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MIXED FINITE ELEMENTS FOR ELASTICITY ON QUADRILATERAL
MESHES

DOUGLAS N. ARNOLD, GERARD AWANOU, AND WEIFENG QIU

ABSTRACT. We present stable mixed finite elements for planar linear elasticity on general
quadrilateral meshes. The symmetry of the stress tensor is imposed weakly and so there
are three primary variables, the stress tensor, the displacement vector field, and the scalar
rotation. We develop and analyze a stable family of methods, indexed by an integer r > 2
and with rate of convergence in the L? norm of order r for all the variables. The methods
use Raviart—Thomas elements for the stress, piecewise tensor product polynomials for the
displacement, and piecewise polynomials for the rotation. We also present a simple first
order element, not belonging to this family. It uses the lowest order BDM elements for the
stress, and piecewise constants for the displacement and rotation, and achieves first order
convergence for all three variables.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we present mixed finite elements for planar linear elasticity which are stable
for general quadrilateral meshes. The mixed methods we consider are of the equilibrium type
in which the approximate stress tensor oj belongs to H(div) and satisfies the equilibrium
condition div oj, = f exactly, at least for loads f which are piecewise polynomial of low degree.
However, the methods are based on the mixed formulation of elasticity with weakly imposed
symmetry, so that the condition of balance of angular momentum, that is the symmetry of
the stress tensor, will be imposed only approximately, via a Lagrange multiplier, which may
be interpreted as the rotation. Thus, we consider a formulation in which there are three
primary variables, the stress tensor, the displacement vector field, and the scalar rotation.
See below.

For this formulation, we propose a family of stable triples of elements, one for each order
r > 2. The lowest order elements, r = 2, are illustrated in Figure For these we use
the second lowest order quadrilateral Raviart-Thomas elements for each row of the stress
tensor, discontinuous piecewise bilinear functions for each component of the displacement,
and discontinuous piecewise linear functions for the rotation. This method converges with
second order in the L? norm for all the variables. We also propose a simpler choice of
elements, illustrated in Figure[3] It uses the lowest order rectangular BDM elements for each
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row of the stress field and piecewise constants for both the displacement and the rotation,
and converges with first order in the L? norm for all the variables.

An important point is how the finite element shape functions are transformed from a ref-
erence element to an actual quadrilateral element. In order to achieve a stable discretization
we use different transformations for the stress, the displacement, and the rotation. The dis-
placement field is simply transformed by composition with the inverse of the bilinear map
from the reference element to the quadrilateral, while the stress is mapped by the Piola
transform (applied row-by-row). The shape functions for the rotation, in contrast, are not
obtained by a transformation from the reference element, but are simply the restriction of
polynomials to the actual element.

Mixed finite elements for elasticity have many well-known advantages: robustness with
respect to material parameters, applicability to more general constitutive laws such as vis-
coelasticity, etc. Recently many mixed finite elements have been developed, especially for
the formulation in which the symmetry of the stress tensor is imposed weakly (see the next
section for a fuller discussion). Stable elements have been developed for both triangles and
rectangles. The latter apply easily to parallelograms as well. However, up until now, for the
formulation with weakly imposed symmetry condition on the stress field, there have been
no stable mixed finite elements available for meshes including general convex quadrilateral
elements, even though such meshes are preferred by many practitioners and implemented in
many finite element software systems.

Stable pairs of stress and displacement elements for equilibrium mixed formulations of
elasticity have been sought since the 1960s. The first elements which were shown to be stable
were proposed in [26] and analyzed in [2I]. These elements impose symmetry strongly, but
they are composite elements, in which the stress elements are piecewise linear with respect to
a subdivision into three triangles of each element of the triangular mesh used for the piecewise
linear displacements. In [21] a quadrilateral version is analysed as well, in which the stress
uses a division into four triangular microelements for each quadrilateral mesh element. The
first stable elements with polynomial shape functions were not found for triangular meshes
until 2002 [9], and then developed for rectangular meshes in [2]. As far as we know, stable
mixed finite elements with strong symmetry and polynomial reference shape functions have
not yet been discovered for general quadrilateral meshes.

Because of the difficulty in developing stable mixed methods with strong symmetry, the
idea of imposing symmetry weakly was proposed already in 1965 [18]. The first stable el-
ements for this formulation were given in [I] and [5]. Since then numerous stable finite
elements with weak symmetry have been developed for simplicial meshes [23] 25] 24], 6],
especially since the connection with the de Rham complex and finite element exterior calcu-
lus was made in [0 [7]; besides these papers, see [11], 14, 20]. Stable elements for the mixed
formulation with weak symmetry have been devised for rectangular meshes as well [22] [10].
The element which we develop in the next section of this paper are, to the best of our knowl-
edge, the first stable mixed finite elements with weak symmetry for general quadrilateral
meshes. For a survey of mixed finite elements for elasticity through 2008, we refer to [15].

In the following section we discuss mixed methods based on weakly imposed symmetry
in more detail, and recall the conditions required for stable discretization and quasioptimal
estimates. In Section [3| we present a framework for the construction of stable elements,
based on two main ingredients: the connection between elasticity elements and stable mixed
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finite elements for the Stokes equation and for the Poisson equation, and the properties
of various transformations of scalar, vector, and matrix fields. Based on this framework,
in Section |4 we define the finite elements described above and verify their stability. In
Section [5], we use the usual tools of mixed methods to obtain improved rates of convergence
in L2. Finally, in Section @ we illustrate the performance of the proposed elements with
numerical computations.

2. ELASTICITY WITH WEAKLY IMPOSED SYMMETRY AND ITS DISCRETIZATION

In this section we recall the weak formulation of the elasticity system based on weak
imposition of the symmetry of the stress tensor, and its discretization by Galerkin’s method.
We then summarize the basic stability conditions and resulting error estimate for such a
method, and present a framework in which stable subspaces can be constructed.

We write Ml and S for the spaces of 2 x 2 matrices and symmetric matrices, respectively.
Let € be a bounded domain in R? occupied by an elastic body. The material properties are
described, at each point x € 2, by the compliance tensor A = A(x), a linear operator S — S
which is symmetric (with respect to the Frobenius inner product) and positive definite. We
shall assume that the compliance tensor is bounded and uniformly positive definite on €.
We shall also require an extension of A to an operator M — M which is still symmetric
and positive definite. This can be obtained, for example, by defining A to act as a positive
multiple of the identity on skew-symmetric matrix fields. In the case of a homogeneous and

isotropic elastic body,
1 A
Ao = — o — ——t 1 M
o 2#(0 2u+2)\r(a) ), oeM,

where [ is the identity matrix and g > 0 and A > 0 are the Lamé constants.

Given a vector field f on € encoding the body forces, the equations of static elasticity
determine the stress o : Q — S, and the displacement u :  — R?, satisfying the constitutive
equation Ao = €(u), the equilibrium equation dive = f, and boundary conditions, which,
for simplicity, we take to be u = 0 on 2. Here €(u) is the symmetric part of the gradient of
u and the divergence operator div applies to the matrix field o row-by-row. Similarly below
we shall define curlw for a vector field w as the matrix field whose first row is curl w; and
second row is curlwy, where curl ¢ = (Jyq, —01q) for a scalar function q.

To derive the weak formulation of elasticity which we shall use, we write asym 7 = 775 — 701
for the asymmetry of a matrix 7 € M and introduce the rotation p = asym(grad u)/2. The
constitutive equation then becomes

_ 0 p
Aa—gradu—(_p 0)'

This equation, together with the equilibrium equation and the equation asym o = 0 explicitly
stating the symmetry of o, form the system of differential equations which we shall discretize.
For this we shall use the weak formulation, which is to find (o,u,p) € H(div,Q, M) x
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L2(2,R?) x L?(2) such that
(Ao, 7) + (u,divt) + (p,asym7) =0, 7 € H(div,Q, M),
(1) (dive,v) = (f,v), v L*Q,R?),
(asymao,q) =0, q¢€ L*(Q,R).
It is convenient to define the space
Y = H(div, Q,M) x L*(Q,R?) x L*(Q)
with the norms

(7 v, D)lly = ITla@y + lollzz + gz, (70, @l = lI7lle2 + [[oll2 + llall 2,
and to define B:Y xY - R, FF:Y — R by
(2) B(o,u,p;1,v,q) = (Ao, 7) + (u,div ) + (p, asym 7) + (div o, v) + (asymo, q),
(3) F(r,v,p) = (f,v).
Note that the bilinear form B is bounded with respect to the Y norm, with the bound

depending only on the upper bound for the compliance tensor A. In this notation, the weak
formulation takes the generic form: find y = (o, u,p) € Y such that

B(y,z) = F(z), zeY.
We approximate this by Galerkin’s method using finite element spaces ¥, C H(div, 2, M),

Vi C L*(Q,R?), and Q) C L*Q). Setting V;, = %j, x Vi, X Qp, the discrete solution
Yn = (Op, up, pr) € Yy is then defined by

B(yn,z) = F(z), z€Y,.

We now recall some basic stability and convergence results from the theory of mixed
methods. For our problem, Brezzi’s stability conditions [13] are:

(S1) There exists a positive constant ¢; such that ||7|| gaiv) < 1(A7, 7)/? whenever 7 € 3,
satisfies (div7,v) = 0 for all v € V}, and (asym T, q) = 0 for all ¢ € Q..

(S2) There exists a positive constant ¢y such that for each v € Vj, and ¢ € @y, there is a
nonzero T € >, with

(div 7, v) + (asym,q) = ca||7 || aai) ([0l 22 + llgl22)-
These conditions imply the inf-sup condition for the form B:

(S0) There exists a positive constant ¢y (depending on ¢; and ¢;) such that for each y € Y,
there is a nonzero z € Y;, with B(y, z) > collyllv||z|ly-

This in turn implies that the Galerkin solution (o}, uy, pp) exists and is unique, and that it
satisfies a quasioptimal estimate with respect to the norm in Y:
(4) llo=onlla@iv +llu—unll2+llp—pullz < C inf  ([lo=7|lmv) +llu—vl2+[p—qllL2),
(U7U7q)EYh

with C' depending only on ¢y, ¢, and an upper bound for A. In particular, the constant C
is independent of the Lamé parameter \ if ¢; and ¢, are.

In the next section we study the construction of finite element spaces 5, V,, and Q)
satisfying (S1) and (S2). First, however, we show that these conditions hold at the continuous

level, i.e., when Y, is replaced by H(div,Q, M), Vj;, by L*(Q,R?), and Q;, by L?*(2), and so
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that the weak problem is well-posed. To prove the continuous analogue of (S2), we use the
fact that for any ¢ € L*(Q) there exists w € H'(Q, R?) with divw = g and [|w||;1 < C||q]|z2-
For example, we may extend ¢ by zero to a smoothly bounded domain and solve the Dirichlet
problem for the Poisson equation Au = ¢ on that domain. Then w = grad u|q has divergence
q and satisfies the desired bound.

Now let v € L*(Q,R?) and ¢ € L*(©2,R). Then we can choose n € H'(£2, M) such that

divp=v, |[nllm < Cljvlze.

Similarly, we can choose w € H'(, R?) such that

divw = q—asymn, |w|m < C|lg—asymn||e.
If we then set 7 = n — curlw, We have

divr =divyp =wv, asym7 =asymn+divw = gq.
Moreover

7l < Il + lollan < iz + ligle):
for a constant C' > 0. This suffices to establish (S2) at the continuous level.

The proof of (S1) at the continuous level is simple: the condition (div7,v) = 0 for all

v € L*(Q,R?) means that divr = 0, so |||/ g(av) = [|7]|z2, which is bounded by a constant
multiple of (A7, 7)Y/2, since the tensor A is positive definite for all g > 0, A > 0. However,
this argument leads to a constant ¢; which is dependent not only on y, but also on A\, and
which tends to zero as A tends to infinity, since A loses definiteness in that limit. The
standard way to rectify this is to use, instead of the positive definiteness of A, the estimate
(A7, 7) > (2p)|7P]]3. where 77 is the deviatoric or trace-free part 7, and to invoke the
bound ||7]|z2 < ¢||7P| 12 for all T € H(div, 2, M) which are divergence-free and which satisfy
the additional constraint fQ tr 7 dx = 0. This argument requires that the solution o satisfies
the constraint, for which it suffices to take the test function 7 in to be the constant matrix

field everywhere equal to the identity. In this way we may obtain well-posedness uniformly
in A > 0. For detalils, see, for instance, [5], [11], or [12, Prop. 9.1.1].

3. CONSTRUCTION OF STABLE ELEMENTS

In view of the preceding section, our goal is to construct finite element spaces ¥ C
H(div,Q,M), V;, C L*(,R?), and Q) C L*(f), satisfying the stability conditions (S1)
and (S2). We shall present such spaces in the next section. In Section , we consider
constructions that insure condition (S2), and in Section [3.2] ones that insure (S1).

3.1. The stability condition (S2). In order to attain (S2), we exploit a connection be-
tween stable mixed finite elements for elasticity with weak symmetry and stable mixed finite
elements for the Stokes and Poisson equations. This connection, which we recall in The-
orem , was first observed in [16] and has been elaborated and employed in, for example,
[15], 1T, 20]. We note that it does not easily generalize to three dimensions.

A pair of spaces W), ¢ HY(Q,R?), Q, C L?*(), is stable for the Stokes equations if it
satisfies the appropriate inf-sup condition:

(S3) There exists a positive constant ¢z such that for each ¢ € @) there is a nonzero
w € Wy, with (divw, q) > cs||w||z1||q]z2-
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Numerous stable Stokes pairs are known, and in Section [4] we shall choose from among them
in order to fulfil (S3).
It is also useful to recall an equivalent form of (S3).

Lemma 1. The inf-sup condition (S3) holds for some positive constant cs if and only if
for all ¢ € Qy there exists w € Wy, such that Po, divw = q and |[w|m < 5 ||qllz2, where
Py, : L*(Q) — Qy, is the L*-projection.

Proof. Let L, = Py, div |w, : W, = Qp, and let L} : @), — W), be its Hilbert space adjoint,
where, as norms on W), and Qp, we use the H' and L? norms, respectively. Note that
(diV w, (]) (Lhwv q)Qh (w7 qu)Wh

sup ——————= = sup ~—————" = sup —————~- = ||L}q|lw,.
wewy, Nwllgr wew,  lwllw, wews,  |lwllw,

so condition (S3) states that

I1Lhgllw, = esllglien, g € @n,

which is equivalent to stating that Lj is an injective map of (), onto a subspace of W,

with inverse bounded by c;'. This in turn is equivalent to the statement that L, is a

surjective map of W), onto (), and admits a right-inverse bounded by cgl, which is the
desired condition. Il O

For the mixed Poisson equation, the inf-sup condition uses the H(div) norm rather than
the H! norm. That is, a pair of spaces S, C H(div,Q,R?), U, C L*(Q) are required to
satisfy the condition:

(S4) There exists a positive constant ¢, such that for each g € Uy, there is a nonzero w € Sy,

with (divw,q) > ca||lw|| maiv gl 2.

Again, there are numerous pairs of spaces known to satisfy (S4). The next theorem gives
the connection to mixed elasticity elements. It states that, if we choose a pair of spaces
satisfying (S3) and another satisfying (S4), and if the two choices satisfy the compatibility
condition (j5)) below, then we obtain spaces satisfying (S2).

Theorem 1. Suppose that W, C HY(Q,R?) and Q, C L*(Q) satisfy (S3) and that Sy, C
H(div,Q,R?) and U, C L*(Q) satisfy (S4). Suppose further that
(5) curl W,, C Sj, x Sj,.
Then Yy, := S, x S, C H(div, Q, M) and Vj, := Uy, x U, C L*(Q,R?) and Q;, C L*(2) satisfy
(S2).
Proof. Let v € V},, ¢ € @y, be given. Since ¥, = S, x Sy and V), = U, x Uy, (S4) implies
that there exists n € ¥, such that
(divn,v) = llvlizes  Inllzw < i llvlle.
Next we invoke (S3) with ¢ replaced by ¢ — Py, (asymn). By Lemmall] there exists w € W,
such that
Po,(divw) = ¢ — Pg, (asymn), [Jwlm < c5*(lallz2 + [Inllz2).

Set

T=n—curlw € ¥.
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Then
(div 7,v) = (divn,v) = [[v]|7..
Also, since asym(curl w) = — div w,
(asymT,q) = (asymmn,q) + (divw, q)
= (P, (asymn), q) + (q — Pg, (asymn),q) = ||ql|7:,
and
Il @) < Il + lwllar < ol + llgllz2),
where C' depends only on ¢3 and ¢4. This completes the verification of (S2). O O

3.2. The stability condition (S1). The key to obtaining (S1) will be the construction
of the finite element spaces ¥;, and V}, from shape function spaces S CcH (div, K , M) and
VC LQ(K ,R?) on a reference element K, which are transformed to a general element using
appropriate transformations. We define these transformations now and summarize their
main properties in Lemma [§] below. Based on these we establish (S1) in Theorem 2}

Suppose that F : K= Kisa diffeomorphism of bounded domains in the plane. (In
the applications in the next section, K will be the unit square and Fj will be an invertible
bilinear map onto a convex quadrilateral K.) A scalar- or vector-valued function ¢ on K
transforms to a function PY¢ on K by composition:

Pr(x) = §(2),
where x = Fi (). A different way to transform a scalar- or vector-valued function brings in
the Jacobian determinant Jx = det grad Flx:
1
- Jk(#)
The notation refers to exterior calculus: P} corresponds to pull back by Fgl if we think of ¢

as a differential O-form on K, and PZ corresponds to pull back as a 2-form. A third way to
transform a vector-valued function is to treat it as a 1-form, i.e., to use the Piola transform:

(6) Prci(x)

Piq(x) q(2).

= d F(z)]o(2).

Sl F@)i(2)

We can also transform a matrix-valued function on K to one on K by applying the Piola
transform to each row. This transformation will also be denoted by Pj.. We have the
following fundamental identities.

Lemma 2.

(7) curl PRt = P (curld), div Pi7 = Pp(div7),

and

(8) (PRq, Po0)r2(s) = (4,0) 12y, (div P, Pro) 2y = (div 7, 0) 2.

Proof. The above relationships follow naturally in exterior calculus, or can be verified by
elementary vector calculus. O O
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Now, let K C R? be a fixed reference element (e.g., the unit square), and suppose that 7y, is
a partition of €2 into finite elements such that for each K € T}, there is given a diffeomorphism
Fy of K onto K. Suppose we are given a reference shape function space VC LQ(K ,R?) and
that the finite element space V}, is defined by

(9) Vi ={veL*QR? : v|x e PV, VK €Ty }.

Further assume given a reference shape function space SCH (div, K , M) and suppose that
the finite element space ), satisfies

(10) Yp = {71 e H(div,QM) : 7|x € PLS, VK € T, }.
Finally, assume that the shape function spaces are related by the inclusion
(11) divy c V.

These conditions imply (S1).

Theorem 2. If the shape function spaces V and satisfy , and the finite element spaces
Vi, and 3, are defined by (9) and (10), then (S1) holds.

Proof. 1t is certainly sufficient to prove that if 7 € ¥}, and (div7,v) = 0 for all v € V},, then
div 7 = 0. Indeed, this property implies (S1).

Pick K € 75 and set 7 = (PL)~(7|x), o = div#. By (10), 7 € &, and by (TI), & € V.
Define v € L?(Q,R?) by v|x = (Py) 0, and v = 0 on Q\ K. By (9), v € Vj, and so, by
assumption, (div7,v) = 0. Using (§),

(divT,v) = (div 7|k, v|K)2(r) = (dIVF, D) 25y = ||div%||i2(k).
Thus div7 = 0, and so, with div7|x = P%(div7) = 0. Since K was arbitrary, this shows
that div 7 vanishes, as desired. [ O

Remark 1. This argument leads to the constant ¢, in (S1) depending on both A and pu.
Just as for the continuous case discussed at the end of Section 2, a slightly more elaborate
argument shows that c¢; can be taken independent of \. For this we need to choose the test
function T equal to the constant identity matrixz in order to show that the o, satisfies the
constraint [tro,dr = 0. Thus we have to check that the constant identity matriz field
belongs to ¥j,. From the definition this means checking that (Py)~'I € f], i.e., that
Jk (2)[grad Fx ()] 7! € B. Now Jx(&)[grad Fi ()]~ is the transposed matriz of cofactors of
the Jacobian matriz grad F (z). Since the components of Fi(Z) are bilinear, the cofactors
are linear polynomials. Thus, as long as the reference space function space S contains the
space Py (K, M), then Theorem 2 results in (S1) holding with constant ¢, independent of \,
and the resulting mized method will not exhibit locking for nearly incompressible materials.
This is the case for all of the choices offl we make below.

4. STABLE ELEMENTS FOR ELASTICITY

Theorems [1f and [2| give strong guidance on the construction of stable spaces ¥, V},, and
@y, for elasticity. First, we require spaces Wy, Qn, Sk, U, which satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem [T} i.e., the first two form a stable pair for the Stokes equations and the latter two a
stable pair for the mixed Poisson equation, and the compatibility condition ({5)) is satisfied.
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In order that the hypothesis of Theorem [2| are also met, we will construct these four spaces
starting with shape functions on a reference element using appropriate transformations.
Finally, we take X, = S, x S, Vi, = U, x Up, and Q) as our elements for the stress,
displacement, and rotation. Note that the space W}, (the Stokes velocity space) is only used
for the analysis, and does not enter the mixed method for elasticity.

We henceforth denote by K the unit square, and we assume that the partition 7; of €
consists of convex quadrilaterals K, and that each Fx is a bilinear isomorphism of K onto K.
We assume that 7}, is shape regular in the sense of [19] p. 105]. To define this, we consider for
each convex quadrilateral the four triangles obtained by connecting three of its vertices and
let px be the smallest of the diameters of the corresponding inscribed circles. A sequence of
quadrilateral meshes is shape regular if there is a constant ¢ such that diam(K)/px < o for
all the elements in the meshes.

4.1. A first choice of elements. Let P, denote the space of polynomials of degree at most
r, and P, s the space of polynomials of degree at most r in z; and s in . We write Q,
for P, and RT, = P,,—1 X P,_1,. The last space consists of the shape functions for the
Raviart-Thomas space on a square. For K C R? we write P,.(K) for functions on K obtained
by restriction of polynomials in P,, and use a similar notation for the other spaces.

For our first choice of elements, the vector-valued finite element spaces W) and S}, will be
constructed starting from reference shape function spaces:

W = Qy(K) x Qs(K), S=RT,(K).
These satisfy

(12) carl W € S x S.

We then set

(13) W, ={we H(Q,R?) : w|x € PoW, VK € T;, },
(14) Sp={se H(div,QR? : s|x € PLS, VK € T;, }.

Note that the transform P is used to define W, but the Piola transform P} is used in the
definition of S,. Using and the first property in of the transformations, we see that
the crucial compatibility condition () is satisfied.

The scalar-valued space Uj, is also defined starting with reference shape functions. We
choose U = Q; and define

(15) Up={ueL*Q) : ulxePyU, VK € T; }.

In contrast, the scalar-valued space @)}, is defined directly using polynomials on the elements
of T, with no interelement continuity:

Qh: {qe L2<Q) : q|K Epl(K>, VKEE}

Each of the spaces Wy, Qn, Sk, Uy has a standard set of degrees of freedom which enforce
the desired degree of continuity for the assembled spaces W}, @, Sk, and U,. For W the
degrees of freedom are the values of both components at the vertices of the square, the
integral of both components on the edges, and the integral of both components over the
square. For S they are the averages and first moments of the normal component on each
edge and the interior moments weighted by Py; x Pio. For Q and U all the degrees of
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freedom are interior. Figure [1] illustrates the degrees of freedom for the four spaces, and
also includes an indication of how the shape functions transform to the reference element
for each space. Note that the functions in W), are vector fields, so each of the dots in the
corresponding diagram represent two degrees of freedom.

Wi (Pg) @y (unmapped) Sn (Px) Un (Pg)
1 ] . \ \ \ v v
-~ (S I~ ~ I
Qs X Qs P1 RTo Q
St(;i(es mixed\f’oisson

F1GURE 1. Degrees of freedom and transformations used to construct the first elements.

The Stokes pair W}, @y is a standard Stokes element, the ()o—P; element, for which the
inf-sup condition (S3) is well known. See [19, Chapter II, §3.2]. The mixed Poisson pair S,
Uy, is a standard choice as well, the quadrilateral Raviart—Thomas elements of second lowest
order. A proof of the inf-sup condition (S4) for general quadrilateral meshes is given, e.g., in
[4]. We have thus verified the hypotheses of Theorem . Therefore if we define ¥, = S, x S},
and Vj, = U, x Uy, the triple 3, V},, @), satisfies (S2).

From the definitions of S;, and Uy, it follows that @ holds with V = U x U and
holds with & = S x S. Since divS c U , holds. Theorem [2| thus applies, showing that
the spaces Xy, V3, Qp, satisfy (S1) as well. Thus we have indeed constructed a stable triple
of spaces for the elasticity problem, satisfying the stability condition (SO0) and therefore the
quasioptimality estimate . The diagram for the elements are shown in Figure .

stress X, (Pk) displacement V, (PY)  rotation @ (unmapped)
\ \ \ » o o
e (SRN®

|_ \ J\ A -«

RTQ X RTQ Ql X Ql Pl

F1GURE 2. The first choice of elasticity elements.

4.2. Higher order elements. The above elements generalize directly to arbitrary order
r > 2. For the Stokes element we use Q,-P,_1, and for the mixed Poisson element we use

RTT‘_ Qr—l .
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4.3. A simpler element. In this section we derive a simpler element. The stress is ap-
proximated by the lowest order quadrilateral BDM elements, which is constructed from an
8-dimensional space BDM; of reference shape functions, spanned by P; vector fields to-
gether with the two vector fields curl 2z, curl #123. The displacement and rotation spaces
simply consist of piecewise constants. This element is thus a quadrilateral analogue of the
simple triangular finite element for elasticity with weak symmetry introduced in [6] and [§].
The elasticity element is summarized in Figure

stress 2, (Pg) displacement V}, rotation @
\ \
|

|

BDM; x BDM; Po x Po Po

F1GURE 3. A simple stable choice of elasticity elements.

Note that the mixed Poisson gradient space is based on BDM; rather than R7T 5 as in the
first element. For analysis, we define the Stokes velocity space using the serendipity space
S8, instead of Q,. The space of serendipity polynomials S.S, is defined to be the span of P,
and the two polynomials 2]z, and zox}, and the space BDM, is the span of P, x P, and
the two vector fields curl :BT“:EQ and curl z;25™. Thus, for this element, the reference shape
functions are

W = SS5(K) x SSy(K), S =BDM(K), U=PyK),

and the spaces W}, S, and Uh are then defined by (13| . . . Note that the crucial
compatibility condition curl WcsSx8 again holds. The remaining space is

Qh:{qELQ( )Iq|KEPO( ), VKEE}

Since constants on the reference element map by Py to constants on the element K, for this
element (), and U, coincide, and are simply the space of piecewise constant functions. The
element diagrams for these auxiliary spaces are given in Figure[dl This Stokes element is the
one referred to as Q§8>—P0 in [I7], for which it is easy to prove stability using the edge degrees
of freedom. This is discussed in [I7], where it is shown the inf-sup condition (S3) holds (on
general quadrilateral meshes) for a variant of the element (Rég)fPo) which uses the same
pressure space and a smaller velocity space. This of course implies the inf-sup condition
with the larger velocity space. The BDM;—F, element is a standard stable mixed finite
element for the Poisson equation. Its stability on general quadrilateral meshes is shown, for
instance, in [4]. Thus all the hypotheses of Theorems [1| and [2| are again met, and the choice
Yp =Sp X S, V), = U, x Uy, and @), give a stable element for elasticity.

5. L? ESTIMATES AND RATES OF CONVERGENCE

The rate of convergence that can be deduced from the quasioptimal error estimate is
limited by the approximation properties of the finite element space ¥, in the H(div) norm.
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. .

[ A W T

v

SSQ X SSQ Po BDMl PD

TV TV
Stokes mixed Poisson

FIGURE 4. Degrees of freedom used to construct the second elements.

We can demonstrate higher rates of convergence by establishing a bound in the L? norm, as
we do in this section.

In order to obtain an estimate in L*(Q, M) x L?(Q,R?) x L*(2), we impose a further
condition:

(S5) There exists a projection II;, from H!(Q, M) onto 3, such that
Py, divll,o = Py, divo.

Here Py, : L*(Q,R?) — V), is the L*-projection.
Theorem 3. Suppose that conditions (SO) and (S5) are satified. Then

lo = onlle2 + lu — unllL2 + [Ip — pallz2

< C(llo = Maol|ze + [lu = Py ull> + lIp — Fo,pllz2)-
Proof. We decompose the error into the projected error
nn = (Upo — on, Py, u — up, Po,p — pr) € Y,
and the projection error
= (0 — o, u — Py, u,p— Py, p).

Making use of the triangle inequality, it suffices to show that ||n,]|2 < C||7,]].
By the inf-sup condition (S0), there exists a non-zero z = (7,v,q) € Y}, such that

(16) B(nn, 2) = collmallv[[2lly = collmmllz2[l=[ly-
Now, by Galerkin orthogonality,
(17) B(nhaz) = _B(ﬁhaz)‘

The quantity B(7, z) is a sum of five terms according to the definition of the bilinear
form, but the fourth term, (div(c — II,0), v), vanishes, because of the assumption (S5). We
then have

(18) B(in, z) < Cl[nlz2[l2[ly

where C' depends only on an upper bound for A. Combining , , and , we conclude
that ||na]lz2 < g Cll7n |2 O O
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We now give a simple criteria which makes it easy to verify that all finite element spaces
introduced in Section || satisfy assumption (S5). See [4] for details on the verification.

Lemma 3. Let II be a bounded projection operator from Hl(f(, M) onto S such that
(19) divIile = Py dive, Vo e HY(K,M),
where Py is the L*-projection onto V. Define 11, : HY(Q,M) — Vj, by

0|k = PLI(Py) Ho|k), VK € Th.

Then, we have that
Py, divIl,o = Py, dive, Vo € H'(Q,M).

Proof. Given o € H'(2,M), we have ¢ := (Pg)~" (J|K) € H'(K,M) for any K € 7. For
v € Vi, we have 0 := (P) ™" (v|x) € V and by (@), () and (19), we have

(divITho, v) p2() = (div PiII6, PRo) ey = (Pr divIe, PRo) i = (divIIs, 8) oz,
= (Py div 6,@)L2(K) = (div O-,'U)Lg(f() = (divo,v)r2 (k).

U U

5.1. Approximation properties on quadrilateral meshes. We now recall some results
on the approximation rates achieved by finite element spaces on shape regular meshes of
convex quadrilaterals. In [3] it is shown that if X}, is a finite element space of scalar functions
derived from shape function spaces X which are themselves obtained from a reference shape
function space X via the transformation PY., then X}, achieves approximation order r + 1 in
the L2 norm if and only if Q, ¢ X. In [4], it shown that if X}, is a finite element space of
vector fields derived from shape function spaces Xk defined from a reference space X via the
Piola transform P}, then a necessary and sufficient condition for order r + 1 approximation
in the L? norm is that &, C X while the condition for order r -+ 1 approximation of divu
in the L2 is R, C div X. Here U, is the subspace of codimension 1 of R7T ., defined as the
span of the vector fields

(#123,0), (0,895), 0<i<r+1,0<j<r

except that the two vector fields (#7725, 0) and (0, #745"") are replaced by the single vector
field (277127, —2727%"). The space R, is the subspace of codimension 1 of Q,.; spanned by
all its monomials except #7257

5.2. Rates of convergence of the proposed elements. Our first choice of finite element
spaces is built from the reference space RT3 transformed by Pj, the space @Q; transformed
by PY, and the space Py, not subject to a transformation, as depicted in Figure I It follows
that each of these spaces achieves quadratic convergence in L?. In light of Theorem |3 I
the finite element solution converges quadratically in L? for all variables if the solution is
smooth. Concerning approximation of the divergence, we have Ry C @)1 = div RT3, but
Ri1 € divRT>, so the approximation error in H(div) is only first order (and so the finite
element method converges with first order in H(div) by (4). Similarly, the higher order
methods of this family, described in Section [4.2] achieve order r convergence in L? for all
variables, but in H(div) the convergence order for the stress is reduced to r — 1. Of course
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on meshes in which all the elements are square, or, more generally, parallelograms, the rate
of convergence in H(div) is r.

Similar reasoning, applied to the simple choice of elements described in Section and
illustrated in Figure , establishes linear convergence for all variables in L?. However, since
Ro € P1 = div BDM;, we do not expect any convergence in H(div) on general quadrilateral
meshes.

6. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present simple numerical results which illustrates the error estimates
just obtained. We take the domain to be the unit square and consider two sequences of
meshes, the first using uniform meshes into subsquares, and the second consisting of meshes
in which every element is congruent to a fixed trapezoid, as illustrated in Figure | The
trapezoidal mesh sequence was introduced in [3] to study finite element approximation on
quadrilateral meshes. For the test problem we take the elasticity system with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions and the exact solution

uy = cos(mx) sin(27y), ug = sin(wx) cos(my).

The body force f is then determined using the values A = 123 and p = 79.3 for the Lamé
coeflicients.

/1 /1 /1 /71717

NN
NN
NN
NN
NN
NN

NTINTNTINTNTN

NATN
NATN
NATN
NATN
NATN
NATN

NINTNTNTNTN
VAVAVAVAVAV
NINTNTNTNTN

FIGURE 5. Square and trapezoidal meshes.

In Table |1l we show errors and convergence rates in the L? norm for o, dive, u and p,
using the elements of Section [4.1} As expected all three variables converge quadratically
in L?, while divo converges only linearly with trapezoidal meshes, and quadratically for
square meshes. Table [2] illustrates the same quantities for the simple stable choice of elas-
ticity elements of Section [4.3] showing the expected linear convergence, which reduces to no
convergence for the divergence computed with trapezoidal meshes.

In Figure [6], we show numerical evidence of the locking-free property of the BDM type
elements of Section (illustrated in Figure [3)) on trapezoidal meshes. The exact solution
is the same as above and the Young’s modulus £ is taken as 1000. The two figures show
the convergence history of the stress and displacement as a function of the total number of
degrees of freedom for the stress, the displacement and the rotation. We used various values
of the Poisson ratio v close to the limiting value of 0.5. Recall that

FEv

A= 1+v)(1—2v)
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TABLE 1. Convergence results for the elements of Section (illustrated in Figure [2).

Square meshes

lo = onllz2@) | div(e — on)l|r2(0)
h error % order | error % order
1/2 | 3.06e+2 31.8 1.83e+3 35.9
1/4 6.64e+1 6.91 2.2 14.19e+2 8.21 2.1
1/8 1.59e+1 1.65 2.1 | 1.07e+2 2.10 2.0
1/16 3.88¢+0  0.403 2.0 | 2.70e+1 0.529 2.0
1/32 | 9.61le—1  0.0998 2.0 [6.77e+0 0.132 2.0
1/64 | 2.39e—1  0.0248 2.0 [1.69e+0 0.0331 2.0
1/128 | 5.98¢—2  0.00621 2.0 |4.23e—1 0.00828 2.0
|l — unl|L2(0) lp — pnllz2 @)
h error % order | error % order
1/2 2.33e—1 33.0 7.28¢—1 41.5
1/4 4.87e—2  6.89 2.3 | 2.17e—1 124 1.7
1/8 | 1.24e—2 1.76 2.0 |5.60e—2 3.19 2.0
1/16 3.12e—3  0.442 2.0 | 1.40e—2 0.800 2.0
1/32 7.82e—4 0.110 2.0 |3.51e—3 0.200 2.0
1/64 | 1.95e—4  0.0276 2.0 |878—4 0.0500 2.0
1/128 | 4.89e—5 0.00691 2.0 | 2.19e—4 0.0125 2.0
Trapezoidal meshes
o = onllz2(0) | div(o — on) || z2(0)
h error % order | error % order
1/2 | 3.35e+2 34.8 2.06e+3 40.4
1/4 ]8.93e+1 9.29 1.9 | 5.95e+2 11.6 1.8
1/8 2.11e+1  2.19 2.0 |1.84e+2 3.60 1.6
1/16 | 5.24e+0  0.560 2.0 |7.14e+1 1.40 1.3
1/32 | 1.30e+0 0.135 2.0 |3.25e+1 0.636 1.1
1/64 | 3.26e—1  0.0339 2.0 | 1.58e+1 0.310 1.0
1/128 | 8.16e—2  0.00847 2.0 | 7.87e+0 0.154 1.0
[ — unl[r2(0) 1P — pull 2@
h error % order | error % order
1/2 2.59e—1 36.7 7.34e—1 41.8
1/4 |6.57e—2 9.30 1.9 |2.6le—1 14.9 14
1/8 | 1.57e—2 2.23 20 | 7.12e—2 4.06 1.8
1/16 | 3.96e—3  0.560 1.9 | 1.79¢e—2 1.02 1.9
1/32 9.93e—4 0.140 2.0 [4.49e—3 0.256 2.0
1/64 2.48¢—4  0.0351 20 |1.12e—3 0.064 2.0
1/128 | 6.20e—5  0.00878 2.0 |2.8le—4 0.0160 2.0
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TABLE 2. Convergence results for the elements of Section (illustrated in Figure (3).

Square meshes

lo = onllr2@) [ div(e — on)llr2(0)
h error %  order | error %  order
1/2 | 6.20e+2 64.5 3.40e+3 66.5
1/4 2.5le+2 26.2 1.3 | 2.28e+3 44.8 0.5
1/8 1.09e+2 114 1.2 | 1.18e+3 23.3 0.9
1/16 5.23e+1 5.43 1.1 |6.00e4+2 11.7 1.0
1/32 | 2.58e+1  2.68 1.0 | 3.0le+2 5.89 1.0
1/64 | 1.28¢e+1  1.34 1.0 | 1.50e+2 295 1.0
1/128 | 6.42e+0 0.667 1.0 | 7.53e+1 1.47 1.0
|w — unlL2(0) 1P — pullrz)
h error %  order | error %  order
1/2 | 4.29e—1 60.7 1.63e+0 93.4
1/4 ]2.90e—1 41.1 0.5 | 7.97e—1 454 1.0
1/8 | 1.49e—1 21.1 1.0 [4.13e—1 23.6 0.9
1/16 7.48e¢—2 10.6 1.0 | 2.08e—1 11.9 1.0
1/32 | 3.74e—2 5.30 1.0 | 1.04e—1 594 1.0
1/64 | 1.87e—2  2.65 1.0 | 521e—2 297 1.0
1/128 | 9.37e—3  1.32 1.0 |26le—2 149 1.0
Trapezoidal meshes
o — onllr20) | div(o — o)l z2(0)
h error %  order | error %  order
1/2 |6.67e+2 69.3 3.70e+3 72.4
1/4 |2.90e+2 30.2 1.1 | 2.58e+3 50.6 0.52
1/8 1.22e+2 12.7 1.2 | 1.59e+3 31.3 0.69
1/16 | 5.77e+1  6.00 1.0 [ 1.19e+3 234 0.42
1/32 | 2.84e+1  2.95 1.0 | 1.06e+3 20.8 0.16
1/64 | 1.41e+1 1.46 1.0 | 1.03e+3 20.2 0.05
1/128 | 7.03e+0 0.731 1.0 | 1.02e+3 20.0 0.01
[ — unlr2(0) 1P — pull 2@
h error %  order | error %  order
1/2 | 4.72e—1 66.8 1.70e+0 97.0
1/4 |297e—1 42.1 0.6 |9.05e—1 51.6 0.9
1/8 | 1.60e—1 22.6 0.8 | 4.46e—1 254 1.0
1/16 | 8.05e—2 11.4 1.0 | 2.25e—1 12.8 0.9
1/32 4.03e—2 5.70 1.0 | 1.12e—1 6.42 1.0
1/64 2.0le—2 2.85 1.0 | 5.64e—2 321 1.0
1/128 | 1.00e—2  1.43 1.0 | 2.82e—2 161 1.0
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FIGURE 6. Error of the first order method for several values of the Poisson

ratio, displacement on left, stress on the right. The curves nearly coincide,

illustrating the absence of locking.
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