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Local Stability Conditions for the Babuska Method
of Lagrange Multipliers*

By Juhani Pitkaranta

Abstract. We consider the so-calted Babuska method of finite elements with Lagrange
multipliers for numerically solving the problem Au = fin Q, u = gon 3882, 2 C R",

n > 2. We state a number of local conditions from which we prove the uniform stabili-
ty of the Lagrange multiplier method in terms of a weighted, mesh-dependent norm.
The stability conditions given weaken the conditions known so far and allow mesh re-
finements on the boundary. As an application, we introduce a class of finite element
schemes, for which the stability conditions are satisfied, and we show that the conver-

gence rate of these schemes is of optimal order.

1. Introduction. Let £ be a bounded simply connected domain in R”, n > 2,
with smooth boundary 8$2. We consider the second-order Dirichlet problem

(1.1) Au=f inQ, u=g onafl.

If f€L,(Q) and g € H'(3Q), r > 1, the problem (1.1) admits the following variational
formulation: find a pair (4, ), u € H' (), ¥ € L,(3%), such that

(12) fQVu - Voudx — fmvw ds + fmu«pds = —fnfvdx + fmgcpds,
for all (v, ) € H'(R2) x L,(09).

If (u, V) is the solution of problem (1.2), then u is the weak solution of problem (1.1)
and  equals du/dn, the normal derivative of u on aQ (cf. [1]).

If M C H'(Q) and M} C L,(3) are finite-dimensional, the Lagrange multiplier
method [1], [2] for the approximate solution of problem (1.1) consists of seeking for
a pair (u,, V) EM{’ x M;' such that

(1.3) fn Vu, * Yvdx ~ fanvtl/,, ds + fanuhtpds = —fﬂfvdx + fmgtpds,
for all (v, p) € M? x M}.

It is well known, cf. [1], [2], [4], that the uniform stability of the Lagrange multiplier
method can be achieved only by rather careful choices of the subspaces M;’ and M;'.

In particular, if M{’ is fixed, then the choice of M;' is critical [2]. In [1] it is shown
that for finite element subspaces the stability can be achieved provided, essentially,

that the diameter of the smallest element on 0£2 and that of the largest element in the
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1114 JUHANI PITKARANTA

interior of  are related as

(1.4) din(@2) = Cd,, (),

max(

where C depends on 2.

The problem of weakening the condition (1.4) was studied in [8], where it was
shown that for quasiuniform finite element meshes in R? the constant C in (1.4) can
be allowed a value close to unity, with certain natural choices of the boundary sub-
spaces. In the present paper we consider the more general situation where mesh re-
finements are allowed. Neither (1.4) nor the conditions given in [8] allow mesh re-
finements on 052.

The technique we use is somewhat different from that of [1] or [8]. Instead of
working with the Sobolev space H™"(dQ2), we carry out the analysis using L,(39),
supplied with certain weighted, mesh-dependent norms.

In Section 2 a number of technical assumptions are made, which are sufficient
for the uniform stability of the Lagrange multiplier method. The assumptions are given
in a form allowing them to be checked locally for subspaces of finite element type.

In Section 3 the uniform stability of the Lagrange multiplier method is proved
from the assumptions of Section 2. Here the key result, which allows local conditions
in the case of mesh refinements, is Lemma 3.2. The uniform stability yields immediate-
ly an abstract quasioptimal error bound for the approximate solution. As a by-product
we obtain here a weighted convergence result for « —u, on the boundary.

The verification of the stability conditions in practice is finally considered in
Section 4, where compatible finite element-type subspaces are constructed assuming a
simplicial mesh in the interior of £2. Quasioptimal convergence rates are proved for
the resulting finite element schemes.

Among other cases, where the conditions of Section 2 can be verified, we men-
tion the boundary subspaces constructed in [8] and [9] for plane domains.

2. The Basic Assumptions. For a domain £ C R” we let H*(Q), k > 0, k inte-
ger, denote the usual Sobolev space with the norm

k
||u”§]k(g) = Z: |u|j2’Qa
=0

where

ufo = X [0 dx, =G a)ld=a o,

al=j

For nonintegral &, the norm || - “Hk(n) is defined by interpolation [7].

For a definition of the spaces H*(3%2), cf. [1]. To define a convenient norm
for H*(3Q2), when k is an integer, let {S,} be a finite family of open, disjoint subsets of
of 3 such that U, S, = 3Q. Foreach S, let {x{), ..., x{")} be a system of local
coordinates, chosen so that S has the representation

1) S, ={e, .o xMyEeR XM =F W, ... ,x),
&P, D) e,
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THE BABUSKA METHOD OF LAGRANGE MULTIPLIERS 1115

If the diameters of the subsets are sufficiently small, the local coordinates can be
chosen so that each F,, satisfies

2.2) ID°F (x) <C, x€U,
where C depends only on {al, not on v. Assuming this is the case, we can define
(2.3) “w”?{k(an) =y ”‘l’v”;ﬂc(uv)’
v
where
(2.4) Yo, x Wy = wa xR e, L X)),

Henceforth we consider a family {T"(OQ)}O <n<, Of partitionings of 3 satisfying
some further conditions as given below. We let K and X be real and L an integral pa-
rameter, K > 1,L 2 1, A > 0. The subsequent conditions are assumed to hold for
any given h, 0 < h < 1, and for some fixed, finite values of K, A, and L.

Consider a partitioning 77(d2), h fixed. For a set S C R", we let d(S) denote
the diameter of S. Our first assumptions are the following:

Al. (i) For all S € 7*(3Q), d(S) < h.

(ii) To the partition 77(352) = {S,} there corresponds a collection {C,} of
spheres, C, C R, such that for each v, the center of C, is in S, d(C,) = 8Kd(S,),
and for each C € {C,}, C N C, # & for at most L spheres C, € {C,}.

Here Al(ii) may be regarded as a local regularity assumption. We will need an
additional global assumption which restricts the possible global mesh refinements. To
this end, let us define, for a given S € 7"(3%), the sets Z,(5) and R (S) as follows:

z:o(S) =S,

23) O =Z,_,HUis, €M0Q);S,NZ_O)*g k=1,2,...,
and

R,(H=S
(2.6) o) =S,

Rk(S)=Ek(S)—Ek_1(S), k=1,2,....

Each S, € 7"(0Q2) is obviously a subset of R,(S,), S, € T"(3%), for exactly one value
of k. We assume:

A2. If §,, 8, €(3Q) and S, C R,(S,), then d(S,)/d(S,) <K - k.

In practice, A2 means that the refinements should be globally subexponential.
For situations where refinements of this type are used, cf. [3].

We associate next a family of finite-dimensional subspaces M;’ to the partitionings
(09). For each h, M;‘ is assumed to have a basis (¢, ..., dzmh} which satisfies:

A3. (i) Forallj, 1 <j<m,, supp{y;} C Z,(S,) for some S, € (32) and
k<L.

(i) If y =Z"hBy, 6 €R, and A, ={j;y; #0 on §,}, S, € 7"(39), then

K3 BT, s, = WL, sy =K 3 BT, s,
JEA, JEA,

In addition, we assume the following:

A4. Foreach S, € (892), there exists 0,¢€ M;’ such that S, N supp{ } # &,
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1116 JUHANI PITKARANTA

d(supp{f ,}) < Kd(S, ), and

fan()vds

Finally, let {M{'}0<h <, be a family of subspaces of H'(Q). We assume that for each
h the following compatibility conditions hold between M{’ and M;’.
A5. To the basis {y,, ..., wmh}, of M” there corresponds the set
..., vmh} - M{' such that
@) Foranyv;, 1 <i<m,, v;Y; # 0 for at most L functions v;, 1 <j<m,,.
(i) If S, € 7"(3%) then

{;0;,#00n 8} ={j; d/jiéo onS,} =A,.

2
> Kld(s, ) ! f 2o 05 ds

@ii) Ifj €A, then
K@it o <7, s,y <KWIZ, s,

(v) Ify = ZPhy;, v =2, and §, € ™(08), then

ja

2 ||v,1? > |vll? > Kt 2|v1?

K‘Z Bl s,y = WIE sy = K7 20 Bl 5,0
€A, JEA,

and
—1 2
fskuds > KW .-

Qualitatively, A5 imposes an upper bound for the dimension of M”, as compared with
that of the trace space of M:’ on 9£2. In this sense AS is a condition of the same
spirit as (1.4). The difference is that AS is only a local constraint.

3. A Stability Result. In this section, C or C; denotes a positive constant which
may take different values on different usages and may depend on n and on the param-
eters K, A, and L of the preceding section without explicit indication. We write C(2)
if the constant depends also on €.

If ¢ €R?, denote by lIlly, g, a2 the weighted L,-norm

Wl g 0 = 28,02 [ 5 2 s,
v
where the sum is over all S, € 77(082). We will denote by X L the space H'(R) x
L,(32) supplied with the norm
I, ‘p)llf\"rh = |ulin + ”u“ﬁ’_l/z,ag + ”‘p”z’_%’an-

In this notation, our basic stability and convergence result is as follows:

THEOREM 3.1. Let the partitionings () and 7"(3S2) and the spaces M C
H'(Q) and M} C L,(392) be defined so that the conditions Al through AS are satis-
fied for some K, \, and L. Further, let f€ L,(Q2), g € H'(3Q),r > 1, and let (u, )

be the solution of problem (1.2). Then if h <hy, hy = ho(2) € (0, 1), problem (1.3)
has a unique solution (u,, y,) € M} x M} which satisfies

1@ Yadlx,, < ) (1f1lg,q + llh, s 00):
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THE BABUSKA METHOD OF LAGRANGE MULTIPLIERS 1117

and
G, ¥) = (s YN <C min e ¥) - @ 9lly -
@9 w ¥n) Xeh Mt xmh )~ . v) Xrh
The proof of Theorem 3.1 will be based on the following two results.
ProPOSITION 3.1. If u € H' () is such that
3.1 =
@3.1) fmuapds 0 forall p€M",

then if h is small enough, u satisfies
”u“h,_l/z’ag < Clu'l,ﬂ .
PROPOSITION 3.2. For any ¢ € M} there exists v € M such that
blig + ol oq <1 and [ vpds> Cligl,y, p0-

Before proving the propositions, let us show that Theorem 3.1 follows from them.
For this, note first that we have

(3.2) lell ey < OO (lulf g + llul _y 00)'2  u € H(Q).

This follows, since ”u“h,—‘/z,aﬂ = d(Q)"%IIulle(am and since
lellgr1 oy < C@Q) (ulf o + Wl ,p0)'?  u€H' Q).
Now define on X » x X_p the bilinear form
B(u, ¥; v, ¢) = fn Vu - Yudx — fmvwds + Lnu¢ds,
so that Eq. (1.3) can be rewritten as
(3) Bl ¥y, 0,9) = ’fnfvdx + fangwds, (v, ¥) € M} x Mj.

The bilinear form B is continuous on XT;. X XT;,:
; <
(3'4) |B(ur ‘l/, U, ‘p)l ”(ll, w)“XTh “(U, ‘p)IIXTh
Also, using (3.2) we have
- +
fnfvdx faﬂg¢ds

In view of (3.3) through (3.5), the proof of Theorem 3.1 is complete if we can show
that [2, pp. 186—188]

(3.5) < Q) (Hf”L2(Q) + “g”h’_l/z,aﬂ) (v, ‘p)”XTh-

Bu, y; v,
(3.6) inf su w y: v, ¢) =C>0.

(u,\l/)EM:' XM;‘ (v’¢)EM1 XMg ”(u5 ‘ll)”X»rh”(v’ ‘p)”X‘rh

For (3.6) to be valid in the present situation, the following two conditions are suffi-
cient (see [4]):
uEM & fanucpds=0 for all € M"

3.7
= Jufl o = Clul g + Wl _y, 50).
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1118 JUHANI PITKARANTA

and

yuds
3.3) inf sup AL

, 2 ) o > C>0.
vemi vem” Wl 5,00 (W17 g + Il _y a0)

But (3.7) follows from Proposition 3.1, and (3.8) is equivalent to Proposition 3.2.
Thus, if the propositions are true, the proof of Theorem 3.1 is complete. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let D, be the unit sphere of R"~1, Dy = {x €R"1;
Ix] <1}, and let E, be the cylinder

Eb=x=@Ex,)ER";z€D,,0<x, <1}
We prove first a preliminary result.

LEMMA 3.1. Let 8 >0 and let 6 € L,(D,) be such that

L’o 0(z)dz
Then if u € H! (Ey), there is a constant C depending only on & such that
2 2

Proof. 1f the assertion is not true, then there exist the sequences {u,} and {0},
u, € H'(Ey),0,€ L, (0y),v=1,2, ..., such that

1 =180z, (0q) <§!

fDo lu(z, 0)?dz < C fDo 0(z)u(z, 0)dz

fEOIVude +

— -1
(3.9) =10, (pg) <5 'fvoé)v(z)dz :
(310) ”uV“Hl(Eo) = 1,
2 _1
G.11D EOIVuvI2 dx +’ fvoev(z)uv(z, 0)dz | < ;fvoluv(z, 0)I2 dz.

By (3.10), there exists a subsequence of {u,}, still called {u,}, which converges in
L,(E,). Since (3.10) also implies that fvotuv(z, 0)1? dz < C, we have, by (3.11), that

fEO|Vuv|2 dx —0, v-— oo

Hence, {u,} converges in Hl(Eo) to a function u,(x) = C, = const. By (3.10), C, #0.
However, taking the limit in (3.11) one has

0= Vliri ,lfvo 0,(z)u (z, 0)dz

J, f@s

so that C, = 0, by (3.9), a contradiction. [

Now let 7"(32) and M;' be given, k sufficiently small so that the subsequent
assumptions are valid. For each S, € 7(08), let 0, € M;’ be a function referred to in
A4, and let the sphere C, C R" be as in Al(ii). By A4, if & is small enough, there
exist the systems of local coordinates {x(l"), ce x,(;’)}, the spheres D, C R"7! with
center at the origin and diameter d(D,) = 2Kd(S,), and the functions F, defined on

IC, |

= lim
y—> 00

- C“0v”L2(00) ”uv - uollHl(Eo) s
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THE BABUSKA METHOD OF LAGRANGE MULTIPLIERS 1119
D, such that S, C T, and supp{6,} C T',, where
L, ={GM, .., xMeR,xM =F M, ... ,xP),6P, ..., xM)eD).

We may further assume the coordinate systems to be chosen so that each F, satisfies

D°F,@I<C,  lal=1,z€D,,

and
(3.12) IF(z,) - F ()| <KdS,), z,,z,€0,.
For each v, define the set L, as
E,={Y, ..., x"er, P, ..., xf,vzl) €D,
F oW, x®)) < <F W0 x®) + Kd(S)}.

Then if h < hy, hy = hy(Q2) sufficiently small, we have E, C € for each v. From
(3.12) and from Al(ii) it is also easily verified that

(3.13) E,CCNQ, v=1,2,....

The set £, may be mapped onto the cylinder E, of Lemma 3.1 by the mapping
x — £ =J (x) defined as

£=K'dE)'x®, i=1,...,n-1,

£, = KdS,) " xP - F60, . x9)).

By the properties of F, assumed above, J,: E, — E, is an invertible smooth trans-
formation. Moreover, we obtain from the definition of J,, the formula

(3.14) Jop9ds=f e @ oeL,)

where 3,(z) = ¢(J; (z, 0)) and e, satisfies
(3.15) C, K" (S, ! <e2) <Gkl )y, zED,.

Now let u € H'(Q2) be such that (3.1) holds, let u, be the function u in the coordi-
nate system {xg”), ceey xf,")}, and let #,(x) = u (J," (x)), x € E,. Then,since ', D
supp{0 }, we have, using (3.1) and (3.14),

(3.16) 0= Ir ug, ds =fvoev(z)§v(z)&v(z, 0)dz,

where §,(z) = 0,(J, ' (z, 0)). By A4 we have

frvevds

2
>k~aes,y o, fas
v

- 2 5 5 -
fpoevevdz > Kd(s,)"! fvoevva &,

or, using (3.15),
(3.17) l fvoevevdz

2 ~
> cfvo|evev|2dz.
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1120 JUHANI PITKARANTA

Let 0vbe normalized so that ||ev§vHL2(vO) = 1. Then, choosing § = evév in Lemma
3.1, we conclude from (3.16) and (3.17) and from the lemma that

0 2 < 15 12
fvomv(z, 0)12 dz cfEOw a,? dx,
or, in the original coordinates,
-1 2 1, 12
d(s,) frv'“vl ds<CvaLD u,|? dx.

We sum the last inequality over v and use (3.13), together with Al(ii), to finally obtain

W, a0 < ZAS) 1, ds
v v
1 2 1,12
<CvZvalD u,Pdx < CL[_ID'ufdx.

This completes the proof. [

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let V" denote the subspace of L,(0Q2) spanned by
the functions Vipar E= 1, ..., my, v; asin A5. It is easily verified from A5 that
dim(V?*) = m,,, ie., V" and M;’ are of equal dimension. We also recall from AS5(i),
(iii), and (iv) that if v = Z{" B, then

mpy
ia <LY Bifig

<LK} d(s,)™ EYX B3 5,y < LK I _y, -
v

v 7

In view of this, the assertion of Proposition 3.2 follows if we can show that

d:
(3.18) inf  sup fan Vy ds =C>0.
vemt vevh Wiy a0l _y 20

The remaining problem of proving (3.18) can be further modified as follows. First, de-
fine the linear mapping P,: L,(382) — M;’ as

(3.19) P,y € M5: bP, ¥, v) = b(y,v) VYv€E V",
where
(3.20) b, )=}, Yeds, ¥, ¢ EL,(09Q)

Then we have
LEmmA 3.2. (3.18) holds, provided that P, satisfies
(3.21) ”Ph‘P“h,l/z,aQ < C“‘p“hll/z,ag s VRS L2 (0%2).

Proof. Denote by H, and H, the Hilbert spaces obtained by supplying L, (052)
with the inner products

W, 9y, = Zd(Sv)vast, and (¥, 0)y, =3 d(Sv)"fs Yods,

respectively, where the sums are over S, € 7%(32). Then W, = Wl 15,50 and

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see https://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use




THE BABUSKA METHOD OF LAGRANGE MULTIPLIERS 1121

N, = 1-lly, _ys 552> and b is a bounded bilinear form on H, x H,:

(3.22) by, o) < Wllgy el ¥ EH,y, 9 €H,y.
We also easily contend that

(3.23) inf  sup ——@M = i b(Y, ¢)

= inf sup T =,
veH, oeH; Wiy loly, i, ver, Wiy, llolly,

Assume that (3.21) holds. Then, using (3.23), (3.19), and (3.21) we find that if
veE Vh, then

bw,v) _ b, v)

= su —_— = § —_—
Wy = 28, Wiy, veh, Tl
(324)
<C su M<C sup b(ll/,l))’ ey,
B T i R Y

Proceeding as in [2, p. 113], we now define the linear mapping £, : vt — M;' through
the formula

b(‘l/a U)=(d/’ Ehv)Hl’ l[JEMg,UE Vh

Then, by (3.22) and (3.24), E, is bounded and 1:1 [2, pp. 113—115]. Moreover, as
M;’ and V" are of equal dimension, £}, is onto M%. Then if Ef: M} — V" is the
adjoint mapping defined as

b(Y,v) = Xy, v)y,, Y EMvEV",

we have, using (3.24) and a well-known argument (cf. [2, pp. 112—115] or [4]), that

inf  sup _bw) WEDT I = e,

lllEM’zl UEVh ”w”Hl”vHHZ
inf sup _M_ >C>0.
ver? ¢em’2’ Hll/llHlllvHH2

This proves the lemma. O
To prove (3.21), let ¢ € L,(32) be given and define, for S, € #(082), the func-
tion y,, as
¢, (x) = 9lx), x€S,
=0, x €0Q\S,,.
With the sets R,(S,), k =0, 1, 2, ..., defined as in (2.6), let us first prove that
Py, (x) decays exponentially in the following sense:

—ak
(3.25) ”Ph"pv”Lz(Rk(S‘,)) < Ce™™ “‘P‘,”LZ(SV), a>0,

where a does not depend on A.
Note that, in the case of a quasiuniform partitioning, a result analogous to (3.25)
was proved in [6] in a different context.
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We start the proof of (3.25) by first introducing a real parameter ¢, ¢ > 1, and
defining

(3.26) ’Jl(x) = qmivj(x)’ ]= la vt mh,

where m; = =0 if supp{v } NS, # &, and otherwise m; is chosen so that éupp{v 1N
mp-1 (S ) = & and supply;} N X, (S ) # &, where the sets Z,(S,) are as in (2 5).
Consider a given subset S, € 'r"(aQ) such that S, C R, (S,), k > 1. By the as-
sumptions A3(i) and A5(ii), if Y, 5;-*0 on S, then supp{v]} N Cx L(S#).
In view of (2.5) and the above definition of m;, this implies that k — L < m; <k,
and therefore, by (3.26),

(3.27) vx) - ¢*ux) = ¢Faux), 1Al <1-q7.

Now let Py, be expanded as P,yp, = X' B;y;, and let v=2x"h Bv;. Then if A, is as
in AS(ii), we get, using A3(ii), AS5(iii), A5(iv) and (3.27),

q_ka”(Ph¢v)3 ds
= J‘S#(Ph¢v)<lezl\:” ﬁ] U/> ds + fsM(Ph(pv)<lezA:” A’B]Ul> ds

> [K7 - %1 -q71)) ”Ph*"v“iz(su)
(3.28) 2“(1—h—q-L)f Sn<i€§u Ajﬁivi) ¢

> [k -1 -q7 1)) |1P,,wvl!22(su>

~BK(1 -q L) Y Bzf V2 ds

1EAu

> [KT-BK3I+1)U -9 ”Ph‘pvlliz(sp)'

Taking q sufficiently close to (but still larger than) unity, we can have
(3.29) K1 —w%K3+1)(1 -qgL)y>ukt.
Upon summing over u, (3.28) and (3.29) then imply

fasz P,p,)vds = Zk:fR L51) P,0,)uds
>4k o+ [
k

(3.30)

2
Ri(Sy) P,p,)° ds.

On the other hand, we find from the definition of v and from A3(ii), A5(iii), and
AS5(iv) that

~ 3/2
fs YU ds <K ||%||L2(SV)IIP,,¢VIIL2(sv).

14
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THE BABUSKA METHOD OF LAGRANGE MULTIPLIERS 1123

Recalling that v € V#, we then have, using (3.19) and (3.20),
aQ(Ph‘Pv)U ds = fan«pvv ds = fsv¢vv ds

3
(3.31) <Kl s ) Paille s,

1/2
<Kl s,

k
Zkiq WPy, 7 5 R 5,9

Since g > 1, the estimate (3.25) follows from (3.30) and (3.31).
Combining (3.25) with the assumption A2, we get forall S, §, € 7 (382) the
estimate

des,) fs# (Byo ) ds <d(S,) [ o Pyo)ds

(G
(3:32) o

< cotemo*d(s,) [ ords < ceka(s,) [ olds
v

where k is such that S, C Ry(S,), and 0 <a, <o
Finally, to estimate P, y, write P,¢ =X P, , and apply the inequality

<Zak> CZeBkak, g>0,C=C@),a ER',
1

together with (3.32) to first get

d(s,) fsu(Ph o) ds
= d(S )f [ < > Ph%)jlzds
VEAL o
k
(333) = Cd(S#)Zk:eB jsu( v€§k# >
<CASIZNy ™ X [ B0, ds
v€Ak
<C, Y ebeky, as,) ghds
k vEAk o

where A, , = {1; 5, C R, (S,)}, and N, , denotes the number of sets §, € ™(09)
which are contained in R, (S, ).

N, , can be estimated as follows. First, if C, is the sphere associated to S, as in
Al(ii), then, by Al(ii) and A2, the set Uve Aty C, is contained in a sphere of radius

(3.34) p < Kd(S,) Z it + 4K(Kd(S k™) < Cd(S, M.
j=0

Second, by Al(ii) and A2,

(3.35) d(C,) > 8KIK'k™ d(S)], vEA,,.
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Therefore, using (3.34), (3.35), and Al(ii), we have the estimate

LICAS " = N [472d(S )],
so that

(3.36) Ny, < CK@AD),

Upon taking 0 < § < a, in (3.33) and using (3.36), we get

d(s,) fs P ds<CY e 3 d(s) fs o* ds,
u k VEA L . v

with a, > 0. Summing this over u and again using (3.36), we finally have

Pl 00 < C22 % e;\: e‘“2kd(Sv)va¢2 ds
v H=lpy

=C ; <; e~ 2N, v>d(sv) f quyz ds
< C1 Z< Z e—(x2kkn(2}\+1)> d(Sv)fS ¢ 2 ds
v \k=1 v

< Gligly v 000+

This proves (3.21), and the proof of Proposition 3.2 is complete. []

We point out that the regularity properties of 3£2 did not play any explicit role in
the proof of Proposition 3.2. Also, Proposition 3.1 is true under weaker regularity as-
sumptions on §2; for example, it would suffice to assume that §2 is a Lipschitzian do-
main with piecewise smooth boundary. Theorem 3.1 is then true also for such more
general domains.

4. Application. Let {T"(BQ)}0< n<, be a family of partitionings of 9§2 satisfy-
ing assumptions Al and A2. Let % be fixed sufficiently small and assume that for each
S, € T™(3Q2) the systems of local coordinates {x(l"), c e xf,")} are defined so that Eqgs.
(2.1) through (2.4) are satisfied.

Let k be a fixed integer, kK = 1. We define M;‘ as the maximal subspace of
L,(92) such that if ¢ e M?, S, € 7 (99), and ¥, is defined as in (2.4), then ¢, is
a polynomial of degree k — 1 in the variables xﬁ"), . ,xf,"ll.

To define the interior subspaces M{', consider a family of partitionings 7" of R"
into n-simplicial subdomains #,. We assume the partitionings to be arranged in the
usual way so that any face of any ¢ € 7" is also a face of another t, € 7. The fol-
lowing additional assumptions will be made:

Bl. () r€7” =d(t) <h.

(i) For each t € n”, either t N Q = P or t N Q contains a sphere of radius p >
K=1d().

(i) If € 7", S € 7%(0R), and t N S #+ &, then K ~1d(S) < d(¢) < Kd(S).
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We note that if ¢+ € Q, then (ii) reduces to the ordinary regularity assumption
[5].
We let {T"(Q)}O <n< be a family of partitionings of 2, defined as

M) =(T,;T,=t,NQ 1, Ea" 1, NQ+ &}
We will further denote by Q, the polyhedron

Q, = Uu .
tyerhie, N+
For each h, let M {' be defined as the maximal subspace of H'(§2) such that, for each
T e (), M{’ | equals the space of polynomials of order kK on T, where k has the
same value as in the definition of M;’.

In order to be able to verify the conditions A3 through AS for the above sub-
spaces, a further constraint on the partitionings will be required. In particular, AS is
not generally true unless the partitioning 7(9Q) is locally by a certain factor coarser
than the partitioning induced by 7"() on 82. A sufficient condition can be found
as follows. Let {y,,..., yph} be the set of vertices of the simplices ¢, € 7 which
are located on 32,. Foreachi, 1 <i<p,,let

(4.1) E?:né*ﬁw
where A, = {v; ¢, € 7, y; € t,}. Then it suffices to assume
B2. Each §, € "(082) contains at least one of the sets 382 N E,.", 1<i<p,.
To verify the assumptions of Section 2, we need first a basis for M;'. For S, €
7'(08), let U, be as in (2.1), and let C; > 0 be a fixed constant. Then, by a scaling
argument, there exists for each v a basis {«pg"), e np,(;:)} of the space of polynomials
of degree <k — 1 in R" such that if D, CR"™!, i =1, 2, 3, are any spheres satis-
fying D; N U, # & and Cyd(S,) > d(D,) > C;'d(S,), then

1 SR 202 <f S0 )2
;’Bi ”‘p; La(Dy) Da i;lﬁi¢i ds
4.2) .

m
<CY BI04y B ER
i=1

where C depends only on C, k, and n. Assuming such bases to be defined, we take
for the basis of M} the set U, WP, .., ®), where

@3) YO = oMM, ..., x0), x€8,

=0, X €IS,

For the above basis, A3(i) is true with L = 0. To verify A3(ii), note that, by B2,
B1(ii), B1(iii), (2.1), and (2.2), if 4 is sufficiently small, then each U, in (2.1) contains
a sphere of radius p > Cd(S,), C > 0, C independent of v. Denote this sphere by
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D, ;,and let D,, be a sphere of radius p = d(S,) such that Dv’2 D U,. Then the va-
lidity of A3(ii), for some constant K, is obvious from the following chain of inequali-
ties:

3

m
> BIPIE s, > € Zl B?Hso,‘”’lliz(vv,n
l:

m
> 2 V) (V)
= C2i=ZIB lly; I|L2(D 2) iYi Ly(Dy2)
Ry ®)
> .
Col| 2B s = ALA PAYE

m m o,
2
= Cq Z 13?"80,(‘})"%2(0“1) = C7‘E 16,‘ 11%(‘})”1‘2(1)“2)
i= i=

m

1

> 08,2153”"’5”)“12<sv>’ B, ER'.
=

Here the constants C/ are positive and independent of »; the second, third, sixth, and
seventh inequalities follow from (4.2) and the remaining ones from (4.3), (2.1), (2.2),
and from the inclusions Dv,l cU,C Dv,2‘

Assumption A4 is easily verified. Taking

0,x)=1, x€S,
=0, x€I\S,,
it suffices to verify that, for all S € (Q),

fsv ds > C(S,y"",

with C independent of v. This follows from B2, B1(ii), and Bl (iii).

Finally, AS should be verified. To this end, let {§,, ..., Eph} be the set of con-
tinuous functions in R" such that for each i, 1 <i <p,, &, is a polynomial of degree
one in each ¢, € 7, llg, Az _rm =L £,(x) 2 0, and supp{%;} = E", where Eh is as in
4.1). Asis well known, such functions exist. Then define

@44 M) = z,.v(xgv), oS xIED, XM, 1<i<m x€Q,
where {xﬁ"), R x,(,")} and {cp(l"), e, ap(,;,’)} are as above, and i, is chosen so that
(4.5) s, DB naq.

Functions v(") are continuous and piecewise polynomials of degree k, so v(") € M"
Now let us verlfy that the set Up{v(") v(”)} is what we are lookmg for. First,
A5(i) follows from the assumed regularlty property Bl(ii). Second, A5(ii) is true since
supp{v](")} nacs, = supp{\[/}")}. Third, A5(iii) follows from a scaling argument,
using BI(ii) and (4.2).

Finally, to verify AS(iv), note that if 4 is small enough, then (2.1), (2.2), B1(ii), and
B1(iii) imply the existence of the spheres D, CR" ™!, with d(D,) = Cd(S,), C independent
of v, such that D, C U, and so that Eiv satisfies
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@6) 5 @>C>0,x€A, ={xP,... . xMeaq; xP,... . €0D,).

Then, since §; is everywhere nonnegative, we get, using 2.1),(22),(4.2), and (4.4)

through (4.6),
m m 3
f <ZB,U(V)> <;B]-l[/](v)>ds> ngiv<zl:ﬁjw}v)> ds
Cf <ZB (")> dx{ ... dx®
Cf <ZB (v)) dx{ .. dx(),
™)’ 1
>szsv<;£3,~w,~) ds, B;ER'.

The remaining inequalities of AS(iv) follow from a similar reasoning.

Having verified that the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied, let us evaluate
the error of the approximation in terms of the parameter 2 of A1(i) and B1(i). We
need the following approximation results:

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let M} and M} be defined as above, with k denoting the de-
gree of polynomials in M, and let u € H**'(Q) and € H**"(3S). Then, if
k > (n - 1)/2, the following estimates hold

“.7) min {ju ~ vl o + = vl _y, 50} < CHliullghe1 ),
UEM1
and
min, {llY - ¢ll, , < CHA Yl k= o0y -
4.8) WEMg{‘J’ Pl 1,00 ) Vligk-ea)

Proof. Denote by N" the finite element space associated to the partitioning of
Q,, such that M{’ = Nh Jq. Further, let u® denote the extension of u to Q,, such that

4.9 “ue”Hk+1(Qh) < Cllullgx+1(q)-

Such an extension exists since 32 is smooth.

Let Iu® € N" denote the kth-order Lagrange interpolant of u¢ on Q,. Ifk>
(n — 1)/2, 1, is a continuous linear operator on Hk“(Qh), and, by the classical results
of approximation theory (cf. [5, p. 121]),

(4.10) u® = Ll (q,) < Chklue|k+l,ﬂh‘
To estimate [u® — L,u®ll, _,, 5, let ¢, € 7" be given such that 7, N 32 # &, and let
J,, denote the scaling mapping
. =X
Jox—Xx )
Further, let J(¢,) = £,, J (¢, 0 89) = [, 4°(®) = u°(x), and [,a°(%) = I,u(x),
x&t,.
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By the assumption B1(ii), if % is small enough, the estimate
| @ - Ty as < clt - B,
holds uniformly for all 7, = J (¢,), ¢, € ", t, N 02 # &. By the approximation
properties of fh we then have [5]
f 5 @ - Layas<cal,, ;.
Upon scaling this back to the original size we get
4.11) dt,)! ftvnan(ue — Lu¢)ds < Cd(tv)2k|“e|i+1, 1y
Summing over v and using B1(i) and B1(iii), (4.11) gives

(4.12) € = Ll 20 < CH (€ llgi1g,-

In view of (4.9), (4.10), and (4.12), the estimate (4.7) follows by choosing v = I, u®|, .

To prove (4.8), let Y € H*(32) and consider a given partitioning 7#(8§2). For
each S, € (09), let {x(l"), .. ,xfl")} be as in (4.3), and assume that % is small enough
so that (2.1) through (2.4) hold. For each S, € *(32), let D, C R"™! be a sphere
such that D, D U,, where U, refers to (2.1), and

(4.13) d(D,) < cd(S,),
for some constant C. Further, let
r,={V,...,.xMes; P, ... . xD e,

and let Y, be defined on D, as

\pv(x(l"), cy xf,"ll) = x[/(xg"), e, xf,")), (xﬁ"), e, x,(,")) €r,.

In view of (4.13), there exists for each v a polynomial ¢, on D, of degree k¥ — 1 such
that
(4.14) W, = 0l 0,y < CAS,) I, .

where C is independent of v (cf. [5, p. 115]). On the other hand, by the assumption
Al(ii), the constant C in (4.13) can be chosen so that, for any given I' € {T' }, T" inter-
sects ', for at most L different ', € {I')}. Therefore, if & is small enough, (4.14),
Al(j), and (2.3) imply

2 dS)IY, - ‘Pv”iz(v‘,) < Chz"“ZI%liov < G R YRk aq)-
v v

In view of this we have

. _ k+Y%2
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The estimate (4.8) now follows from interpolation between (4.15) and the trivial esti-
mate

min, || (M R (il
pEM! V= ¢lnnen <V, ea)

This completes the proof. [J
Using Proposition 4.1 one can now easily estimate the convergence rate of the
Lagrange multiplier method.

THEOREM 4.1. Let u be the solution of problem (1.1) and let (u,, V,) be the
solution of (1.3), with M} and M} defined as above, and so that M" contains the
polynomials of degree k. Then if f€ H* 1 (Q) and g € H**"*(3Q) in (1.1), and if k >
(n—1)/2, the following error bounds hold:

0
'a’lrl; - (uh9 ‘ph)

ul

< CH* (I llpe-100y + I8lprk+000)s
Xzh

and
et = uh”L (Q) hk+1(||f”1.1k—l(g) + ||g”Hk+‘/z(an))

Proof. The first inequality follows from Theorem 3.1, Proposition (4.1), and the
estimate (cf. [7])

ou
on

“u”Hk-H(n) + C(Hf”Hk—l(Q) + ||g||Hk+‘/z(aQ))9 k=1.

=z
HE%30)

The second estimate follows from the ordinary duality argument, see [1]. O
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