arXiv:2503.19701v1 [math.NA] 25 Mar 2025

ENHANCED GRADIENT RECOVERY-BASED A POSTERIORI ERROR
ESTIMATOR AND ADAPTIVE FINITE ELEMENT METHOD FOR ELLIPTIC
EQUATIONS

YING LIUT, JINGJING XIAO**, NIANYU YI¥ AND HUIHUI CAO%

ABSTRACT. Recovery type a posteriori error estimators are popular, particularly in the engineering
community, for their computationally inexpensive, easy to implement, and generally asymptotically
exactness. Unlike the residual type error estimators, one can not establish upper and lower a
posteriori error bounds for the classical recovery type error estimators without the saturation
assumption. In this paper, we first present three examples to show the unsatisfactory performance
in the practice of standard residual or recovery-type error estimators, then, an improved gradient
recovery-based a posteriori error estimator is constructed. The proposed error estimator contains
two parts, one is the difference between the direct and post-processed gradient approximations, and
the other is the residual of the recovered gradient. The reliability and efficiency of the enhanced
estimator are derived. Based on the improved recovery-based error estimator and the newest-vertex
bisection refinement method with a tailored mark strategy, an adaptive finite element algorithm is
designed. We then prove the convergence of the adaptive method by establishing the contraction
of gradient error plus oscillation. Numerical experiments are provided to illustrate the asymptotic
exactness of the new recovery-based a posteriori error estimator and the high efficiency of the

corresponding adaptive algorithm.

1. INTRODUCTION

Adaptive finite element methods [I], 2, [3] are widely used for numerically solving partial dif-
ferential equations, especially for solutions with singularity or multiscale properties. Based on
the principle of uniform distribution of errors, the adaptive algorithm adjusts the mesh such that
the errors are “equally” distributed over the computational mesh. A posteriori error estimation
[ 15, [6], which provides information about the size and the distribution of the error, is an essential
ingredient of adaptive finite element methods. Error estimators are computable quantities depend-
ing on finite element approximations and known data that locate accurate sources of global and
local error. In global, we use the a posteriori error estimator as the stop criterion to determine
whether the finite element solution is an acceptable approximation. Locally, we use the a poste-
riori error estimator as an indicator which shows the error distribution and guides the local mesh
adaption.

There is a large numerical analysis literature on adaptive finite element methods [7, 8 @, [10],
and various kinds of a posteriori estimates have been proposed for different problems [5], 11, [12].
Basically, there are two types of a posteriori error estimations, one is residual type error estimation,
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and the other is the recovery type error estimation. Residual type error estimations, originally
introduced by Babuska and Rheinboldt [I3], to estimate errors, consider local residuals of the
numerical solution. Today, residual type a posteriori error estimates are well studied for a large
class of elliptic model problems [I4], [15, [16]. It is proved that the residual estimator provides upper
and lower bounds of the actual error in a suitable norm. However, in practical simulation, the
error estimators are usually larger than the actual unknown error. Hence, it overestimates the true
error and causes over-refinement of the mesh. Recovery type a posteriori error estimations, which
adopt a certain norm of the difference between the direct and post-processed approximations of
the gradient (or other quantities) as an indicator, have gained wide popularity since the work of
Zienkiewicz and Zhu [I7]. Estimators of the recovery type possess many attractive features. In
particular, their ease of implementation, generality, and ability to produce quite accurate estima-
tors have led to their widespread adoption. Recovery type a posteriori error estimator is based on a
suitable finite element post-processing technique including the gradient recovery [I8] 19, 20, 2], 22],
flux recovery [23] 24] or functional recovery [25]. Gradient recovery is a post-processing technique
that reconstructs improved gradient approximations from finite element solutions, which is widely
used in engineering practice for its superconvergence of recovered derivatives and its robustness as
an a posteriori error estimator. Now, different kinds of post-processing techniques are developed
based on weighted averaging [26], the local least-squares methods [17, 27, 28], the local or global
projections, post-processing interpolation, and so on. Under the assumption that the recovery
operator is superconvergent [4], the corresponding error estimator is asymptotically exact [L1].
Unfortunately, without the saturation assumption that the recovery provides a better approxi-
mation than the numerical approximation does, one can not derive the reliability and efficiency
of the recovery type estimator. In some cases, such as the diffusion problem with discontinuous
coefficients of the load function is orthogonal to the finite element space [2], the recovery process
may not provide improved gradient approximation, then the corresponding error estimator is not
reliable and can lead to adaptive refinement completely failing to reduce the global error, which
in turn produces a wrong finite element approximation. The purpose of this paper is to derive
a gradient recovery-based error estimator with guaranteed upper and lower bounds of the actual
error. In view of some interesting numerical findings, an improved error estimator, which contains
an additional term that ensures reliability, is proposed and proved to be reliable and efficient. We
formulate an adaptive algorithm that is driven by this estimator and a tailored mark strategy and
establish its convergence theory.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give a description of the linear
elliptic model problem and its finite element method. The poor performance of the classical error
estimators, i.e., residual estimators are not asymptotically accurate, the gradient recovery method
may not provide a better approximation, and gradient recovery-based error estimator may lead
to over-refinement, are explained and demonstrated by three examples in Section Then an
improved gradient recovery-based error estimator is presented and analyzed. In Section Ml we
present the adaptive finite element algorithm and prove its convergence result. Several numerical
experiments are reported in Section bl to demonstrate the performance of our improved estimator.



2. MODEL PROBLEM AND ITS FINITE ELEMENT SCHEME

Let Q C RYd = 2,3) be an open and bounded polyhedral domain. Following the standard
notation, we use L?(Q2) to denote the space of all square-integrable functions and its norm is

denoted by || - ||. Let H*(Q) be the standard Sobolev space with norm || - ||, and seminorm | - |,.
Furthermore, || - |[sp and | - | p denote the norm || - ||s and the semi-norm | - | restricted to the
domain D C , respectively. W*>°(Q) denotes the standard Sobolev space with norm || - ||x.co.0

and seminorm | - |r.000. We also use the notation Hy () for the functions that belong to H'(Q)
and their trace vanishes on 0€2. Moreover, we shall use C, with or without subscript, for a generic
constant independent of the mesh size and it may take a different value at each occurrence.
We consider the adaptive finite element method for the following problem
{ V- (AVu)=f in Q, 21)
u =20 on 0f,
where f € L?(Q), A is a piecewise constant positive definite symmetric matrix, namely, we assume
that there exists a partition of the domain €2 into a finite set of Lipschitz polygonal domains
{Q;}},, N > 1, such that A is constant on each €.
The corresponding variational form of the model problem (2.1) is to find u € H}(Q) such that

a(u,v) = (f,v), Vv € Hi(Q), (2.2)

where the bilinear and the linear forms are defined by

o(u) = [ (AV(Te)ds, (fo0) = [ foda,
Q Q
respectively. The energy norm is denoted by
1
lvlllo = [[A> Voo,

Let 7T, = {K} be a conforming triangulation of domain . For each element K, hx is the
diameter of K, and h = maxge7, hi is the mesh size of 7. Assume that the triangulation 7}, is
regular; i.e., for all K € Tj,, there exists a positive constant  satisfies hx < kpg, with px denoting
the diameter of the largest circle that may be inscribed in K. If the number of sub-domain satisfies
N > 1, let T be a triangulation of ©; and assume that interfaces I = {99,108 : i,j =1,--- N}
do not cut through any element K € 7T}, so that the discontinuities of coefficient occur only across
mesh edge. Define the set of all edges of the triangulation by

E = gQ U gaQ,

where &, is the set of all interior element edges, £y is the set of boundary edges. For the edge
e € &, let n, be the unit vector normal to e. When e € g, e = K N K_ is the common edge
shared by K and K. Let V}, be the continuous piecewise linear finite element space,

Vi = {ve H\(Q) :v|x € P(K), VK €T}

Set
VY ={veV,:v=0on0Q},
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then the corresponding finite element discrete scheme of (22 is to find uj, € V}? such that

alup,vp) = (f,v), VYo, € V2. (2.3)

3. IMPROVED GRADIENT RECOVERY-BASED A POSTERIORI ERROR ESTIMATION

In this section, we first recall the classical a posteriori error estimators and numerically inves-
tigate their performance in the adaptive method for model problem (2.1). We shall report three
examples to demonstrate that the performance of error estimators can be arbitrarily bad if no
care is taken to avoid these difficulties, and explain why these estimators fail to guide the adap-
tive refinement accurately. Based on this observation, we then present our improved gradient
recovery-based error estimator and establish its reliability and efficiency.

3.1. Poor performances of classical error estimators. We now recall the residual-type a
posteriori error estimators for (2.2) and (2.3). The standard residual type estimator on element K
is defined as

Mesic = Wil Fl8.sc + D hell Je(AVuR) 3 s (3.1)

ecOK
where the jump of the normal component for any e € &g is

Je(AVuh) = [AVuh : Ile] = (AVuh|Ke+ - AVuh\K;) * I,

and J.(AVuy) = 0 for any e € £\Eq. The corresponding global residual type estimator is
Mes = Y Wil 15k + D hell Je(AVuR) 5. (3.2)

KeTy, ec&

According to [29], the estimator is the global upper bound and local lower bound of the exact

error,
llw = unlll* < Cps,

(3.3)
nzes,K < C (|||u — Up |||3)K +OSC]2’L(f7 WK)) ’

where the oscillation term is

0sci (f, wi) Z hillf — fKHOKv

Kewg
with fx is the cell average of f on element K.

When utilizing the above residual estimator as the driver of the adaptive finite element method,
the resulting adaptive meshes will yield the optimal convergence rate. However, the appearance
of unknown constant C' in the bounds makes the asymptotic result a bit inconvenient and results
in the adaptive algorithm not being terminated timely in practical application. The following
benchmark test is presented to show this unsatisfactory performance.

Example 3.1. [Residual estimators are not asymptotically accurate.] Let L-shaped domain Q0 =
(—1,1)\(0,1) x (=1,0), we consider the Laplace equation with Dirichlet boundary condition given
by an exact solution

u=r*?sin (20/3), r? = 1% + ¢ tan@zg.



The solution shows singularity at the reentrant corner (0,0).

Rate of convergence is CNO5!
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(b) Error and the residual estimator.

FI1GURE 1. Local refined mesh and the history of the error and estimator.

kN VU — V|| n
1 21 2.7204933666149056¢ — 01 1.3498972825307682¢ + 00

34 06781 1.0225214483815645¢ — 02 5.0066913395745878¢ — 02
35 8073 9.3703641684631644e — 03 4.5878237026149953e — 02
36 9661 8.5594967357026843¢ — 03 4.1932448254810677e — 02

52 135971  2.2637731869184861e — 03 1.1088270194150417e — 02

53 159679 2.0875642635971403e — 03 1.0227397197614970e — 02
TABLE 1. The data of mesh nodes, error and error estimator.

We apply the residual error estimator ([B1l) and the newest-vertex bisection refinement method
[30] in the adaptive algorithm, and the error tolerance is 0.01. The results are reported in Figure
. Firstly, it shows that the error estimator successfully guides the mesh refinement near the
reentrant corner (0,0), and the adaptive algorithm achieves the optimal convergence rate for the
gradient error. Secondly, the error estimator is approximately five times the exact one. This means
that it can not drive the adaptive algorithm to stop timely. To see this clearly, we list the data in
Table 1. The residual estimator requires a mesh with 159679 nodes. But we note that the exact
error is below the tolerance when the mesh with 8073 nodes. This means that the adaptive iterations
after the 35th iteration are not necessary, which wastes a large computational cost.

Example B.Ilshows that the adaptive method with the residual type error estimator is inefficient
due to the unknown constant C' in (8.3]). In general, C' depends on the mesh quality and the partial
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differential equation. One way to avoid this difficulty is developing a constant-free estimator, such
as the equilibrated residual error estimator [31].

In practice, a posteriori error estimator based on gradient recovery usually provides efficient and
reliable error estimates for adaptive algorithms. Note that the gradient of linear finite element
solution is piecewise constant, gradient recovery smooths it into the linear finite element space via
weighted averaging, projection, or local least square fitting. Denote the set of nodes by N, for
every mesh node z € N, ¢, is the Lagrange finite element basis function of V;,, w, = supp(¢.).
Let the recovery space be W, =V}, x V), and the gradient recovery operator as G : V;, — W),. The
recovered gradient G(Vuy,) [26] based on weighted averaging is defined as

G(Vup) =Y G(Vup)(2)¢.,  G(Vun)(z Zoﬂ Vun) s, Vun € VY,
zeN Jj=1
where Uj;ll_(g = @, Z;’;l al =1,0< ol < 1,57 =1,...,J,. Ideally, gradient recovery G(Vuy,)
provides a better approximation of the true gradient Vu than Vu, does, which means that there
exists § < 1 such that
IVu — G(Vup)|| < B[[Vu — V. (3.4)

Using the triangle inequality, we immediately obtain
1
. +5IIG(Vuh) V|| < [IVe=Vun|l < 7=75l1G(Vur) = Vil
Then the difference between Vu,, and recovered gradient G(Vuy) provides a reasonable local and
global error estimator ||G(Vuy) — Vup|lox and ||G(Vuy) — Vuy||, respectively. If the gradient
recovery method is superconvergent, we have § — 0 and
G (Vun) = V||
||VU — VuhH

which indicates that the gradient recovery-based error estimator is asymptotic exact.

— 1,

Unfortunately, we can not prove (B.4) with § > 1. Similar to [2], we present a concrete example
to show that the gradient recovery method is invalid and the corresponding error estimator provides
no information on the exact error.

Example 3.2. [Gradient recovery method can not provide a better approzimation.] Let Q =
(0,1) x (0,1), we consider the Poisson equation with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition
and

1 (zy)e (L2 x (B B 5 k=0,1,2,3 and j + k is odd,

—1 else.

flz,y) =

Figure[2 shows the distribution of f and a mesh partition of Q. If we solve the Poisson equation
by the linear finite element method with this mesh, we can easily verify that f is orthogonal to the
finite element space, and then the resulting algebraic equation is AU = 0. Hence, the finite element

Vuh = G(Vuh) = <8> .

solution is up = 0, and
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FIGURE 2. Distribution of f and mesh

If we take ||G(Vup) — Vuyl|| as the error estimator, it will tell us that the linear finite element
solution uy = 0 is the exact solution. Clearly, u = 0 is definitely not the solution of the Poisson
equation with a piecewise constant f.

In practice adaptive computing, if we take the initial mesh shown in Figure[3 (a), and set the
error tolerance to be 1073, the numerical results are displayed in Figure[d The gradient recovery-
based error estimator n = ||G(Vuy) — Vuy|| drives the adaptive algorithm to stop at a mesh as
shown in Figure[d (b), and the corresponding numerical approximation is up = 0.

(a) Initial mesh. (b) Final adaptive mesh.

Rate of convergence

°
Error

——y

10710

10715

Y 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Number of unknowns

(¢) Numerical solution on the final mesh.  (d) History of the estimator ||G(Vuy) — Vuy||.

F1GURE 3. Numerical results of adaptive algorithm for Example
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In [32], Ovall demonstrated that a gradient recovery-based estimator can perform arbitrarily
poorly for diffusion problems with discontinuous coefficients. In the following example, we numer-
ically investigate the performance of the recovery-based estimator to elliptic interface problems.

Example 3.3. [Gradient recovery-based error estimator leads to over-refinement.] Consider the
elliptic interface problem

-V - (AVu) =0 in
u=gq on OS2,
where Q = [—1,1] x [=1,1] = Q,UQy UQ3 UQy is as shown in Figurel[]] (a). The coefficient A and

the exact solution u are chosen as

4 4

1, (z,y) € Q, T4y + 1, (z,y) € Q,
10, (z,y) € Qa, 5T+ 151, (z,y) € Qy,
A= u(z,y) = . )
100a (xay) € Q?n T00% + T00Y> (Z’,y) € Q?n
| 1000, (z,y) € u, | o567 + 1o0Y + o000 (@5 Y) € Q.

We apply the adaptive finite element method with a gradient recovery-based error estimator to
solve this interface problem. Set the error tolerance to be 1072 and the initial mesh is shown in
Figure[]] (b). It is easy to check that the linear finite element solution u, = u, and no error appears.
But, as shown in Figure[]] (c)-(d), the error estimator overestimates the local errors and leads to
over-refinement. To improve the reliability and efficiency of gradient recovery error estimators for
problems with jumping diffusion coefficients, it is necessary to avoid averaging across the interfaces
between regions with different coefficients. One possible way is to apply the gradient recover method
on each sub-domain Q) separately, then the recovered gradient is not globally continuous.

In the three examples above, we have shown that the classical error estimators can be arbitrarily
poor and that the local error estimators can lead to over-refinement or produce a wrong finite
element approximation. In the following sections, we provide an improved gradient recovery-based
error estimator, which can avoid the aforementioned difficulties encountered by the classical error
estimators.

3.2. Improved error estimator based on gradient recovery. For ease of presentation, we
restrict ourselves to the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary value problem for the Poisson equation

—Au=f m
(3.5)
u=70 on OSL
Its finite element scheme reads: find u;, € V;? such that
(Vun, Vop) = (f, ), Yon € V). (3.6)

Define the local gradient recovery-based a posteriori error estimator nx on K € T}, as

e = 1G(Vun) = Vug|[g g + hicllf + V- G(Vun)[§ - (3.7)
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(a) Domain ). (b) Initial mesh.
Rate of convergence
. ——
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Number of unknowns
(¢) Adaptive mesh. (d) Error estimator.

F1GURE 4. Numerical results of Example

Summing the above equation over all element K in 7, the global error estimator 7 is
=D e = |G(Vun) = Vur||* + |h(f + V- G(Vun))|*
KeTy,
We now establish the reliability and efficiency of the improved error estimator, i.e., it is a global
upper and local lower bound of the exact error.

Denote by I, : L*(Q2) — V¥ the quasi-interpolation operator of Clément [33]. We have the
following interpolation error estimations for Ij,.

Lemma 3.1 ([33]). For any K € Ty, v € Hyp(Q), wg = Ugingpk’, there exists a positive
constant C' such that
[0 = Thvllox < Chr|[Volluy, (3.8)
V(0 = Ihv)[lox < ClVOluy- (3.9)
Theorem 3.1. Let u and uy, be the solution of [B.A) and ([B.0), respectively. Then there exists

a positive constant C,., such that the estimator n defined in [B1) satisfies the following global
reliability

IV = Vun|* < Co D (1G(Vun) = Vugllf s + Wcllf + V- G(Vun) |5 1) - (3.10)

KeTy
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Proof. Let e = u — uy, utilizing the Galerkin orthogonality of the finite element approximation,
integration by parts and (2.1), we obtain
|Vell? = (Ve,Ve) = (Ve, V(e — Ine)) = (V(u—uy), V(e — Ine))
= (Vu — G(Vuy), V(e — Ine)) + (G(Vuy) — Vuy, V(e — Ie))
= Z (f+V-G(Vup),e — Ine)x + Z (G(Vup) — Vuy, V(e — Ine))x

KeTy, KeTy,
=M+ N,

where

M = Z (f+V - -G(Vup),e — Ine)k,

KeTy

N = Z (G(Vuy) — Vup, V(e — Ine) ) k.

KeTy

Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (3.8]), we have

M <> f+V-G(Vu)lloxlle — Inellox

KeTy,
1/2
<C <Z h%!|f+V~G(Vuh)H3,K) [Vell.
KeTy

Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, (39) and the Young inequality, we have

N < Y G(Vur) = Vo[V (e = Ine)llox
KeTy

1/2
<C (Z 1G(Vuy) — Vuh||o,K> [Vell.
KeTy

Then, we obtain

1/2 1/2
Vel < C; (Z 1G(Vup) — Vuhllo,K> + (Z hillf +V - G(Vuh)llﬁ,K> , (3.11)

KeTy KeTy

which completes the proof. 0J

Note that all gradient recovery techniques can be viewed as performing some sort of averaging
of the piecewise constant gradient Vu,. Using the estimation of ||G(Vuy) — Vuyl|o,x obtained by
Du and Yan [I§], we can get a local lower bound of the numerical error in terms of local indicators
and oscillation.

Theorem 3.2. Let u and uy be the solution of [BA) and B.8), f € L*(Y), respectively. Then
there exists a positive constant C', which is independent of mesh size h, such that the estimator
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defined in (B1) satisfies

M <C | IIVu = Vunl2e + D hiallf = Flid g | - (3.12)

Keuw),
where f denotes a piecewise constant approzimation of f over T, with element value fr equal to

the mean value of f over K € Tj,.

Proof. For the edge jump of the classical residual estimator, from [16], we obtain

D hellJ(Vun)fe < C (IIVU—VUhIIwK + > hlf - f||0K> : (3.13)

e€OK Kewg
From [18], for the first term of the estimator defined in ([37), we have
1G(Vun) = Vunllf i < C Y hellJe(Vun) 3. (3.14)

ecOK

Following from (3I3) and (B14)), we obtain
1G(Vun) = Vunllg e < ClIVu =Vl +C D bl f = Fli e (3.15)

Kewg

For the second term of the estimator, using the inverse inequality, we have

Wl f+ V- G(Vup)|g x =hill f + Auy, + V- G(Vuy) — V- Vug||§ ¢
<Hi | f 4 Aupllf  + PV - (G(Vun) — V) |[§ «

<hicllf + Aunll§ c + CIG(Vun) = Vun|[§ - (3.16)
From [I16], we know that
hicllf + Aunlg x < C (HVU— VullZ, + D hllf - fHox) : (3.17)
Kewg

Substituting ([B.17) and (BI3) into ([B.10), we obtain

hicllf +V - G(Vun)|lox < C (HVU = V3, + Y hillf - f||37K> : (3.18)

Kewg
Then (B12) follows from (BI5) and [BI3). O

Remark 3.1. Our gradient recovery based on a posteriori error estimator and adaptive algorithm
can be generalized to the model problem (21)) with some modifications. For A # I, the local error
estimator is defined as:

= [|AYA(G(Vun) = Vun) |} + W AT2(F + V- (AG(Vun)))I[5 (3.19)
and the global error estimator

= > 0 = [A(G(Vur) = V)50 + [A72R(f + V- (AG(Vun))) 5 o

KeTy
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4. ADAPTIVE FINITE ELEMENT METHOD

In this section, based on the improved gradient recovery type error estimator ([B.1) and the
newest-vertex bisection refinement method, we introduce an adaptive finite element algorithm and
analyze its convergence.

In the adaptive algorithm, we adopt the Dorfler’s bulk strategy [7] to control both error and
oscillation. We use two mark strategies: Marking Strategy E deals with the error estimator and
Marking Strategy R does so with the oscillation.

e Marking strategy E: Given a parameter 0 < g < 1, construct a minimal subset M, of
Tw such that
> mk(k) > 0507 (k), (4.1)
KeM,
where 7%(k) = 3" et M (K), k is used for the level k in the adaptive loops.
e Marking strategy R: Given a parameter 0 < 6y < 1 and the Marking Strategy E, enlarge
M. to a minimal set (denoted again by M) such that
Y hkBNf = Fl5x = GlhE)(f = P o (4.2)

KeM,

Algorithm 1 Adaptive Finite Element Algorithm
Given two parameters 0g, 6y € (0,1), initial mesh 75. Set k := 0.
Step 1 (SOLVE) Solve the discrete equation (B.6]) for numerical solution u on Tg.
Step 2 (ESTIMATE)

e Computing the local error estimator

i (k)” = 1|G(Vur) = Vurlg c + 1(E)(f + V- G(Vur))I[6 «-

e Computing the total error estimator by summing over all K € Ty
1

n(k) = (Z n%(@) -

KTy,

Step 3 (MARK) Mark a subset M, C T satisfying ([@1)) and (Z2).
Step 4 (REFINE) Refine each triangle Mj by the newest vertex bisection to get Txi1.
Step 5 Set k:=k + 1 and go to Step 1.

The new proposed recovery type estimator and the newest vertex bisection refinement with the
interior property are employed in the adaptive algorithm. The convergence analysis of the adaptive
algorithm presented here is similar to that of [23]. To establish the convergence of the adaptive
method, we start with the following Lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. [2] Let 0 < 79 < 1 be the reduction factor of element size associated with one
refinement and 0y is given in the Marking Strateqy R. Let My, be a subset of Ty satisfying Marking
Strategy R, if Tri1 ts generated by the refinement from Ty, then

Ih(k +1)(f = Al < ClIAE)(f = DI, (4.3)
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where ¢ = /1 — (1 —~2)63.

Lemma 4.2. [2] For the residual type a posteriori error estimator defined in [B.1), if each e € &
contains a vertex of Try1 as its interior point, there exists a positive constant C' such that

Mres,ic (K) < C (IIV (wesr — w5, + 1R (E)(f = F)6w.) - (4.4)
where 7, (k) = (k) fI15 « + EZaIK he(k) | Je(Vur) |15 .

Lemma 4.3. There exists a positive constant C; > 0 such that
(k) < Gy (IV (uer — w) > + |h(E)(f = I - (4.5)
Proof. Using the estimations (3.15), (318), (B2) and {.4]), we obtain

(k) = |G(Vur) = Vue||* + |h(k)(f + V- G(Vur)) |
< C (= ul* + (k) (f = FIIP)

<c (Z P sc (k) + 1R(R)(f f)||2>

KeTy

< Co (IIV (urgr — we) |” + [[A(R)(f = NI
which completes the proof. O
Lemma 4.4. Under the conditions of Lemma[{.3 and Theorem[31}, it holds that
IV (upr = ) [* = 01|V (w — we) | = [[A(k)(f = PII* (4.6)
with 6; = ﬁ

Proof. From Theorem B, for u; € V2(k), there exists a positive constant C, such that
1
i (k) > o IV — ) [|*.
According to (435]), we have

IV (urer — ) [® Zc%nz(k) — [Ih(k)(f =PI

>

IV (= ur)[I* = IR (k) (f = HII”

CC,
O

Theorem 4.1. Set 6 = max{y/1 —01,(}, &1 < 1 and ¢ are given in Lemma L4 and Lemma ETL

Under the condition of the Lemmal[].4), the sequence {uy} generated by the adaptive finite element
algorithm satisfies

IV (u = wp)|| < Cod" (4.7)
with Co = /[V (u — uo)[* + [[h(0)(f — f)II*.
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Proof. Since V2(k) C V2(k + 1), from the orthogonality of the finite element approximations and
Lemma [£4], it holds that

IV (u = w) |I* = [V (u = ) II* + 1V (er — ) ||
> IV (= wed) I* + 61|V (w — wi) | = [A(R)(f = NI,

then we have

IV (1 = wren)II* < (1= 00)[[V (w = wi) |* + [[A(R)(f = I (4.8)

Let y), = ([V(u = wp)ll, [2(K)(f = )I)T, and

B <(1 —0y)/? 1) ,
0 ¢

it follows from (8)) and Lemma [Tl that
Vi < By,_y < By,

Hence,

IV(u = we) | < llyille < p(BY)llyollie.
Further, p(B*) = max{(1 — 6,)*/2,¢*} = 6*, Cy = ||y, |2, which leads to the proof. O

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

We test the performance of the proposed gradient recovery-based error estimator (B.7) and
adaptive algorithm with six examples. We first investigate the performance of the improved error
estimator in Example Bl and Example B.2] where the performance of classical residual type and
gradient recovery type estimators are very poor. Then, we numerically test the performance of
the improved error estimator on problems with the inner layer or in the three-dimensional concave
domain, where the solutions show line singularity. At last, we extend our error estimator to the
model problem (Z1]) with continuous variable or piecewise constant coefficients A.

Example 5.1. Apply the adaptive finite element algorithm with gradient recovery-based error esti-
mator B1) to Example[31. Figure[d presents the numerical solution, adaptive mesh, history of the
error and estimator. Similar to Figureldl (a), which is obtained with the classical residual type error
estimator, error estimator [B.1) also guides the mesh locally refined at the corner (0,0), aligning
with the singularity of the solution. Figureld (c) plots the history of gradient error ||Vu — Vu| oo
and error estimator n. Note that the error estimator n contains two parts, ||Vu, — G(Vuy)|| and
|\Vu — G(Vuy)||, we also plot the two terms separately to examine which part dominates the error
estimator. It can be seen clearly that the error estimator is asymptotically exact, which in turn
drives the adaptive algorithm to achieve the quasi-optimal convergence rate O(N~2). Moreover,
the recovered gradient G(Vuy) is superconvergent to Vu, thus |Vuy, — G(Vuy)|| is close to error
estimator n and accounts for the major part. Moreover, the term ||h(f +V - G(Vuy))|| of error
estimator n is much smaller and also superconvergent.
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(b) Adaptive mesh.

Error

—_——
102F  |—e—IIVu-Tuyl

19 u, -G u, )l
—— I+ - GV u )l
—— [V UGV )]
R

10 10° 10*
Number of unknowns

(c¢) History of error and error estimator.

F1GURE 5. Numerical results of Example .1 with error estimator (3.7)).

Example 5.2. Ezamplel3.2 shows that the classical gradient recovery-based error estimator |G(Vuy)—
Vuy|| does not work for this specific case. We now apply our improved error estimator to this ex-
ample to show the necessity of the term ||h(f + V - (AG(Vuy,))|| in recovery type error estimator.
Figureld displays the initial mesh, adaptive mesh, numerical solution, and error estimator, respec-
tively. In comparison to the numerical results of FExample[3.3, our improved error estimator can
derive the adaptive algorithm to avoid the state that gradient recovery can not provide better gradi-
ent approximation. Figureld (d) shows that ||Vu,—G(Vuy)|| dominates n, and |h(f+V-G(Vuy))||

is superconvergent.

Example 5.3. In this example, we consider the Poisson equation with the Dirichlet boundary
condition given by the exact solution

u = atan(S(y/(x — 1.25)2 + (y + 0.25)2 — 7/3)),

where S = 60 reflects the steepness of the inner slope, and f and g are obtained from the exact
solution u.

Figure [ plots the numerical solution, locally refined mesh, errors of the gradient and error
estimators. It is easy to see that the error estimator successfully guide the mesh refinement along
the interface, where the solution have large gradient. Figure[7 (¢) reports the convergence history of
errors and error estimator. Notice that the convergence rates of ||Vu — Vuy|| and error estimator
n are quasi-optimal, |Vu—G(Vuy)|| and ||h(f+V -G(Vuy))|| are superconvergent. It can be seen
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(a) Initial mesh. (b) Adaptive mesh.

x10°3

Error

n
IV uy-G( upll
—w—[Ih(i+V - G(V u))II

———cN?®

102 10° 10
Number of unknowns

(¢) Numerical solution. (d) History of the error estimator.

F1GURE 6. Numerical results of Example

clearly that the error estimator n is asymptotically exact, and the term |h(f + V - G(Vuy))| is
much smaller than the term ||Vu, — G(Vuy,)||.

Example 5.4. In this example, we consider the Poisson equation with the Dirichlet boundary
condition on a 3D domain Q = (—1,1)\(0,1) x (=1,0), the exact solution

u = 1*35in(260/3),

f and g are obtained by the exact solution u.

Figure [8 lists the numerical solution, adaptive mesh, and errors of Example[5.4 From Figure
(c), we can see clearly that gradient error |[Vu — Vuy|| and error estimator n achieve quasi-
optimal convergence rates, and the estimator is asymptotically exact. Similar to the previous three
exzamples, in n? = [|G(Vuy) — Vup|* + [|h(f + V - G(Vup))|?, the part |h(f + V - G(Vuy))|| is
much smaller than the part |Vuy, — G(Vup)||.

In the following two examples, we extend our improved error estimator to the elliptic equation
with diffusion coefficient A with a modification,

i = A2 (G(Vun) = Vun)[§ s + Wi |AT2(f + V- (AG(Vur)5 -
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(a) Numerical solution. (b) Adaptive mesh.
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—— [V wG(T uy )l

— — =N
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Number of unknowns

(c¢) History of error and error estimator.

F1GURE 7. Numerical results of Example

Example 5.5. Let Q = [—1,1] x [—1,1], we consider the model problem 2.1l with continuous
1
coefficient A = 0cos(y) 0 and the exact solution
0 10 cos(y)
1 1

T (240524 (y—05)2+001 (z—05)2+ (y+0.5)2+0.01

The numerical solution, adaptive mesh, and the errors are reported in Figure [d. The exact
solution has large gradients near the two points (—0.5,0.5) and (0.5, —0.5). Figure[q (b) shows
that the error estimator guides the adaptive algorithm locally refined around the two peaks of the

solution. In Figure[Q (c), we can see that error estimator n is asymptotically exact to the error
| AY2(Vu—Vuy)||. Moreover, the first part of n, i.e. ||AY?(Vuy, —G(Vuy))||, dominates the error
estimator 1, and the second part of n, i.e. ||[A7Y2h(f +V - (AG(Vuy)))||, is superconvergent. Both
the mesh refinement and the errors demonstrate that the error estimator leads to a very effective
convergent procedure.

Example 5.6. In this ezample, we consider the problem (21)) with discontinuous coefficient A
on a square domain Q = (—=1,1) x (=1,1), which is decomposed into 4 sub-domain {;}{_,, with
Q= (0,1) x (0,1), Q = (=1,0) x (0,1), Q3 = (=1,0) x (=1,0) and Q4 = (0,1) x (=1,0). The
exact solution is

u(r, 0) = r7p(0),
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(b) Adaptive mesh.
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(c) History of error and error estimator.

F1GURE 8. Numerical results of Example (5.4l
with
cos((m/2 —a)y-cos(( —m/2+p)y) if 0<60<7/2
cos(py) - cos((0 — m + o)7) if 7/2<6<m,
cos(ay) - cos((6 —m — p)y) if m<6<3m/2,
| cos((m/2 = p)y) - cos((0 —3m/2 — o)) if 3m/2 <6 <2m,

where v, p, o are numbers satisfying the following nonlinear relations
(

1(0) = 4

R:=ai/ay = —tan((w/2 — 0)7v) - cot(py),
1/R = —tan(py) - cot(a),

R = —tan(o7) - cot((7/2 — p)7),

0 <y <2,

max{0, 7y — 7} < 2yp < min{ny, 7},

\ max{0, 7 — 7y} < —2vy0 < min{x, 27 — 7y}.
The piecewise constant coefficient A is taken as

arl  xy >0,
a=ym W
asl  xy <O.

In this example, the numbers v, p, o are chosen as
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(a) Numerical solution. (b) Adaptive mesh.
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F1GURE 9. Numerical results of Example

Y (2 P aq ag
0.1 —14.92256510455152 7/4 161.4476387975881 1.0

The solution has a discontinuous derivative along the interface, and the numerical solution is
plotted in Figure[Ill (a). Note that the gradient of the solution is discontinuity across the interface,
then we apply the gradient recovery method on each sub-domain {Q;}}_, separately. Adaptive refined
mesh and the convergence history of errors and the estimators are show in Figure[Id (b)-(c). We
see that the gradient recovery-based error estimator successfully guide the mesh refinement around
the origin point, and the decay of ||AY?(Vu — Vuy,)|| and 1 is quasi-optimal.
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