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Abstract

We present and analyze a method for thin plates based on cut Bogner-Fox-Schmit elements,
which are C' elements obtained by taking tensor products of Hermite splines. The formulation
is based on Nitsche’s method for weak enforcement of essential boundary conditions together
with addition of certain stabilization terms that enable us to establish coercivity and stability
of the resulting system of linear equations. We also take geometric approximation of the
boundary into account and we focus our presentation on the simply supported boundary
conditions which is the most sensitive case for geometric approximation of the boundary.
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1 Introduction

The Bogner-Fox-Schmit (BFS) element [4] is a classical C'* thin plate element obtained by taking
tensor products of cubic Hermite splines. The element is only C! on tensor product (rectangular)
elements, which is a serious drawback since it severely limits the applicability of the resulting
finite element method. However, on geometries allowing for tensor product discretization it is
generally considered to be one of the most efficient elements for plate analysis, cf. [12] p. 153]. It
is also a reasonably low order element for plates which is very simple to implement, in contrast
with triangular elements which either use higher order polynomials, such as the Argyris element
[1], or macro element techniques, such as the Clough-Tocher element [6]. The construction of
curved versions of these elements for boundary fitting can also be cumbersome, see, e.g., [3]. It
should be noted that the use of straight line segments for discretizing the boundary is not to be
recommended, not only because of accuracy issues but also due to Babuska’s paradox for simply
supported plates, see [2].

To remedy the problem of geometry discretization for the BF'S element, we herein develop a cut
finite element version, allowing for discretizing a smooth boundary which may cut through the ten-
sor product mesh in an arbitrary manner. Adding stabilization terms on the faces associated with
elements that intersect the boundary, we obtain a stable method with optimal order convergence.
We prove a priori error estimates which also take approximation of the boundary into account.
The focus of the analysis is on simply supported boundary conditions, the computationally most
challenging case.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the thin plate Kirchhoff model; in
Section 3 we formulate the cut finite element method; in Section 4 we present the analysis of
the method starting with a sequence of technical results leading up to a Strang Lemma and an
estimate of the consistency error and finally a priori error estimates in the energy and L? norms.
In Section 5, we present some numerical illustrations, and in Section 6 some concluding remarks.
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2 The Kirchhoff Plate

Consider a simply supported thin plate in a domain Q C R? with smooth boundary 0. The
displacement u : 2 — R satisfies

V- (o(Vu)-V) = f (1)
where the stress tensor is
(Vo) = k(e(Vo) +v(1 — v) YV - (Vo) = k(V @ Vv + (1 —v) " H(Av)])) (2)
where the strain tensor is defined by
e(Vv) = (Vo) @ V4+V®(Vr))/2=V® Vv (3)
and k is the parameter ,

with F the Young’s modulus, v the Poisson’s ratio, and ¢ the plate thickness. Since 0 < v < 0.5
both x and v(1 — v)~! are uniformly bounded.
We shall focus our presentation on simply supported boundary conditions

u=0 on 99, Myn(u) =0 on 99 (5)
where the moment tensor M is defined by
M(u) = o(Vu) (6)

and My, =a- M -b for a,b € R?.
The weak form of () and (§]) takes the form: find u € V = {v € H*(Q) : v =0 on 9Q} such
that
a(u,v) = 1(v) YoeV (1)

where
a(v,w) = (6(Vv),e(Vw))g = x((V@ v,V @ Vw)g + v(1 —v) H(Av, Aw)q) (8)

and {(v) = (f,v)q. The form a is symmetric, continuous, and coercive on V equipped with the
H?(Q) norm and it follows from the Lax-Milgram theorem that there exists a unique solution in
V to the (). Furthermore, for smooth boundary and f € L? we have the elliptic regularity

lull ) S 11 flle 9)

3 The Finite Element Method

The Mesh and Finite element Space. We begin by introducing the following notation.

e Let Tp, h € (0, ho, be a family of partitions of R? into squares with side h. Let Vi, be the
Bogner-Fox-Schmit space consisting of tensor products of cubic Hermite splines on 7.

e Let p be the signed distance function associated with 9Q and let Us(9Q) = {z € R? :
|p(x)] < §} be the tubular neighborhood of 9 of thickness 26. Then there is o > 0 such
that the closest point mapping p : Us, (0Q2) — 9 is a well defined function of the form

p(x) = = — p(z)n(p(z)).

o Let {Qn,h € (0,ho]} be a family of approximations of €2 such that 9Q, C Us,(09) is
piecewise smooth and
Il Lo a02) S B* (10)

[n(p) — 1l L= (o0,) S B° (11)



Furthermore, we assume that for each element T' such that 02, intersects the interior of T,
ie. int(T) N oYy, # 0, the curve segment 90, NT is smooth and intersect the boundary
OT of T in precisely two different points. Let X} be the set of all points where 02, is not

smooth.

o Let 7, = {T € ’7~71 : TNQp # 0} be the active mesh. Let Tj, ;1 be the set of elements
such that T C Q and let F, 1 be the set of interior faces in Tp, ;. Let Tp.p = T \ Tn,r and

Fng=Fn\ Fn,.-

e Let V}, be the restriction of ‘N/h to Tn. Let Ky = T, N Qy, be the intersection of the active

elements T with €)y,.

The Finite Element Method. The method reads: find u;, € V}, such that

‘Ah(uh,v) =l(v) YveV, \

The forms are defined by

Ap(v,w) = ap(v,w) + Bsp(v,w)
an(v,w) = (¢(Vv), e(Vw))a, + (T (), w)aq, + (v, T(w))aq, +vh >(v,w)aq
sn(v,w) = W[V, [Vawl) 7, 5 + R ([Vorl, [Vow]) 7,

In(v) = (f,v)q,

where

T = (M . V)n + ViM,,;

(17)

with sub-indices n and t indicating scalar product with the normal and tangent of 99, and
8,7 are positive parameters which are proportional to x. Here sj is a stabilization form, which
provides the necessary control of the cut elements, see ([ZI]). The bilinear form, apart from the
stabilization terms, stems from Nitsche’s method [I1], first analyzed for plates in a discontinuous

Galerkin setting in [7].

4 Error Estimates

4.1 Basic Properties of Ay
The Energy Norm. Define the following energy norm on V + V},,
lolll; = vl + Bllvlz, + BT (W)l3q, +h~2(lvl30

where
0]l = (o(Vv),e(Vo)a,

and we use the standard notation [|v||2, = si(v,v).

Stabilization. The stabilization term provides us with the following bound

IV 0l%, S IVl +h2C o)12 j=0,12,3

Sp?

which follows from the standard estimate

p
IV70ll7, S IV*5lF, + D RV ]|
k=j

(20)

(21)

where T7 and T, are elements that share the edge F', and v|g, € P,(T;), the space of polynomials

of order p. See for instance [§], [10] for further details.



Continuity and Coercivity. The form Aj, is continuous
Ap(v,w) S lllvlllalllwlln v,weV+Vy (22)
which follows directly from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and for « large enough coercive

ol € An(v,0)  veVy (23)

Verification of (23]). Using inverse inequalities followed by the stabilization estimate ([20) we
obtain

KR T ()30, S KR2IVP0IIT, (00, S SIVZ0IT, (004 (24)
S a(IV2lE + 10113,) < Molllé, + slvll: (25)

Sh Sh

and thus there is a constant C, such that

£RAT ()30, < Cullllvlld, + #lvl?,) (26)
We then have
An(v,0) = [[[0[ll5, + BllvlIZ, — 2(T(v), v)aq, +vh*|v]30, (27)
> (lolll&, + Blvlz, —os= BT ()30, + (v =0~ k)h > |[v]13q, (28)
> (1= C.o)[vlllg, + (B —KCLO)||v]Z, + (v =0 w)h3|v]3q, (29)

and we find that taking ¢ small enough to guarantee that 1 — C.d > m > 0, § large enough
to guarantee that § — kC,8 > m, and v large enough to guarantee that v — § 'kh™2 > m the
coercivity (23) follows. 0

4.2 Interpolation

Let I, : C1(R?) — V}, be the standard element wise interpolant associated with the degrees of
freedom in V3. Then we have the estimate

[o = Lol gmery S B [ollgsry  m=0,1,2,3 (30)

To construct an interpolation operator for cut elements we recall that given v € H*(Q) there is
an extension operator E : H*(Q2) — H*(R?) such that

[Ev||ms®e) S 0]l (31)
for all s > 0. Then we define the interpolation operator
CHQ) 3 v (Ev) = mv €V (32)

Combining [B0) with (3I)) we obtain the interpolation error estimate

o = vl amery S BT olgae)  m=0,1,2,3 (33)

For the energy norm we have the estimate

[lo = mnollln < W2 (vl g4 q) (39

Verification of (34]). Let n = v — mpv and recall that

linllli = nlli, + I, + 2T 50, + 22 nl50, (35)



The first term is directly estimated using (33)),

112, < B 1ol (36)

For the second term we employ the trace inequality

lwl3r < b~ HwllF + bl Vw7 (37)
to conclude that
3 _ 3
2, = pP3Vinll%, , SRR VInlg, , + RIVET Il L) (38)
Jj=2 j=2
3
SO RETVING , + RPIVET0lF ) S P S P (39)

Jj=2

For the third term we use the trace inequality

030, S 6_1HU||2U5(8£2)HQ + 5HVUH%15(BQ)mQ (40)

with 6 ~ h

RIT) 30, S P IV 1lIT ws0o)n0) + 51V 05 w5 0an0) S PHIYIH @) (41)
Finally, the fourth term is estimated in the same way as the third,

h=nli3a, S P26l wseane) + IVl ws pona) S h4”“||§14(7’h(89h)) (42)

which completes the verification of (34]). 0

4.3 Consistency Error Estimate

Lemma 4.1 Let u be the exact solution to (1) with boundary conditions (A), and uy the finite
element approzimation defined by (I2), then

Ap(u,v) —lp(v
o=l S = malla + sup  Arl ) (43)
veVi\{0} Ilolln
Proof. Adding and subtracting an interpolant we obtain
([l = wnllln < [llw = mnull[n + [ll7aw — wnlln (44)
Using coercivity we can estimate the second term on the right hand side as follows
Ap(mu — up,v
lirwu— wnlly < sup AT v) (45)
vevinor  llvlln
A — A —
< swp n(mu — u,v) + swp n(mu — up, v) (46)
vevinfoy  llolln vevinfoy  llolln
Ap(mu,v) —lp(v
< llmnu—vllln + sup Anlmnv) = n(v) (47)
veEVL\{0} 1ol

where we added and subtracted w in the numerator and for the first term used the estimate
Ap(mu — u,v) < |[|mpuw — upll|nl||v]||n and for the second used (I2)) to eliminate uj,. Combining the
estimates the desired result follows directly. n



Lemma 4.2 Let ¢ € HY(R?) and v € V + V},, then

(V- (M(p) - V), v)q, = (M(p),e(Vo))a, — (Mnn(#), Vnv)og, (48)
+(T(p), v)oq, + ([Mnt, v), (49)

where, for x € Xy, [Mut]. is defined by

[Mnt”r = M(x)

n

+,+ — M(x) -

h “h

In the case of C' boundary (v, [Myu])x

h

=0.

Proof. Using the simplified notation M = M(p) and T = T'(y) for brevity we obtain by inte-
grating by parts

(V- (M-V),v)a, = (M- V)y,v)oq, — (M- V,Vv)g, (51)

(M - V)n, v)oq, — (Mn, Vv)oq, + (M, €(Vv))a, (52)

Splitting Vv in tangent and normal contributions on 02, we have the identity

(Vu, Myp)aq,nr = (Vav, Mpn)oa,nt + (Viv, M) oo, nr (53)
= (Vov, Mun)oo,nt — (v, ViMnt)oq,nr + (v, Muit - V)ao0,n) (54)

where we integrated by parts along the curve segments 0€2, N7, and v is the exterior unit tangent
vector to 02, N'T. Summing over all elements that intersect 0€2;, we obtain the identity

(V’U, Mn)aﬂh = (Vn’U, Mnn)@ﬂh - (U7 vtMnt)BQh + (Uu [Mnt])Xh (55)

Combining (52)) and (B3], we obtain

(0, V- (M- V))q, = (e(Vv), M), — (Vyv, Myn)og, (56)
+ (v, (M - V) + ViMui)oq, — (v, [Mnd]) 2, (57)
and setting T'= (M - V), + Vi M,; we obtain the desired result. 0O

Lemma 4.3 Let u be the exact solution to () with boundary conditions (3), then there is a
constant such that for all v € Vp,

Anp(u,0) = 1 (0) S Kl ol S 052 lull sy ol (58)

where |||v|||n, % is the norm

ol = Mvlllz + 1T @0, + 2~ Clvll3a, < 0 +A7v]R (59)

Proof. Using the definition (I3)), the fact that s, (u,v) = 0 for v € H*(Q), and the partial
integration identity (48]) we obtain

Ap(u,v) = lp(v) = (M (u), e(Vv))a, + (T(u),v)oq, + (u, T(v))oq, (60)
+ 703 (u,0)a0, = (V- (M(u) - V),0)q, (61)

= (Mpn(u), Viv)aq, + ([Mnt],v)x,, (62)

+ (u, T(v))og, +vh ™% (u,v)s0, (63)

=+ II+III+1V (64)



Before turning to the estimates of I — IV we first recall the following estimates from [5]. There
is a constant such that for all w € H} (),

lwlloa, < 821wl wsos)) S 62wl ws, 0yue) S 62wl @) (65)

for 0 < § < & such that 9Q, C Us(9y,), where we at last used the stability (B1) of the extension.
In view of the geometry approximation assumption ([0) we may take 6 ~ h*. Furthermore,we
may strengthen the estimate as follows

wlloa, < dllwllweews o) S dllwlwewsue) S dlwllaz+ew; ua) S dllwll a2+ (q) (66)

where we used the Sobolev embedding theorem and the stability (B3I]) of the extension operator
and we may take § ~ h.

I. Using (66) with w = My, (u),
(Mpn(u), Viv)og, S I1Mun(w)lloe, [Vavllon, < 0llullma@lllvllln (67)

where we finally used the estimate
IVaolla, < lllvllla (68)

which we prove as follows. Recalling that 9Qy, C Us, for all h € (0, ho] it follows that Q\ Us, (9§2) C
Qy, for all h € (0, ho]. Since Q\ Us, (09) is independent of h we have the trace inequality

[Vlla@\us, 09) S 10l m2@\vs, (09) (69)

with hidden constant independent of h. We then obtain

||an||%szh S HV’UH%Q,L < 50||V2U||?zh,\(sz\U50(asz)) + ||VU||%(Q\U50(89)) (70)

< S0l V20l \nws, (00) + 0l 20005, 000y S NI (71)

II. Using the assumption on the accuracy of the discrete normal ([IIl) we have for each x € Xy,

[[Mnt]] = M;l‘rh,th - M, ., = M,;Lhth = Mpt + Mpe — M, ., (72)
where the first term on the right hand side can be estimated as follows
| Mayt, = Myl < |(n = n) - M-ty | + |n- M- (tn — 1)) S B3| M| (73)
We then have
(M), 0) a0, < N[ Mol 0]l 20 S B2 M|, 0]l 2, S B2RYZ | M|, 2 0], (74)
S M| B2 Mlvllle S Bl a0l (75)

where we used the fact that the number of elements , denoted by |}/, in X), satisfies || ~ h~1,
and the Sobolev inequality to obtain h[[M]3, < HUH%I“(Q)’ and the estimate

hlvllx, < 1vll3e, < P2 (76)

~

Here the second estimate follows directly from the definition of the energy norm and to verify the
first consider x € X} and let B,.(z) be a ball of radius r ~ h centred at z. Let T, € Tp, be one of
the elements such that « € 0T, and given v € V}, let v, be the extension to R? of v|r,. We then

have
vz, £ Y0 k@) <Y lval3g,nm, @ (77)
TEX), TEX),



where we used the fact that |0Q, N B,.(z)| ~ h, which follows from (0] and (III) together with a
change of coordinates to the exact surface. Let Tp » = Tn(Br(x)), let Fp o be the interior faces in
Th,z, and let sp, 5 be defined by ([IT) with F, g replaced by Fj, . We then have the bound

lv = vall 7, . < HHI0II3 (78)

Sh,x

which is a local version of (20) on the patch Ty, ;. Adding and subtracting v we have

2 2 2
vz ll30,0B, () S 1V = valla0, B, ) T 10150, 0B, @) (79)
Sh v = vl + 10l30,0B.) (80)
S Pl + I0ll30,nB. ) (81)

Combining (77) and (BI]) we obtain

lol%, S > Il . + 1vl3e,ns, @) S P2l (82)
TxEX)

where we used the fact that the number of balls B, (y), y € &4, that intersect B, (x) is uniformly
bounded independent of z € X}, and h € (0, hg].

ITI. Using (66) with w = u,

(u, T(v))aq, < lulloa, IT(V)|loa, < Sllullga@lIT(v)llos, (83)
S SBT3 |l oy PP IT () o, S B2l magoylllvllla (84)

IV. Proceeding in the same way as for Term I11,

h =3 (u,v)o0, S B2 ulloa, [vlloa, S 6h2|lullgaq)lvllo, (85)

S S ull sy lllollln S B2 ull oy lllolln (86)
Combining the estimates we find that

An(u,v) = () S Bl aelllvllln + R (ITW)lloe, +h™*vllon,) (87)
< B2l sy llollln (88)

which completes the proof.

4.4 Error Estimates

Theorem 4.1 The finite element solution defined by [I2) satisfies

lu— wnll < 22 lull ey (89)

Proof. Using the second bound of (B8) in [{3]) followed by the interpolation error bound (B4]) we
directly get the desired estimate. O

Theorem 4.2 The finite element solution defined by [I2) satisfies

= unllon < B ull e (90)

~




Proof. Adding and subtracting an interpolant and using the interpolation error estimate (B3] we
have the estimate

lu —unlle, < |lu—mnrulla, + ||Thu — unlla, (91)

< h4||u||H4(Q) + |mhu — unlla, (92)
In order to estimate |mpu — un||q, we let ¢, € Vi, be the solution to the discrete dual problem
(v,¥)a, = An(v,0n) Yo EV, (93)

Setting v = mpu — up we obtain the error representation

(Thu — un, ¥)a, = An(Thu — up, n) (94)
= Ap(mhu — u, ¢p) + An(u — un, dn) (95)
= Ap(mhu — u, dn — @) + Ap(mpu — u, @) + Ap(u, én) — ln(on) (96)

I 1 1

where ¢ is the solution to the continuous dual problem
V(o(Vg) V)=v inQ,  ¢=Myu(¢)=0 inQ (97)
I. Since ¢y, is the finite element approximation of ¢ we have the error estimate

6 = énllln S K2 l16llmsce) S W2 [1¥lle (98)

where we used elliptic regularity (@), which directly gives
An(mnu =, én — ) < llmnu — ulllnlllén — llln < 2l s [¥lle (99)

IT. Using the fact that sp,(mu—u, ¢) = 0 since ¢ € H*((2), the partial integration formula (7S],
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the interpolation error estimates we obtain

Ap(mpu — u, @) = (mpu — w,¥)q, — (Va(mhu — w), Mpn(9))aq, (100)
+ (T(mhu — u), @)oq, +vh™ > (mhu —u, ¢)oq, (101)

< lmnu = ullo, ¥l + IValmru — u)llog, [[Mun(8) oo, (102)

+ 1T (mnu = w)llogy, |9 llog, +vh > lmnu — ullaq, | #llac, (103)

S Bl agan 100, + R 2wl gagan) | Man(8) ] oc, (104)

+ B2l o, [ Dlloq,, +vh 2072 lull 3o, [ 0lloc, (105)

S (W 1202+ V2R ||ull s g, 1] e, (106)

<ht

Here we finally used the bounds

[ Mon () lloc, < 8211012 s 00)) S P2lldlas ) S PPll¢lq (107)

where we used (I0) to conclude that 9Q, C Us(99Q) with § ~ h*, and

[6llo, < 0218l m w0 S Sllélw ws@y (108)
S hHllwe uus) S BN Ha R 1]l (109)



III. Using (B8) we obtain

[An(u, én) = (f, ¢n)en | S B ull moyllonlllna S 2 lullasoyllvlle, (110)

where we used the estimate

el < Mo — Slllnx + Nl « (111)
S @+ 07)len = ol + ell7 + 1T() 3, +h 216113, (112)
S L+ )R8l ) + N7 + (L +A20) 16l Fa o (113)
S 1lle, (114)
where we used (G6).
Collecting the estimates of Terms I — I11 completes the proof. 0

5 Numerics

5.1 Implementation

We consider two higher order approximations of the boundary: a piecewise cubic C° approximation
or a piecewise cubic C! approximation. The steps to create the approximate boundary are as
follows.

1. The elements cut by the boundary are located, Fig. [l

2. Straight segments connecting the intersection points between the boundary and the elements
are established, and the geometrical object inside the domain is triangulated for ease if
integration, Fig.

3. The end points of the boundary segments and the inclinations at the endpoints (computed
by use of tangent vectors) is used to obtain a C' interpolant of the boundary, Fig. (This
step is skipped in the case of a C” approximation of the boundary.)

4. The geometry is approximated by a cubic triangle, interpolating the exact boundary (C°
case) or the spline boundary (C* case), Fig [l

Note that the approximation of the boundary may partly land outside the element. In such cases,
the basis functions of the element containing the straight segment is used also outside of the
element.

5.2 Example

We cousider a circular simply supported plate under uniform load p. The plate is of radius R = 1/2
and has its center at = 1/2, y = 1/2. Defining r as the distance from the midpoint we then have

the exact solution
2 (- G)) (- )
64k R 1+v R

see, e.g., [9]. The constitutive parameters were chosen as £ = 10%, v = 0.3, t = 107!, and the
stabilization parameters as 8 = 1071, v = 10%(2x + 2xv(1 — v)71).

We compare the convergence in normalized (||u—wup||/||u||) L2, H and piecewise H? norms in
Fig. These norms are computed on the discrete geometry, for simplicity the straight segment
geometry. The solid lines indicate second, third, and fourth order convergence, respectively from
top to bottom, and we note that we observe a slightly higher than optimal rate of convercence of
about O(hl/ 2) in all norms. We note that the continuity of the approximation of the boundary
seems not to be crucial as the convergence curves are very close.

Finally, in Fig. [0l we show an elevation of the solution on one of the meshes in the sequence.

10



6

Concluding Remarks

We have proposed and analyzed a cut finite element method for a rectangular plate element,
allowing for curved boundaries. The analysis shows that the method is optimally order convergent
and stable. Two different approximations of the boundary have been tested, a standard cubic
interpolation of the exact boundary and a cubic spline approximation leading to a continuously
differentiable approximation of the boundary. Numerical results indicate that the continuity of
the boundary approximation is not crucial. With our method, the simple rectangular element has
greatly increased its practical applicability.
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Figure 1:

Element intersected by the boundary (dashed)

purposes.

Figure 2: Straight line approximation of the boundary (dotted) and triangulation for integration

12



Figure 3: Cubic spline approximation os the boundary (solid line).

Figure 4: Isoparametric cubic triangle approximation of the geometry.
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Figure 5: Convergence in normalized Lo, H', and piecewise H? norms.
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Figure 6: Elevation of the discrete solution on one of the meshes in the sequence.
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