e )

T4 '
1959P + w7 o,




To make H’y&LOD_HP(T) |l x. small, we could use a similar technique as in [6] to compute the ||| x, norm,
LOP+w M I1XG &

and then minimize it over the coefficients ¢ € R™ ! to obtain ¢. However, for computational-cost
efficiency, and based on (2.7)), we rather seek ¢ € R™~! such that

2
> <V%%D+\P(6T>7trz;,¢i> <e (3.2)

ie]zQ

for a small € > 0, where X5 := 0w\ 9Q, Is_ := {i € N:x; € £z}, z; is the i-th nodal point associated
with 75z, and ¢; is the i-th Q; standard basis function of V.

Remark 3.1. Optimizing H'Y’LZ}LODJF\II(T)HXL over ¢ € R™~1 is similar to the optimization problem
T,e c s

in the sense that both problems seek to find coefficients that lead to functions with small
conormal derivatives. However, they are not the same optimization problem since they have different
constraints. Furthermore, the admissible sets of both optimization problems are vector spaces with
different dimensions.

Remark 3.2. In what follows, the parenthetical T" in a superscript refers to a mesh element T'.
Whenever T appears without parenthesis in a superscript, it denotes the transpose sign.

With ny = #1Is, define the matrix B € R™*™ such that
Bi; = az(A5 ' X1, ¢i) — (XT3, 1) L2 (@) (3.3)

Let g-¢ = ZKET@; dﬁ?)xK, with 7 € Ty, d™) = (d%))KeTz ~, and D € R?%* (1) guch that the

j-th column of D is d("7), with 7; € Tos \ {T'}. Then, the ¢ providing the smallest € in 1) is the
least-squares-error solution of

BDc = —Bd" (3.4)
ie.,
¢=—((BD)"BD) ' (BD)"Bd™. (3.5)
Note that, to guarantee stability of the SLOD basis, we additionally want Wz to be such that
Héé%LZOD
—_— = < s, 3.6
H ZT XTHLoo(Q) - ( )

with )
_ (HEG%LKODv XT)LZ(@) (3.7)
(XTaXT)m(a) '

T

and 05 > 0 small (in practice, we observed that taking d; < 0.5 is enough to obtain basis stability).
Note that condition impels the support of é%LKOD to be reasonably concentrated around T, a
favorable property for basis stability; see Appendix@ for a more detailed explanation of why condition
(13.6)) ensures basis stability. Now, in practice it is observed that choosing ¢ as in does not always
satisfy condition . Hence, for the sake of stability, we choose € instead as follows. Expressing
(BD)TBD in terms of its singular value decomposition we have

s
(BD)"BD = > ou;v; . (3.8)
i=1
where o; is the i-th singular value, with o7 > ... > 0., u; is the i-th left singular vector, v; is the

i-th right singular vector, and r is the rank of (BD)?BD. Then, we can make a stable choice of &
by taking

r(®

e > o7 vl ) (BD) BA™), (3.9)



where rgT) is chosen so that condition 1' holds. Note that taking rgT) =0 for all T € T, yields the
LOD basis, which is known to be Riesz stable (see, e.g., [I9]). The LOD basis functions equivalently

satisfy the stability condition (3.6) exactly with d; = 0, by definition. Therefore, there always exists

at least one value of rg ) for which a stable basis can be obtained using this stabilization procedure.

However, if 7’8 is too small, the superexponential decay of the basis functions might be lost, as
expected. Nevertheless, even in such cases, the basis functions still exhibit exponentially decaying
properties. Hence, we want to choose §, just small enough to achieve basis stability and such that rgT)
remains sufficiently large to preserve the superlocalization properties. The value of rgT) is obtained by
an iterative process which involves discarding the smallest singular value ¢; in at each iteration
until condition is satisfied.

Before moving to the construction of HSLOD basis functions, we derive an estimate for the
localization error of SLOD functions, which will be instrumental in the estimation of the localization
error of HSLOD functions. To that end, first note from the definition of é?LTOD that we can write

QSLOD €~ (A w KS%“OD)v
with gSLOD € Q°(7yz). Define the counterpart of GSLOD belonging to V;, as
O = Ay 5 (905°"). (3.10)

Then, based on the definitions of ézLTOD, ¢, and Lemma it follows that

HSLODH ) 1 4 diam(@)

|0er — [7asnem [l x. - (3.11)

Va

3.2 HSLOD basis functions at level ¢ leading to a Riesz stable basis

Having computed the SLOD basis functions HSLOD at level £, we can obtain HSLOD basis functions
at the same level from their linear comblnatlon For ¢ = 0, we simply take @HSLOD = QDE,L:;?D for all
i€ {l,...,No}. For £ > 0, we first define the set of descendants of an clement T € T;_, obtained
by reﬁning T, as

ref(T) :={r€Tg:7CT},
and let rAe/f(T) be any subset of ref(T") such that #EEE(T) =27 1. Letie {1,...,(2¢ - 1)Nz,1}

and recall that J; := {Mimlm{mJ + 1. With fixed ¢ > 0 and m > 1, consider wjy, = wS’ where

w%’m) is defined as in Section Then, define
5 £3) 5
GO = Y A aen, (3.12)
T€S.,
where Sy, = {T € Tow,, : é%ZOD =0in Q\wy,}, and the non-trivial coeflicients (dr)res,, , are
such that
15O = 0. (3.13)

From the definition of S, , it follows that @HSLOD is supported in wy,. Additionally, since the conor-

mal derivative of (655°P),, is small on 3, = dw,, \ 9 for T € S,,, , the conormal derivative of

(¢E§LOD)|% will also be small on X, provided the coefficients dgf’i)

associated with the elements

T € S,, closest to X, are small enough. Further, (@?SLOD)I € Ker(Il,—4 W, ), and thus condi-
3 k2 WJ

tion (3.13) implies the a-orthogonality condition (2.14). Note that dim(Sw,,) > #Te—1,w,,- Hence,

there are infinitely many choices of (dgf’i)) res,  such that (3.13) holds. However, not all options
v,
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will contribute to a stable HSLOD basis. To guarantee stability, we shall choose basis functions that
are concentrated in different elements of the refined mesh 7;. Therefore, define

Si={reref(T): T € Tr-1.0, },

and take II : Hi(wy,) — Q°(S) as the L2-projection onto Q°(S). Then, to obtain a stable HSLOD
basis, we choose the coefficients (dT)Test’_ such that, in addition to 1l @?f’LOD satisfies

ey OP = (3.14)

where T; € I/'é/f(TJi) and TJ € To_ Lwy, is the element around which wj, is defined. Note that
after enforcing condition , we are left with dim(Ker(IT,_, ws,)) = #Sw, — #Ti-1w,, degrees

of freedom. Since dim(Ker(Hg,lwi)) < #8, this implies that condition 1' cannot generally be
satisfied exactly (except for the 1D case). Consequently, we select the coefficients (dr)res.,, so

that this condition (in its algebraic version) is satisfied in the least squares errors sense. Observe
that condition not only ensures that basis functions supported on the same patch are not
concentrated in the exact same regions but also impels the coefficients d¥ ) 0 be small for T € Sw\ri
close to X, .

Remark 3.3. To increase the degree of numerical linear independence among the 2¢ — 1 HSLOD basis
functions associated with a given patch wy,, after computing their 2¢ — 1 corresponding coefficient
vectors resulting from the application of conditions and (3.14)), we locally orthogonalize them
(with respect to the Euclidean inner product) and take this locally orthogonal set of vectors as the
new set of coefficient vectors. In practice, we observed that this additional step enhances the condition
number of the HSLOD stiffness matrix.

Define the normalized hierarchical basis function as

oei =00 Nebi P la- (3.15)

Observe that, in general, span{@,; : 0 < ¢ < L,1 < i < #B,} = Vi %+ Vr. Let d“) =

/||904 SLOP||, so that ¢ri = Y peg, d i QSLOD. Then, with the same coefficients (dg{ z))
as those defining ¢y ;, a basis of Vr, can be obtamed by taking

=3 dr0.r. (3.16)

TeS,

T€T,w

As we will see later, these globally-supported functions are a helpful tool for evaluating how good Vi
is as an approximate space for the solution of -

Before presenting a lemma that provides a way to measure how well VL preserves the approxi-
mation properties of Vp as a discrete solution space for , we state a result that will be useful
to bound the 2-norm of basis functions coefficient vectors in subsequent error estimates. The result
follows from the Rayleigh quotient bounds of the Gram matrix of a basis.

Lemma 3.4. Let B = {b;}ic(1,...n} be a basis of an inner product space V with norm || -||y induced by
the inner product (-,-)y. Then {b;}ic(1,...n}y is a Riesz basis, i.e., there exists constants 0 < Cp < Co
s.t. for any finite sequence of real numbers (ci)icq1,...n}, we have

2

n n n
C1Y el < D ebi| <) lail?
=1 i=1 v i=1

Moreover, the bounds are tight by taking C1 and Cs as the smallest and largest eigenvalues of the
basis Gram matriz B € R™*" s.t. B;; = (b;, b;)v

11



From and since ||@ei]|le = 1, the coefficients (Jgf’i))TeS = 4y defining @y; are

such that
[, < 1 _ M
. \/m )‘max(A(in))

where A@7i) € R X" with n, = #5S.,,, is such that Al = a(éZIiOD, HAELTSD), with HAE’LT?D,éELTSD
supported in wy,.

Furthermore, since a(@?&?D, HEI%SD) =1if s =n and a(@?ﬁ%ﬂ?D, 92%8]3) < 1if s # n, by construc-
tion, which implies that 1 < Apax (A(“”z‘)) < n. (using the Rayleigh quotient and Gershgorin Circle
Theorem), and assuming d5 in (3.6]) is small enough so that A“n) is well-conditioned, it follows that
[ d®?) ||y is small.

Define o

:= max max [|d“9]f,. (3.17)
£e{0,...,L} ic{1,...,N?}
Also, let
Oy¢ = max 5 , and o:= max max Ok ¢- 3.18
k.t Tp€Suy, ||79§',LTOPDHX% 2€{0,...,L} ke{1,...,Ny_1} k. ( )

The following lemma presents an estimate of the localization error in the energy norm of HSLOD

basis functions, giving a way to measure how good Vy, is as a substitute for V.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢p; and @¢; be the basis functions of Vi and V5, respectively, defined in
and , Then the following estimate holds.

R 1+ diar;l(ﬂ) m
||(Pi,é - @i,ZHa S ( \/& ) CU7

where o is given in , C in , and Ng is the largest number of elements that can possibly
be contained within the supporting patches of basis functions.

Proof. From (3.15)), (3.16]), (3.11), (3.18)), (3.17)), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and letting wy, =
wy, ™) with J; = [Milmj +1, it follows that

lpie — Piella = H Z dr (9Z’T_é‘§’l%OD) Ha
TeSuy,
< g, {lowr =R} 3 1o
f T€S.,,
1+diam(Q) 5 1
< S e (el Pyisl( Y @)

TeS,

wJ,

(1+ dian;(ﬂ))m
NG

Co. (3.19)

O

Remark 3.6. Since non-trivial corrections are added to LOD basis functions so that the localization
error of SLOD basis functions reduces with respect to the LOD counterpart, we have o < oOP,
where P is the value of ¢ in the LOD case. Note that o*°P < CiyH; 'e=™ (see [19} [} 26]),
where m is the patch order and C} is a constant independent of the mesh size and m. Therefore,
it holds that o < CTHEIe_Cm. As we will observe in this is generally a very pessimistic
bound for o when the non-trivial corrections provided in are applied.
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Remark 3.7. In the remainder of the paper, we will refer to the basis functions of Yy, and Vy, by their
notation with global indices. Thus, we have V;, = span{®; fie{1,...N.}» VL = span{@i}ici1,.. N} >
where, with ¢ = Ny_1 + j,

P = @g,j, and ¢; = 0,5 (3.20)
Of course, the functions ¢; depend on the parameters m; defining the size of their supporting patches.
However, to simplify notation, we do not include these parameters as subscripts in .

3.3 Behavior of HSLOD basis functions at a given level and their associ-
ated stiffness matrix

In this subsection, we study the behavior of the normalized HSLOD basis functions constructed in
the previous subsection. To that end, we first introduce a theorem (inspired by ideas from [I4]
Lemma 6]) that provides an estimate for the condition number of the diagonal blocks of the stiffness
matrix associated with the normalized HSLOD basis, and that reveals the mesh independence of these
condition numbers, for which condition plays a central role. Furthermore, this theorem will be
useful to assess the quality of the compression operations presented in After presenting the
theorem, we shall explore how these condition numbers depend on the degree of linear independence
(at each level) of basis functions and the contrast of the diffusion coefficient. From this study, we
shall determine a quantity that can be used as a measure of how well-behaved the hierarchical basis
is.

Consider V;, = span{®; }ie(1,...,n,}» Where ¢; is defined in lj and define AHL € RNexNL by
(AHL)”. = a(pi, p;). Further, let A%{L) € RV/*N{ be the (-th diagonal block of Ap, such that
(A%{L))ij = a(Pu,i, Pe.j) With Gy, pej € By

Let ygei = Yper by xr and define P € R¥Ne such that P;; = pf). From (3.13), (3:19),
and ‘, it follows that P = PN, where P € R¥¢*Ne is such that 151-3- = p‘%), with chﬁ?’?s-LOD =
ZTen ﬁgZ)XT, and NVexNe is the diagonal matrix such that Ny; = W. In |Appendix Bj it is

2,1 a
shown that

¢ d—2

min

(PTP) <

where C and )\min(f’Tf’) are mesh independent quantities, and C' may depend on § and a. With
A da__ A A

P=H} 'P, it follows from (3.21)) that A\yuin(PTP) has a mesh independent lower bound. Then, the
diagonal blocks of the normalized-HSLOD stiffness matrix possess the following properties.

Theorem 3.8. The condition number of the diagonal block AZL of the stiffness matriz AHL associated
with the hierarchical basis Vi, is mesh independent for £ >0 and O(Hy ?) for £ = 0.

Furthermore, the smallest eigenvalue of Aéf'“) has the lower bound

2 A A
A may o (PTP) £>0
Amin (AffH) > ¢ e ’ 3.22
(™) 2 Tty HE Amin(PTP) =0, (3.22)
where o > 0 is given in (L3) and AL (PTP) = O(1), and
dno ¢
. PR >0,
K/(A[H[L) < m2aAmin (PTP) (3.23)

= diam®(Q)n, , —2 o
7"'QQ)\min(lE'T]-A)) Hé 6 - O,

where n, ¢ is the maxzimum possible number of functions ¢; ¢ € By whose supports overlap over a
region of §2.

Proof. First, note that using and for an arbitrary ¢ = (ci)fv:[l € RVt we have

Ny
H S el = HITPTPe > HiAmim(PTP)|c|2. (3.24)
=1

2
L2(9)
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Note also that the orthogonal L?-projection operator II, has the following two properties.
[ev| 22y < ||vllr2) for all v € L*(), and (3.25)
H,
(1 = Te)ol| L2y < %HWHH(Q) for all v € H'(Q). (3.26)
Then, from (3.24), (3.25)), (3.13), (3.26), and since Hy—1 = 2H,, we obtain

Ny Ny 9 Ny 9 N, )
Hi A\ min(PTP < H cillepe s < H cidei = H 1—1I—y CiPri
Pn'2)S50 < [ Seiou, , <[ Sewill = om0 S,
H} e _ |12 4H? Ne T
= 24 H ;cl‘w,i W %H ;Ciw,i . (3.27)

Thus, using and the definition of P, we have that implies the first line of @D
The second line of (3.22) is obtained from the first two inequalities in the first line of @ , the
Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality, |[Lemma 3.4|, and the definition of P.

Since |a(@r, @e;)| < 1 for all @ , @0, € By, using the Gershgorin Circle Theorem we obtain

Amax < Mo ¢. Then, the estimate ([3.23) follows. O
Using the Rayleigh quotient, it can be shown that (see |[Appendix B)
Amin(PTP) = HI72 A0 (PTP) > HI 2 in (PTP) Ain (N?). (3.28)

Note that Amin(PTP) = O(1), ie., it is mesh independent (see [Appendix B)). The i-th column

entries of P indicate the degree of concentration of ¢y ; in each element of 7,. Thus, /\min(f’Tf’)

is a measure of the degree of linear independence of the set of basis functions {@g’i}i\g (and thus
of the basis quality). The farther from 0 it is the more independent the basis is. The quantity
H 2\ min(N?) = O(1) (see serves as a measure of the effect of the contrast on the
basis functions. Thus, the above inequality together with suggest that the condition number
of AZL may be affected by the degree of linear independence of the basis functions (at level £) and
the contrast of the diffusion coefficient.

Remark 3.9. If conditions (3.13)) and (3.14)) are satisfied exactly, Amin(ﬁTf’) =1 (cf. |Appendix B).

In practice, however, we cannot generally satisfy condition (3.14]) exactly, and we do it in the least-
squares-error sense. Consequently, if this least-squares error is small enough, the resulting hierarchical
basis should be well-behaved.

Remark 3.10. If the local orthogonalization procedure mentioned in is performed via the
QR factorization method, the normalization step in that algorithm will make Api, (PTP) scale with
1/H 21—2. In that case, it follows that we could use H, g_2x\min(PTP) as a measure of how well-behaved
the hierarchical basis would be.

With our practical hierarchical a-orthogonal basis already defined, we are ready to discuss the
construction of a compressed operator that approximates A,:l (and therefore A~1).

4 Operator compression and inversion

In the introduction, we mentioned that the finite-rank operator A is a good approximation of the
infinite-rank operator A ™! in the sense that || A~ f—A; ! f||, is small for all f € L2(£2). In this section,
we present a sparse-compressed approximation of the operator A~! obtained by approximating .A,:l
by a sparse-compressed finite-rank operator S of the form § = Lo G oR. Here £,&,R are linear
transformations, and & : RV — RM. is such that &(x) = Sx, with S € RV2XN2| The term
‘sparse-compressed’ in this context means that rank(S) < rank (A;l) and S is a sparse matrix.
The operator S is obtained after a number of compression operations, which are the subject of our
following discussion. We present four possible compression operations. It is worth mentioning that the
number of compression operations used in practice depends upon how well-conditioned the diagonal
blocks of the stiffness matrix associated with the localized hierarchical basis of \>L are.

14



Remark 4.1. If the condition numbers of the diagonal blocks of the stiffness matrix associated with
the localized hierarchical basis of V', are small, then the sparse-compressed operator S can actually be
computed. In that case, for a given f € L?(Q), the computation of the approximate solution of
using the computed sparse-compressed operator S reduces (in its algebraic form) to the computation
of a matrix-vector product.

Remark 4.2. A different approach to obtain a sparse-compressed approximation of the solution oper-
ator A~! is given in [34], where the stiffness matrix associated with the (globally-supported) gamblets
is approximated via a sparse Cholesky factorization of it.

4.1 First compression stage: rank reduction and sparsification by using
the superlocalized basis

Recall that Vp, = span{@; }ieq1,..., N, }» Where @; is defined in 1} and Ay, € RN2*NE is given by
(AHL)U = a(@i, ¢;). Let the operator R : L?(2) — RN~ be such that
]T

Rf=[(f,¢1)2),-- - (Fion) 2] =1, (4.1)

and £ : RNZ — P} be given by

Np,
C(C) = Z Cigbi,
i=1

where ¢ = (ci)f:ﬁ. The operator 61 : RN2 — RN~ is such that 61 (x) = A;&x We define the
operator S : L2(Q) — Vy, by
S=Lo&'oR. (42)

Note that rank(S) = rank(A g, ) = Ni. We have the following approximation estimate.

Theorem 4.3. Let A~! : L?(Q) — H(Q) be the solution operator of (T.1), A,' : L*(Q) — Vi
the operator defined by (1.4)), and S: L?(Q) — Vi the operator given by . Then, the following
approzximation estimate holds.

_ N _ _ H
JATYf = Sflla < IATHF = A flla + %II]‘—HHJHLW)
VNp(1 + em@) ‘o 1£1l 2 0

\/a )\min(G)

where ¢ is given in (3.17), o in (3.18), Ng is the largest number of elements that can possibly be
contained within the supporting patches of basis functions, and G € RNt*Ni s such that G;j =

(96 95) L2(02)> with {gi}ieqr,... N,y C Q(TL) being the basis companion of {¢i}icq1, Ny} -

; (4.3)

Proof. Let f € L2(Q), u = A~ f, wp, = A f, = AT f, and @ = Sf. From the definition of S,
we have that R
a(t,v) = (f,v)r2) forallve V.

Céa’s lemma establishes that
| —dllg < lu—1d|a forall e V.
Thus, using Céa’s lemma and the triangle inequality, we obtain
lu—dlla < flu—unlla + [lun — @lla + |t — @]a, (4.4)

where & € Vy, is arbitrary. To obtain the error estimate, we derive bounds for the last two terms on
the r.h.s. of the above inequality.
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From (1.1]), the definition of @, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (1.3, the property of II;, given by
(3-26)), and noticing that u, — @ € Vi, C H (), we have

lup — ﬂ||3 =a(up — Gyup, — ) = alup,up —a) — a(t, up, — @)

frun — )2y — (UL f,un — @) r2(q)
[ =1L fun — )20

f=1pfup — =g (up —9))r2(0)

If = o fllrzollun — @ — Hp(un — @)[ 20

Hy, .
B~ 00y o = e (@5)

Let TI, f = EjV:Ll ¢;g;- From the definition of @, and noticing that ¢; = A;lgi (since g; is the QU-

(
(
(

IN

IN

companion of ¢;), we obtain 4@ = va 1 Cis, where ; is defined in l-j With v = va 1 CiPi, Q4 =
supp(¢;), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, [Lemma 2.2} (3.18)), Lemma and since [|[II f||z2(0) <
Ilfllz2(q), we can bound the second r.h.s. term of (4.4) as follows:

)\min(G)

Thus, from (4.4)), (4.5), and (4.6]), the estimate in (4.3 follows. O

Remark 4.4. The third term of the r.h.s. of suggests that the error of the approximate solution
due to the basis localization procedure will be small provided that o is small and \pin(G) is large
enough. In all our numerical experiments, we observed that there exist a set {gi}ie{17,__, Ny C
Q°(7%) as defined in [Theorem 4.3| such that these two sufficient conditions for the smallness of the
error due to basis localization are satisfied, even in the presence of high-contrast channels in the
diffusion coefficient. Note in particular that those two sufficient conditions are satisfied whenever
the set {gi}icf1,...n.3 C Q°(T7) is a Riesz stable basis with a corresponding small o (in accordance

with Assumption 5.2 in [19]). Further, note that the error due to basis localization will exhibit a

. . Co
superexponential decay if @ does so.
Amin (G)

-2 = Zcz )
-
< (1+dl‘“‘“‘m)< (Zna )y, I )(Zc)
< WV?Q))@(NEM ||a)5<”f”““>>- (4.6)

4.2 Second compression stage: sparsification by discarding off-block-diag-
onal entries of Ay,

If we have a hierarchical basis where all the basis functions pertaining to different levels are a-
orthogonal, the associated stiffness matrix AHL will be block-diagonal. As mentioned earlier, in
order to obtain an approximation space with a localized hierarchical basis (which can be computed
efficiently), we might loose a-orthogonality among some basis functions at different levels. This results
in a stiffness matrix A 1, that is no longer block-diagonal, since some of its off-block-diagonal entries
containing the inner product of non-a-orthogonal functions from different levels will be non-zero (but
small).
Let Ag, € RNeXNe he the block-diagonal matrix such that

(AH) _ a(@s, @) if level(@;) = level(g;),
Llij 0 otherwise,
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and éﬁi : RNz — RNL be given by éI:,lL (x) = AI_fo. Then, we define the operator S : L2(Q) — Vi,
by
5’250671 oR. (4.7)

To estimate how Well S is approxunated by the more compressed operator S, we need to determine
first how well A HL approximates A Hy: The following lemma provides a way to compare these matrices
via the quantification of the change in the solution of a linear system when the coefficients matrix is
perturbed by throwing away all off-block-diagonal entries.

Lemma 4.5. Let A € R™ " be a SPD matriz and A € R™™"™ the block-diagonal matriz whose block-
diagonal entries coincide with those of A. Let N, € N be the number of diagonal blocks of A, n; € N
the number of rows of its i-th diagonal block, 6 := A — A, and &; the rectangular submatriz of &
obtained by collecting the rows of & whose indices coincide with those of the rows of A containing its
i-th block. Let b € R™ be arbitrary, x € R™ s.t. Ax = b, and X € R” s.t. Ax = b. Then the following
error bound holds.

Ix = xll2 < (mem ) 1du 3013 ) (4.8)

where Ay € R X" s the i-th diagonal block of A and A.

Proof. Let x = [xT,... be]T x=I[x],...,x}, |7, and b = [b{,... b}, |7, where xj,%;,b; € R".

Since the diagonal blocks of A and A coincide, the diagonal blocks of § are zero, i.e., 03 := Ajj— Ay =
0. Then we can write b; = Aj;X; + 0;x. Since by = Aj;X;, it follows that Au(xl —X;) +0ix = 0, or
equivalently x; — X; = —Ay; 15;x. Then, we have

i = Xill2 < [1AG 20101212 = A, (Asi) 16312152 (4.9)

Thus, the error estimate 1) follows from 1) and noticing that ||x — x||3 = Z;\ibl xi —%il]3. O

Theorem 4.6. Let S and S be the operators defined by and , respectively. Let 0, =
AHL — AHL, and &; be the rectangular submatriz of 0m, obtained by collecting the rows of g, whose
indices coincide with those of the rows of AHL containing its j-th block. Then, the following error
estimate holds:

1

Ny, 2 2
Sf—Sflla < () Mz
187 =87l < [(je{g%}Amax(A )+ lonelz) 3 55

min

diam(Q)HfHL?(Q)
T/ )\min(AHL)a

where Ai(iHL) is the i-th diagonal block of Ay, and AHL

(4.10)

Proof. Let f € L2(Q), Sf =4 = SN, &i, Sf =it = Yon8 &y and ¢g = [é1 — &1, -+, Eny, — ENg -
Using [Lemma 4.5| and [Lemma 3.4] we have

Np,
=
- L

; . 165113
< (lAngllz + 10, l12) lealld < (1Aw,ll2 + 162, Il2) Z ﬁixé@))” 12
i=1 “‘min ii
L

2 diam?(Q)| f]12.
< ( max )\maX(A( )_|_ 165, |I2 >Z 116 ||2H ( )||A Iz @
je{1,...,Np} P A2 A( L)) T2 Amin (Ag, o

2
AL) T X T T
i, = chHLcd =c4gAp, cy +cidm, cy

I — a3

N

min (
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Remark 4.7. By construction, the localized hierarchical basis functions are normalized with respect
to the || - || norm. Hence, a(;,¢;) < 1 for any 4,5 € {1,...,Np}. Using the Gershgorin Circle
Theorem, we observe that maxjeq1, . 1} Amax (AJ(JH L)) is bounded by a small number (pessimistically
by the maximum number of basis functions whose supports partially overlap that of a given basis

function). This implies that the factor (maxje(1, 1} Amax (AjJHL)) +110m, ||2)% in (4.10) is expected
to be small. Consequently, our estimate in tells us that the truncation error could become
relatively more significant as the smallest eigenvalue among the blocks decreases. Additionally, we
see from that the r.h.s. increases with the number of levels. However, based on Remark
the quantities ||0;]] can be made as small as necessary by choosing large enough supporting patches
for the basis functions, allowing for the control of the above estimate and a small ‘matrix-truncation
error’.

4.3 Third compression stage: sparsification by approximating inverses of
diagonal blocks of Ay,

The inverse of the block-diagonal matrix A 1, is another block-diagonal matrix whose diagonal blocks
are the inverses of the corresponding blocks of A, . Note that the inverse of each block is a full matrix
(see relationship of the inverse of a matrix and its characteristic polynomial using the Cayley-Hamilton
theorem).
The i-th column of the inverse of the j-th diagonal block of AHL can be obtained by solving the
linear system of equations
A§fL)C(i) — e,

where AJ(JHL ) denotes the j-th diagonal block of both Ay, and AHL. If we solve the above linear
system iteratively with the Conjugate Gradient method (CG), we obtain the following error bound.

ATy 1
(R “h ") [Jc® — e[ )

R(Ag{m) +1
where the k-th CG iterate is denoted by ¢(%). Thus, the column ¢ could be well approximated
with a few CG iterations provided the condition number of AJ(JHL ) is small.

For an idea of the sparsity degree of the approximate inverses of the blocks AHL, consider a
uniform rectangular Cartesian mesh and a uniform patch-order parameter m; at level j. Then, if we
start the CG iterations with ¢39 = 0, the number of non-zeros of the k-th iterate can be bounded
by

nnz(cM) < 8(27 — 1) (2(2k — 1)m? +m;), (4.11)

where the bound is tight (i.e., the bound is attained for some i < #B; = (2¢ — 1)N;_;) provided k
is such that the r.h.s. of the above inequality is less than #Bj.

Remark 4.8. The bound in 1) can be obtained by considering A_EJHL ) as the adjacency matrix of a

weighted graph G. Then, the number of non-zeros of ¢("*) (for k > 1) equals the number of vertices
of G connected to the vertex i by a path (union of edges) of length not greater than k, considering
the vertex i connected to itself.

From what is stated above, we can see that if the condition number of Agf L) g small, we can
accurately approximate its inverse by a cheaply-computable sparse matrix S¢*) € RVNe*Nr where

(k) _ (k)
Si,j =c; .
Define & : RN2 — RV% such that &(x) = S®x. Let S : L2(Q) — Vg, be given by
S=LoGoR. (4.12)

The next theorem estimates of how good S is as an approximation of the operator S.
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Theorem 4.9. Let S and S be the operators defined by and , respectively. Let g, =
AHL — AHL. Moreover, let 6°C > 0 and ksce € N be such that HA;IlL - S(k)H2 < 6%C. Then, the
following estimate holds.

L _ . 3 diam (2
188 =88l < (s, A (BF") + 10, ) 60V NL S  fliney, (433

where A}fh) is the j-th diagonal block of AHL.

Proof. Let f € L2(Q), Sf == YN digi, Sf = a = YN dipi, d = [dy — dy, . .., dy, — dn, ], and
Q; = supp(®;). Note that

2 S 5 \2 . 2 A 12 dlam(Q) . ?
IRFIE =D (f:0)7200) < D 1172 BillT2i0ny < Z 111720, N [illa
i=1 i=1
dlam Q)
WNELHJC”ZL?(Q)a (4-14)

since ||@;]|ls = 1 by construction. Then, noticing that d = (A;L - S(k))Rf, and using (4.14]), it
follows that

o —alla = H_NZ?JFWZ = dThu,d = A" (b, +6m,) 4 < (|, |, + 16],) B
< (A, + 151,) (VA5 —S<k>||2|mf||2)2
< (Al + 1015) (50 =2 VN LI o)) (4.15)
1 From , and noticing that ||A, ||, = maxjeqi,. 23 Amax (Al ), the estimate in foé
o

4.4 Fourth compression stage: sparsification by discarding entries of S*)
with absolute values below a prescribed tolerance

Let Sc € RN2*Nt he the matrix obtained after discarding the entries of S*) smaller than a given
tolerance € > 0, and let N, be the maximum possible number of non-zero entries in any row or column
of S.. It follows that

8. = S®1> < 4/lIS. — S®1 ]IS ~ §¥) s < Nee. (4.16)
With &, : RNe — RV2 such that S,(x) = Sex, define S, : L2(2) — Vg, such that
Sc=LoG.0oR. (4.17)

With the same procedure employed in Theorem and using (4.16), we obtain the following
approximation result.

Theorem 4.10. Let € > 0, and S. and S be the operators defined in and , respectively.
Then, the estimate

- (HL) 2 diam(Q)
— < \/ e 2
”Sf SEfHa = (je{{rf?,)i\/ } maX(A ) + ||6HL||2) €V NgLN, a HfHL Q)

holds, where A}f“ s the j-th diagonal block of AHL,
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4.5 Overall compression error of the approximate solution
Collecting the approximation results from the four compressions stages, we obtain the following error
of the approximate solution obtained with the sparse-compressed solution operator S = S..

Theorem 4.11. The error in the energy norm of the approximate solution to (1.1)) obtained with the
sparse-compressed operator S = S, arising after the four compression stages is given by

AT f = Sflla < AT = A fla

H
\} If = T, £l 2o

NgL Co §tr
Cy = + +09C 4 Nee | £l 200 -

\/5 \/)\mln(G)L \/)\min (AHL)

+

where Cy 1is given by
3 diam(2
Cy = ( max  Amax (A(H”) + ||6HL2) <1 + U) )
je{1,...,Np} s
8¢C > 0 and € > 0 are small parameters proportional to the prescribed accuracy, and
O 1
VNg ie{l,....L} /\mm(A,(ffL))

11

6tr —

is a quantity arising from the truncation of off-block-diagonal entries of AHL.

Remark 4.12. Alternatively, in particular when the condition number of the diagonal blocks of A Hp
are not sufficiently small to justify the computatlon of the Sparse compressed operator S, we could
obtain an approximate solution to (1.1) by finding up'p, = Ze Uy € V1, where uy’ € span B, is
obtained by solving

a(uy",v) = (f,v)r2(q) for all v € span B.
Note that in this case up'; is equivalent to the approximate solution obtained after the first two
compression stages previously discussed.

5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we present numerical experiments that validate our preceding theoretical findings.
We consider two types of coefficients: a highly-heterogeneous piecewise-constant one, and coefficients
with high-contrast channels; see for an example of each. In all cases, we utilize uniform
Cartesian meshes over the unit square € = (0, 1)? where the mesh size denotes the side length of the
elements.

For the solution of local patch problems we use a fine mesh (see definition of the local solution
operator A,:L) with mesh size h = 27° for the piecewise-constant coefficient and with mesh size
h = 2710 for the high—contrast channel case. We denote the fully discrete numerical approximation
of the solution to (1.1]) by u'y. To calculate this approximation, we do not explicitly compute the
inverse of the stlﬁness matrix or 1ts blocks. Instead, uj’; is calculated according to[R For
stabilization we use condition ) with §5 = 0.5. Add1t1onally, we compute a reference so utlon up,
using the standard finite element method with the same fine mesh size h and Q;-finite elements.

In our numerical experiments, we consider two types of right-hand sides. First, a smooth right-
hand side f € H(2) given by

f(z1,20) = 2n% sin(max) sin(7rxs). (5.1)

Second, we employ a piecewise-constant right-hand side f € L?(£2) with respect to the mesh 7; with
mesh size 27°; see|Figure 5.1l More precisely, we choose f = Z?:o fe with fo € Q°(T;) and Hy = 27,

where the values of each f; are randomly chosen within the interval [—1,1]. With this choice, we
ensure that the contribution of each level to the approximate solution is non-zero.
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Figure 5.1: Piecewise-constant coefficient (left), coefficient with high-contrast channels (middle) and
piecewise-constant right-hand side f € LQ(Q) w1th respect to the mesh with mesh size 27° (right).

Table 5.1: Properties of the diagonal blocks of the HSLOD stiffness matrix, and relative energy error of
the sparse-compressed operator, for a piecewise-constant coefficient and m = 2. The condition number
of the blocks is displayed for levels £ = 1,...,6. Here, S; denotes the sparse-compressed approximate-
solution operator resulting after the fourth compression stages, with ¢ levels of the hierarchy, seven
maximum CG iterations to approximate the block inverses, and entries cut-off tolerance ¢ = 107°.

( 1 2 3 4 5 6

Hy 21 22 23 94 25 26
cond(Afl") 2 6 21 14 23 22

lun — Seflla/|lunlla || 0.2298 | 0.0493 | 0.0118 | 0.0030 | 0.0008 | 0.0003

5.1 Piecewise-constant coefficients

In our first set of experiments, we select a high-contrast coefficient A which is piecewise-constant with
respect to the mesh of mesh size 277. The coefficient assumes independent and identically distributed
element values ranging between o = 1 and 3 = 10°. However, in the specific realization we consider,
these boundary values are not assumed, resulting in an actual contrast of 10%.

illustrates the complete stiffness matrix associated with the HSLOD basis for different
values of the patch order m. As discussed in the practical hierarchical method does not
yield a fully a-orthogonal basis, leading to the appearance of some non-zero off-block-diagonal entries
in the stiffness matrix. However, the a-inner product between two non-orthogonal basis functions
at distinct levels is small and diminishes further with increasing m. Therefore, the block-diagonal
stiffness matrix, obtained by discarding all off-block-diagonal entries, and its corresponding inverse
serve as good approximations to the full stiffness matrix and its inverse, respectively, particularly for
larger m.

Small condition numbers of the individual blocks are crucial for the fast computation of their
approximate inverses using the Conjugate Gradient method (CG). The condition numbers of the
blocks along with the relative residual after seven CG iterations are presented in The
blocks of the stiffness matrix exhibit good conditioning with condition numbers that appear stable
across finer levels, leading to a good approximation of the inverse with only a few CG iterations.

The inverse of the block-diagonal stiffness matrix (2nd compression stage), its CG approximation
(3rd compression stage) and the sparsification of this approximation (4th compression stage) are
illustrated in After the fourth compression stage, the number of non-zero entries is
reduced by a factor of ten compared to the complete block-diagonal inverse, and by a factor greater
than two compared to the number of non-zeros of the stiffness matrix used to obtain uy,. In[Table 5.1}
we observe the relative energy error of the approximate solution obtained after the fourth compression
stages using the smooth right-hand side.

illustrates the relative energy errors of the HSLOD method using the first two compres-
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10-8

Figure 5.2: Sparsity pattern of the complete stiffness matrix for varying patch orders m. Utilizing
a logarithmic gray-scale for color representation, darker shades indicate larger magnitudes of the
corresponding entries, while zero entries are depicted in white.

2nd Compression Stage 3rd Compression Stage 4th Compression Stage

AL

10—10

10712

nnz = 1.00663e+07 nnz = 9.84645e+06 nnz = 1.00121e+06

Figure 5.3: Sparsity pattern and number of non-zeros of the inverse of the stiffness matrix after the
different compression stages. Left: inverse of block-diagonal matrix; middle: CG approximation of
each inverted block after seven iterations; right: discarding entries of the CG approximation with
absolute value smaller than 107°. The patch order is set to m = 2.
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103 _.+" | =A=HSLOD, m =1 | 10-6 —A- HSLOD, m =1
A= HSLOD, m =2 | ] =& HSLOD, m = 2
v HSLOD, m =3 | ] L HSLOD, m =3
Ax HSLOD, m =4 | ] 1077 ¢ A« HSLOD, m = 4
=A- HLOD, m =1 [ =A- HLOD, m =1
1074 HLOD, m =2 | 1078 | HLOD, m =2
-A HLOD, m =3 | | F -A HLOD, m =3
A HLOD, m =4 | | 10-% A HLOD, m =4
-«- O(H?) 1 F -«- O(H)
1072 5 = 5 10710 .
26 275 9—4 2-3 22 21 26 273 24 23 272 -1
HL HL

Figure 5.4: Plot of the relative energy errors |lup — uj's[la/||unlla of the HSLOD and the HLOD in
dependence of the mesh size Hj, for a piecewise-constant coefficient A. Left: errors for a smooth
right-hand side, right: errors for a piecewise-constant right-hand side.

sion stages, for different values of the patch order m and coarse mesh size Hy,, and for both types of
right-hand sides f. Additionally, the relative energy errors of the hierarchical LOD (HLOD) method
are included for comparison. Since the HSLOD basis functions are derived from the corrections
of LOD functions, the HLOD method can be obtained by simply omitting these corrections. The
HLOD method achieves better accuracy then the gamblets-based method of [29] and exhibits similar
error behavior as the stabilized version of [I4] introduced in [I8]. Notably, the HSLOD consistently
outperforms the HLOD across all displayed parameters m, demonstrating superior accuracy.

In the case of a smooth right-hand side, the error in the energy norm obtained with the HSLOD
method exhibits the optimal convergence rate of O(H?) for all levels when m > 1. For a piecewise-
constant right-hand side f € L?(Q), the expected error rate of O(H) is observed, provided that no
mesh in the hierarchy resolves the underlying mesh of f. However, if the finest mesh in the hierarchy
does resolve Ty, the HSLOD solution is exact up to localization error and the error due to omitting the
off-block-diagonal entries in the stiffness matrix. This error scales like o (cf. 7 resulting
in a superexponential decay over m and significantly smaller errors compared to the HLOD.

It is also noteworthy that variations in the parameter 8 do not produce significant differences
in the error plots or condition numbers. Therefore, for this type of coefficient, the HSLOD method
performs well even in the presence of high contrasts.

5.2 High-contrast channels

We repeat the above experiments with the second coefficient from which exhibits high-
contrast channels, leading to increasing difficulty in the problem. The channels are defined on a
mesh with mesh size 27°. We denote the level on which the channels are defined as £5. The precise
definition of the coefficient is as follows:

A(z) = A(z1,22) = A1(z1, 22) + A1 (22, 21),
with
A(z) = B/2, € [33,35) ¥ [55, 53] U 53 53) * [55+ 53]
1/2, elsewhere.

For this setup, with the smooth right-hand side given by (5.1)), [Figure 5.5|illustrates the relative
energy errors of the HSLOD and the HLOD methods for different combinations of contrasts and patch
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== HSLOD, f =10%, m =3
=A- HSLOD, 8 =10%, m =4

HSLOD, 8 =104, m =5
A HSLOD, 8 = 10°, m = 6
-A- HLOD, 3 =10, m=3

HLOD, 8 =103, m = 4
-A HLOD, 8 =104, m=5
A HLOD, 8 =105, m =6
-+- O(H?)

Figure 5.5: Plot of the relative energy errors ||up — u}'y [lo/[|unlla of the HSLOD and the HLOD in
dependence of the mesh size Hj, for the coefficient with high-contrast channels and a smooth right-
hand-side. Various combinations of m and 3 are displayed.

Table 5.2: Condition numbers of the blocks of the stiffness matrix for the high-contrast channel
coefficient for varying contrasts and patch orders, rounded to two significant figures.

H, 2-1 | 272 |23 |24 25 26 | 27
B=102,m=3 | 3 8 24 110 51 17 17
B=103,m=4 | 3 8 370 | 1100 630 76 56
B=104m=5 || 4 7 120 | 21.000 3.000 | 26 26
B=105m=6 | 4 7 120 | 1.7-10° | 33.000 | 21 21

orders. Note that no patch contains a whole channel on levels £ > 4, i.e., on levels associated with
finer meshes than the underlying mesh of A. We observed that for higher contrasts, larger values of
m are necessary to achieve the optimal convergence rate of O(H?) over all levels. As in the case of the
highly-heterogeneous piecewise-constant coefficient, the HSLOD consistently outperforms the HLOD
for all cases shown, leading to improvements over [32] in particular. Especially for higher contrasts,
the superiority of the HSLOD is evident.

The condition numbers of the blocks of the HSLOD stiffness matrix for the same combinations
of m and $ as in [Figure 5.5 are shown in For these cases, the condition numbers are high
and grow with increasing (3 for levels with mesh sizes close to the width of the channel. For the
other levels, however, the condition numbers remain stable over different contrasts. Note that this
stability is only observed when the patch order is increased for higher contrasts, leading to our choice
of m =k + 1 for g = 10F.

6 Conclusion

We derived a superlocalized hierarchical basis for an approximate solution space of , with almost-
full a-orthogonal basis functions across levels, and where the localization is achieved via the SLOD
method. This basis allows for the construction of a compressed operator that serves as a good approx-
imation for the solution operator. The structure of this operator is such that it can be decomposed
into the sum of independent operators, allowing for scales decoupling and simultaneous computations
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that can be exploited to reduce the solution computational time. The resulting method is particularly
useful in the presence of rough coefficients, and it can even be extended to the solution of elliptic
optimal control problems with rough coefficients [} [@].

A SLOD Stability Analysis

From the definition of SLOD basis functions at level £ given in Subsection we have for T € Ty 5
that

i (T
& (%féD + X KkeTio\(T} CK%&)

é%LZOD _ . (A1)
) - (T
”w%ﬁ(zD + ZKGT(@\{T} CK,I/)%’%HW
It follows that
[dsop - XT T 2ker oy CRXK
g =

. RO
[#59° + Scers vy ex ¥,

Then, with zr as defined in (3.7)), ||z;1Hgg27§ﬂTj£OD — Xrllz>~() — 0 implies that (cx)xer, ,\(1} —

0, which, in turn, implies HQA%}OD - & (1/_)%21) /H&%%DH%HG — 0. It is known that the LOD

basis is stable and its associated stiffness matrix AYOP¢ is well-conditioned [T} [14]. Then, since

||z;1Hggo§Ij£0D — x7|lL=(q) — 0 implies [|ASLODE — ALODLY| s it follows that

~SLOD

HZ;1H5¢T,Z SLOD,E) . (ALOD,Z)

= X1l =0 = |5 (A | =0,

i.e., ASFODL ghould be well-conditioned if Hz;lﬂggo%f]j — x|l () < 0, for small enough d5 > 0.

Note that ||z, 1H5¢%40D — Xrl|lL (o) decreases when the smallest singular value in 1' is dis-
carded. Hence, we should obtain a stable basis after discarding enough singular values in .
The superlocalization will be preserved in the resulting basis provided the number of singular val-
ues discarded to achieve basis stability is not very large. Note also that the LOD basis is obtained
in the limiting case of discarding all singular values in . The results in corroborate
these analytical findings, where we used py = maxrer; |27 Hg@%rf[) — x|l (q). For these results
we employed a highly-heterogeneous piecewise-constant diffusion coefficient with 5 = 2 and a = 1,
h =277 Hy=1,Q=(0,1) x (0,1), and patch order m = 2. For the stabilized case, the number
of singular values kept in is such that the condition holds with 65 = 0.5 and the retained
singular values satisfy o1 /0; < 10'5. For the unstabilized case, the number of singular values used is
F(T) =r — #{0; : 01/0; > 10}, where r is the rank of (BD)TBD.

Table A.1: Condition numbers and stability condition values for the stabilized case with §; = 0.5,
indicated by the subscript, as well as for the unstabilized case.

ASLOD.¢ AHSLOD,z)

¢ KA ) | k(A e, stab H(ASLODJ) K(AHSLOD’€> He

0 1 1 0 1 1

1 4 2 7.6e-15 4 2 7.6e-15
2 16 5 0.27 5e+4-08 5e+07 1.1

3 35 17 0.49 2e+4-09 3e+08 11.9
4 90 16 0.5 2e+4-09 3e+09 12.2
5 350 26 0.49 4e+09 6e+09 19.3
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B Estimate for \,;,(P'P)

~ . ~m) ~(&m) . . : HSLOD O " .
Let wr :=wy, where Wy, is defined as in [Section 3| Consider 0 = [FLon). with
2, T a
g e, [dor s S @ ). B1)
KeTe,op\{T}
Thus, QSLOD is the energy-norm normalized version of HSLOD Also, let QLOD =&, (¢LOD) and
D = 5;,T( biT4). Recall that S, = {T € Trw, : azLOD = 0inQ\ wy}, with wy, = 0™,

J = i—1 1, and w™ as defined in [Section 2| Th. ith dy) = dp h
N W + , an le as defined 1n [dection en W1 m, we nave

AHSLOD Z d(l)QSLOD Z d(Z)GSLOD _ Z J(Tf) lgeL(%D+ Z )¢(T) ’

TeSu,, TeSu,, T€Su,, KeTe,op \{T}

where \cg)| < §, for K € Tz, \{T'} (see condition (3.6))). It follows that

I, pHSLOD — Z d HG%(%D_~_ Z )H ?ZJ(T) _ Z Z Jg)cg) K-

TES.,, KETo 5, \(T} K€Tiw, \TES.,
(B.2)
where c([?) = 0~if K¢ T, CEFT) =1, and \C(KT)| < 65 for K € Ty 5, \{T}.
With Hg_lﬁzLT]QD = ZTeTg L, qéf)XT, Ny = #72_170““ and N, = #Sw,u define the matrix
Q € RMNaxNs gych that Q,; = qt(lf) Let K € RN:x#Ker(Q) he the matrix whose columns form an
orthonormal basis of Ker(Q). Further, with N, = #7,,, s, » define the matrix C € RNeXNs given by
C,; = CEKJ) where c(KT) is such that II, HSLOD ZKPGTMJ_ ¢! ])XK Then, with d® = (d( ))TESWJ ,

condition 3)) implies d® = Ky for some y € R#Ker(Q) Ty satisfy condition we need
CKy =er,, (B.3)

where er, € RN¢ is the canonical vector whose entries are zero except for the entry associated with
the element T; € T;. In general, CK is a rectangular matrix. Consequently, (B.3) can only be solved
in the least-squares-error sense. Then, we have

= ((CK)TCK) ™" (CK)"er,. (B.4)

Note that all entries of C, K, and er, are O(1) (i.e., mesh mdependent) Furthermore, from (3.6]), the
absolute value of the entries of C are bounded by 1 Then, from we have that the entrles of d®

are O(1). Also, from [14, Eq. (2.9)] we have that LOD basis functions are O (EQ2 1). Consequently,
~ d_ . ~ ~ . d_
1675°P ). = O (He2 1). Then, since dg,f) = dgﬁ)HH%qODHa, it follows that |d¥)| =0 (H£2 1). Then,

we have

; d_
RSOy = 11 37 dP055OP o < ST 110 o = Y 1dY| < CyNHP T (B.5)
TeT, TeT, TeTe

where C} is independent of the mesh size but depends on 5 and o. Define

i) ._ {ZTGT leid) K €T,
b = . ‘
otherwise.
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Then, from (B.2]) we have that

AHSLOD Z
pK XK-
KeT,

Since cg) and a?&f) are O(1), we also have 5l = O(1).
From the definitions of P, P, and N in [Section 3.3| we have P=PN, P;; = ﬁgz with K; € Ty, and

N m Using the Rayleigh quotient, we have for all x € R/ \ {0} and y = Nx that
x"PTPx =x"NP"PNx = yT(P"P)y
> /\min (f)Tf))yTy
= A (PTP)xTN2x
2 )\min (f)Tf)))\mm (NZ)

Consequently, we have o
)\min(PTP) > )\min(PTP))\min(N2)~

From the definition of N and (B.5)), we have A_{ (N?) < CfNEHg_Q. Note that A, (PTP) = O(1),

min

ie., )\min(f’Tlg) is mesh-size independent. Therefore, for ¢ > 0, we have
d—2
CTQNL?H 7

A L PTP <A_ 1Amin f)Tf) -1 ==
(P7P) < XL (N A (BTR) ! < e

min min

(B.6)

where C’]?NS2 and )\min(f’Tf’) are mesh independent quantities. Since the estimate for A1 (PTP)

depends on )\min(ﬁTf’), we study the behavior of this quantity next.
For ¢ > 0, if conditions (3.13) and ([3.14)) were satisfied exactly we would have

o= L=
TEeT:

o= T =
TET,

B = S APl =0 forall K ¢ {T3, T},
TET:

for fixed elements Ti,ﬁ- € ref(w(f;’o)) associated with @EELOD. This implies that PTP is a block
diagonal matrix, and each of its blocks is a matrix with all diagonal entries equal to 2 and all off-
diagonal entries equal to 1. Regardless of the size of these blocks, their smallest eigenvalue is always
one. Consequently, if both conditions and are satisfied exactly, we have A, (PTP) = 1.
In general, however, the second condition cannot be satisfied exactly but only in the least-squares-
error sense. But, if the least-squares error is small enough we should have Ay, (PTP) far enough
from 0. _

The basis functions for the case ¢ = 0 are regular SLOD basis functions and thus P = C. From
condition we have that C = I+ 6, were I is the identity matrix, and § is a matrix with zero
diagonal entries and all off-diagonal entries less than s in absolute value. Hence, C is a matrix
obtained from a perturbation of the identity matrix. If §5 is small enough, the smallest eigenvalue of
CTC should be far enough from 0, and in that case the basis at level £ = 0 will be well-behaved.

From and ( it follows that the condition numbers of the diagonal blocks AZL of the
stiffness matrix Ay, are mesh independent for £ > 0 and O(Hy?) for £ = 0 (in accordance with [19
Assumption (2.5)]).

Remark B.1. In case the local orthogonalization procedure is applied, and performed via the QR
factorization method, the normalization step contained in that algorlthm to make the vectors have a

unit euclidean norm will swap the dependence on H, of )\mm(PTP) and Apin(IN?). In that case we
still have A1 (PTP) < C| NSQHd ? for some Cy > 0 that is independent of the mesh size, and this

implies that the condition number of the level-blocks of AHL are still mesh independent.
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