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Abstract

This paper introduces the MeshAC package, which generates three-dimensional adaptive meshes
tailored for the efficient and robust implementation of multiscale coupling methods. While Delau-
nay triangulation is commonly used for mesh generation across the entire computational domain,
generating meshes for multiscale coupling methods is more challenging due to intrinsic discrete
structures such as defects, and the need to match these structures to the continuum domain at
the interface. The MeshAC package tackles these challenges by generating meshes that align with
fine-level discrete structures. It also incorporates localized modification and reconstruction oper-
ations specifically designed for interfaces. These enhancements improve both the implementation
efficiency and the quality of the coupled mesh. Furthermore, MeshAC introduces a novel adap-
tive feature that utilizes gradient-based a posteriori error estimation, which automatically adjusts
the atomistic region and continuum mesh, ensuring an optimal balance between accuracy and
efficiency. This package can be directly applied to the geometry optimization problems of a/c
coupling in static mechanics [1, 2, 3, 4, 5], with potential extensions to many other scenarios. Its
capabilities are demonstrated for complex material defects, including straight edge dislocation in
BCC W and double voids in FCC Cu. These results suggest that MeshAC can be a valuable tool
for researchers and practitioners in computational mechanics.

Keywords: Computational mechanics; atomistic-to-continuum coupling; finite elements; mesh
adaptation;

1. Introduction

Multiscale modeling and simulation address the limitations of single-scale models by combining
different modeling paradigms to capture phenomena across multiple length and time scales. They
have grained popularity across various fields, such as mechanical engineering, biology, materials
science, and medical research [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. Multiscale coupling methods [2, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 17] stand out as a typical class of multiscale computational approaches that aim to capture
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localized fine-scale features like material defects, through a domain decomposition strategy which
employs fine-scale models in local regions of interest while adopts coarse-grained models in the far
field.

This paper aims to tackle the challenges related to mesh generation and adaptation in the
atomistic/continuum (a/c) coupling, which serves as a representative multiscale coupling method.
We provide MeshAC, an open-source package specifically designed for addressing these challenges
in physically relevant three-dimensional cases. The methodology developed here can be extended
to more diverse scenarios, including discrete-to-continuum coupling [18], random alloys [19], truss
structure [20], polymer networks [21], and magnetization dynamics [22].

To that end, we first provide a brief introduction to the atomistic-to-continuum (a/c) coupling
methods. Those methods have emerged as a promising approach to bridge the gap between atom-
istic and continuum models, enabling the simulation of large-scale crystalline solids with fine-scale
resolution [2, 5, 23, 24]. These methods have demonstrated significant potential for modeling crys-
talline defects, garnering attention from both engineering and mathematical communities. There
are comprehensive overviews and benchmarks available for various a/c coupling methods in ma-
terial defect simulation [24, 25], and rigorous analyses of these methods have been discussed in
detail [4, 5, 26, 27, 28].

The efficient implementation of a/c coupling methods poses significant challenges, particularly
in three dimensions, for the following reasons:

• mesh generation must account for the presence of crystalline structures such as body-centered
cubic (BCC) and face-centered cubic (FCC), as well as complex crystalline defects such as
dislocations, voids, grain boundaries, and cracks. This leads to anisotropic atomistic regions
and, consequently, anisotropic computational domains.

• ensuring effective a/c coupling requires the mesh to conform to the underlying atomistic grid,
particularly at the a/c interfaces. As the interface evolves, it becomes necessary to employ
sophisticated mesh operations at these interfaces, striking a balance between maintaining
accuracy and minimizing computational costs.

• to achieve an optimal trade-off between cost and accuracy, it becomes essential to utilize
robust and efficient a posteriori estimators. These estimators play a crucial role in driving
the relocation of the a/c interface, computational domain boundaries, and the redistribution
of the mesh. For example, atomistic interface and computational boundary could potentially
be updated by interface motion driven by error distribution as demonstrated in [29].

The mesh generation and adaptation play a crucial role in achieving an optimal distribution of
atomistic and continuum degrees of freedom, as well as ensuring an appropriate error distribution.
This process significantly influences the performance of relaxation algorithms and, consequently,
the successful implementation of a/c coupling methods for simulating material defects.

Currently, the majority of publicly available a/c coupling codes are limited to two-dimensional
contexts. Examples include the Fortran-based code developed by Tadmor et al. [30] and the con-
current atomistic-continuum (CAC) simulation framework [31]. It is worth noting that these codes
do not prioritize mesh generation and adaptation. Codes for 3D a/c coupling simulations are pri-
marily found within academic research groups and are not publicly available [32, 33, 34]. However,
it is important to highlight that the aforementioned research has not specifically focused on the
adaptive computations of 3D a/c coupling methods, which hold significant physical significance
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but remain unexplored to the best of the authors’ knowledge. Relevant studies related to 2D
simulations can be found in [2, 35].

In this paper, we introduce MeshAC, a comprehensive 3D mesh generation and adaptation pack-
age specifically designed for a/c coupling simulations of crystalline defects. MeshAC includes a mesh
generation tool based on the Tetgen package [36] and a customized mesh adaptation tool for the
evolution of the atomistic/continuum interface. The target users are engineering and scientific
professionals involved in geometric optimization problems of static mechanics. MeshAC offers the
following features that effectively address the challenges associated with the efficient implemen-
tation of three-dimensional a/c coupling methods, and enable accurate and robust modeling of
complex crystalline defects.

• The mesh generation capabilities of the MeshAC package are designed to respect the crystalline
structure and the configuration of defects.

• The MeshAC package incorporates mesh adaptation capabilities that involve both atomistic
mesh extension and local mesh refinement in the continuum region. The process of obtaining
the coupled mesh involves a two-step procedure. Firstly, the mesh modification techniques
are applied to the continuum region, resulting in mesh refinement. Subsequently, the mesh
reconstruction techniques are employed to establish the new atomistic region. This two-step
approach ensures the accurate and efficient generation of the coupled mesh.

• During the simulation, MeshAC automatically extends the atomistic region and adapts the
finite element mesh to achieve a (quasi-)optimal balance between accuracy and efficiency,
guided by a heuristic gradient-based a posteriori error estimator.

The paper demonstrates the capabilities of the MeshAC package by applying the BGFC method
(atomistic/continuum blending with ghost force correction) [27] to practical material defects, in-
cluding straight edge dislocations and double voids. Furthermore, the paper showcases the po-
tential extensions of the method to other types of defects, such as dislocation loops and grain
boundaries. These examples highlight the versatility and effectiveness of the MeshAC package in
modeling and analyzing a wide range of material defects. These results indicate that MeshAC can
be a valuable tool for researchers and practitioners in the field of computational mechanics who
are interested in studying the behavior of materials with complex defects.

Organization: The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides a detailed description of
the methodology implemented in MeshAC. Section 3 presents numerical examples that demonstrate
the application of MeshAC to simulate crystalline defects. Section 4 concludes the article with a
discussion of the observations and outlines potential future work. Auxiliary results are presented
in Appendix Appendix A.

2. Method

The accuracy and efficiency of a/c coupling simulations for material defects heavily rely on
the quality of the generated mesh and its implementation. Hence, this section provides a detailed
introduction to three-dimensional mesh generation and adaptation techniques that are specifically
tailored for a/c coupling methods. The aim is to enhance the overall performance and reliability
of simulations in this context.
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To illustrate the a/c coupling model, we divide the computational domain Ω ⊂ R3 into two
sub-regions: the atomistic region and the continuum region. The tetrahedral mesh generated by
the atomic lattice in the atomistic region Ωa is denoted as T a, while the tetrahedral partition of the
continuum region Ωc is referred to as T c. We assume the presence of a sharp interface I between
Ωa and Ωc. The coupled tetrahedral mesh for a/c coupling methods is defined as Th = T a ∪ T c,
as depicted in Figure 1. The construction details of this coupled mesh will be presented in the
subsequent part of this section.

Figure 1: The figure depicts a 2D slice of the mesh Th, where the atomistic region T a is shown in red, and the
continuum region T c is shown in green. White dots in the red region represent the atoms located within Ωa, and
mesh nodes in the continuum region Ωc.

In the context of static a/c coupling methods, the equilibrium displacement uac is determined by
solving the geometry optimization problem uac ∈ argminEac(u), where the total coupling energy
functional Eac can be expressed as the sum of three components:

Eac(u) := Ea(u) + Ec(u) + Ecorr(u).

The energy functional Ea(u) and Ec(u) correspond to the atomistic and continuum regions, re-
spectively. Additionally, Ecorr(u) is the correction term utilized to eliminate spurious forces [5, 37].
Section 3.1 will provide a detailed explanation of BGFC, a representative a/c coupling method
implemented in MeshAC.

2.1. Mesh generation

Unlike conventional approaches in finite element methods that often utilize Delaunay trian-
gulation for mesh generation throughout the entire computational domain, the mesh generation
approach proposed in this study is notably more intricate due to the presence of the atomistic
region. Generating a three-dimensional coupled mesh Th presents considerable challenges, as the
atomistic region may lack convexity, and constructing the interface (surface) mesh necessitates
careful consideration. To address these challenges, the MeshAC package has been developed to
effectively tackle the aforementioned issues. The workflow for constructing the coupled mesh Th is
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presented in Figure 2. Since Th = T a∪T c, the meshes for different regions are generated separately,
and then combined to form the coupled mesh.

Figure 2: The workflow for the generation of the a/c coupling mesh Th (2D slice). Firstly, given the atom positions
and the computational domain Ω, the canonical mesh T a for the atomistic region is generated using the techniques
described in Section 2.1.1. Next, the mesh T c for the continuum region is constructed using the methodology
introduced in Section 2.1.2. The combination of the meshes for both regions completes the process of establishing
the coupled mesh Th.

Specifically, given the atom positions and the computational domain Ω, the first step is to
generate the canonical mesh T a for the atomistic region Ωa using the techniques described in
Section 2.1.1. Next, the mesh T c for the continuum region Ωc is constructed using the methodology
presented in Section 2.1.2. By following these steps, the coupled mesh Th is established.

In the subsequent sections, we will provide detailed explanations of each step involved in this
process.

2.1.1. Canonical mesh T a for the atomistic region

The initial step in generating the canonical mesh for the atomistic region involves utilizing
the Delaunay triangulation method provided by the renowned Tetgen package [36] on the set of
atom positions, which can be treated as a point set in R3. This process yields a pre-processed
mesh T a−pre. Algorithm 1 outlines the iterative steps involved in constructing the triangulation
by inserting one point at a time until the Delaunay criterion is satisfied. Figure 3 provides an
illustration of the triangulation.

To enhance the efficiency of spatial search, the Biased Randomized Insertion Order (BRIO)
technique [38] is employed for sorting the atom positions. Additionally, to ensure the quality of the
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constructed elements in each iteration and guarantee a high-quality final result, the Bowyer-Watson
algorithm [39, 40] is utilized.

Algorithm 1: Delaunay triangulation of a 3D point set

Input: A point set Q in R3

1 P ← Sort the points in Q using the BRIO technique;
2 T a−pre ← Start with an initial tetrahedron element whose nodes are denoted as E;
3 foreach point p in P \ E do
4 T a−pre ← Apply the Bowyer-Watson algorithm to insert p in T a−pre;
5 end
Output: Pre-processed mesh T a−pre

(a) (b)

(c) (d) (e)

Figure 3: The illustration of Algorithm 1 (the Delaunay triangulation of a 3-dimensional point set). (a) 3-
dimensional point set; (b)The point set (i.e., atom positions) in R3 is sorted using the BRIO technique [38] to
optimize the spatial search efficiency; (c) An initial tetrahedron element is then generated; (d) iterative appli-
cation of the Bowyer-Watson algorithm [39, 40] to construct the Delaunay triangulation incrementally; (e) the
pre-processed mesh T a−pre is outputted.

After constructing the pre-processed mesh T a−pre using the Delaunay triangulation algorithm,
further manipulations are required to obtain the canonical mesh T a for the atomistic region. This
is because the atomistic region may contain complex crystalline defects that result in anisotropic
topology, requiring additional steps for refinement and adjustment.

Although the Delaunay triangulation algorithm can be used to generate a triangulation for the
atomistic region after prescribing atomic degrees of freedom (DOFs). However, it is not appropriate
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to use the convex hull to identify surface atoms for the atomistic region. While Algorithm 1 is
capable of generating a convex hull for a given set of points, it can potentially create elements of
poor quality.

There are two possible reasons for this. First, due to the irregular arrangement of surface
atoms on the atomistic region caused by defects, it is challenging to define a convex hull precisely.
Second, due to round-off errors, some atoms on the boundary of the hull (in exact arithmetic) may
fall slightly inside or outside the convex hull, resulting in elements of poor quality. An example of
the pre-processed mesh T a−pre for an edge dislocation is shown in Figure 4(a).

(a) Pre-processed mesh T a−pre

(b) Canonical mesh T a

Figure 4: The comparison between T a−pre and T a, where the major difference is the interfaces of the atomistic
region for edge dislocation (cf. Section 3.2), and the elements colored in green is the continuous mesh constructed
in Section 2.1.2.

To address these issues, a novel algorithm (Algorithm 2) is introduced to identify and remove
poor-quality elements, producing a mesh T a suitable for coupling, as illustrated in Figure 4(b).
This approach differs from mesh generation in traditional finite element methods and presents a
unique challenge specific to the MeshAC framework. The hyperparameter rmax in the algorithm
can be set empirically or determined by finding the maximum distance between any two nearest
atoms.
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Algorithm 2: Element deleting algorithm

Input: The pre-processed mesh T a−pre and max radius rmax

Output: A canonical mesh T a

1 Let T a = T a−pre;
2 repeat
3 Initialize two sets of elements B = D = ∅;
4 Put all the elements adjacent to the boundary of T a in B;
5 foreach element K in B do
6 if the bounded circle radius of K meets r > rmax then
7 Add K in D;
8 end

9 end
10 T a ← T a \ D;
11 until D ≠ ∅;

2.1.2. Mesh Generation for the continuum region T c

In this section, we propose a novel approach to generate the continuum mesh T c that is com-
patible with the construction of the atomistic mesh T a. This approach combines the constrained
Delaunay triangulation (CDT) [41, 42] and quality mesh refinement (QMR) [43] techniques. The
procedure involves four main steps:

(a) Initialization of nodes at the boundary of the computational domain Ω and extraction of the
boundary mesh from T a.

(b) Generation of a tentative Delaunay triangulation for all the given nodes, which includes some
invalid elements within the atomistic region.

(c) Recovery of the boundary mesh and removal of invalid elements within the atomistic region
using the algorithm proposed in [42].

(d) Refinement of elements in the continuum region using the methodology described in [43].

This approach ensures that the elements in T c achieve optimal quality while maintaining a smooth
transition of mesh size in the resulting coupled mesh Th. Figure 5 provides an illustration of the
generated continuum region mesh T c.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 5: The illustration of the continuum mesh generation (i.e., the construction of T c) in a two-dimensional view.
(a) Initialize the boundary mesh in continuum region and the boundary mesh in atomistic region; (b) Generate a
Delaunay triangulation for all the given nodes; (c) Recover the boundary mesh and extract elements in atomistic
region; (d) Refine the elements in continuum region. CDT: (a-c), QMR: (d)
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2.2. Mesh adaptation

In simulations involving atomistic/continuum coupling, a significant challenge is to achieve
an optimal assignment of the atomistic and continuum regions, along with an appropriate mesh
structure, that strikes a balance between accuracy and efficiency [35, 44, 45]. Hence, the use of a
robust and effective mesh adaptation technique becomes crucial in such simulations.

Adaptive atomistic/continuum (a/c) coupling methods introduce additional challenges in au-
tomatically partitioning the computational mesh and dynamically adjusting the model, compared
to classical adaptive finite element methods. These challenges are particularly pronounced in 3D
simulations where the interface between the atomistic and continuum regions needs to be updated
during the adaptive process. The selection of an appropriate adaptive algorithm is closely inter-
twined with the choice of the a/c coupling method and the construction of the a posteriori error
estimator [35]. Therefore, a detailed discussion of the adaptive algorithm is deferred to Sections 3.1
and Appendix A.

In this section, our focus is on the implementation of mesh adaptation in MeshAC, which includes
extending the atomistic mesh and performing local mesh refinement in the continuum region.
We assume that the adaptive algorithm has already provided a set of elements that need to
be refined or extended (cf. Algorithm 6). The mesh adaptation procedure takes the following
inputs: (1) the current coupled mesh Th that requires adjustment, (2) a set of elements to be
refined in the continuum region denoted as T c

ref , and (3) a set of canonical meshes T a
ext that need

to be extended. The procedure to obtain the new coupled mesh T new
h consists of two steps.

First, we refine T c
ref in the continuum region using the mesh modification techniques introduced

in Section 2.2.1. Then, we establish the new atomistic region using the mesh reconstruction
techniques described in Section 2.2.2. The workflow is illustrated in Figure 6.
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Figure 6: The workflow of the mesh adaptation process (2D slice) from Th to T new
h . The procedure is divided

into two steps, where we first refine T c
ref in the continuum region based on the mesh modification techniques

introduced in Section 2.2.1, then establish the new atomistic region using the mesh reconstruction techniques given
in Section 2.2.2.

2.2.1. Local mesh refinement in the continuum region

In contrast to the mesh refinement technique used in generating T c as discussed in Section 2.1,
the refinement process employed here is controlled by an a posteriori error estimator. A practical
example of this error estimator will be presented in Section 3.1. Assuming that T c

ref has already
been obtained for refinement, two techniques are utilized in MeshAC: the edge swap operation and
point insertion. These techniques are illustrated in Figure 7.

The edge swap operation is a technique used to improve the local quality of elements by
reestablishing connections among nodes adjacent to an edge. Typically, there are multiple potential
configurations for an edge swap operation, as illustrated in Figure 8. Before implementing an
edge swap, the tetrahedral quality of each configuration needs to be evaluated. The quality of a
tetrahedron K is defined as follows:

q(K) =
72
√
3|K|

(
∑6

i=1 s(ei)
2)

3
2

∈ [0, 1], (2.1)

where |K| represents the volume of tetrahedron K, and s(ei) is the length of the i-th edge of K. It
should be noted that q(K) = 1 if K is a regular tetrahedron. Furthermore, we define the quality
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of a tetrahedral element set K = {Ki} as
Q(K) = min

Ki∈K
q(Ki). (2.2)

Let A be the collection of tetrahedral elements that share an edge to be swapped, and let
B represent the collection of all possible tetrahedral configurations resulting from the edge swap
operation. To determine the acceptability of a configuration in B, we apply the following condition:
1.01Q(A) < Q(B), where Q(·) denotes the tetrahedral quality function.

To ensure that the resulting mesh is of high quality, it is crucial to rigorously validate the
feasibility of each potential configuration in B. This validation involves conducting a series of
topological tests to confirm that the proposed configuration does not violate any geometric con-
straints. The feasibility of a particular configuration is determined by examining the conditions
necessary for it to be valid. These conditions include ensuring the non-intersection of edges, the
absence of triangle flipping, and the preservation of a consistent orientation for adjacent faces.
Only configurations that are both feasible and meet the quality criteria are considered acceptable
for implementation.

Figure 7: Illustration of local mesh refinement in the continuum region.

Figure 8: The illustration of multiple potential configurations for an edge swap operation.
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In summary, we introduce Algorithm 3 to describe the refinement process. This algorithm
involves handling the elements marked for refinement in batches, dividing each element into four
sub-elements, and utilizing edge swap operations to improve the local mesh quality. The objective
of this algorithm is to optimize the distribution of the computational mesh, striking a balance
between computational efficiency and accuracy in atomistic/continuum coupling simulations.

Algorithm 3: Local mesh refinement in continuum region

Input: T c and T c
ref ;

1 Initialize an element set X = ∅;
2 foreach element K in T c

ref do
3 Split K into four tetrahedral by inserting a node in the barycenter of K;
4 Update T c and add the new elements in X ;
5 end
6 repeat
7 Initialize an element set Y = ∅;
8 foreach element K in X do
9 if K exists then

10 foreach edge e in K do
11 if e does not belong to the boundary of atomistic region as well as meets

the swap condition then
12 Apply edge swap operation for e;
13 Update T c and add the new elements in Y ;
14 break;

15 end

16 end

17 end

18 end
19 X = Y ;

20 until X = ∅;

2.2.2. The extension of atomistic region

In the subsequent stage of the mesh adaptation process, we move on to constructing a new
coupled mesh T new

h by extending the atomistic region. The algorithmic details for this process are
presented in Algorithm 4, which we describe as follows.

Initially, the atoms to be added to the new atomistic region are determined by implementing the
marking step in Algorithm 6. Subsequently, the atomistic mesh is reconstructed by combining these
marked atoms with the existing atoms from the original atomistic region, utilizing the technique
outlined in Section 2.1.1. As the mesh for the new atomistic region intersects with the continuum
region, it is crucial to remove any continuum elements that intersect with the new atomistic region.
This results in the creation of a cavity layer, as illustrated in Figure 9(d), with boundaries formed
by both the continuum region (after removing the elements intersecting with the new atomistic
region) and the new atomistic region.

Next, a temporary sub-mesh is constructed for the cavity using the method discussed in Sec-
tion 2.1.2. Finally, the resulting mesh is obtained by merging all the sub-meshes together. To
ensure a smooth transition of the fused mesh elements, Laplacian smoothing [46] is applied to the
continuum mesh nodes around the fusion region.
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This entire procedure is depicted in Figure 9, which bears a resemblance to the approach
presented in [35, Figure 3] for two-dimensional problems.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 9: The illustration of atomistic region extension and the construction of new coupled mesh Th. The procedure
contains: (a) begin with the original atomistic mesh and the marked atoms to be involved in; (b) mesh reconstruction
in the new atomistic region; (c) remove all the elements in the continuum mesh that are intersected with the new
atomistic region; (d) construct a temporary sub-mesh for the cavity; (e) fuse all the sub-meshes; (f) new coupled
mesh Th for next-step simulations.

Algorithm 4: Atomistic region extension and new coupled mesh construction

Input: T c generated by Algorithm 3 and a set of atom P marked by Algorithm 6;
// Reconstruct the atomistic region mesh

1 Extract the original atom nodes in set Q, let P = P ∪ Q;
2 Generate a new atomistic mesh T a based on P by applying the method introduced in

Section 2.1.1;
// Remove elements in the original continuum region mesh

3 Remove the elements in T c that intersect with T a;
// Construct a temporary sub-mesh

4 Extract the inner boundary mesh of T c as S and outer boundary mesh of T a as Sa;
5 Generate a temporary sub-mesh mesh T tmp based on S and Sa by exploiting the method

given in Section 2.1.2;
// Construct the coupled mesh by fusing the meshes

6 Generate the new coupled mesh T new
h by fusing T c, T a, and T tmp;

13



2.3. Spatial search tree based fast interpolation

In practical simulations, the use of an efficient linear interpolation method is crucial. An in-
efficient interpolation method can substantially increase the computational cost and compromise
the overall accuracy of the simulation. Therefore, careful attention is given to selecting and im-
plementing an efficient interpolation method within MeshAC. The interpolation tool is primarily
designed to provide a reliable initial estimate for the atomistic geometry optimization problem
(cf. (A.3)), as discussed in detail in our recent work [45]. During the adaptive computations, the
interpolation is utilized to interpolate values from the original coupled mesh Th to the new coupled
mesh T new

h .
To expedite the interpolation procedure, we employ spatial search trees, as outlined in Algo-

rithm 5. The fundamental approach involves constructing a Kd-tree for all nodes in the initial mesh
and an AABB-tree for all tetrahedral elements in the initial mesh. We then iterate through the
nodes in the adapted mesh. If a node coincides with a node in the initial mesh (based on the Kd-
tree), the corresponding solution value is directly retrieved. Otherwise, we locate a base element
containing the node using the AABB-tree. The implementation of the Kd-tree and AABB-tree
algorithms in MeshAC is based on [47] and [48], respectively.

Suppose the number of nodes in T new
h is N , and the number of nodes and tetrahedral elements

in Th are M0 and M1, respectively. The time complexity of the interpolation algorithm is O(N ·
(logM0 + logM1)), while the time complexity of the brute-force interpolation algorithm is O(N ·
(M0 + M1)). By utilizing spatial search trees, we achieve a more efficient interpolation process
compared to the brute-force method.

Algorithm 5: Interpolation from Th to T new
h

Input: The original coupled mesh Th with nodal values and the new coupled mesh T new
h

generated by Algorithm 4 ;
Data: ϵ: a predefined tolerance;

1 Build a Kd-tree Tkd for all nodes in Th;
2 Build a AABB-tree Taabb for all tetrahedral elements in Th;
3 foreach node p in T new

h do
4 Search a node q in a radius of ϵ from the p in the Tkd;
5 if q exists then

// p.value means the solution value of p
6 p.value = q.value;

7 else
8 Search a tetrahedra K in the Taabb that contains p with a tolerance ϵ ;
9 p.value = 0;

10 foreach endpoint qi in K do
// wi is the i-th barycentric coordinate of p in K

11 p.value = p.value + wi · qi.value;
12 end

13 end

14 end
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3. Numerics

This section showcases the capabilities of MeshAC in solving a range of atomistic mechanics
problems. Before delving into the demonstrations, we first highlight one specific a/c coupling
method implemented in MeshAC. While our package is versatile and compatible with various a/c
coupling methods, we have chosen to adopt the blended ghost force correction (BGFC) method [49,
27]. This method achieves the highest possible convergence rate when Cauchy-Born continuum
model is used in the continuum region, as rigorously proven in [27]. By utilizing the BGFC
method, we can attain superior performance and accuracy in our simulations.

All numerical tests we report in this section were conducted on a computer with an Intel(R)

Core(TM) i5-7820HQ CPU @2.90GHz and macOS (x86-64-apple-darwin19.6.0) system.

3.1. Atomistic model and BGFC method

We first present the atomistic model as the reference model, along with the corresponding
blended ghost force correction (BGFC) method. To simplify the presentation, we will omit certain
technical details and provide them in Appendix A.

3.1.1. Atomistic model

Given a non-singular matrix A ∈ R3×3, let Λhom = AZ3 and Λ ⊂ R3 represent a perfect single
lattice possessing no defects, and the corresponding single lattice with some defects, respectively.
The mismatch between Λ and Λhom characterizes possible defects such as point defects, dislocations
and cracks. Let U := {v : Λ → R3} be the set of vector-valued lattice functions and Vℓ be
the site potential representing the energy distributed to the atomic site ℓ ∈ Λ, which satisfies
some fundamental assumptions on regularity and symmetry [50, Section 2]. The energy-difference
functional of the atomistic model is then defined by

E (u) =
∑
ℓ∈Λ

(
Vℓ

(
Du0(ℓ) +Du(ℓ)

)
− Vℓ

(
Du0(ℓ)

))
, (3.3)

where D represents the finite-difference stencil operator and u0 is a far-field predictor enforcing the
presence of defects. The concrete definitions will be given in Appendix A.

The equilibrium is obtained by solving the following geometry optimization problem

ua ∈ argmin
{
E (u)

∣∣ u ∈ U 1,2
}
. (3.4)

where “argmin” is understood as the set of local minima and the functional space of finite-energy
displacements U 1,2 is defined in Appendix A (cf. (A.2)).

3.1.2. BGFC method

We decompose Ω into three regions: the atomistic region Ωa with radius Ra, the blending region
Ωb with width Lb, and the continuum region Ωc. We define the set of core atoms Λa := Λ∩Ωa and
the set of blended atoms Λb := Λ ∩ Ωb. We introduce the smooth blending functions satisfying
β ∈ C2,1(Rd) with β = 0 in Ωa and β = 1 in Ωc, which will be specified for each individual examples
later. The energy functional of BGFC method that we consider in this work is given by

E bgfc
h (u) := E bqce

h (u)−
〈
δE bqce

hom (0), u
〉
, (3.5)
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where the blended energy-based quasi-continuum (BQCE) energy functional reads

E bqce
h (u) :=

∑
ℓ∈Λa∪Λb

(1− β(ℓ)) ·
(
Vℓ

(
Du(ℓ) +Du0(ℓ)

)
− Vℓ

(
Du0(ℓ)

))
+

∫
Ω

Qh

(
β(x) ·

(
W (∇u+∇u0)−W (∇u0)

))
dx (3.6)

with Qh being the P0 midpoint interpolation operator [4] and W : R3×3 → R being the Cauchy-
Born energy density [51, 52]:

W (F) := det(A−1) · V (FR).

The homogeneous site potential V and total energy functional E bqce
hom are both evaluated on the

homogeneous lattice Λhom, R is the interaction range.
The equilibrium for the BGFC method is obtained by solving

ubgfc
h ∈ argmin

{
E bgfc
h (uh)

∣∣ uh ∈ Uh

}
, (3.7)

where the solution space Uh is given by (A.4). To simplify the implementation, we will utilize the
P1 finite element method to discretize the Cauchy-Born model within the BGFC method through-
out this study. Extending the method to higher-order finite elements would require significant
additional effort and will be explored in future work. The a priori error estimates of the BGFC
method, in terms of degrees of freedom, for different types of crystalline defects, will be provided
in Theorem 1.1, Appendix A.

3.1.3. Error estimator and adaptive algorithm

After establishing the a priori error analysis, the next step is to consider the adaptive atom-
istic/continuum (a/c) coupling. The crucial aspect of the a posteriori analysis for a/c coupling
methods is to demonstrate the following estimate, where the constant C is independent of any
model parameters.

∥∇ua −∇ubgfc
h ∥L2 ≤ Cη(ubgfc

h ),

where η(·) is the a posteriori error estimator. The residual-based error analysis, utilizing the
stress tensor formulation, offers valuable insights for dynamically adjusting the position of the
atomistic/continuum (a/c) interface and adapting the discretization of the continuum region. This
can be achieved by assigning local contributions, such that η(ubgfc

h ) =
∑

T∈Th ηT (u
bgfc
h ). Further

details on this topic can be found in our recent works [53, 35, 54, 44], which also explore extensions
of adaptive quantum mechanics/molecular mechanics (QM/MM) coupling methods.

To ensure clarity and simplicity in our presentation, we adopt the heuristic gradient-based error
estimator [45] throughout this paper. For the BGFC method, the local error estimator is chosen
as ηT = ∥∇ubgfc

h ∥L2(T ), where T ∈ Th. It is important to note that a rigorous a posteriori error
estimate for the BGFC method will be investigated in future research. The corresponding adaptive
algorithm has already been discussed in [45], and for the sake of completeness, we include it here.
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Algorithm 6: Mesh refinement for BGFC method.

Prescribe 0 < τ1, τ2 < 1.
1. Given a coupled mesh Th and the approximate solution ubgfc

h , compute the local error

estimator ηT = ∥∇ubgfc
h ∥L2(T ) on each element T ∈ Th.

2. Choose a minimal subsetM⊂ Th such that∑
T∈M

ηT ≥ τ1
∑
T∈Th

ηT . (3.8)

3. We can find the interface elements within p layers of lattice spacing,
Mp := {T ∈M

⋂
(T b∪T c) : dist(T,Λa) ≤ p}. Choose P > 1, find the first p ≤ P such that∑

T∈Mp

ηT ≥ τ2
∑
T∈M

ηT ,

4. Expand the atomistic region Λa and the blending region Λb outward by [p
2
] and p− [p

2
]

layers respectively. Bisect all elements T ∈M \Mp to obtain new triangulation T new
h .

3.2. Edge dislocation in BCC W

We first consider the example of a straight edge dislocation, which is a common type of linear
defect in crystalline materials that significantly affects their mechanical properties. To construct
the dislocation, we adopt the same setup as presented in [45] for the body-centered cubic (BCC)
tungsten crystal, using a quasi-2D approach [55]. In this case, a 3D simulation is performed, where
clamped boundary conditions are imposed on the x-y plane, while periodic boundary conditions
are enforced in the z-direction. To fit the clamped boundary conditions, three layers of ghost
atoms are employed, and to improve the performance of the geometry optimization, these ghost
atom layers on the x-y plane are relaxed.

3.2.1. Overall efficiency and robustness

The process of constructing the coupled mesh Th for the (001)[100] edge dislocation in tungsten,
as depicted in Figure 10, is facilitated by the mesh generation features integrated in MeshAC. The
atom positions are used as input to the algorithm, which then automatically generates the finite
element mesh to accurately capture the behavior of the system.
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Figure 10: The illustration of the coupled mesh Th for edge dislocation in BCC W constructed by MeshAC.

In Table 1, we present the computational times, measured in seconds, for solving the BGFC
solution (cf. Equation 3.7), estimating the gradient-based error estimator, and refining the coupled
mesh to achieve different degrees of freedom (DoF) during the adaptive computations for the edge
dislocation in BCC W. It is evident that the cost associated with mesh generation and adaptation
is minimal compared to the optimization process for the BGFC method on each coarse level.
Specifically, the CPU time dedicated to mesh generation and refinement constitutes less than 5%
of the total CPU time.

Step DoF Solving time Estimating time Refining time
1 14286 742.22 221.76 26.43
2 17826 989.25 365.29 35.41
3 23572 1596.35 797.08 54.55
4 28740 3981.53 1328.52 68.06

Table 1: CPU time(s) during adaptive process for edge dislocation in BCC W. Bold font indicates the efficiency of
MeshAC implementation.

Figure 11 showcases the convergence behavior of the geometry error ∥∇ua − ∇ubgfc
h ∥L2 and

the energy error |E (ua) − E bgfc
h (ubgfc

h )| as a function of the number of degrees of freedom (DoF)
during the adaptive computations of the BGFC solution for the (001)[100] edge dislocation in BCC
tungsten. Both sub-figures exhibit nearly half-order convergence rates, which, while not achieving
the optimality described in Proposition 1.1, represent a significant finding as the convergence
analysis for complex defects beyond point defects has not been explored extensively in the context
of adaptive multiscale coupling, to the best of our knowledge. We attribute this sub-optimality to
the use of a heuristic gradient-based error estimator, rather than the more reliable residual-based
error estimator which is known to provide upper bounds on the approximation error and leads
to optimal first order convergence rate in 2D [35]. In future work, we plan to investigate the
development of a rigorous a posteriori error estimate for the BGFC method and incorporate this
functionality into MeshAC. Overall, these results demonstrate the accuracy of our package and offer
valuable insights into the potential for precise multiscale simulations of complex crystalline defects.
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Figure 11: Errors vs. DoF for edge dislocation in BCC W.

3.2.2. Adaptation process

The initial four iteration steps of the adaptive mesh refinement process for the edge disloca-
tion in BCC W are illustrated in Figure 12. To evaluate and analyze mesh quality during the
refinement iterations, we utilize the quality metric defined in Equation (2.1). The results, as
depicted in Figure 13, demonstrate consistent maintenance of mesh quality throughout the refine-
ment process, effectively avoiding any detrimental effects that can arise from deteriorating mesh
quality on the accuracy of computational results. The examined meshes exhibit a proportion of
high-quality elements (q(K) ∈ (0.9, 1.0]) of 66.47%, 63.56%, 66.70%, and 69.36%, respectively.
While the boundary conditions employed for the edge dislocation may have obscured any notice-
able improvements in mesh quality during the refinement iterations, these findings still provide
evidence of the effectiveness and robustness of MeshAC. It is reasonable to anticipate that further
improvements in mesh quality will become more evident with careful treatment of the boundary
conditions.
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(a) Iteration 1 (b) Iteration 2

(c) Iteration 3 (d) Iteration 4

Figure 12: Adaptive mesh refinement for edge dislocation in BCC W.

Figure 13: Mesh quality statics during mesh refinement for for edge dislocation in BCC W.

Those results strongly support the efficiency and robustness of our implementation of MeshAC,
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enabling large-scale multiscale simulations for crystalline defects.

3.3. Double voids in FCC Cu

The next numerical example we present is an extension of a previously studied (two-dimensional)
case [2] to three dimensions. Specifically, we consider the double voids in face-centered cubic (FCC)
Cu. Inclusions, depending on their size, shape, and distribution within the crystal lattice, can sig-
nificantly influence the material’s properties. Therefore, accurately modeling such defects using
a/c coupling methods is crucial for enhancing our understanding of material failure and facilitating
the design of novel materials. Figure 14 showcases the coupled mesh Th for the double voids in
FCC Cu, constructed using the capabilities of MeshAC.

Figure 14: The illustration of the coupled mesh Th for double voids in FCC Cu constructed by MeshAC.

Step DoF Solving time Estimating time Refining time
1 2963 142.86 40.34 8.66
2 4539 268.38 65.18 13.01
3 6481 439.61 97.32 20.52
4 8324 931.66 128.98 30.52

Table 2: CPU time(s) during adaptive computations for double voids in FCC Cu. Bold font indicates the efficiency
of MeshAC implementation.

Similar to the edge dislocation example presented in the previous section, Table 2 showcases
the CPU times in seconds during the adaptive computations for the double voids in FCC Cu. It
is important to note that the computational cost associated with mesh generation and adaptation
remains minimal compared to the optimization process for the BGFC method. Specifically, the
proportion of CPU time dedicated to mesh generation and refinement is once again less than 5% of
the total CPU time. This highlights the efficiency of our mesh generator [56] in effectively handling
various types of defects, further emphasizing its suitability for large-scale simulations.
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Figure 15: Errors vs. DoF for double voids in FCC Cu.

Figure 11 presents the convergence behavior of the geometry error ∥∇ua −∇ubgfc
h ∥L2 and the

energy error |E (ua)− E bgfc
h (ubgfc

h )| with respect to the number of degrees of freedom (DoF) in the
adaptive computations of the BGFC solution for the double voids in Cu. The geometry error
exhibits a decay rate of approximately DoF−0.7, while the energy error converges at a nearly half-
order rate. It is important to note that, currently, there is no theoretical result available for this
specific type of defect. However, we anticipate that the convergence rates will improve once a
residual-based error estimator is developed and incorporated into the BGFC method.

Figure 16 showcases the initial four iteration steps of the adaptive mesh refinement process for
the double voids in FCC Cu. The quality of the mesh is evaluated using the metric defined in (2.1),
and the results are depicted in Figure 17. These results clearly illustrate the improvement in mesh
quality throughout the refinement process, leading to enhanced accuracy of the computational
results. The examined meshes at different refinement levels for the double voids case exhibit a
noticeable increase in the proportion of high-quality elements (q(K) ∈ (0.9, 1.0]), which constitute
33.92%, 41.76%, 47.71%, and 56.33% of the meshes, respectively. These findings provide compelling
evidence for the effectiveness and robustness of the implementation of MeshAC.

22
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Figure 16: Adaptive mesh refinement for the double voids in FCC Cu.
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Figure 17: Mesh quality statics during mesh refinement for the double voids in FCC Cu.

3.4. More extensions for mesh generation

This section aims to showcase the versatility of our package, MeshAC, by demonstrating its
capabilities in handling complex crystalline defects. We expand the functionality of a/c mesh gen-
eration by presenting additional examples that utilize tungsten (W) as the chosen metal element.
Tungsten is a well-studied material in the field of materials science, which enhances the relevance
and applicability of our demonstrations. However, it is important to note that our package is not
limited to tungsten and can readily accommodate other elements without any technical complica-
tions. This flexibility allows researchers and practitioners to explore a wide range of materials and
defects using MeshAC.

In the first example, we explore the capabilities of mesh generation for configurations involving
multiple holes, building upon the double voids case discussed in Section 3.3. Figure 18 illustrates
this scenario, which presents significant challenges due to the increased geometric complexity.
Constructing an atomistic-to-continuum mesh that accurately captures the multiple holes is a
non-trivial task. However, our package MeshAC effortlessly handles this complexity, enabling the
generation of high-quality meshes.

The second example, shown in Figure 19, focuses on a dislocation loop, where the atomistic
configuration is generated using the Atomsk tool [57]. Constructing a mesh that accurately repre-
sents the intricate details of dislocation loops is a challenging endeavor. Nevertheless, our package
MeshAC excels in capturing these intricate loop structures, making the mesh generation process
seamless.

In the third example, we assess the performance of our package, MeshAC, on a planar defect
type known as the Σ5 grain boundary, as depicted in Figure 20. Constructing an atomistic-to-
continuum mesh for grain boundaries has historically been a challenging task due to their intricate
nature. However, with the assistance of our package MeshAC, the construction of such meshes
becomes more manageable, highlighting its effectiveness in overcoming the challenges associated
with diverse crystalline defects.
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Figure 18: The illustration of a/c mesh for multiple holes in BCC W.

Figure 19: The illustration of a/c mesh for a dislocation loop in BCC W.

Figure 20: The illustration of a/c mesh for a Σ5 grain boundary in BCC W.
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4. Conclusion

The software package MeshAC has been specifically developed to address the challenges of im-
plementing effective atomistic/continuum (a/c) coupling methods in three dimensions. It accom-
plishes this by integrating advanced mesh generation and adaptation features. The package is
designed to respect the crystalline structure and the configuration of defects. Also, it incorporates
localized modification and reconstruction capabilities to facilitate the operation of the a/c interface,
thereby enhancing both implementation efficiency and the quality of the coupled mesh. During
simulation, MeshAC extends the atomistic region and adapts the coupled mesh to achieve optimal
accuracy and efficiency using a heuristic gradient-based a posteriori error estimator. The effective-
ness of MeshAC has been demonstrated through the application of the BGFC method for practical
material defects, which The results demonstrate that the accuracy and efficiency of MeshAC make
it a valuable tool for the computational mechanics community. While our presentation has fo-
cused on mesh refinement and static a/c coupling methods, we acknowledge that extending the
methodology to mesh coarse-graining and moving mesh requires further technical development.
Nonetheless, we believe that there is no fundamental limitation to this extension and we plan to
address these features and add more functionals such as rigorous residual-based estimators and
more robust adaptive algorithms to MeshAC in our future work.

Appendix A. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the fundamental concepts necessary for understanding Section 3.1,
following the results of previous studies [27, 49]. To maintain conciseness, we primarily focus on
single-species Bravais lattices. However, it should be emphasized that the techniques presented in
this work can be extended to multilattice crystals [58] with minor adjustments to the notations.

We denote by U := {v : Λ → R3} the set of vector-valued lattice functions. Recall that the
deformed configuration of Λ is a map y ∈ U which can be decomposed as

y(ℓ) = ℓ+ u0(ℓ) + u(ℓ) ∀ ℓ ∈ Λ, (A.1)

where u0 : Λ → R3 is a far-field predictor enforcing the presence of the defect of interest and
u : Λ→ R3 is a corrector. For point defects, we simply take u0 = 0. For straight dislocation lines
as well as anisotropic cracks, u0 can be derived by solving a continuum linearized elasticity (CLE)
equation and we refer to [50, 59, 60, 61] for more details.

For each atom ℓ ∈ Λ and v ∈ U , we define the finite difference stencilDv(ℓ) := {Dρv(ℓ)}ρ∈Rℓ
:=

{v(ℓ + ρ) − v(ℓ)}ρ∈Rℓ
, where Rℓ := {ℓ′ − ℓ | ℓ′ ∈ Nℓ} is the interaction range with interaction

neighborhood Nℓ := {ℓ′ ∈ Λ | 0 < |ℓ′ − ℓ| ≤ rcut} with some cut-off radius rcut > 0.
For u ∈ U , its nodal interpolant with respect to the background mesh is denoted as ū [4, 27, 62].

We then introduce the discrete homogeneous Sobolev spaces

U 1,2 := {u ∈ U | ∇ū ∈ L2} with semi-norm | · |U 1,2 := ∥∇ū∥L2 . (A.2)

The site potential is a collection of mappings Vℓ : (R3)Rℓ → R, which represents the energy
distributed to each atomic site in Λ. We refer to [50, Section 2] for the detailed discussions on the
assumptions of general site potentials. In this work, we will use the well-known EAM (Embedded
Atom Method) model [63] throughout the numerical experiments (cf. Section 3).
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We can formally define the energy-difference functional of the atomistic model

E (u) =
∑
ℓ∈Λ

(
Vℓ

(
Du0(ℓ) +Du(ℓ)

)
− Vℓ

(
Du0(ℓ)

))
.

The equilibrium is obtained by solving the following minimization problem

ua ∈ argmin
{
E (u)

∣∣ u ∈ U 1,2
}
. (A.3)

where “argmin” is understood as the set of local minima.
Before introducing the BGFC method, we first present the basic notions of Cauchy-Born ap-

proximation. To reduce DoF and meanwhile preserve considerable accuracy, we define a continuum
approximation by the Cauchy-Born rule which is a typical choice in the multiscale context [51, 52].
The Cauchy-Born energy density functional W : R3×3 → R reads

W (F) := det(A−1) · V (FR),

where V is the homogeneous site energy potential on Λhom.
For BGFC method, the space of coarse-grained displacements is defined as

Uh :=
{
uh ∈ C0(R3;R3)

∣∣ uh is p.w. affine w.r.t. Th, uh = 0 in R3 \ Ω
}
. (A.4)

The coarse-grid problem for the BGFC method reads

ubgfc
h ∈ argmin

{
E bgfc
h (uh)

∣∣ uh ∈ Uh

}
. (A.5)

The subsequent lemma provides the a priori error estimates of the BGFC method, in terms of
the degrees of freedom (DoF), for a point defect in three dimensions, a straight dislocation, and a
crack. These estimates are based on [27, Section 4.2.1] and [64, Theorem 2.1], respectively. This
offers the foundation of the a posteriori error estimates of the corresponding a/c coupling method.

Lemma 1.1. Suppose that the blending function β and the triangulation Th satisfy [64, Assumption
1], and P1 finite element method is applied in the continuum region, we have

∥∇ua −∇ubgfc
h ∥L2 ≲ DoF−5/6, for 3D point defect,

∥∇ua −∇ubgfc
h ∥L2 ≲ DoF−1 · log1/2(DoF), for dislocation,

∥∇ua −∇ubgfc
h ∥L2 ≲ DoF−1/4 · log1/4(DoF), for crack,

where ua and ubgfc
h are the solutions of (A.3) and (A.5) respectively.

Next, we present the a posteriori error estimate. Let Ia be a piecewise interpolant defined on
lattice [50], the residual R(Iauh) as an operator on U 1,2 is defined by

R(Iauh)[v] := ⟨δE a(Iauh), v⟩, ∀v ∈ U 1,2. (A.6)

The following lemma characterizes the dual norm of the residual and has been presented in our
previous works [65, 66]. We include it here for the sake of completeness.
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Lemma 1.2. Let ua be a strongly stable solution of the atomistic model (A.3), then there exists a
solution ubgfc

h of (A.5), and constants c, C independent of the approximation parameters such that

c∥Iaubgfc
h − ua∥U 1,2 ≤ ∥R(Iaubgfc

h )∥(U 1,2)∗ ≤ C∥Iaubgfc
h − ua∥U 1,2 , (A.7)

where the residual R(Iauh) is defined by (A.6)

Based on this lemma, the ideal a posteriori error estimator reads

ηideal(ubgfc
h ) := ∥R(Iaubgfc

h )∥(U 1,2)∗ ,

which provides both upper and lower bounds for the approximation error. However, computing
this estimator in practice is not feasible, which poses a significant limitation in the context of
a posteriori error control and adaptive algorithm design. To overcome this challenge, we have
primarily pursued two approaches for deriving practical error estimators. One approach involves
the utilization of a force-based error estimator, which provides an upper bound for ηideal [65].
The second approach employs a stress-based error estimator, which offers both upper and lower
bounds [66]. In the specific context of this paper, we have opted to utilize the gradient-based
error estimator due to its simplicity and computational efficiency. Incorporating additional error
estimators such as force-based and stress-based error estimators will enhance the flexibility and
applicability of MeshAC for a wider range of problems. This is an avenue that we intend to explore
in our future work, to further improve the capabilities and performance of the package.
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