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A POSTERIORI ERROR ESTIMATOR
FOR A MIXED FINITE ELEMENT METHOD
FOR REISSNER-MINDLIN PLATE

ELSA LIBERMAN

ABSTRACT. We present an a posteriori error estimator for a mixed finite ele-
ment method for the Reissner-Mindlin plate model. The finite element method
we deal with, was analyzed by Durdn and Liberman in 1992 and can also be
seen as a particular example of the general family analyzed by Brezzi, Fortin,
and Stenberg in 1991. The estimator is based on the evaluation of the residual
of the finite element solution. We show that the estimator yields local lower
and global upper bounds of the error in the numerical solution in a natural
norm for the problem, which includes the H! norms of the terms correspond-
ing to the deflection and the rotation and a dual norm for the shearing force.
The estimates are valid uniformly with respect to the plate thickness.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the implementation of numerical methods for approximation of partial dif-
ferential equations, the definition of a posteriori error estimators is the basic tool
for adaptive mesh-refinement techniques, necessary when we are in the presence of
local singularities of the solution.

In this paper we present an a posteriori error estimator for the finite element
approximation of the Reissner-Mindlin plate model, which describes the displace-
ment of a plate with moderate thickness subject to a transverse load. The definition
of the estimator is based on the evaluation of the residual of the finite element so-
lution.

Several a posteriori error estimators have been defined for different linear and
nonlinear elliptic problems by using the residual equations (see for example [3, 4,
5, 14, 19, 20])

For a fixed plate thickness the Reissner Mindlin plate model is a linear elliptic
problem. But for small thickness the ellipticity constant deteriorates and makes the
treatment of the problem difficult. In particular, in the definition of an estimator the
main difficulty is the attainment of equivalence with an error norm independently
of the plate thickness. To the author’s knowledge, an estimator with this property
has not yet been defined.

For the numerical solution of the Reissner-Mindlin equations, there are several
mixed finite element methods which present good approximations of the solutions
[2, 6,7, 9,10, 11, 15, 17] and are free from locking [8, 11, 12, 15, 17].
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We present an a posteriori error estimator for a method analyzed in [15] which
can also be seen as a particular example of the general family analyzed in [12].

We define the error estimator for the H* norm of the deflection and the rotation,
and for a sum of norms for the shear force, which includes the Hy(rot)’ norm, and
show that it yields local lower and global upper bounds of the error in the numerical
solution, valid uniformly with respect to the plate thickness. It must be remarked
that even though these norms are natural for the problem (in particular the inf - sup
condition holds for the Hy(rot)’ norm [11] and, when ¢t — 0, Hy(rot)" becomes the
appropriate space for the shear), convergence for the shear force in this dual norm
has not been proved, as far as we know. The results hold for any polygonal domain
and, therefore, our estimator can be used for adaptive refinement when corner
singularities arise.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the
Reissner-Mindlin model and we analyze its approximation with the finite element
method. We also give an additional a priori estimate related with the L? norm
of the error in the rotor of the shear force. For the sake of clarity we divide the
definition and analysis of the estimator in two sections. In Section 3 we define a
weak norm for the error in the rotation and in the shear force and obtain estimates
for this norm. Finally in Section 4, we define the estimator for the whole error and
show the corresponding relations between the estimator and the natural error norm
using the results of the previous section.

2. THE REISSNER-MINDLIN EQUATIONS
AND MIXED FINITE ELEMENT APPROXIMATION

We use boldface type to denote vector quantities.

Let © x [—t/2,t/2] be the region occupied by the undeformed elastic plate of
thickness 0 < t < 1, where Q C R? is a simply connected polygon.

Let us denote by w and 3 the transverse displacement of the midsection of the
plate and the rotation of fibers normal to it, respectively. Then, assuming for

simplicity that the plate is clamped along the boundary of €2, the Reissner-Mindlin
problem is:

Find w € H(Q) and B € H§(Q) such that
(2.1)
£a(B,m) + M(Vw — 8,V —n) = (¢,() ¥y € H}(Q),Y¢ € Hy(9),

where ( , ) denotes the scalar product in either L?(Q2) or L2(Q2), and a(8,7) is a
coercive and continuous bilinear form defined by

E
=———— | D= tE
o(B.) = Ty |, PR E ),
where Z(n) is the symmetric part of the gradient of , D is defined by
DY =[(1—v)Y +vtr(T)I],
E is the Young modulus, v is the Poisson ratio, A = Fk/2(1 + v), where k is the
shear correction factor, and g represents the transverse load.
To analyze the problem for small values of ¢, g is scaled in the form g = t3f so

that the solution tends to a nonzero limit as ¢ tends to zero [11]. Taking, for the
sake of simplicity, A = 1 and introducing

(2.2) v =1t"(Vw - B),
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equation (2.1) can be written equivalently as

- a(B,m) + (v, V¢ —n) = (f,¢) ¥neH}Q),V( e Hy(),
’ Ply.x)— (Vo —B,x) =0 ¥xeL(®),

which in the limit ¢ — 0 takes the form of a saddle point problem.
Let

Ho(rot, Q) = {x € L*(Q) : rot(x) € L*(Q) and x.T7 = 0 on dQ},

where 9 denotes the boundary of €2 and 7 is the unit tangent to the boundary,
with the norm

I [[Et (rot,2) = lIxllo + lIrotxlo-

The following proposition, which is proved in [11], gives a decomposition for any
x € Hy(rot,Q), showing also that v € Hy(rot, 2).

Proposition 2.1. Let B be defined on H(Q) x Hy(2) by
B:(0,¢) — (V{—m).

The mapping B is surjective onto the space Ho(rot,Q), and for every x € Hy(rot, €2)
there exists (n,¢) € HY(Q) x H(Q) such that

xX=V({-n
and
IVCllo + [Imlly < C{lixllo + [lrotxllo}

with C independent of x. O

As we stated in the Introduction, we will also consider the space

T =Hy(rot,Q) = {x c HY(Q)/divx € H ()}
with the norm
I = Iy + ldivx®s,

which is equivalent to the dual norm.

Remark 2.1. From this and Proposition 2.1, it immediately follows that the follow-
ing inf - sup condition holds:

sup
1 1oy (VE=m0)
(2.4) (n,C)(;EI)o;QgOTOI;To(Q) Tl T 1l >Clxllr  YxeT.

We describe now the finite element method for the Reissner-Mindlin model that
we will consider.
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Let {Tn}gcper be a regular family of triangulations of €2, where h stands for
the maximum diameter of the elements in the triangulation 7. In order to define
the mixed finite element approximation, we have to give finite element spaces for
the rotations, the transverse displacement, and the shear strain. Also we have to

define an operator, usually some kind of interpolation, in order to relax the discrete
equation corresponding to (2.2).

We use the standard notation P,, for the space of polynomials of degree less
than or equal to m and set P,, = Py X Pin-

Given an element T', let {A;}, ., <4 be its barycentric coordinates and 7; be the
tangential vector to the edge 0T; where \; = 0. We define,

b1 =X A3T1, Py =A3MiT2  and Pz = AT,

then the finite element spaces for the method, H; C H{(Q) for the rotations,

W, C H é(Q) for the transverse displacement, and I';, C L2(Q2) for the shear strain,
are defined as follows:

Hh:{nh € Hé(ﬂ)rrlh‘T € Pl@span{d)lv(ﬁ%qb?,},VT € Th}a

Wi ={Cn € Hy(Q) : hlp €PLY T € Tu},
and T'j, is a rotation of the lowest order Raviart-Thomas space [11],
Ty ={n, € Ho(rot,Q) :m,|lp € Po® (z2,—21)Po,VT € Tp}.
In particular, the inclusion

(2.5) VW, Cc Ty,

holds.

The interpolation operator for this method IT : Ho(rot, Q)NH! — T}, is defined
by IIn|r = n;, where n; is such that

(2.6) / n7.T; :/ 7.T4, i=1,2,3,
aT; aT;

and which satisfies (see [11] for example)
(2.7) [In —TInllo < Chllnlly ¥n € H(Q).

Therefore the approximate solution (B, wn,~y,) € Hp, x Wy, x Ty, is defined by
(2.8)
a(ﬁh,nh) + (’Yhn V(p — th) = (f,Ch)’ vnh € Hp, Y(h € Wy,

Y =t 2 (Vw, — T18,,).

Hereafter, C' denotes a constant which could depend on the minimum angle of
the triangulation but is independent of the thickness ¢t and the meshsize h, and the

symbol ||.|| denotes a norm over the region €, if no explicit reference to the region
is made.
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For the error in the approximation of the Reissner-Mindlin model with this
method, the following a priori estimates are known [12], [15]:

(2.9)
18 = Brlly +tly —allo + llw —wally < CR{NIBI, +tllvll, + I7llo}

and also [12],

(2.10) Iy =nll1 < Ch{IBI, + tllvlly + lIvlo}
and when Q is a convex polygon [2],

(2.11) 18115 + tllvlly + vllo < ClIfllo-

Taking into account the definition of the norm in Hq(rot, ), we add to this a
priori estimates the following one related with ||rot(y — vp)llo-

Lemma 2.1. For the method defined previously it holds that
(2.12) 2{rot(y —vu)llo < CR{lIBIy + tvlly + lIvllo}-
Proof. From the definition of v and ~,, it follows that

t*rot(y — ;) = —rot(8 — IIB,,).
Then

(2.13)
rot(y = vu)llo < [lrot(8 — TIB) o + [[rot(IIB — II3,)lo-

It is known [11] that for n € Hy(rot, 2),
(2.14) rot(IIn) = Prot(n),
where P denotes the L? projection operator into Qp, := rot(I'y) and
(2.15) l[rot(n —TIn)lo < Chlnll,.
From (2.13), (2.14) and (2.15) we obtain

(2.16) 2|rot(y = yn)llo < C{RIBl2 + 18 = Brl1},

then (2.12) follows from the a priori estimates in (2.9). O

3. PRELIMINARY ERROR ESTIMATES

According to the approximation results in the previous section and our remarks
in the Introduction, our aim is to give an estimator for the following sum of errors:

[Vw = Vwpllo + 118 = Bl + llrot(y = ya)llo + v = vallo + v = vallr-

However, for the sake of clarity, we have divided the definition and analysis of the
estimator in two sections. In this section we give, as a preliminary result, estimates
for the errors in the rotation and the shear force in a weak norm.
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We define the weak norm for the error in 8 and ~, as the dual norm in H§(€2) x
H{(Q) of the operator a(8 — B,,,m) + (v — v, VC — n); that is,
(3.1)
1B =Br), (v =)l

= (n,¢) € Hzl(lg) x HE(Q) 1a(B = Bp,m) + (v — v, VC — 1)

(n,¢) # (0,0) mlls + i<l

Let k be a fixed integer, k£ > 1. The estimator for this error norm is defined for
any T € 7; as

(3.2)

€T={HP’“fII3,TlTI+% > lvandyl3 oz, 107

oT, CoT

1/2
A 1 -
+ [[divDE(By) +vallo oI T] + 3 >, II[D:(/Bh)ni]J|I?),8Ti|6Ti|} ;
T, caT

where P* is the L? projection onto Py, |T| and |0T;| are the area of T and the
length of OT;, n; is the normal vector to the edge 97T}, and [.]; denote the jump
of the corresponding function across 97;.
For each T € 7}, let
sz{U TeT, : TNT #0}.

The following theorem shows the equivalence between the error norm and the
estimator.

Theorem 3.1. There exist two constants C1 and Cy, depending on the minimum
angle of the mesh, such that

1/2
33)  MB=Br), (v =)l < { doler+If- Pkfll%,TlTll}

TeT,
and
(3.4)

er < Co{l(B=B1)y (Y = Yllwr + D 1T = PFFllg 7}
TEwT
Proof. From (2.3) we have
(3.5)
a(B = Bp,m) + (v =Y VC—n) = (f,0) — a(Br,n) — (v, V¢ —m).

For 1 € H{() or HY(Q) we denote by ¢; € H() or H}(Q), respectively, a
piecewise linear average interpolant, as defined in [13, 18], satisfying

(3.6) 1Y = rllo < Chl¢]

and

(3.7) %1l < Cllll
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Taking 1, = n; and (; = (7 in (2.8) and subtracting it from (3.5) we get
(3.8)
a(B = Bn,m) + (v =7, V¢ —1)
=(f,¢—¢)=alBr,m—n7)— (v, (V¢=0) = (V¢r—np)) +(vp, n—1Ing)

Z{(fc cm—— Z/ ypmil 5 (= <)

TeTy 6T coT
+ (divDE(By) +vn,m — 011
>
-y, [DE(B,)ny (n — m)}
2 ar,cor 9T

+ (Yp,mr —ng)

> {||f||o,T||C—CI||o,T + % > v lloer ¢ = Cillo,on

TeT 8T, COT
+[|divDZ(8) +villorllm —nsllor

+% > ||[D5(ﬁh)ni]J||0,aTi||"l—"11||0,8T1}

IN

oT; CoT
+ (vn,my —nyg)

1/2
< C{ S g+ - Pkfll%,T]} il + S} + (v mp — Tpy).

TEeT

We are going now to bound the term (v,,n; — IIn;).

It is known ([16], Lemma 3.3) that for n; as defined above, there exists ¢ € H}(9)
such that ¢|r € Py and

Vo =mn; —1IlIn;.

In [16] it is also proved that ¢ vanishes at all the nodes of the triangulation. Hence,
an usual scaling argument on each element 7" yields

I¢llo,or; < ClOT,|Y2 Vo1
Then
(3.9)

(Ynsmy = TIng) = (v4, V) = Z Z/ [yl

TeT) 3T coT

= Z Z [vanil o, ||9ll0.07,

TeT, 8T coT

<C >y { Sl hni]JHO,BTilaﬂll/z} IVollor

TET, 8T, coT
1/2
} Imll1

< C{ Z [% Z v nnil 718 o7, 0T |T|

TET, oT; CoT

where we have used (2.7) and (3.7) to obtain the last inequality.
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This shows that the last inner product in (3.8) can be bounded by the previous
terms of the same expression.

From (3.8) and (3.9) we obtain
(3.10)

la(B = Bp,m) + (v — v V¢ —n)| SC{ T

lImllx + 1<

from which it follows (3.3).

1/2
e+ 11f - Pkfll%,TlTI]}

TeT,

In order to prove inequality (3.4) we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let T € T;,. Given q € L2(T), p € L?(0T), there exists fjp € Prys
such that

(ﬁT7 r)T = (Qa r)T Vr € Pk(T>

(311) / 'f]TS = / ps Vs € Pk+1(aT)
oT; ;

i

iy =0  at the vertices of T,

and

(3.12) lirelor < Clllallor + Y 10T [Ipllo.or: }-
: oT,COT

In particular if p = 0, then fjp|or = 0.
Proof. The proof follows with arguments similar to those given in [1]. O
In particular, the previous result is also valid for scalar functions:
Lemma 3.2. Let T € Tp. Given q € L*(T), p € L*(dT), there exists (v € Prys
such that
(éT? r)T = (q7 T)T Vr € Pk(T)7

(3.13) CAT § = / ps Vs € Pry1(0T),

8T,~ 8T,~

Cr =0 at the vertices of T,

and
(3.14) Irlor < Clllallor+ Y 10T ?|pllo,or.}-
8T, CaT
In particular if p =0, then Crl|or = 0. O

Now for fixed T' € 7, we take

q= P*f|T| € Pp(T),
(3.15)

plor, = 'LlilaTil[7hni]J7 p € P1(0T),
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and we take the corresponding CT defined in Lemma 3.2, making appropriate mod-
ifications when 7' intercepts 9€); whereas for each T' € wp, T #T, ( |7 is defined

by the same lemma taking now
q=0, .
(3.16) lom, = 0if 0T; N OT =0, .
OT: =\ the same as in (3.15) if 0T, N OT # 0.

Let 5 be defined such that QCIT = fT if T € wy and 0 is outside of wp. From its
definition we see that { € H}(Q), and

(3.17)
1
PGl T] + 5 > lvami 150z 1107

oT; CoT

Z{A/vaC)T (Pkfa ) } ( h—77vé)w:ﬁ+ Z(Pkf_faé)’f

Tewr Tewr

For the same fixed T we proceed in the same way and determine 7, applying
(3.11) for

—(divDZE(8y) +vu)|T| € P1(T),
(3.18)
plor, = {[DE(B,)n:ls|0T;], p € P1(T),
and 77 for T € wp, T # T, making the corresponding modifications as in (3.16).
Let ) € H}(Q) be defined as )|z = 74 if T € wr and 0 are outside of wp. Then
(3.19)

1
IldivDE(B) +villo, |71 + 5 Y D2l o7, 0T
8T, CoT

= > {aBp. )7 — (V. 7} = alBy = B, Mwr + (Vn = V> —wr

'f'EwT
Adding (3.17) and (3.19) we obtain
(3.20)

er

”é”lwa + “ﬁ”l,wT
< c { 08 = B or + (Y =70V = | |, Lrewn (P = 1,07 }
) 1l + 111 1€l or + 1l or

7 PEf— NE
s0{||<ﬂ—ﬁh>,<~y—vh>llw+ZTewTH f fno,Tncno,T}

”é“]-,wT + ”ﬁ“l,wT
Replacing (3.15) in (3.14) and (3.18) in (3.12), we get the bound
ICllo7 + IAllo,7 < CITI?er for T €wr,

and by standard scaling arguments we also get

1<l wr + 11ll0r < Cer.
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Using these bounds in (3.20), it follows that
er < CLIB =81, (v = vi)lwwr + D ITI2IPES = fllo 2,
Tewr

so the theorem is proved. O

4. ERROR ESTIMATOR

Now we are able to define an estimator for the whole error. For any T € 7}, we
define it as

(4.1) nr = {et + 18 = TB,IIE 1 + llrot(8), — T18,) 5 7}/,
Before coming to the main result of equivalence we need the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. There exists a constant C such that
(4.2)
IVw = Vwpllo+ 18 = Brllx +tly = villo + E¥llrot(y —v3)llo

1/2
<c { S+ If - Pkfna,TiTu} .

TeT,

Proof. Consider the expression

|a(/8 - :8}17/’7) + (A/ - 7h, VC - T’)|
43) s+ <l '

If we replace in (4.3) ( = w —wy, and n = B — 3, we obtain

la(B =B, B8 = B8) + 2y — vullR + (v — 71, B, — TIB,))
(4.4) 18 = Bulli + [Vw — Vgl
< 1B =B, (v =)«

Taking into account that 3, — II3;, € Hy(rot,Q), and according to Proposition
2.1, there exist ¢ € H}(Q2) and ¢ € H}(Q) such that

(4.5) By —1By =Vy — @,
with
(4.6) IVllo + Nl < C{IIB, — TIByllo + lIrot(8), — TI8,,)]l0}-

Replacing again in (4.3) ¢ =9 and n = ¢, and using (4.6) we get
(4.7)
|a(B — Br, @) + (v = ¥4, By — 1B < C|a(ﬁ = Bu @) + (v — 71, VY — ¢)]
18r —HBpllo + lIrot(B, — TIBy) o ~ V¥llo + Il

< OB =B, (v =)l




A POSTERIORI ERROR ESTIMATOR FOR REISSNER-MINDLIN PLATE 1393

Then
(4.8)
[(y = Yns Br, — T1By)|
<C{IIB-B), (v=v)l[18, =118y o+ [rot (B, —TIB)llo]+ 18— Bl #ll1 }
< c{l(B = By), (v = v)lll18, — TBllo + lIrot(By, — T1B4)llo]
+ (I8, — OByl + lIrot(B, — TIB)llo] 1|8 = Bullx}
<{NB = Br), (v =)l + 18, — 1By llo + [Irot(B, — T184) o]
< [I18 = Byl + IVw — Vwnllo + 18, — TByllo + l[rot(B), — 118) o]},

where we have used continuity of a(,) to obtain the first inequality, and (4.6) to
bound ||@||; in the second inequality.
Returning to (4.4) we can see that

(4.9)
a(B = By, B~ By) + 1y = vl
< (B = Br)s (v = ¥u)ll{lIB = Bull + [[Vw = Vwnllo
+118n — 1By llo + Irot(8;, — T1B,)[lo}
+ [y = v B — 1BL)I,
s0, using the coerciveness of a(,) and (4.8) we also have
(4.10)
18 = Bullf + 1y —vall3

<c{l(B =B, (v —u)ll« + 118r — UByllo + llrot(B, — 1By [lo}

<{l18 = Bul + IVw = Vwnllo + 18, — TBxllo + [rot(By — 1B4) o}

From the definition of v and ~, we have the following identity:

(4.11) Vw — Vwy = (v = v,) + (8 = Br) + (B — T184),
from which it follows that
(4.12)

IVw — Vwsllo < tly = nllo + 118 = Brlls + 118, — TBllo.

Adding ||8;, —TI8,,| )2+ ||rot (8, —X18,)|3 to both members in (4.10) and making
use of (4.12) we arrive at

(4.13)
18y, — T8, 113 + Irot(8y, — LB + 18 — Bullt + v — V4l

<c{I(B -8, (v =yl + 18, — By llo + [[rot(By, — 118;,)[lo}

<{18), = TBllo + rot(8), = B0 + 18 = Brll + thy = vallo},
from which we obtain
(4.14)

18, = TB4lo + rot (B, — T1B4)llo + 18 = Brllx + tlv = vallo

< C{IB = Bn), (v — vl + 181, = TByllo + [lrot(B, — T1B,) o}
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Also from (4.11) we have

(4.15) t*rot(y —v,) = —rot(8 — B;) — rot(8), — 1B,),
from which

(4.16) Ellrot(y = vu)llo < 18 = Byl + llrot(8y — TIB,)lo-
From (4.12) and (4.16) we see that

(4.17)

t2|lrot(y — yu)llo + [IVw = Vwnllo + 118 = Bull +tllv = vallo

< {18y, — TBllo + lIrot(By, — B o + 18 = Bulls + thy — vallo}-
From this inequality and (4.14) we get
(4.18)
t2(lrot(y — vu)llo + [[Vw = Vwnllo + 18 = Byl + v = ¥allo

< C{IB = B, (v = vl + 1By = TBylo + lIrot(8), — T1Bx)llo}-
Finally (4.2) follows easily from (4.18), using (3.3) and the definition of 7. O

In the following theorem we obtain the main result of equivalence between the
estimator and the sum of errors.

Theorem 4.1. There exist two constants Cy and Cy depending on the minimum
angle of the mesh such that

(4.19)
IVw — Vwgllo + 18 = Bulls + 2[lrot(y — vi)llo + tly — vullo + [lv = vallr

1/2
sq{}jm%+w—PW%ﬂﬂ@

TeTy
and
(4.20)

nr < Co{l(B = Bu)llwr + IV = Vwnllowr + 2 lrot(y = u)llowr
+ v = Yallows + Y — Yallrws + D ITIM2IF = P*Fllo 7
TEwr

Proof. For the proof of the first inequality, taking into account Proposition 4.1, we
have to bound only ||y — v|lr. For fixed n

a(B — B, m) n (Y = Yh>

= < 18- B, (v — 1)l

K [l
From this,
(4.21) v = vull-1 < CLIB = Bulls + 1B = Br), (v — vl }-
Also
(4.22) ldiv(y —vp) -1 < [[(B=Br), (v = vu)l+

Combining (4.21), (4.22), and the results in Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 3.1, we
arrive at (4.19).
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To obtain (4.20), we consider the bound for ey from Theorem 3.1 and the fol-
lowing inequality:

4.23
\(l(ﬁ —) Br), (v = Yillswr <118 = Brllvwr + v = Yull—1,0r + ldiv(y = v) 107
On the other hand we obtain from (4.11)
(4.24)
18y — TBpllo,r < [Vw = Vuwpllor + 118 = Bulli,r + tly — vallor,
and from (4.15)

(4.25) Irot(8), — B llo,r < Ellrot(y —vu)llor + 18 = Bullr-
The proof is completed by adding (3.4), (4.24) and (4.25) and making use of (4.23).
O
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