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Abstract. This paper aims to develop an efficient adaptive finite element method for the second-
order elliptic problem. Although the theory for adaptive finite element methods based on residual-
type a posteriori error estimator and bisection refinement has been well established, in practical
computations, the use of non-asymptotic exact of error estimator and the excessive number of adap-
tive iteration steps often lead to inefficiency of the adaptive algorithm. We propose an efficient
adaptive finite element method based on high-accuracy techniques including the superconvergence
recovery technique and high-quality mesh optimization. The centroidal Voronoi Delaunay triangu-
lation mesh optimization is embedded in the mesh adaption to provide high-quality mesh, and then
assure that the superconvergence property of the recovered gradient and the asymptotical exact-
ness of the error estimator. A tailored adaptive strategy, which could generate high-quality meshes
with a target number of vertices, is developed to ensure the adaptive computation process termi-
nated within 7 steps. The effectiveness and robustness of the adaptive algorithm is numerically
demonstrated.

1. Introduction

The adaptive finite element method (AFEM) [8] has been extensively studied and become a
powerful tool in scientific computation, particularly effective for problems with singularities or
multi-scale characteristics. AFEM aims to get a numerical solution within a prescribed tolerance by
using an optimal number of degrees of freedom. Starting with an initial coarse mesh, the standard
adaptive finite element algorithm creates a sequence of adapted meshes, and the corresponding
finite element solutions are computed on each mesh.

An essential ingredient of AFEM is the error estimator, which provides global and local infor-
mation on the numerical error. Globally, the a posteriori error estimator can be used as a stopping
criterion to determine whether the finite element solution is an acceptable approximation. Locally,
it can be used as an indicator to show the error distribution and guide local mesh adaption. There-
fore, one can calculate the estimators to find out where the approximation error is large. Then
instead of globally refining every element, one can select a subset of elements for which the error
estimator is relatively large and refine these elements. Several types of a posteriori estimators have
been proposed for different problems (see, e.g., [4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 13, 31, 16, 25, 33, 35] and the
references cited therein).

Another essential ingredient of AFEM is the mesh refinement method. Mesh adaptivity tech-
niques are generally divided into three categories: adaptive re-meshing methods [19, 23, 26, 29],
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element subdivision methods [12, 2], and fixed-order mesh modification methods [3, 22]. Adap-
tive re-meshing methods create an adaptive mesh using automatic mesh generation algorithms
according to specified element size and shape. Element subdivision methods, such as regular re-
finement algorithm [6], and bisection refinement algorithm [30], can preserve the shape regularity
of elements. The third mesh adaption technique applies local mesh modifications in a fixed order,
where the mesh quality [3, 22] is improved by exploiting local mesh modification operations: swap,
collapse, split, and relocation.

For the standard AFEM with residual type a posteriori error estimator and the bisection refine-
ment, the convergence and optimality of the adaptive algorithm are well established [8, 12, 27, 28].
While these methods have been shown to be very successful in numerical solving partial differen-
tial equations, the computing efficiency could be poor performance in practice, manifested in the
inaccuracy of error estimators and an excessive number of adaptive iteration steps.

To improve the efficiency of the AFEM, the purpose of this paper is to propose an efficient AFEM
based on high-accuracy techniques, including the superconvergence recovery and the CVDT mesh
optimization. In the adaptive procedure, the mesh optimization is embedded to preserve that the
adaptive mesh is of high quality which assures the superconvergence property of the recovered
gradients and the asymptotical exactness of the gradient recovery based on a posteriori error
estimator. Furthermore, a tailored adaptive strategy ensures the efficiency of the whole adaptive
algorithm.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we provide the linear elliptic
problem and its finite element scheme. Some poor performance of the standard AFEM is also
presented, including the non-asymptotic accuracy of the residual-type a posteriori error estimation
and the excessive iteration steps resulting from the bisection mesh refinement. We then propose
the high-accuracy techniques based on AFEM in Section 3. Several numerical results are presented
in Section 4 to show the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

2. Model problem and adaptive finite element method.

2.1. Model problem and its finite element discretization. Let Ω ⊂ R2 be a polygonal
domain with boundary ∂Ω. Consider the following elliptic PDE with homogeneous boundary
condition {−∇ · (A∇u) = f in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(2.1)

where f ∈ L2(Ω), and A = (aij)2×2 is a given positive definite symmetric matrix function in L∞(Ω).
Let V be the Hilbert space H1

0 (Ω), defined as

H1
0 (Ω) := {v ∈ H1(Ω) : v = 0 on ∂Ω}.

The variational formulation of problem (2.1) reads: find u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) such that

a(u, v) = (f, v) ∀ v ∈ H1
0 (Ω), (2.2)

where

a(u, v) =

∫
Ω

A∇u · ∇vdx, (f, v) =

∫
Ω

fvdx.

For any v ∈ V , we define its energy norm ∥v∥V associated with the bilinear form

∥|v|∥ := (a(v, v))1/2.

It is easy to verify that the bilinear form is bounded and elliptic on V × V

|a(u, v)| ≤C∥|u|∥∥|v|∥, ∀u, v ∈ V

a(v, v) ≥α∥|v|∥2, ∀v ∈ V.
(2.3)
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Assume that Th is a conforming and shape-regular triangulation of Ω. Let hT be the diameter of
the element T ∈ Th, and Vh ⊂ V be the continuous piecewise linear finite element space associated
with Th

Vh = {v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) : v ∈ P1(T ),∀T ∈ Th},

where P1(T ) denotes the set of linear polynomials on T . Set V 0
h = Vh

⋂
H1

0 (Ω), then the finite
element scheme for (2.2) is to find uh ∈ V 0

h such that

a(uh, vh) = (f, vh), ∀ vh ∈ V 0
h . (2.4)

The existence and uniqueness of the finite element solution are provided by the Lax-Milgram
theorem.

2.2. Poor performance of the standard adaptive finite element method. In some cases,
the solution of the problem (2.1) could have sharp gradients or singularity when the domain is
concave or the coefficient is discontinuous. AFEM has been widely used to improve the accuracy
of numerical approximations to (2.1). The general idea of AFEM is to refine or adjust the finite
element space such that the errors are equidistributed which leads to optimal order of convergence.
The standard h-adaptive finite element method consists of loops of the form:

SOLVE → ESTIMATE → MARK → REFINE.

The procedure SOLVE solves finite element equation (2.4) to obtain the numerical approximation
uh. The procedure ESTIMATE calculate the element-wise error indicators {ηh,T}T∈Th and the

global error estimator ηh =

( ∑
T∈Th

η2h,T

)1/2

. The a posteriori error estimators are an essential part

of the ESTIMATE step. By using the information from the approximated solution and the known
data, the a posteriori error estimator provides information about the size and the distribution of
the error of the finite element approximation. The procedure MARK identifies a subset M of
elements to be refined according to the maximum marking strategy or the Dörfler marking strategy.
After choosing a set of marked elements, the procedure REFINE partitions the marked triangles
such that the mesh obtained is still conforming and shape regular. Two well-known classes of mesh
refinement algorithms are the bisection method and the red-green method.

We formulate the adaptive algorithm with the Dörfler marking strategy and the newest vertex
bisection method in Algorithm 1. Starting from an initial mesh T0, Algorithm 1 produces a sequence
of meshes {Tk}k∈N0 and finite element solutions {uk}k∈N0 . Under some modest assumptions, we
can derive the contraction of error estimator and the total error between two consecutive levels Tk

and Tk+1, then can prove AFEM will terminate in a finite number of steps for a given tolerance
tol and yield a convergent approximation uk on an adaptive mesh Tk.
In the adaptive finite element methods, a posteriori error estimators are able to locate accurately

sources of global and local error in the approximation. Mainly, there are three types of a posteriori
error estimator include: residual type [4, 5, 7], recovery type [9, 13, 16, 35], solving auxiliary
problem [2].

Denote the set of all edges of the triangulation Th as

E := EΩ ∪ E∂Ω,
where EΩ is the set of all interior element edges and E∂Ω is the sets of boundary edges. For each
e ∈ EΩ, we fixed a unit norm vector ne. Let T+

e and T−
e be two triangles sharing the edge e. For

the model problem (2.1) and its finite element scheme (2.4), the standard residual type estimator
[27] on element T is defined as

η2T,res = h2
T∥RT (uh)∥20,T +

∑
e∈∂T

he∥Je(A∇uh)∥20,e, (2.5)
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Algorithm 1: Standard adaptive finite element algorithm.

Input: Domain Ω, right hand side function f , coefficient matrix A, tolerance TOL < 1, a
parameter 0 < θ < 1

Output: Sequence of mesh {T (k)
h } and finite element approximations {u(k)

h }
1 Set k = 0, η

(k)
h = 1;

2 Generate initial mesh T (k)
h ;

3 while η
(k)
h ≥ TOL do

4 Set k = k + 1 ;

5 Solve the equation (2.4) on mesh T (k)
h to get solution u

(k)
h ;

6 Calculate local error indicator {η(k)h,T}T∈T (k)
h

and global error estimator η
(k)
h ;

7 Mark a set Mk ⊂ Tk with minimum number such that∑
T∈Mk

η2h,T ≥ θ
∑
T∈Tk

η2h,T

8 Refine the elements T ∈ Mk and necessary elements by the newest vertex bisection
method to a new mesh Tk ;

where the element residual RT (uh) and the jump of flux are defined as

RT (uh) := f +∇ · (A∇uh) in T ∈ Th,

Je(A∇uh) := [A∇uh · ne] = (A∇uh|T+
e
− A∇uh|T−

e
) · ne on e ∈ EΩ,

and Je(A∇uh) = 0 for any e ∈ E∂Ω. Correspondingly, the global residual type estimator is defined
by

η2res =
∑
T∈Th

h2
T∥RT (uh)∥20,T +

∑
e∈E

he∥Je(A∇uh)∥20,e. (2.6)

Theorem 2.1 ([27]). There exists constant C depending on the domain Ω, the coefficient function
A, and the regularity of Th such that the residual type estimator is the globally upper and locally
lower bounds of the error’s energy norm, i.e.,

|||u− uh||| ≤ Cηres, η2T,res ≤ C
(
|||u− uh|||2ωT

+ osc2h(f, ωT )
)
,

where osc(f) is the high-order oscillation term, which is defined by

osc2h(f, ωT ) =
∑
T∈ωT

h2
T∥RT (uh)−RT (uh)∥20,T .

RT (uh) denotes the element average of RT (uh) on T , and ωT represents the set of elements that
share at least one side with T .

Theorem 2.1 shows the reliability and efficiency of the residual estimator. Although the adaptive
algorithm derived by this type of estimator is quasi-optimal in the sense that the adaptive meshes
generated by this method provide the highest possible convergence rate, it is not favorable in some
aspects. For one, the bounds provided by the error estimator contain unknown constants, which
depend on the mesh quality, the polynomial degree used in the finite element space, and the known
data of the considered problem.

In the following numerical test, we shall show that the adaptive finite element algorithm driven
by this estimator may not stop timely, and thus waste a large amount of computational cost.
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Example 2.1. Consider the problem with geometric singularity{−∆u = 0 in Ω,

u = g on ∂Ω,
(2.7)

where the L-shape domain Ω = (−1, 1)2\(0, 1) × (−1, 0). In this example, we choose the exact
solution u as

u(x, y) = r2/3 sin(2θ/3), r =
√

x2 + y2, θ = tan−1(y/x),

and g is determined from u. The numerical solution has a singularity at the origin point (0, 0).

(a) (b)
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(c)

Figure 1. Example 2.1, (a) initial mesh; (b) numerical solution; (c) errors.

Figure 2. Example 2.1, adaptive meshes at steps: 10, 20, 30, 35, 40 and 50.

We apply Algorithm 1 to solve (2.7) with TOL = 0.01 and θ = 0.3. The initial mesh, numerical
solution, and the convergence history of error and estimator are plotted in Figure 1. The adaptive
meshes are presented in Figure 2. The numerical results show that the mesh refinement process
meets the singularity of the solution at the reentrant corner, and the convergence rates of the
errors is quasi-optimal.

However, the residual type estimator is approximately 5 times the exact error, which in turn
does not terminate the adaptive procedure when the gradient error ∥∇u−∇uh∥ < TOL. To see



6 J. XIAO, Y. LIU AND N. YI

Table 1. Example 2.1, data of mesh vertices, error, and error estimator.

k N ||∇u−∇uh|| ηres
1 21 2.7205e− 01 1.3499e+ 00
...

...
...

...
34 6781 1.0225e− 02 5.0067e− 02
35 8073 9.3704e− 03 4.5878e− 02
36 9661 8.5595e− 03 4.1932e− 02
...

...
...

...
52 135971 2.2638e− 03 1.1088e− 02
53 159679 2.0876e− 03 1.0227e− 02

this clearly, we list the data of mesh vertices, error ∥∇u−∇uh∥ and the residual type estimator ηres
in Table 1. We see clearly that the adaptive iteration terminates until the adaptive mesh arrives at
159679 vertices, and the corresponding gradient error is 2.0876e− 03. It is important to note that
the error satisfies ∥∇u−∇uh∥ < TOL at the 35th step with the adaptive mesh has 8073 vertices,
which means that the adaptive iterations after the 35th iteration are unnecessary. Furthermore,
these redundant iteration steps consume much more computational cost. The unsatisfactory over-
refinement is due to the non-asymptotically exact residual type estimator. In addition, beginning
with the initial mesh with 21 vertices, the mesh adaption process 34 steps to obtain a mesh with
8073 vertices. The reason for this phenomenon is that the bisection method is a layer-by-layer
refinement method, which makes it difficult to achieve the target mesh size in just a few steps.

Due to the use of non-asymptotically exact a posteriori error estimate and ineffective mesh
adaptive strategy, the standard AFEM usually requires many adaptive iteration steps, and thus
reduces the computational efficiency of the adaptive algorithms. Fortunately, we can use the
recovery type estimator to eliminate one of the shortcomings of the standard residual type esti-
mator. The gradient recovery-based a posteriori error estimator, which uses a certain norm of the
difference between the direct and post-processed approximations of the gradient as an indicator,
is asymptotically exact when the recovered gradient is superconvergent. Gradient recovery is a
post-processing technique that reconstructs improved gradient approximations from finite element
solutions as well as to explore their use in adaptive computations [9, 13, 16, 17, 21, 25, 33, 34].
Denote the set of all mesh nodes of Th by Nh. For the finite element solution uh ∈ Vh, denote the
recovered gradient space Wh = Vh × Vh and the gradient recovery operator G : Vh → Wh. For
each node z ∈ Nh, we first define the recovered gradient G(∇uh(z)) by the least square fitting or
projection methods on the element patch ωz, then obtain the recovered gradient G(∇uh) on the
whole domain by interpolation

G(∇uh) =
∑
z∈N

G(∇uh(z))ϕz,

where ϕz is the Lagrange basis of finite element space Vh associated with Th.
The basic principle behind gradient recovery-based error estimator is to apply some inexpensive

post-processing to the gradient of the finite element approximation, ∇uh → G(∇uh), so that the
recovered gradient G(∇uh) provides a better estimate of the true gradient ∇u than ∇uh does.
Then define the local a posteriori error estimator as

η2T,rec = ∥G(∇uh)−∇uh∥0,T , ηrec = ∥G(∇uh)−∇uh∥. (2.8)

If the recovery procedure can improve the approximation in the sense that

∥G(∇uh)−∇u∥ ≤ β∥∇u−∇uh∥, with 0 ≤ β < 1,
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we immediately obtain the upper and lower bounds for the recovery-based error estimator

1

1 + β
∥G(∇uh)−∇uh∥ ≤ ∥∇u−∇uh∥ ≤ 1

1− β
∥G(∇uh)−∇uh∥.

In addition, if the recovery method is superconvergent,

∥G(∇uh)−∇u∥ = o(∥∇u−∇uh∥),
this means β → 0 and

∥G(∇uh)−∇uh∥
∥∇u−∇uh∥

= 1 + o(1),

then the corresponding error estimator is asymptotic exactness.
The following theorem gives the reliability and efficiency of the gradient recovery type error

estimator.

Theorem 2.2 ([13, 25]). There exist constants C1 and C2 such that the gradient recovery type
estimator satisfies

C1|||u− uh||| − ε1 ≤ η1 ≤ C2|||u− uh|||+ ε2,

where ε1 and ε2 are high-order terms.

Example 2.2. We consider the problem in Example 2.1, and use the recovery type error esti-
mator (2.8) and the newest vertex bisection refinement in Algorithm 1 to compare the numerical
performance of the residual estimator in Example 2.1.
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Figure 3. Example 2.2, adaptive meshes of steps 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, and errors.

Similar to Example 2.1, we take TOL = 0.01 and the initial mesh is shown in Figure 1 (a). The
adaptive meshes and the convergence history of errors and recovery type estimators are plotted
in Figure 3. Compared with Figure 1 (c), Figure 3 shows that the recovery type estimator is
asymptotically exact. From the data listed in Table 2, we can see that the adaptive loop terminates
when the adaptive mesh reaches 8018 vertices, while the results obtained by the residual type a
posteriori error estimator in Table 1 show that the adaptive mesh should reach 159679 vertices to
terminate the loops. The efficiency of the AFEM improves a lot with the use of the recovery type
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Table 2. Example 2.2, data of mesh vertices, error and the recovery type error estimator.

k N ||∇u−∇uh|| ηrec
1 21 2.7205e− 01 1.3499e+ 00
...

...
...

...
30 145 7.5880e− 02 7.5964e− 02
31 165 7.0976e− 02 7.1091e− 02
32 186 6.6507e− 02 6.6820e− 02
...

...
...

...
59 6289 1.0633e− 02 1.0613e− 02
60 7105 1.0023e− 02 1.0001e− 02
61 8018 9.4224e− 03 9.4003e− 03

estimator, while the iterations do not reduce mainly caused by the use of the bisection refinement
method. To further improve the efficiency of the adaptive algorithm, we should develop a new
mesh adaption method which can control the mesh size.

3. High accuracy techniques based adaptive finite element method

Superconvergence techniques and mesh adaption are effective ways to obtain high-accuracy finite
element approximations. Superconvergence of finite element method is sensitive to the symmetry
structure of the mesh, and the existing superconvergence results usually require the mesh to sat-
isfy some strong conditions, such as uniform mesh, strongly regular mesh et al. Adaptive methods
are now widely used in numerical partial differential equations to achieve better accuracy with a
quasi-optimal degree of freedom. In mesh adaption, local bisection refinement would break the
symmetry structure of the mesh. These observations show that the superconvergence techniques
and local mesh adaption may be mutually exclusive. We aim to develop new adaptive technolo-
gies that can simultaneously leverage the advantages of superconvergence techniques and mesh
adaption. Based on high-quality mesh optimization methods, we combine finite element supercon-
vergence techniques with a tailored mesh adaption strategy to propose high-accuracy techniques
based adaptive finite element method. In the process of adaptive solving, mesh optimization gen-
erates high-quality mesh on which gradient recovery is superconvergent, which in turn gives the
recovery based a posterior error estimator asymptotically exact, and then guides the mesh adap-
tion efficiently. Furthermore, we introduce a tailored mesh adaptive strategy, based on which a
high-quality mesh with a target number of vertices can be generated, thus reducing the num-
ber of adaptive iteration steps. The compatibility of superconvergence gradient recovery, mesh
optimization, and local adaptive refinement ensures the efficiency of the adaptive solving process.

3.1. High-quality mesh generation technique. The accuracy of finite element approximation
depends on the sizes and shapes of the elements [18, 20]. In [18], superconvergence was found for
the linear finite element solution on a general two-dimensional domain due to the high quality of the
centroidal Voronoi Delaunay triangulation (CVDT) mesh. Several robust and efficient algorithms
have been developed for high-quality mesh generation and optimization [10, 15, 32, 24]. In this
work, we focus on centroidal Voronoi tessellation (CVT) based mesh generation and optimization
algorithm [14, 15], which can generate an unstructured mesh with many desirable features, such as
errors are equidistributed over the elements. The generating points of CVT are the mass centroids
of the corresponding Voronoi regions with respect to a given density function. The localized Lloyd
iteration method [32], which constructs CVT by iteratively moving generators to the mass centers
of Voronoi regions, effectively reduces the global distortion of element shape and sizing. The
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corresponding CVDT provides a high-quality unstructured mesh, on which the superconvergence
property of the finite element approximation is assured. If the superconvergence property of
the recovered gradient holds for meshes generated in the adaptive procedure, then the gradient
recovery based a posteriori error estimator is asymptotically exact. In the following, we present
two numerical examples to show the efficiency of the CVDT mesh generation algorithm, and the
high accuracy of finite element approximations on both uniform mesh and local adaptive refined
mesh based on CVDT.

Example 3.1. Consider the problem {−∆u = f in Ω,

u = g on ∂Ω,
(3.1)

where Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1]. The exact solution u is taken as

u(x, y) = cos(πx)cos(πy),

and f and g are determined by u.
We randomly generate 1089 points and obtain the initial mesh by the Delaunay algorithm, then

apply the CVDT mesh algorithm to improve the mesh quality. In each mesh optimization step,
we numerically solve equation (3.1) by linear finite element method and calculate the gradient
error ∥∇u−∇uh∥. The whole mesh optimization will perform 201 steps. Figure 4 plots the mesh
generated at the optimization steps 1, 2, 50 and the final step 201, which shows that the mesh quality
increases in the process of mesh optimization. Figure 5 reports the history of error ∥∇u−∇uh∥,
we see quite clearly ∥∇u − ∇uh∥ decreases as mesh quality improves, and the error decrease fast
in first few iteration steps. Therefore, in the practice calculation, one can use a small number of
optimization steps to generate high quality mesh for the finite element method.

Figure 4. Example 3.1, mesh generated in optimization steps 1, 2, 50 and 201.

Example 3.2. We carry out the adaptive finite element method with gradient recovery-based error
estimator to the problem presented in Example 2.1. The adaptive meshes and the history of the
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Figure 5. Example 3.1, history of error ∥∇u−∇uh∥.

numerical error and the gradient recovery type estimator are listed in Figure 6. The initial mesh
is generated by a CVDT algorithm with a constant density function, and in each adaptive step we
process the loop SOLVE → ESTIMATE → MARK → REFINE → OPTIMIZATION.
The first four steps are the same in Algorithm 1, and in the additional step OPTIMIZATION,
we apply the CVDT algorithm to optimize the mesh with the density function ρh, which is a
piecewise linear function generated from the error estimator. For example, the second mesh shown
in Figure 6 is a locally refined mesh from the initial mesh, and the third mesh is obtained after
step OPTIMIZATION, which takes the second mesh as its input. From the error profile, we
can find that: i) the error estimator is asymptotically exact; ii) on the adaptive mesh, the finite
element approximations on the CVDT mesh are much more accurate than its on the mesh obtained
by the newest-vertex bisection refinement.

3.2. Adaptive finite element algorithm. Based on the observation shown in Examples 2.1 and
2.2, one should use the asymptotical exact error estimator and as few adaptive iteration steps as
possible to develop an efficient AFEM. In the following, we propose a new AFEM, which inte-
grates the finite element high accuracy techniques including the superconvergence and recovery
techniques, mesh generation, and optimization in the adaptive procedure. The CVDT mesh op-
timization is embedded in the mesh adaption to provide high-quality mesh, and then assure the
superconvergence property of the recovered gradient and the asymptotical exactness of the error
estimator. A tailored adaptive strategy, which could generate high-quality mesh with a target
number of vertices, is developed to further improve the efficiency of the adaptive algorithm.

In the CVDT based mesh optimization, one should determine a density function. Following [23,
Sec. 4.1], given the error indicators {ηh,T}T∈Th , we define the piecewise linear (with respect to Th)
density function ρh on Ω such that for any vertex zi of Th

ρh(zi) =
1

card(ωi)

∑
T∈ωi

η2h,T
h4
T

, (3.2)

where ωi := {T ∈ Th|zi ∈ T̄}.
Given a tolerance TOL, we expect the adaptive algorithm to be terminated in less than 7 steps.

To achieve this, it is necessary to determine the rate of error reduction in the adaptive procedure.
Assume that the error estimator satisfies ηh ≈ cN−p, where the two parameters c and p reflect
the rate of error changes with increasing degrees of freedom N . We first try five adaptive steps to

generate the data {(η(i)h , Ni)}4i=0, and obtain the parameters c and p by least square fitting. Then
we determine the number of mesh vertices needed to satisfy cN−p ≤ TOL and generate the mesh
by employing the CVDT method with the density function ρh defined by (3.2). At last, one more
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Figure 6. Example 3.2, initial and adaptive meshes, history of gradient error ∥∇u−
∇uh∥ and error estimator ηrec.

adaptive step may be implemented to assure the accuracy of the algorithm. We now summarize
our adaptive algorithm in Algorithm 2.

4. Numerical results

This section reports three numerical experiments that exhibit a variety of types of singularities
to verify the efficiency and robustness of the proposed adaptive algorithm.
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Algorithm 2: High accuracy techniques based adaptive finite element algorithm.

Input: Domain Ω, right hand side function f , coefficient matrix A, tolerance TOL,
number of initial mesh vertices N0

Output: Sequence of mesh {T (k)
h } and finite element approximations {u(k)

h }
1 Set k = 0 and density function ρ(k) = 1;

2 Generate initial mesh T (k)
h with Nk vertices by Lloyd method with density function ρ(k) ;

3 Solve the equation (2.4) on mesh T (k)
h to get solution u

(k)
h ;

4 Calculate local error indicator {η(k)h,T}T∈T (k)
h

and global error estimator η
(k)
h ;

5 if η
(k)
h ≤ TOL then

6 Terminate ;

7 for k := 1 to 6 do
8 if k == 5 then
9 Calculate the parameters (c, p) in η = cN−p by least square fitting with data

{(η(i)h , Ni)}4i=1 ;

10 Determine N =
⌈

p
√

c/TOL
⌉
;

11 Set iteRO = max
{⌈

log2

(
N

Nk−1

)⌉
, 1
}
;

12 else
13 Set iteRO = 1 ;

14 Construct the density function ρ(k) by (3.2) ;
15 for i := 1 to iteRO do

16 Determine {ρ(mi)}
N

(k)
E

i=1 and sort them in decreasing order, where mi denotes the
midpoint of edge Ei ;

17 Add {mi}nθ
i=1 into the mesh T (k)

h , where

nθ = max

n|
n∑

i=1

ρ(mi) ≤
1

2

N
(k)
E∑

i=1

ρ(mi)


and generate the intermediate refined mesh T̃ (k)

h ;

18 Optimize T̃ (k)
h to obtain T (k)

h with Nk vertices by CfCVDT Algorithm proposed in

[23, ALGORITHM 2] with density function ρ(k) ;

19 Solve the equation (2.4) on mesh T (k)
h to get solution u

(k)
h ;

20 Calculate local error indicator {η(k)h,T}T∈T (k)
h

and global error estimator η
(k)
h ;

21 if η
(k)
h ≤ TOL or k == 6 then

22 Terminate ;

Example 4.1. [Corner singularity problem] We apply Algorithm 2 with TOL = 0.01 to the L-
shape domain problem reported in Example 2.1. The initial mesh is shown in Figure 7 (a), and the
corresponding adaptive meshes are shown in Figure 8. It shows that the error indicator successfully
guides the mesh refinement near the reentrant corner (0, 0), and all the meshes generated in the
adaptive procedure are of high quality. From Figure 7 (c), we can see that the error and the
estimator achieve the optimal convergence, and the estimator is asymptotically exact. We list the
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data of mesh vertices, error ∥∇u − ∇uh∥, and the recovery type error estimator ηrec in Table 3.
Compared to the data listed in Table 1 of Algorithm 1 with the residual type estimator, Algorithm
2 requires only 7 iterations and stops at the mesh with 5671 vertices, thus saving significantly on
computation cost.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 7. Example 4.1, (a) initial mesh; (b) numerical solution; (c) history of the
error and estimator.

Figure 8. Example 4.1, adaptive meshes.

Example 4.2 (Inner layer problem). Let Ω = [0, 1]2, we consider the Poisson equation with
Dirichlet boundary condition given by a smooth solution

u = atan(S(
√

(x− 1.25)2 + (y + 0.25)2 − π/3)),

where S = 60 reflects the steepness of the inner slope and the source term f is obtained from u.
Apply Algorithm 2 with TOL = 0.5 and an initial uniform CVDT mesh with 76 vertices. Figure

9 displays the initial mesh, numerical solution, and convergence history of error and estimator,
respectively. Figure 9 (c) demonstrates the decays of error ∥∇u − ∇uh∥ and error estimator
ηrec are optimal, the rates are approximate O(N−0.65), and the recovery type error estimator is
asymptotically exact. The adaptive meshes shown in Figure 10 demonstrate the capability of the
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Table 3. Example 4.1, data of the mesh vertices, error and recovery type error estimator.

k N ||∇u−∇uh|| ηrec
1 216 1.1053e-01 1.2012e-01
2 275 6.8665e-02 7.3026e-02
3 402 4.9057e-02 4.9062e-02
4 705 3.2947e-02 3.3949e-02
5 1326 2.2869e-02 2.3215e-02
6 2702 1.5404e-02 1.5467e-02
7 5671 1.0601e-02 1.0629e-02

error estimator to track the high gradient domain. We can see that the mesh refinement arises
along with the inner layer which indicates that the singularities are perfectly captured by the adaptive
algorithm. Table 3 lists the data of mesh vertices, error ∥∇u −∇uh∥ and the recovery type error
estimator ηrec. We can see that: i) Algorithm 2 requires only 7 iterations and stopped at the mesh
with 14960 vertices, ii) the error estimator is asymptotically exact, iii) the vertices of mesh at the
adaptive steps 5 and 6 are 904 and 8593, respectively, this shows that our new Algorithm 2 can
generate a mesh with target number of vertices at once.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 9. Example 4.2, (a) initial mesh; (b) numerical solution; (c) history of the
error and estimator.

Table 4. Example 4.2, data of the mesh vertices, error and recovery type error estimator.

k N ||∇u−∇uh|| ηrec
1 76 2.3688e+01 1.2216e+01
2 145 1.0542e+01 5.9498e+00
3 278 4.9312e+00 4.1612e+00
4 500 3.1838e+00 3.2206e+00
5 904 1.9760e+00 2.1153e+00
6 8593 5.2594e-01 5.3796e-01
7 14960 3.1564e-01 3.1983e-01

Example 4.3 (Peak problem). Let Ω = [−1, 1]2, we consider the problem{−∇ · (A∇u) = f in Ω,

u = g on ∂Ω,
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Figure 10. Example 4.2, adaptive meshes.

with continuous diffusion coefficient A = 10 cos y. The exact solution is

u =
1

(x+ 0.5)2 + (y − 0.5)2 + 0.01
− 1

(x− 0.5)2 + (y + 0.5)2 + 0.01
,

where f and g if obtained from u.
The exact solution u is a smooth function that achieves its maximum value 99101

201
at the point

(−0.5, 0.5) and its minimum value −99101
201

at (0.5,−0.5), but decays quickly away from its extrema
and thus has large gradients near these two points. Noting that the equation contains the coefficients
A, we modify the error estimator accordingly as

η2T,rec = ∥A1/2(G(∇uh)−∇uh)∥0,T , ηrec = ∥A1/2(G(∇uh)−∇uh)∥.

We start with an initial uniform CVDT mesh with 280 vertices and TOL = 20. Figure 11 plots
the initial mesh, numerical solution, and the errors, respectively, we can see that the error and
the estimator arrive at the optimal convergence rate, and the estimator is asymptotically exact.
Toward the two peaks at (−0.5, 0.5) and (0.5,−0.5), adaptive refined meshes are shown in Figure
12. We see clearly that the meshes generated by the adaptive algorithm are all of high quality. We
list the data of mesh vertices and errors in Table 5. The adaptive process is terminated in 7 steps.
Both the errors and the mesh refinement demonstrate that the adaptive algorithm leads to a very
effective convergence procedure.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 11. Example 4.3, (a) initial mesh; (b) numerical solution; (c) history of the
error and estimator.

Figure 12. Example 4.3, adaptive meshes.

Table 5. Example 4.3, data of the mesh vertices, error and recovery type error estimator.

k N ||A 1
2 (∇u−∇uh)|| ηrec

1 280 2.3968e+02 3.7703e+02
2 407 1.6718e+02 1.8260e+02
3 645 8.8735e+01 9.3325e+01
4 1238 5.5050e+01 5.5968e+01
5 2641 3.5545e+01 3.5720e+01
6 5884 2.3469e+01 2.3490e+01
7 13537 1.5585e+01 1.5576e+01
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