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A SIMPLE WEAK GALERKIN FINITE ELEMENT METHOD FOR A
CLASS OF FOURTH-ORDER PROBLEMS IN FLUORESCENCE
TOMOGRAPHY
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Abstract. In this paper, we propose a simple numerical algorithm based on the weak Galerkin
(WGQ) finite element method for a class of fourth-order problems in fluorescence tomography (FT),
eliminating the need for stabilizer terms required in traditional WG methods. FT is an emerging, non-
invasive 3D imaging technique that reconstructs images of fluorophore-tagged molecule distributions
in vivo. By leveraging bubble functions as a key analytical tool, our method extends to both convex
and non-convex elements in finite element partitions, representing a significant advancement over
existing stabilizer-free WG methods. It overcomes the restrictive conditions of previous approaches,
offering substantial advantages. The proposed method preserves a simple, symmetric, and positive
definite structure. These advantages are confirmed by optimal-order error estimates in a discrete H?2
norm, demonstrating the effectiveness and accuracy of our approach. Numerical experiments further
validate the efficiency and precision of the proposed method.
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1. Introduction. This paper focuses on the development of numerical methods
for a class of fourth-order problems with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions.
The model problem seeks an unknown function u = u(x) satisfying

(=V - (kV) + p)*u=f, inQ,
(1.1) u=2¢&, on 9,

kVu-n=v, on 0f,

where () is an open, bounded domain in R? (d = 2,3) with a Lipschitz continuous
boundary 0f). Here, n denotes the unit outward normal to 02, k is a symmetric and
positive definite matrix-valued function, and p is a nonnegative real-valued function.
The functions f, &, and v are given in the domain or on its boundary, as appropriate.

For convenience, we denote the second-order elliptic operator V - (kV) by E. To
simplify the analysis, and without loss of generality, we assume that k is piecewise
constant matrix and p is a piecewise constant function.

The fourth order model problem (L)) is derived from fluorescence tomography

(FT) [7,9] 18, 12} 25| 33} B4], [54], an advanced noninvasive 3D imaging technique used
for in vivo applications. Unlike traditional imaging methods that rely on X-rays or
strong magnetic fields, F'T utilizes highly specific fluorescent probes and non-ionizing
near-infrared radiation [I0], reducing potential health risks. The primary objective
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of FT is to reconstruct the spatial distribution of fluorophores, which are bound to
target molecules, based on boundary measurements. Given its capability to provide
molecular-level imaging, FT has emerged as a valuable tool for early cancer detection
and drug monitoring [I} 111 [35].

We define the function space
H2(Q) = {v:ve HY(Q),xsVv € H(div;Q)},
equipped with the norm

1
[vlle2 = (0] + 1V - (xV0)]*)2.

A variational formulation for the fourth-order model problem (III) secks a func-
tion u € H2() satisfying the boundary conditions u|pq = &, KVu - n|pq = v, such
that

(1.2) (Eu, Ev) + 2u(kVu, Vo) + 12 (u,v) = (f,v), Yv eV,

where (-,-) denotes the standard inner product in L?(£2). The test space V is given
by

V= {’U S HE(Q) : v|aQ =0,xkVv- n|,99 = 0}.
Here, n represents the outward unit normal to the boundary of 2.

The weak Galerkin (WGQ) finite element method represents a significant advance-
ment in numerical techniques for solving partial differential equations (PDEs). It re-
constructs or approximates differential operators in a manner analogous to the theory
of distributions for piecewise polynomials. Unlike traditional finite element meth-
ods, WG relaxes the usual regularity requirements on approximating functions by
incorporating carefully designed stabilizers. Extensive research has demonstrated the
effectiveness of WG across a variety of model PDEs, as evidenced by a comprehensive
set of references [14) [15] 46, 50, 16}, (17, 18 19} 48], 51, [5l [45] 23] 13 29, 53}, 40} [44], 4T
42, [43] [47, [49], underscoring its potential as a powerful tool in scientific computing.

A key distinguishing feature of WG methods is their reliance on weak derivatives
and weak continuities to construct numerical schemes based on the weak formula-
tion of PDEs. This structural flexibility enhances their applicability across a broad
spectrum of PDEs, ensuring both stability and accuracy in numerical approximations.

An important advancement within the WG framework is the Primal-Dual Weak
Galerkin (PDWG) method, which addresses challenges that conventional numerical
techniques often encounter |20} 2T, 21 3] [4] 22| B0, BT 521 [6, 36, 37, 32} 38, [39]. PDWG
formulates numerical solutions as constrained minimizations of functionals, where the
constraints capture the weak formulation of PDEs through weak derivatives. This
leads to an Euler-Lagrange equation that integrates both the primal variable and a
dual variable (Lagrange multiplier), resulting in a symmetric numerical scheme.

The variational formulation in (I2)) differs significantly from the standard bihar-
monic equation. First, conventional H?-conforming finite elements designed for the
biharmonic problem are not necessarily H2-conforming and therefore cannot be di-
rectly applied to (L2]). Additionally, widely used nonconforming elements, such as the
Morley element [26], typically rely on formulations involving the full Hessian. Since it
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is unclear whether (I2)) can be reformulated to align with such elements, their direct
applicability remains uncertain. In fact, we suspect that these elements may not be
suitable for this problem.

This paper introduces a simplified weak Galerkin (WG) finite element formulation
that eliminates the need for stabilizers required in [53], significantly streamlining both
the numerical scheme and its implementation. Furthermore, our approach extends
the applicability of WG methods to both convex and non-convex polytopal meshes,
whereas existing methods have been limited to convex cases. A key analytical tool
enabling these advancements is the use of bubble functions. Our method preserves
the size and global sparsity of the stiffness matrix, reducing programming complex-
ity compared to traditional stabilizer-dependent WG methods. Theoretical analysis
establishes that our WG approximations achieve optimal error estimates in the dis-
crete H? norm. By introducing a stabilizer-free WG method that maintains accuracy
while improving computational efficiency, this paper makes a significant contribution
to the development of finite element methods for a class of fourth-order problems on
non-convex polytopal meshes.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 provides a concise review of weak
differential operators and their discrete counterparts. In Section 3, we introduce a
simple weak Galerkin algorithm for the fourth-order model problem (I.T]), formulated
based on the variational approach in (L2). Section 4 presents local L? projection
operators and establishes key approximation properties essential for the convergence
analysis. Section 5 is dedicated to deriving the error equation for the WG finite
element solution. In Section 6, we prove an optimal-order error estimate for the
WG finite element approximation in an H?-equivalent discrete norm. Finally, Section
7 provides numerical results that validate the theoretical findings presented in the
preceding sections.

2. Weak Differential Operators and Their Discrete Counterparts. In
this section, we briefly review the definitions of the weak second-order elliptic operator
E [53] and the weak gradient operator [49], along with their discrete formulations.

Let 75 be a partition of the domain  into polygons in 2D or polyhedra in 3D.
We assume that Ty, satisfies the shape regularity condition as defined in [49]. Denote
by &, the set of all edges (in 2D) or flat faces (in 3D) within 73, and let £) = &, \ 9Q
represent the set of all interior edges or faces. A weak function on an element T' € 7T}, is
defined as a triplet v = {vg, vy, vy}, where vg € L?(T') represents the function’s value
in the interior of T, v, € L?(OT) represents the function’s value on the boundary of
T, and v, € L*(9T) approximates the normal flux kKVv-n on T, with n denoting the
outward unit normal. On each interior edge or face e € 82, shared by two elements
T1, and Tg, the function vy has two values: vé, as seen from element T, and vf, as
seen from element Tr which satisfy the condition ’Ué + Uf =0.

The space of all weak functions on T is given by
W(T) = {v = {vo,vp,v4} : vo € L*(T), vy € L*(0T),v, € L*(0T)}.
DEFINITION 2.1. [53] For anyv € W(T), the weak second-order elliptic operator,

denoted as E,v, is defined as a linear functional in the dual space of H*(T). Its action
on each ¢ € H*(T) is given by

(2.1) (Ewv, @)1 = (vo, Ep)r — (b, V@ - m)ar + (vg, p)or-



For any non-negative integer r > 0, let P.(T") denote the space of polynomials on
T with a degree at most r. The discrete weak second-order elliptic operator, denoted
by Ey r 1, is defined as the unique polynomial E,, . v € P,.(T) satisfying

(22) (Bwv, o) = (vo, E)r — (06, KV - M)ar + (vg, 0)or, Ve € Pp(T).
Using integration by parts, this can be rewritten as

(2.3) (Ewv,9)r = (Evo, @)1+ (vo—vp, KV@-N) o1 — (kN v =0y, p)ar, Ve € P.(T).

DEFINITION 2.2. [79] The weak gradient operator for any v € W(T), denoted as
Vwv, is defined as a linear vector functional in the dual space of [HY(T)|?. Its action
on each v € [HY(T)]¢ is given by

(24) (va, ’l,b)T = —(’Uo, V- ’l,b)T + <’Ub,’l/) . n>aT.

The discrete weak gradient operator, denoted by V,, 7, is defined as the unique
vector polynomial V,, ,rv € [P.(T)]¢ satisfying

(25) (vwvu 'l,b)T = _(U07 A 'l,b)T + <’Ub7,l/) : n>8T7 V’l,b € [PT(T)]d
Using integration by parts, this can be reformulated as
(2.6) (Vawv, )7 = (Vvo, )7 — (vo — w5, % -mar, Ve € [Po(T))7.

3. Stabilizer-Free Weak Galerkin Methods. For any given integer k£ > 1,
let Wy (T) denote the local discrete weak function space defined as

(3.1)  Wi(T) = {v={vo,vp,vg} : vo € P(T), vy € Pi(€),vg € Pi1(e),e C IT}.

By assembling W (T') over all the elements T' € T}, and enforcing continuity across
the interior edges &7, we define the global weak finite element space V}, as

Vi, = {U = {wo, v, 04} : {v0, b, v4}T € Wi(T),VT € E}

Furthermore, we define the subspace V;? consisting of functions with vanishing
traces,

V2 = {v = {vo, v, 05} € Vi, 0]e = 0,04]e = 0,e C IT NIN}.

Denote by E, ., and V,, , the discrete weak second-order elliptic operator and
the discrete weak gradient operator, respectively, which are computed on each element
T for k > 1 using equations (Z2)) and (Z.3)). Specifically, for v € V},, we have

(Ew,r1U)|T = Ew,n,T(UlT)a (Vw,rzv)|T = vw,rz,T(UlT)-

For simplicity, we omit the subscripts r; and r2 in E,, ,, and V.

For each element T, let Qo be the L? projection onto Py (T), and for each edge or
face e C T, let Qp and Q4 be the L? projections onto Py(e) and Pj,_1(e), respectively.
Given u € H?(Q), we define a projection onto the weak finite element space Vj, by

Qnru = {Qou, Qvu, Qg(kVu - n)}.



We now present the stabilizer-free weak Galerkin finite element scheme for the
fourth-order model problem (1), based on the variational formulation (L2).

WEAK GALERKIN ALGORITHM 1. Find up = {ug,up,ug} € Vi satisfying the
boundary conditions up = Qv and ug = Qv on 0N, such that

(32) > (Buwun, Buv)r+2u(kVwun, Vuo)r+ 4 (uo, vo)r = Y (f,v0)r, Vv € V.
TeTh TeTh

For any v € V3, define an energy norm ||v|| by

(3.3) Ioll* = > (Buwv, Ewv)r + 205V 00, Vio)1 + 12 (vo, v0)7-
T€7-h

Additionally, we define the discrete H? semi-norm as

[vl3,, = > (Bvo, Evo)r + 2u(kVvo, Vvo)r + 11 (vo, vo) 7
(34) TEThH

-1 -3
+ hy (kVug -n —ug, kVug - n — vg)or + hp (ug — up, Vg — Vp)HT-

For any element T € T;, and any function ¢ € H(T), the trace inequality (see
[49]) asserts that

(3.5) lell3r < C(hztllelF + hrllVel7).

Moreover, if ¢ is a polynomial on T, then we have from the inverse inequality (see
also [49]) that

(3.6) lell2 < Chztllell7

Here e is an edge or flat face on the boundary of T'.

LEMMA 3.1. For v = {vg,vp,vg} € V},, there exists a constant C' such that
[Evollr < Cl|EwvllT.
Proof. Let T € T, be a polytopal element with N edges or faces, denoted by

e1, - ,en. Note that T may be non-convex. For each edge/face e;, we define a linear
function [;(x) satisfying I;(z) = 0 on e; as follows:

ll(fb) = %R -1,

where A is a given point on ¢;, X is any point on e;, n; is the unit normal to e;, and
hr represents the size of T

The bubble function associated with T is defined as
Op =12 (x)3(x)---13(z) € Pon(T).

It is straightforward to verify that 5 = 0 on 97". Moreover, ®p can be normalized
so that ®5(M) = 1 where M denotes the barycenter of 7. Additionally, there exists
a sub-domain T' C T where ®5 > pg for some constant pg > 0.



For v = {vg, vy, v} € V4, setting r = 2N +k—2 and choosing ¢ = ®gEvy € P.(T)
in ([2.3)) leads to

(Ewv, ®pEvy)r
(3.7) =(Evg,2pEvo)r + (vo — v, kV(PBEV)) - n)or — (kVvo - 1 — vy, g Evo)ar
=(Evy, ®pEvo)r,
where the boundary condition ®5 = 0 on 97 is used.

Using the domain inverse inequality [49], there exists a constant C' such that

(38) (Evo, ‘I)BE’U())T Z O(E’Uo, Evo)T.

Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality together with [B7)—(B.38]), we obtain
(E’U(),E’UQ)T S C(Ew’l),(I)BE’Uo)T S C”EwU”T”(I)BEUO”T S C”EwU”T”E'UOHT-
Thus, we conclude

[Evollr < Cl[Ewvllr.

This completes the proof. O

REMARK 3.1. When the polytopal element T is convex, the bubble function in-
troduced in Lemma 31 can be simplified to

(I)B = ll(l')lz(l') cee lN(LL')

This function satisfies the following properties: (1) @ =0 on IT, (2) there exists a
subregion T C T where ®p > pg for some constant pg > 0.

Using this simplified bubble function, Lemma [31] can be established through the
same reasoning as before, with the parameter choice r = N + k — 2.

LEMMA 3.2. [27] For any function v = {vg, vp,vg} € Vi, there exists a constant
C such that

[Voollr < Cl[Vuwvllr.

To define an edge/face-based bubble function, we introduce
Pe, = izt Nizkll (2).

This function satisfies: (1) ¢, = 0 on every edge/face e; for i # k, (2) there exists a
subset éj, C e, such that ¢, > p; for some constant p; > 0. Now, let

© = (Vb — v0) kPey, -

Then, it follows that ¢ = 0 on all edges/faces e; for i = 1,--- /N, and Vo = 0
on e; for i # k. Moreover, the gradient takes the form Vo = (vg — vp)(Vig)@e, =

O(MC) on ey, for some vector constant C.
hr

LEMMA 3.3. For {vo,vp, v} € Vi, let o = (vy — v0)lkpe, - Then, the inequality

(3.9) ||g0||2T < ChT/ (vp — v0)?ds.

€k



holds.

Proof. To extend vy, originally defined on the (d — 1)-dimensional edge/face ey,
to the entire d-dimensional element T', we use the extension

vp(X) = vp(Proje, (X)),

where X is an arbitrary point in T, Proje, (X) represents the orthogonal projection
of X onto the hyperplane H C R¢ containing ey. If Proj., (X) lies outside ey, then
vy (Proje, (X)) is defined as the natural extension of vy, from ey to H.

We assert that v, remains a polynomial defined on the element T following the
extension.

Consider the hyperplane H that contains the edge/face e, which is determined
by d — 1 linearly independent vectors 81, - , 84—1 originating from a point A on ey.
Any point P on e can be parametrized as

P(ty, - ta1) = A+t + - +ta—18a-1,
where tq,--- ,t4—1 are parameters.

Since vp(P(t1, - ,tq—1)) is a polynomial of degree p defined on ey, it can be
expressed as

'Ub(P(tl, e atdfl)) - Z Cata;
la|<p
where t* =t - tjﬂ’ll and a = (aq,- -+ ,g—1) is a multi-index.

For any point X in the element T, the projection of X onto the hyperplane H
is the point in H that minimizes the distance to X. This projection, denoted as
Proje, (X), is an affine transformation given by

d—1
Proje, (X) = A+ t:(X)B;,
i=1
where A is the origin point on ey, and ¢;(X) are the projection coefficients determined
by solving the orthogonality condition
(X — Proje, (X)) -B; =0, Vi=1,---,d—1.

This yields a system of linear equations in ¢1(X), - - -, t4—1(X), which can be explicitly
solved, ensuring that

t;(X) is a linear function of X.
Consequently, the projection Proje, (X) is an affine linear function of X.
To extend vy from ey to the entire element T, we define
vp(X) = vp(Proje, (X)) = > cat(X)?,
la|<p

where t(X)® = ¢1(X)* -+ -tg_1(X)*-1. Since each t;(X) is a linear function of X,
it follows that t(X)® is a polynomial in X = (x1,---,24), thereby confirming that
vp(X) remains a polynomial in d-dimensional coordinates.



Similarly, let v4,qc. denote the trace of vy on ex. We extend vyyqce to T using the
formula

Vtrace (X) = Utrace (PTOjek (X))a

For any X in T, if Proj., (X) does not lie on ey, then virqee(Proje, (X)) is defined
as the extension of viqce from e to the hyperplane H. By a reasoning analogous to
that for vy, it follows that viqc. remains a polynomial after this extension.

Define ¢ = (vp — v9)l@e, - Then,

Il = [ tar <cni [ (epar
T T
SCh%/T(V((Ub - Utrace)(X)lkwek))2dT

smﬁ/«%—wm%mwaxmwm%mw

€k

SC’hT/ (vp — vo)?ds,

€k

where we applied Poincare inequality since ¢ = 0 on eache; fori=1,--- N, Vo =10
on each e; for i # k, Vo = (vg —vp)(Vig)pe, = O(%C) on ey, for some vector

constant C, along with the properties of the projection.

This completes the proof of the lemma.

LEMMA 3.4. For any {vo,vp,v4} € Vi, define ¢ = (kVvg - n— vg)pe,. The
following inequality holds:

(3.10) loll% < ChT/ (kVvg - n — vy)?ds.

€k

Proof. We begin by extending vy, originally defined on the (d — 1)-dimensional
edge/face ey, to the entire d-dimensional polytopal element T" using the formula:

vg(X) = vg(Proje, (X)),

where X is any point in 7', and Proje, (X) denotes the orthogonal projection of the
point X onto the hyperplane H containing eg. If Proje, (X) does not lie on ey, we
define v, (Proje, (X)) as the extension of v, from ey to H.

We assert that after this extension, vy remains a polynomial on T, which follows
from the same reasoning as in Lemma 3.3

Next, let v4rqce be the trace of vg on er. We extend vypqce to T' using the formula:

Vtrace (X) = VUtrace (PTOjek (X)) .

Again, if Proj., (X) is not on eg, we define vipgee(Proje, (X)) as the extension of
Ugrace from eg to H. It follows from Lemma B3 that v4;.qce remains a polynomial after
this extension.



Now, setting ¢ = (kVug - 1 — vg)@e, , We obtain:
Il = [ 4T = [ (90 m = 0) ()0 T

§ChT/ ((EVVirace - 1 — vg)(PToje, (X))gpek)sz
ek

§ChT/ (kVvg -n — vg)zds,

€k

where we used the facts that (1) ¢., = 0 on each edge/face e; for i # k, (2) there
exists a subdomain €, C e, where ¢., > p; for some constant p; > 0, and applied
the properties of the projection.

This completes the proof. O

LEMMA 3.5. There exist two positive constants, C1 and Cs, such that for every
v = {vg, 0,04} € Vi, the following norm equivalence holds:

(3.11) Cillvllzn < loll < Callvll2,n-

Proof. We begin by recalling that the edge/face-based bubble function is given
by
e, = izt Nizkl (7).
First, we extend the function vy, originally defined on the edge/face eg, to the
entire element 7. Similarly, let v4.4c. denote the trace of vy on ex; we extend virqee

to T as well. For notational convenience, these extensions are still denoted by v, and
vg. (Details of these extensions appear in Lemma [33]) By substituting

© = (vp — v0) ke,

into equation (Z3]), we obtain

(Bwv, )1
:(EU07 SD)T + <’UQ — Up, KJVSO . n>8T - <"<‘./V’U0 ‘N — Vg, g0>6T
(3.12) =(Evo, )1 + / vy — vol*K(Vik) e, - nds
€k

=(Evo, o)1 + C’h;l / vy — v0|2ligaekds,
ek

where we have used that ¢ = 0 on each edge/face e; for i = 1,--- | N, that Vo =0
on each edge/face e; with ¢ # k and that on ey, the gradient satisfies

X/ ) v, v
;}1 C a COIlStanl VeC‘Or

Recall additionally that: (1) ¢, = 0 on every edge/face e; for i # k, (2) there
exists a subdomain éj, C ey such that ¢., > p; for some constant p; > 0. By invoking
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the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and a domain inverse inequality (see [49]), together
with (B12) and the result of Lemma B3] we deduce

/ lvy, — vo|?ds SC/ vy, — vo|* ke, ds
ek €k
SChr([[Ewvllr + [[Evollz) @l

3 1
<CRA(|Buvllr + | Evalle) | o = uoPds)*,
ek
which, in conjunction with Lemma [3.]] implies that

(3.13) hEB/ oy — vo[*ds < C(| Bwoll7 + [ Evoll7) < Ol Ewvll7-
ek

Next, we extend vy from ey, to T'; for simplicity, the extension is still denoted by
vy (see Lemma [B.4] for details). Letting ¢ = (kVvg - 1 — vg)pe, in 2.3) yields
(vau SD)T
=(Evo, o)1 + (vo — v, kV¢ - m)or — (Vg - 1 — vg, p)aT
~(Bvo, )z + (10— 00,5V mlor — [ (xFun = 0,0, ds
e

where we have used that ., = 0 on every edge/face e; with i # k, and the fact
that there exists a subdomain €, C e for which ., > p1 > 0. By applying the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the domain inverse inequality (see [49]), the inverse in-
equality, and the trace inequality (B:6), together with BI3) and Lemma [34] we
obtain

/ (kVvo - n —v,)?%ds

ek
§C/ (kVo - 0 — vy)% @, ds
e
<C([|Ewollr + |Evoliz) ¢l + Cllvo = vpllor[|#Ve - nl|or

<Chi(||Ewvllr + IIEvollT)(/ (KVvo - 1 — v)*ds)*

ek
3 _1 1 L
+ ORE| Byvllhy? h;lh%(/ (kVo - 1 — v,)2ds)}.
e
This, together with Lemma [3.I] gives
(3.14) h%l/ (kYo - 11— vg)ds < C(||Ewvll7 + || Bvoll7) < CllEwv]|7
e

By combining Lemmas BIH3.2 with estimates (313) and ([B.I4), and by employing
the norm definitions (33) and (B4, we deduce that

Cillvllz,n < Jlvl-

For the reverse inequality, we apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the inverse in-
equality, and the trace inequality [B.6]) to [Z3]) to obtain

|(Buv, 02| < Ewolizlielle + 1w = vollor |69 - nllor + V00 - 1 = vyllorellor

_3 1
<l Buwollzllellr + by los — vollorllellr + hy? [|8Vv0 - 10— vg a7 || o]l
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This implies that
[Bwoll7 < C(|Bvoll7 + hz*llos — voll3r + hz' IkVvo - 0 — vg37),
which, combined with Lemma 3.2 gives

lloll < Call]

2,h-

The two inequalities together establish the desired norm equivalence, thereby
completing the proof. O

THEOREM 3.6. The WG Algorithm [3.2 admits a unique solution.

Proof. Suppose ug) € V and uf) € V; are two distinct solutions of the WG
Algorithm Define their difference as 7, = ugll) — uf). Then, ny, € V) satisfies

Z (Ewnha va)T + 2H(Kvwnh; vwv)T + ,U2(7707 UO)T - 07 Yv € V}?
T€7-h

Choosing v = 7, in the above equation yields ||n]| = 0. By the norm equivalence
BI1), we obtain ||np]|2,n = 0, which implies that on each element T,

ETIO =0, V770 =0, Mo = 0,

along with the conditions 19 = ny and KVny - n = n, on 0T. Consequently, o must
be a constant within each element 7', which, together with the fact that 19 = n, on
each OT', indicates that 7y is a constant across the entire domain ). Furthermore,
since g = np on T and np|arnan = 0, we conclude that 19 = 0 in Q. This, together
with 19 = m, on 9T, implies 7, = 0 in €. Similarly, using the boundary condition
KV -n =14 on each 0T and ng|arnan = 0, we deduce that g = 0 in 2. Therefore,

7np = 0 in €, which implies ug) = uff).

This establishes the uniqueness of the solution, completing the proof. O
4. Technical Results. This section aims to establish essential technical results

related to L? projections, which play a crucial role in the error analysis of the WG
method.

For each element T € Ty, let Q™ and Q" be the L? projection operators onto
the finite element spaces consisting of piecewise polynomials of degree at most r; and
r9, Tespectively.

LEMMA 4.1. The following properties hold:
(4.1) E,v = Q™ (Ev), Vv € HA(T),

(4.2) Vv = Q"(Vv), Vv e HY(T).

Proof. For any u € H?(T), applying equation (23] yields

(vaa @)T
=(Ev,¢)r + (vlr — vlor, kV¢ - n)or — (kVv|7 - n — (Vv - 0)|oT, ©)oT
:(EU7 SO)T = (QTlEvv SD)Tu
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for all ¢ € P (T).
Similarly, for any u € H!(T'), using equation (2.6]), we obtain

(Vwv,¥)r = (Vu,¥)r — (v|r — vlor, ¥ -n)ar = (Vv,¥)r = (Q"™Vv,9)r

for all ¥ € [P, (T)].
This completes the proof of this lemma. O

LEMMA 4.2. [53, [79] Let Ty, be a finite element partition of Q0 satisfying the
shape reqularity assumption as defined in [{9]. Then, for any 0 < s<2,0<m <k,
1<n<ry, and0 < g < ry, there exists a constant C' such that the following estimates
hold:

(4.3) > b llu = Qoull2r < CRP w2,
T€7-h
(4.4) > b Bu— QM Eul r < CRP" D ju|7 4,
TeThH
(4.5) D hE Ve = Qm (kVu) |3 < Ch*lulf-
TeThH

LEMMA 4.3. [53] Let 0 < m < k, 1 <n <7, 0 < q <, and u €
H™2x{n+1L4 Q). There exists a constant C' such that the following estimates hold
true:

1
(4.6) (Y nellBu—- Q@ (B)l3r)” < Ch" fullusa,
TeTh

@) (X WKV (Bu— Q" (Bw) - mlldr) " < CA T (fullnes + hdy ofullo)
TEThH

1

(48) (X i IsV(Qow) - n— Qu(sVu- m)l3r) " < CHH fulia,
TETh

1

(4.9) (3 retllQou— Quul3r)” < CR™fullmsr,
TEThH
(4.10) (3 BIeVu— Q@ (5Vuw) - nll3r ) * < CRIH ullga.
T€7-h

Here 6; ; is the usual Kronecker’s delta with value 1 when i = j and value O otherwise.
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Proof. To prove ([f0), by the trace inequality (3.3 and the estimate [@4]), we get
> hrl|Bu— Q" (Bu)3y

TeTh
<C ) 1Bu— Q" (B} + hil|Bu— Q" (Bw)| 1
TeTh
SCh2n72HuH2

n+1-*
As to (@), by the trace inequality ([BH) and the estimate ([@4]), we obtain

> hElsV(Bu — Q™ (Eu)) - 0|3y
TeTh

<C Y h7|V(Bu— Q™ (Ew)|F + hil|V(Bu — Q™ (Eu))HiT)
TeThH
<Ch*" 72 ([lull741 + h?0r ollulF)-

As to ([@8]), by the trace inequality ([B.5) and the estimate ([@3]), we have

7 bt 5V(Qou) -0 — Qq(kVu - )3,

TeTh

< Z hit |6V (Qou) - 1 — kVu - 1|3
TeT

<C Y h'V(Qou) — Vul3p
TET

<C " h?IVQou — Vullf + [ VQou — Vul} 1
TeTh

<CR*™2||u|Z, 44

As to [@3), by the trace inequality ([B5]) and the estimate [@3]), we have
> b’ Qou — Quul3r

TETh
< > hllQou — ul3r
TeTh
<C Y bt Qou — ullF + hp? | V(Qou — u)|7
i T 0 T T 0 T
TETh

<CR*™ 2 |ul[7,41-
Finally, as to ({I0), by the trace inequality ([B.5]) and the estimate ([H]), we have

> B (Vu = Q™ (kVu) - 13y
TeThH

<Y WlIRVu = Q7 (kVu) |7 + Bt [V — Q7 (kVu)|[f 1
TeThH

<O a2,

This completes the proof of the lemma. O



14
5. An Error Equation. Let u be the exact solution of (LI, and let u, =

{uo, up, ug} € Vi, be the weak Galerkin finite element approximation satisfying (3.2]).
Define the error function as

(5.1) en =1U— Up.

The objective of this section is to derive an error equation for ep,.

LEMMA 5.1. The error function e, € V) as defined by (51) satisfies the following
equation

(5.2) Z (Ewen, BEwv)r + 2u(kVyen, Vyu)r + uz(eo,vo)T = ¢ (v), Yo € V;?,

TeThH
where
ou) = Y (~ 6V (Bu— Q" (Bu)) - movy — vor
TeT
(5.3) + (kVuvo - n—vg, Eu — Q" Eu)ar

+ 2p(vo — vp, K(Vu — Q™ Vu) - n)aT).

Proof. Using (23] with ¢ = E,u, from (@I]), we obtain

(Ewv, Eyu)r =(Eyv, Q™ Eu)r
=(Evo, Q" Eu)r + (vo — vp, kV(Q™ Eu) - n)or
— (kVvo - n— vy, Q™ Eu)or
=(Evo, Eu)r + (vo — v, kV(Q" Eu) - n)ar
— (kVvg - n — vy, Q" Eu)sr,

which implies that

(Evg, Eu)r =(Eyu, Eyv)r — (vo — 05, kV(Q™ Eu) - n) o7

5.4
(54) + (kVvg -1 — vy, Q" Eu)ar.

Next, it follows from the integration by parts that

(5.5) Z (Eu, Evg)r = Z (E*u,vo)r — (kV(Eu) - n,v0)ar + (kVuvg - 1, Eu)ar.
TETh TETh
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Using [26) with ¢ = kQ"2(Vu), from ([@2]) and the integration by parts, we have

Z 2u(kV i, Vo v)
TETh

= 3 2u(rQ"(Vu), Vo)1

T€ETh

= Z 2u(Vvg, Q™ (Vu))r — 2u({ve — v, KQ™ (Vu) - n)ar
TeTh

(56) = Z 2[[1/(V’U0, K/VU)T - 2/L<'UO — Ub, I{Qrz (VU’) ’ n>8T
TETh

= Z —2u(vo, V - (kVu)) 1 + 2u{ve, kVu - m)ar
T€7-h

— 2u{vg — vy, kKQ™(Vu) - n)or

= Z —2p(vo, Eu)r 4 2u{vg — vp, K(Vu — Q™ (Vu)) - n)sr,
TETh

where we have used the fact that the sum for the terms associated with v, vanishes
(note that vy, vanishes on 97 N 0N).

Testing vy on both sides of the first equation of (L)) gives

(5.7) Z (B*u,v0)r — 2u(Eu, vo)r + 1 (u, v0)r = Z (fsvo)r-
TETh TeTh

Adding (E5)-(E6) and using (E.1), we have

Z (Eu, Evo)r + 2p6(Vipt, V)1 + 12 (u, vo) 1
T€7-h

=(f,vo) + Z ( — (kV(Eu) -n,vg — vp)ar + (kVvg - 1 — vy, Eu)or
TETh

+ 2p{vg — vy, K(Vu — Q™ Vu) - n)aT>,

where we have used the fact that the sum for the terms associated with v, and v,
vanishes (note that both v, and v, vanish on 07'NJY). Combining the above equation

with (5.4) yield

Z (Ewu7 EwU)T + 2M5(kua va)T + /142 (uu UO)T
TeThH

=(f,vo) + Z ( — (kV(Eu — Q™ (Eu)) - n,v9 — vp)ar
TeTh

+ (kVvo - n — vy, BEu — Q" Eu)ar
+ 2u{vg — vy, K(Vu — Q" Vu) - n>3T),

which, subtracting ([3.2]), completes the proof. O

6. Error Estimates. This section derives error estimates for the solution ob-
tained using the stabilizer-free weak Galerkin algorithm.
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THEOREM 6.1. Let up, € Vj, be the weak Galerkin finite element solution resulting
from B2), using finite elements of order k > 2. Suppose the exact solution u of (L)
is sufficiently regular, satisfying v € H**1(Q). Then, there exists a constant C such
that

(6.1) llu — Quull < CH*Hjulli1.

Proof. Using (23]), the trace inequality ([B.6]), Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, the
inverse inequality, the estimates (3], ([L8)) and @3] we derive:

S (Bulu - Quu), )z

TeThH

= Z (u— Qou),d)r + (Qvu — Qou, KV ¢ - n)or

T€Th

— (kV(u = Qou) - n — (ug — Qg(kVu - n)), d)ar

= Z (u— Qou),d)r + (Qvu — Qou, KV ¢ - n)ar

TeTh
—(—kVQou -n+ Qg(HVu ‘n), Por

<Y 1B —Quu)2)F (Y 16l3)*

TEThH TEThH
1 1
+ () 1Quu— Qoull3r)2 (D 16V - nl3r)?
T€7-h T€7-h
+ (D 1= K5VQou-n+ Qy(kVu-n)|3r)2 (Y 6l3r)?
TETh TeThH
_ 1
<CRF Mullera () llglIF)>.
TETh
Setting ¢ = Ey,(u — Qpu) leads to
(6.2) > Bw(u— Quu)llF < Ch* 2 |lull
TETh

Using (26]), the trace inequality (B8], Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, @3]), @3),
we have

Z 20KV (u — Qpu), )

TETh
= > 2um((V(u = Qou). ¥)r — (Quu — Qou, - m)or)
TETh
<O IV = Qo) (Y. 1[wl3)7 + (D 1Quu—Qoul3r)> (D v nf3.)?
TETh TETh TETh TETh
<Ch*[lullisa (Y- wl3)%.

T€7-h
Letting ¢ = V,,(u — Qpu) gives

(6.3) Z 2u(kV w(u — Quu), Vi (u — Qru))r < Ch**||ul|f 4.
TETh
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Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, (£3]), we have

Gay O = Quuu— Qour < (3 lu— Quull}) < WDl

TETh TeTh

Combining (62), (63) and (64) completes the proof ([@I]). O

THEOREM 6.2. Let k > 2. Let up € V}, be the weak Galerkin finite element solu-
tion of (32). Assume that the exact solution u of (I1) satisfies u € H™@{k+14} (),
Then, there exists a constant C' such that

(6.5) llw = anll < B (Jullis + b ollula).

Proof. We estimate each term on the right-hand side of (5.2) as follows: For
the first term, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and using estimate (@), we
obtain

‘ Z (kV(Eu — Q™ Eu) -n,vg — vb>aT‘

TEThH
1 1
<( > WV (Bu = Q@ Bu) - nl3r)” (Y hrtlve — wili3r)”
TeTh T€Th

<CR* " (|[ullir1 + hry ollulla) [0]|2p-

For the second term, again applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and using estimate

(&3], we obtain

‘ Z (kVvo -n — vy, Eu — Q”Eu)aT‘

TETh
1 1
_ 2 2
<(\ Y hr' koo - n = vyl )" (Y hrllBu— Q" Bull3y)
T€7-h T€7-h

<CR* Hufl ket V] 2,n-

For the third term, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and estimate (LI0), we
derive

> 2u(v0 = v, K(Vu = Q" V) - m)or

TeT
1
(3 e —ul) (X Kle(Tu - @V )’
TeTh TETh

SCHM Y |ullkga ]| 0]|2,n-
Substituting these estimates into (5.2) and using [B.I1), we obtain

(Ewen, Ewv) + 2u(kV wen, Vuv) + 12 (en, v)
(6.6) SCR* M ([|ullksa + hr, ollulla) [0l2.n
SCH* M (||ullgra + hpy ollulla)[lv]l-
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Choosing v = Q,, — up, in ([€.8) and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the
estimate (G.I]), we derive

llexll®
=(Ewen, Buw(u — Qnu)) + 2u(kVwen, Vi (u = Quu)) + 1 (en, (u — Qnu))

+ (Buwen, Bw(Qnu — up)) + 2u(kVwen, Vi (Qnu — un)) + p2(en, (Qnu — un))
<llenlllle — Quull + CR* " (Jlullxr1 + hdr, ollulla) | Qnu — un|
<llenlllle — Quull + CR** (Jlullkr1 + hdry ollulla) (1Qnu — ull + llu — uall)
<CR* M (||ullksr + héry ollulla) llenll + CR* " (ullkss + By ollulla) B [l

This establishes the desired bound, concluding the proof. O

7. Numerical test. In the first numerical example, we solve (II)) on the unit
square domain © = (0,1) x (0, 1) with the following parameters and the exact solution,

(7.1) m=b K:(g g)

Gi: Go: Gs:

F1G. 7.1. The first three grids for the computation in Tables[7IH7.2

We compute the finite element solutions for (I} on uniform triangular grids
shown in Figure [[1] by the Py/P;/Py,—1 WG finite elements, defined in (31, for
k = 2,3 and 4. The results are listed in Table[Z.Il The optimal orders of convergence
are achieved for all solutions in all norms.
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TABLE 7.1
The error and the computed order of convergence for the solution (1) on Figure[7 1] triangular
meshes.

G [1Quu—walle 7 [ [Vu(@uti—wnlle 7 | 1Bul@ri—unllo ¥
By the P,/ P,/P; WG finite element (B1).

4 0.183E-3 1.5 0.196E-2 1.6 0.247E+0 0.9

) 0.502E-4 1.9 0.536E-3 1.9 0.125E+0 1.0

6 0.128E-4 2.0 0.137E-3 2.0 0.629E-1 1.0
By the P3/P3/P> WG finite element (B.1]).

3 0.360E-4 3.2 0.660E-3 2.9 0.835E-1 1.8

4 0.277E-5 3.7 0.808E-4 3.0 0.221E-1 1.9

) 0.184E-6 3.9 0.982E-5 3.0 0.561E-2 2.0
By the P,/P;/P; WG finite element (31).

2 0.243E-4 3.8 0.718E-3 3.2 0.669E-1 2.4

3 0.140E-5 4.1 0.777E-4 3.2 0.126E-1 2.4

4 0.351E-7 5.3 0.528E-5 3.9 0.174E-2 2.9

In the second numerical example, we solve ([II]) on the unit square domain Q =
(0,1) x (0,1) with the following parameters and the exact solution,

(7.2) m=b K:<—21 _21)

u=(z -2y —y*)>

We compute the finite element solutions for (Z2) on uniform triangular grids
shown in Figure [[1] by the Py/P;/Py,—1 WG finite elements, defined in (31, for
k = 2,3 and 4. The results are listed in Table The optimal orders of convergence
are achieved for all solutions in all norms.

TABLE 7.2
The error and the computed order of convergence for the solution (T2) on Figure[7 1] triangular
meshes.

G [1Q0u —uolo W [ [Vu(@uu—un)lo 7 [ [Bu(@ui—unllo 7"
By the P»/P>/P; WG finite element (B.1]).

4 0.267E-3 1.2 0.258E-2 1.3 0.327E+0 0.9

5 0.858E-4 1.6 0.821E-3 1.7 0.165E+0 1.0

6 0.236E-4 1.9 0.226E-3 1.9 0.830E-1 1.0
By the P;/P;/P, WG finite element (3.

3 0.586E-4 2.9 0.780E-3 2.8 0.106E+0 1.8

4 0.474E-5 3.6 0.910E-4 3.1 0.282E-1 1.9

5 0.313E-6 3.9 0.106E-4 3.1 0.716E-2 2.0
By the Py/Py/P; WG finite element (B.1]).

2 0.291E-4 3.8 0.783E-3 3.2 0.889E-1 2.5

3 0.216E-5 3.8 0.888E-4 3.1 0.162E-1 2.5

4 0.482E-7 5.9 0.578E-5 3.9 0.223E-2 2.9
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G: Go: Ga:

FIG. 7.2. The first three nonconvex polygonal grids for the computation in Tables[7.3{74}

We compute the two numerical examples again on nonconvex polygonal meshes,
shown in Figure We apply the Py /Py /Pr—1 WG finite elements, defined in (31]),
for kK = 2,3 and 4. The results are listed in Tables We obtain the optimal
orders of convergence for all cases.

TABLE 7.3
The error and the computed order of convergence for the solution (1) on Figure[7.4 polygonal
meshes.

G [1Q0u —uolo W [ [Vu(@uu—un)lo 7 [ [Bu(@ui—unllo 7"
By the P»/P>/P; WG finite element (B.1]).

4 0.152E-3 1.6 0.165E-2 1.7 0.199E+0 0.9

5 0.405E-4 1.9 0.435E-3 1.9 0.102E+0 1.0

6 0.102E-4 2.0 0.109E-3 2.0 0.513E-1 1.0
By the P;/P;/P, WG finite element (3.

3 0.229E-4 3.3 0.800E-3 2.5 0.586E-1 2.2

4 0.164E-5 3.8 0.109E-3 2.9 0.156E-1 1.9

5 0.107E-6 3.9 0.138E-4 3.0 0.400E-2 2.0
By the Py/Py/P; WG finite element (B.1]).

2 0.133E-4 5.4 0.957E-3 5.3 0.801E-1 4.8

3 0.484E-6 4.8 0.120E-3 3.0 0.870E-2 3.2

4 0.145E-7 5.1 0.792E-5 3.9 0.118E-2 2.9
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TABLE 7.4
The error and the computed order of convergence for the solution (L2) on Figure[7.2 polygonal
meshes.

G [1Quu—walle 7 [ [Vu(@uti—wnlle 7 | 1Bul@ri—unllo ¥
By the P,/ P,/P; WG finite element (B1).

4 0.227E-3 1.3 0.225E-2 14 0.288E+0 0.9

5 0.676E-4 1.7 0.657E-3 1.8 0.148E+0 1.0

6 0.178E-4 1.9 0.172E-3 1.9 0.743E-1 1.0
By the P5/P;/P, WG finite element (B.1).

3 0.328E-4 3.3 0.113E-2 2.0 0.770E-1 2.1

4 0.231E-5 3.8 0.158E-3 2.8 0.209E-1 1.9

5 0.148E-6 4.0 0.197E-4 3.0 0.537E-2 2.0
By the P,/P;/P; WG finite element (31).

2 0.157E-4 5.2 0.112E-2 5.2 0.104E+0 4.8

3 0.702E-6 4.5 0.128E-3 3.1 0.112E-1 3.2

4 0.201E-7 5.1 0.919E-5 3.8 0.152E-2 2.9
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