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Abstract. A low-order nonconforming finite element discretization of a smooth
de Rham complex starting from the H2 space in three dimensions is proposed,

involving an H2-nonconforming finite element space, a new tangentially con-

tinuous H1-nonconforming vector-valued finite element space, the lowest-order
Raviart-Thomas space, and piecewise constant functions. While nonconform-

ing for the smooth complex, the discretization conforms to the classical de

Rham complex. It is applied to develop a decoupled mixed finite element
method for a fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation problem, focusing on

the discretization of a generalized singularly perturbed Stokes-type equation.

In contrast to Nitsche’s method, which requires additional stabilization to
handle boundary layers, the nodal interpolation operator for the lowest-order

Nédélec element of the second kind is introduced into the discrete bilinear
forms. This modification yields a decoupled mixed method that achieves opti-

mal convergence rates uniformly with respect to the perturbation parameter,

even in the presence of strong boundary layers, without requiring any addi-
tional stabilization.

1. Introduction

We aim to construct a nonconforming finite element discretization of the smooth
de Rham complex on a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R3:

(1.1) 0
⊂−→ H2

0 (Ω)
∇−→ H1

0 (Ω;R3)
curl−−→ H0(div,Ω)

div−−→ L2
0(Ω) −→ 0,

where the Sobolev spaces are defined as

H(div,Ω) := {v ∈ L2(Ω;R3) : div v ∈ L2(Ω)},
H0(div,Ω) := {v ∈ H(div,Ω) : v · n = 0 on ∂Ω},

and L2
0(Ω) denotes the subspace of L2(Ω) consisting of functions with zero mean

value. Hilbert complexes such as (1.1) play a fundamental role in theoretical
analysis and the design of stable numerical methods for partial differential equa-
tions [3, 4, 2, 15, 6]. The complex (1.1) is smoother than the standard (domain) de
Rham complex

(1.2) 0
⊂−→ H1

0 (Ω)
∇−→ H0(curl,Ω)

curl−−→ H0(div,Ω)
div−−→ L2

0(Ω) −→ 0,
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where the relevant Sobolev spaces are defined as

H(curl,Ω) := {v ∈ L2(Ω;R3) : curlv ∈ L2(Ω;R3)},
H0(curl,Ω) := {v ∈ H(curl,Ω) : v × n = 0 on ∂Ω}.

In addition to (1.1), other smooth de Rham complexes include the so-called Stokes
complexes:

(1.3) 0
⊂−→ H1

0 (Ω)
∇−→ H0(grad curl,Ω)

curl−−→ H1
0 (Ω;R3)

div−−→ L2
0(Ω) −→ 0,

(1.4) 0
⊂−→ H2

0 (Ω)
∇−→ H1

0 (curl,Ω)
curl−−→ H1

0 (Ω;R3)
div−−→ L2

0(Ω) −→ 0,

with the associated Sobolev spaces given by

H0(grad curl,Ω) := {v ∈ H0(curl,Ω) : curlv ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3)},

H1
0 (curl,Ω) := {v ∈ H1

0 (Ω;R3) : curlv ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3)}.

Finite element discretizations of the de Rham complex (1.2) have been exten-
sively studied in the literature; see, for example, [39, 40, 2, 3, 4, 19, 18, 21]. The
finite element de Rham complexes with varying degrees of smoothness developed
in [19, 18] cover the discretizations of all the complexes (1.1)-(1.4).

To reduce the number of degrees of freedom (DoFs), conforming macro-element
Stokes complexes on split meshes have been developed for the Stokes complex (1.3);
see [22, 43]. A conforming virtual element construction for the same complex was
proposed in [8]. In addition, nonconforming discretizations of the Stokes com-
plex (1.3) have been explored in [44, 47, 69]. For the Stokes complex (1.4), con-
forming finite element discretizations have been studied in [19, 56], as well as on
split meshes in [29, 36]. Nonconforming discretizations of the Stokes complex (1.4)
were investigated in [61, 37]. In two dimensions, both conforming and noncon-
forming finite element discretizations of the Stokes complex have been extensively
studied; see, for example, [7, 51, 49, 22, 27, 38, 35, 37, 17, 63].

A conforming finite element discretization of the smooth de Rham complex (1.1)
was constructed in [19]. However, to the best of our knowledge, nonconforming
finite element discretizations of complex (1.1) have not yet been explored. In this
paper, we develop a low-order nonconforming finite element discretization of com-
plex (1.1):

(1.5) 0
⊂−→ Wh

∇−→ Φh
curl−−→ V div

h
div−−→ Qh −→ 0.

The space Wh is taken as the continuous H2-nonconforming finite element space
introduced in [61], V div

h is chosen as the lowest-order Raviart-Thomas element
space [59, 54], and Qh consists of piecewise constant functions. The main focus of
this work is the construction of a new tangentially continuous, H1-nonconforming,
vector-valued finite element space Φh. The shape function space of Wh is P2(T )⊕
bT P1(T ), where bT = λ0λ1λ2λ3 is the quartic bubble function on T with λi (i =
0, 1, 2, 3) denoting the barycentric coordinate corresponding to the vertex vi. Guided
by the smooth de Rham complex (1.1), the shape function space of Φh must contain
∇(bT P1(T )) to ensure weak continuity of the normal component across element in-
terfaces. To this end, we augment the lowest-order Nédélec element of the second
kind [55] and define the local shape function space as

Φ(T ) := P1(T ;R3) ⊕ ∇(bT P1(T )),
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which has dimension 16. The DoFs for Φ(T ) are given by∫
e

(v · t) q ds, ∀ q ∈ P1(e), e ∈ ∆1(T );

∫
F

v · n dS, F ∈ ∆2(T ).

The resulting global finite element space Φh has continuous tangential compo-
nents across element interfaces, i.e., Φh ⊂ H0(curl,Ω). The finite element com-
plex (1.5) thus constitutes a nonconforming discretization of the smooth de Rham
complex (1.1), while remaining a conforming discretization of the standard de Rham
complex (1.2).

We then apply the following latter part of the finite element complex (1.5):

(1.6) Φh
curl−−→ V div

h
div−−→ Qh −→ 0,

together with the quadratic Lagrange element, to develop a decoupled mixed fi-
nite element method for the following fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation
problem:

(1.7)

{
ε2∆2u−∆u = f in Ω,

u = ∂nu = 0 on ∂Ω,

where f ∈ L2(Ω) is a given function, ∆2 is the biharmonic operator, ∂n represents
the normal derivative on the boundary, and ε > 0 is a real parameter. Notably, as
ε → 0, problem (1.7) degenerates into the classical Poisson equation, giving rise to
boundary layer phenomena.

Classical approaches to problem (1.7) based onH2-conforming finite elements [42,
16, 13, 70] have been studied in [60]. However, due to the considerable difficulty in
implementing H2-conforming elements, H2-nonconforming elements, such as those
developed in [64, 14, 66, 71, 68, 65, 20, 57], are more commonly adopted. An al-
ternative strategy is the C0 interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin method, which
employs the Lagrange element spaces and was introduced in [11, 28]. Most of the
aforementioned methods, including those in [64, 14, 66, 65, 20, 57], were designed
for the primal formulation of the problem (1.7). While these methods typically
yield uniform error estimates with respect to ε, they do not achieve optimal con-
vergence rates. In particular, as ε → 0, the convergence rate is generally limited to
O(h1/2), which is sharp but suboptimal.

To develop a robust and optimal discretization for the fourth-order elliptic sin-
gularly perturbed problem (1.7) with boundary layers, it is crucial that the scheme
reduce to the standard discretization of the Poisson equation when ε = 0. In this
limiting case, the discrete space, bilinear forms, and right-hand side should involve
only the boundary condition u = 0, without enforcing ∂nu = 0 strongly or weakly.

A common strategy for achieving this is to impose the boundary condition
∂nu = 0 weakly using Nitsche’s method [58] or the penalty technique [1], instead
of incorporating ∂nu = 0 directly into the discrete space, as done in [34, 67, 45].
Another alternative is to adopt the mixed formulation for the fourth-order operator
proposed in [46, 50]. However, Nitsche-type methods introduce additional stabi-
lization terms, and mixed formulations lead to saddle-point systems, making the
implementation more involved, even though both approaches can deliver optimal
and parameter-uniform error estimates.

To avoid the penalty terms required by Nitsche-type methods and the saddle-
point structure of mixed methods, we instead decouple the fourth-order singularly
perturbed problem (1.7) into a sequence of second-order problems and incorporate



4 XUEWEI CUI AND XUEHAI HUANG

a suitable interpolation operator into the discrete bilinear forms. This yields a new
finite element scheme that achieves optimal and uniform accuracy across all pertur-
bation regimes while maintaining a simpler implementation framework. Decoupling
high-order elliptic equations into Poisson-type and Stokes-type problems, as in the
frameworks proposed in [15, 30], offers an effective strategy for designing efficient
numerical methods for such equations. Applying the framework in [15], we decouple
the fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation problem (1.7) into a combination of
two Poisson equations and a generalized singularly perturbed Stokes-type equation
involving the curl operator: find u,w ∈ H1

0 (Ω), ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3), p ∈ H0(div,Ω) and

λ ∈ L2
0(Ω) such that

(∇w,∇v) = (f, v),(1.8a)

ε2(∇ϕ,∇ψ) + (ϕ,ψ) + (curlψ,p) = (∇w,ψ),(1.8b)

(µ, div p) = 0,(1.8c)

(curlϕ, q)− (λ,div q) = 0,(1.8d)

(∇u,∇χ) = (ϕ,∇χ),(1.8e)

for any v, χ ∈ H1
0 (Ω), ψ ∈ H1

0 (Ω;R3), q ∈ H0(div,Ω) and µ ∈ L2
0(Ω). The

well-posedness of the generalized singularly perturbed Stokes-type equation (1.8b)-
(1.8d) is related to the smooth de Rham complex (1.1). We establish the well-
posedness of the decoupled formulation (1.8) and demonstrate its equivalence to
problem (1.7).

The formulation (1.8) is termed “decoupled” because it can be solved sequen-
tially: one first computes w from (1.8a); then solves for ϕ, p, and λ using (1.8b)-
(1.8d); and finally obtains u from (1.8e).

Based on the decoupled formulation (1.8), we propose a novel decoupled non-
conforming finite element method for the fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation
problem (1.7), using the short finite element complex (1.6) in conjunction with the
quadratic Lagrange element. The weak formulations (1.8a) and (1.8e) of the Poisson
equations are discretized using quadratic Lagrange elements, while the finite ele-
ment spaces Φh, V

div
h , and Qh from complex (1.5) are employed to approximate ϕ,

p, and λ in the generalized singularly perturbed Stokes-type system (1.8b)-(1.8d),
respectively.

Inspired by the approach in [66, 65], we introduce the nodal interpolation oper-
ator IND

h associated with the lowest-order Nédélec element of the second kind [55]
into the discrete bilinear forms. Specifically, we replace (ϕh,ψ) and (curlϕh, q)
with (IND

h ϕh, I
ND
h ψ) and (curl(IND

h ϕh), q), respectively. The resulting decoupled
finite element method achieves optimal convergence rates uniformly with respect
to the perturbation parameter ε, even in the presence of strong boundary layers,
without requiring additional stabilization, compared with the Nitsche-type meth-
ods in [34, 67, 45]. Moreover, the discrete systems arising from these Nitsche-type
methods and from the mixed methods in [46, 50] correspond to the original fourth-
order problem and therefore have condition numbers of order O(h4). In contrast,
the proposed decoupled formulation consists solely of second-order problems with
O(h2) condition numbers, facilitating the design of more efficient solvers. We fur-
ther show that the proposed method is equivalent to the following nonconforming
finite element method: find uW

h ∈ Wh such that

ε2(∇2
hu

W
h ,∇2

hv) + (∇(Igradh uW
h ),∇(Igradh v)) = (f, Igradh v) ∀ v ∈ Wh,
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where Igradh is the nodal interpolation operator of the quadratic Lagrange element.
It is worth noting that the interpolation operator introduced in [66, 65] was

originally designed to address the divergence of the Morley-Wang-Xu method for
the Poisson equation, rather than to improve its convergence rate; consequently, the
uniform convergence achieved there remains suboptimal at O(h1/2). In contrast, we
are the first to employ the interpolation operator IND

h explicitly to attain optimal
convergence for the finite element method. This approach can also be extended to
other singularly perturbed problems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the
necessary notation and develops a nonconforming finite element complex along with
a corresponding commutative diagram. Section 3 presents the decoupled formula-
tion of the fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation problem, and establishes its
equivalence to the original problem. In Section 4, we propose an optimal and ro-
bust decoupled nonconforming finite element method. Finally, Section 5 provides
numerical experiments to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach.

2. Low-order nonconforming finite element complex

In this section, we propose a low-order nonconforming finite element discretiza-
tion of the smooth de Rham complex (1.1), given by

(2.1) 0
⊂−→ Wh

∇−→ Φh
curl−−→ V div

h
div−−→ Qh −→ 0,

where Wh is the continuous H2-nonconforming finite element space in [61], Φh is
a new tangential-continuous H1-nonconforming vector-valued finite element space
constructed in this section, V div

h is the lowest-order Raviart-Thomas element space [59,
54], and Qh is the piecewise constant space. We assume throughout this paper that
the bounded domain Ω ⊂ R3 is topologically trivial.

2.1. Notation. Given an integer m ≥ 0 and a bounded domain D ⊂ R3, we define
Hm(D) as the standard Sobolev space of functions on D. The corresponding norm
and semi-norm are denoted by ∥·∥m,D and |·|m,D, respectively. Set L2(D) = H0(D).
For integer k ≥ 0, let Pk(D) represent the space of all polynomials in D with the
total degree no more than k. Set Pk(D) = {0} for k < 0. Let L2

0(D) be the space
of functions in L2(D) with vanishing integral average values. For a space B(D)
defined on D, let B(D;R3) := B(D)⊗R3 be its vector version. We denote (·, ·)D as
the usual inner product on L2(D) or L2(D;R3). We denote Hm

0 (D) (Hm
0 (D;R3))

as the closure of C∞
0 (D) (C∞

0 (D;R3)) with respect to the norm ∥ · ∥m,D. In case D
is Ω, we abbreviate ∥ · ∥m,D, | · |m,D and (·, ·)D as ∥ · ∥m, | · |m and (·, ·), respectively.
Let Qk

D : L2(D) → Pk(D) denote the L2-orthogonal projection operator. Its vector-
valued analogue is still denoted by Qk

D. For brevity, we write QD := Q0
D for the

projection onto piecewise constants. We use n∂D to denote the unit outward normal
vector of ∂D, which will be abbreviated as n if it does not cause any confusion.

Let {Th}h>0 be a regular family of tetrahedral meshes of Ω ⊂ R3, where h =
maxT∈Th

hT with hT being the diameter of tetrahedron T . For ℓ = 0, 1, 2, denote

by ∆ℓ(Th) and ∆ℓ(T̊h) the set of all subsimplices and all interior subsimplices of
dimension ℓ in the partition Th, respectively. For a tetrahedron T , we let ∆ℓ(T )
denote the set of subsimplices of dimension ℓ. For a subsimplex f of Th, let Tf
be the set of all tetrahedrons in Th sharing f . Denote by ωT the union of all the
simplices in the set {Tv}v∈∆0(T ). For a face F ∈ ∆2(Th), let ∆1(F ) be the set of
all edges of F , and nF be its unit normal vector, which will be abbreviated as n.
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For an edge e ∈ ∆1(Th), let te be its unit tangent vector, which will be abbreviated
as t. Consider two adjacent tetrahedrons, T1 and T2 sharing an interior face F .
Define the jump of a function w on F as

[w] := (w|T1)|FnF · n∂T1 + (w|T2)|FnF · n∂T2 .

On a face F lying on the boundary ∂Ω, the jump becomes [w] := w|F . For a
vector-valued function v, define

div v = ∇ · v, curlv = ∇× v,

where ∇ denotes the gradient operator.
Let ∇h, curlh and divh be the element-wise counterpart of ∇, curl and div

with respect to Th, respectively. For piecewise smooth function v, introduce broken
norms:

∥v∥1,h := (∥v∥20 + |v|21,h)1/2, |v|j,h := ∥∇j
hv∥0 for j = 1, 2.

In this paper, we use “≲ · · · ” to mean that “≤ C · · · ”, where C is a generic positive
constant independent of the mesh size h and the singular perturbation parameter
ε, which may take different values in different contexts. Moreover, A ≂ B means
that A ≲ B and B ≲ A.

2.2. Finite element de Rham complex. We revisit the finite element de Rham
complex [39, 40, 3, 4, 2] in this subsection.

Recall the quadratic Lagrange element space [25, 72]

V grad
h = {vh ∈ H1

0 (Ω) : vh|T ∈ P2(T ) for T ∈ Th}

with the degrees of freedom (DoFs) given by

v(v), v ∈ ∆0(T ),(2.2a) ∫
e

v ds, e ∈ ∆1(T ),(2.2b)

the lowest order Nédélec element space of the second kind [55]

V ND
h = {vh ∈ H0(curl,Ω) : vh|T ∈ P1(T ;R3) for T ∈ Th}

with the DoFs given by

(2.3)

∫
e

(v · t) q ds, ∀ q ∈ P1(e), e ∈ ∆1(T ),

the lowest order Raviart-Thomas element space [59, 54]

V div
h = {vh ∈ H0(div,Ω) : vh|T ∈ P0(T ;R3) ⊕ xP0(T ) for T ∈ Th}

with DoFs given by ∫
F

v · n dS, F ∈ ∆2(T ),

and the scalar-valued piecewise constant space

Qh = {vh ∈ L2
0(Ω) : vh|T ∈ P0(T ) for T ∈ Th}.

A combination of the above finite element spaces leads to the following finite element
de Rham complex [39, 40, 3, 4, 2]:

(2.4) 0
⊂−→ V grad

h
∇−→ V ND

h
curl−−→ V div

h
div−−→ Qh −→ 0.
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Let Πgrad
h : H1

0 (Ω) → V grad
h , ΠND

h : H0(curl,Ω) → V ND
h , IRTh : H0(div,Ω) →

V div
h and Qh : L2

0(Ω) → Qh be the L2-bounded projection operators devised in [5,
(5.2)] and [23, Page 826], which admit the following commutative diagram:

(2.5)

0 // H1
0 (Ω)

∇ //

Πgrad
h
��

H0(curl,Ω)
curl //

ΠND
h

��

H0(div,Ω)
div //

IRT
h

��

L2
0(Ω) //

Qh

��

0

0 // V grad
h

∇ // V ND
h

curl // V div
h

div // Qh
// 0

.

We have the following interpolation error estimates

(2.6) ∥v −ΠND
h v∥0,T + hT |v −ΠND

h v|1,T ≲ hs
T |v|s,ωT

for any v ∈ Hs(Ω;R3) ∩H0(curl,Ω) and 1 ≤ s ≤ 2, and

(2.7) ∥v − IRTh v∥0 ≲ h|v|1 ∀ v ∈ H1(Ω;R3) ∩H0(div,Ω).

2.3. H1-nonconforming finite element for vectors. In this subsection, we con-
struct a tangential continuous H1-nonconforming finite element by enriching the
linear Nédélec elements of the second kind [55] to enhance the weak continuity of
the normal component across element interfaces.

To this end, for each tetrahedron T with vertices v0, v1, v2, v3, we take the shape
function space as

Φ(T ) := P1(T ;R3) ⊕ ∇(bT P1(T )),

where bT = λ0λ1λ2λ3 is the quartic bubble function on T with λi (i = 0, 1, 2, 3)
denoting the barycentric coordinate corresponding to the vertex vi. The DoFs of
Φ(T ) are given by ∫

e

(v · t) q ds, ∀ q ∈ P1(e), e ∈ ∆1(T ),(2.8a) ∫
F

v · n dS, F ∈ ∆2(T ).(2.8b)

The edge-based DoF (2.8a) is exactly that of the linear Nédélec elements of the
second kind [55], while the face-based DoF (2.8b) enhances the weak continuity of
the normal component across element interfaces. The DoFs (2.8) are illustrated in
Fig. 1 (a).

Lemma 2.1. The DoFs (2.8) are unisolvent for the shape function space Φ(T ).

Proof. Both the number of DoFs (2.8) and dimΦ(T ) are

dimP1(T ;R3) + dim∇(bT P1(T )) = 16.

Let v = v1 +∇(bT p) ∈ Φ(T ) with v1 ∈ P1(T ;R3) and p ∈ P1(T ) belong to the
kernel of the DoFs (2.8). First, we have∫

e

(∇(bT p) · t) q ds = 0 ∀ q ∈ P1(e), e ∈ ∆1(T ).

Then the vanishing DoF (2.8a) implies that∫
e

(v · t) q ds =
∫
e

(v1 · t) q ds = 0 ∀ q ∈ P1(e), e ∈ ∆1(T ).
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Therefore, v1 = 0 holds from the unisolvence for the second-kind Nédélec ele-
ment [55, Theorem 5]. Consequently, v can be expressed as v = ∇(bT p). Further-
more, for face Fi ∈ ∆2(T ) opposite to vertex vi (i = 0, 1, 2, 3), the vanishing DoF
(2.8b) yields ∫

Fi

∇(bT p) · n dS = (∇λi · n)
∫
Fi

bFi
p dS = 0,

where bFi
is the face bubble function on Fi determined by bT = λibFi

. This implies
that ∫

Fi

bFi
p dS = 0, i = 0, 1, 2, 3.

Expand p =
∑3

i=0 Ciλi with Ci ∈ R. By a direct computation, we have

C1 + C2 + C3 = C0 + C2 + C3 = C0 + C1 + C3 = C0 + C1 + C2 = 0.

Thus, C0 = C1 = C2 = C3 = 0, and v = 0. □

The H1-nonconforming vector-valued space Φh is given by

Φh = {vh ∈ L2(Ω;R3) : vh|T ∈ Φ(T ) for T ∈ Th, all the DoFs (2.8) are

single-valued, and all the DoFs (2.8) on ∂Ω vanish}.

This construction ensures that Φh has the globally continuous tangential compo-
nent, i.e., Φh ⊂ H0(curl,Ω). Moreover, Φh satisfies the weak continuity

(2.9)

∫
F

[vh] dS = 0 ∀ vh ∈ Φh, F ∈ ∆2(Th).

(a) Sixteen DoFs (2.8) of Φh. (b) Fourteen DoFs (2.10) of Wh.

Figure 1. DoFs of Φh and Wh on a tetrahedron.

2.4. Nonconforming finite element complex. We first revisit the continuous
H2-nonconforming finite element space in [61, Section 2]. The shape function space
is P2(T )⊕ bT P1(T ), and the DoFs are given by (see Fig. 1 (b)):

v(v), v ∈ ∆0(T ),(2.10a) ∫
e

v ds, e ∈ ∆1(T ),(2.10b) ∫
F

∂nv dS, F ∈ ∆2(T ).(2.10c)
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The global H2-nonconforming finite element space is defined by
(2.11)

Wh = {vh ∈ L2(Ω) : vh|T ∈ P2(T ) ⊕ bT P1(T ) for T ∈ Th, all the
DoFs in (2.10) are single-valued, and those located on ∂Ω vanish}.

It holds that Wh ⊂ H1
0 (Ω).

Theorem 2.2. Assume that the domain Ω is contractible. The finite element
complex (2.1) is exact.

Proof. By the definitions of Wh and Φh, it is clear that (2.1) is a complex. Then
we show that the complex is exact.

Take ϕh ∈ Φh ∩ ker(curl). Since H0(curl,Ω) ∩ ker(curl) = ∇H1
0 (Ω) (cf. [26,

Theorem 1.1] and [3, (2.14)]) and Φh ⊂ H0(curl,Ω), there exists a wh ∈ H1
0 (Ω)

such that ϕh = ∇wh and wh|T ∈ P2(T ) ⊕ bT P1(T ). Apply the weak continuity
(2.9) to have wh ∈ Wh. That is Φh ∩ ker(curl) = ∇Wh. This also means that

dim curl Φh = dimΦh − dimWh = |∆1(T̊h)| − |∆0(T̊h)|.

It follows from the exactness of the finite element de Rham complex [3, Section
5.5] that div V div

h = Qh, and

dimV div
h ∩ ker(div) = dimV div

h − dimQh = |∆2(T̊h)| − |Th|+ 1.

Employing the Euler’s formula, we have

dimV div
h ∩ ker(div)− dim curl Φh = |∆0(T̊h)| − |∆1(T̊h)|+ |∆2(T̊h)| − |Th|+ 1 = 0.

Therefore, V div
h ∩ ker(div) = curl Φh, which ends the proof. □

2.5. Interpolation operators and commutative diagram. Based on the DoFs
given in (2.8), we define the interpolation operator IΦh : H1

0 (Ω;R3) → Φh as follows:∫
e

(IΦh v) · t q ds =
∫
e

(ΠND
h v) · t q ds, ∀ q ∈ P1(e), e ∈ ∆1(T̊h),(2.12a) ∫

F

(IΦh v) · n dS =

∫
F

v · n dS, F ∈ ∆2(T̊h).(2.12b)

Based on the DoFs (2.10), we define the interpolation operator IWh : H2
0 (Ω) → Wh

as follows:

(IWh v) (v) = (Πgrad
h v) (v), v ∈ ∆0(T̊h),(2.13a) ∫

e

IWh v ds =

∫
e

Πgrad
h v ds, e ∈ ∆1(T̊h),(2.13b) ∫

F

∂n(I
W
h v) dS =

∫
F

∂nv dS, F ∈ ∆2(T̊h).(2.13c)

Lemma 2.3. For v ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3)∩Hs(Ω;R3) with 1 ≤ s ≤ 2. We have for T ∈ Th

that

(2.14) ∥v − IΦh v∥0,T + hT |v − IΦh v|1,T ≲ hs
T |v|s,ωT

.

Proof. By an inverse inequality [12, Lemma 4.5.3], and a scaling argument [24,
Section 3.1], we have

∥ΠND
h v − IΦh v∥20,T + h2

T |ΠND
h v − IΦh v|21,T
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≲ hT

∑
F∈∆2(T )

∥Q0
F ((Π

ND
h v − IΦh v) · n)∥20,F ≤ hT ∥v −ΠND

h v∥20,∂T ,

which together with a trace inequality [12, Theorem 1.6.6] implies

∥v − IΦh v∥0,T + hT |v − IΦh v|1,T ≲ ∥v −ΠND
h v∥0,T + hT |v −ΠND

h v|1,T .
Hence, (2.14) follows from the last inequality and (2.6). □

We can obtain the following commutative diagram.

Lemma 2.4. It holds the commutative diagram:

(2.15)

0 // H2
0 (Ω)

∇ //

IW
h

��

H1
0 (Ω;R3)

curl //

IΦ
h

��

H0(div,Ω)
div //

IRT
h

��

L2
0(Ω) //

Qh

��

0

0 // Wh
∇ // Φh

curl // V div
h

div // Qh
// 0

.

Proof. Thanks to the diagram (2.5), it suffices to prove

∇(IWh v) = IΦh (∇v) ∀ v ∈ H2
0 (Ω),(2.16)

curl(IΦh v) = IRTh (curlv) ∀v ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3).(2.17)

For v ∈ H2
0 (Ω), by (2.12a), ∇(Πgrad

h v) = ΠND
h (∇v) from the diagram (2.5), and

(2.13a)-(2.13b), we have∫
e

(∇(IWh v)− IΦh (∇v)) · t q ds =
∫
e

(∇(IWh v)−ΠND
h (∇v)) · t q ds

=

∫
e

∇(IWh v −Πgrad
h v) · t q ds = 0

for any q ∈ P1(e) and e ∈ ∆1(T̊h). Similarly, we use (2.12b) and (2.13c) to obtain∫
F

(∇(IWh v)− IΦh (∇v)) · n dS =

∫
F

∇(IWh v − v) · ndS = 0, ∀F ∈ ∆2(T̊h).

Hence, all the DoFs (2.8) of function ∇(IWh v)− IΦh (∇v) ∈ Φh vanish, that is (2.16)
holds.

Next, for any v ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3), using the commutative diagram (2.5), we have

IRTh (curlv) = curl(ΠND
h v). Then for each F ∈ ∆2(Th), we get from the integration

by parts on face F and (2.12b) that∫
F

(curl(IΦh v)− IRTh (curlv)) · n dS =

∫
F

curl(IΦh v −ΠND
h v) · n dS = 0.

This together with the fact curl(IΦh v)− IRTh (curlv) ∈ V div
h yields (2.17). □

For constructing an optimal decoupled method for the fourth-order elliptic sin-
gular perturbation problem, we need to introduce the nodal interpolation operator
for the finite element space V ND

h . Let IND
h : H2

0 (Ω;R3) + Φh → V ND
h be the nodal

interpolation operator based on DoFs (2.3):

(2.18)

∫
e

((IND
h v) · t) q ds =

∫
e

(v · t) q ds, ∀ q ∈ P1(e), e ∈ ∆1(T̊h),

and Igradh : H2
0 (Ω) +Wh → V grad

h be the nodal interpolation operator based on the
DoFs (2.2). It can be verified that

IND
h (IΦh v) = ΠND

h v ∀ v ∈ H0(curl,Ω),(2.19)
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Igradh (IWh v) = Πgrad
h v ∀ v ∈ H1

0 (Ω).

Then the commutative diagram (2.15) can be extended to the following three-line
commutative diagram

(2.20)

0 // H2
0 (Ω)

∇ //

IW
h

��

H1
0 (Ω;R3)

curl //

IΦ
h

��

H0(div,Ω)
div //

IRT
h

��

L2
0(Ω) //

Qh

��

0

0 // Wh
∇ //

Igrad
h
��

Φh
curl //

IND
h

��

V div
h

div //

I

��

Qh
//

I

��

0

0 // V grad
h

∇ // V ND
h

curl // V div
h

div // Qh
// 0

.

Applying the standard interpolation error analysis [24, Theorem 3.1.4] and [10,
Proposition 2.2.1] together with an inverse inequality [12, Lemma 4.5.3], we have
the following estimate for IND

h .

Lemma 2.5. For v ∈ Φh with 0 ≤ j ≤ 2. We have that

(2.21) ∥v − IND
h v∥0 ≲ hj |v|j,h.

3. Decoupled formulation of the fourth-order elliptic singular
perturbation problem

In this section, we present a decoupled variational formulation for the fourth-
order elliptic singular perturbation problem (1.7) in three dimensions, and use the
smooth de Rham complex (1.1) to establish the well-posedness of the decoupled
formulation.

3.1. The decoupled variational formulation and equivalence. The primal
formulation of problem (1.7) is to find u ∈ H2

0 (Ω) such that

ε2(∇2u,∇2v) + (∇u,∇v) = (f, v) ∀ v ∈ H2
0 (Ω).(3.1)

Applying the framework in [15], the formulation (3.1) can be equivalently de-
coupled as follows: find w ∈ H1

0 (Ω), ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3), p ∈ L2(Ω;R3)/∇H1(Ω) and

u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) such that

(∇w,∇v) = (f, v) ∀ v ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

ε2(∇ϕ,∇ψ) + (ϕ,ψ) + (curlψ,p) = (∇w,ψ) ∀ ψ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3),

(curlϕ, q) = 0 ∀ q ∈ L2(Ω;R3)/∇H1(Ω),

(∇u,∇χ) = (ϕ,∇χ) ∀ χ ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

This decoupled formulation is new. Related decouplings for the fourth-order elliptic
singular perturbation problem in two dimensions and the biharmonic equation in
three dimensions are discussed in [15, Section 3.2].

To eliminate the quotient space L2(Ω;R3)/∇H1(Ω), we introduce a Lagrange
multiplier, yielding the following equivalent formulation: find u,w ∈ H1

0 (Ω), ϕ ∈
H1

0 (Ω;R3), p ∈ H0(div,Ω) and λ ∈ L2
0(Ω) such that

(∇w,∇v) = (f, v),(3.2a)

ε2(∇ϕ,∇ψ) + (ϕ,ψ) + (curlψ,p) = (∇w,ψ),(3.2b)

(µ, div p) = 0,(3.2c)
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(curlϕ, q)− (λ,div q) = 0,(3.2d)

(∇u,∇χ) = (ϕ,∇χ),(3.2e)

for any v, χ ∈ H1
0 (Ω), ψ ∈ H1

0 (Ω;R3), q ∈ H0(div,Ω) and µ ∈ L2
0(Ω).

Remark 3.1. Although the mixed formulation (3.2) is written as a single system,
the equations (3.2a)-(3.2e) are in fact decoupled. In practice, it can be solved
sequentially: one first computes w from (3.2a); then solves for ϕ, p, and λ using
(3.2b)-(3.2d); and finally obtains u from (3.2e).

Next, we analyze the well-posedness of the decoupled formulation (3.2) and its
equivalence to the primal formulation (3.1). Both (3.2a) and (3.2e) are Poisson
equations, which are evidently well-posed. We now focus on the well-posedness of
the generalized singularly perturbed Stokes-type equation (3.2b)-(3.2d) involving
the curl operator. To facilitate the analysis, we introduce the following bilinear
forms

a(ϕ, λ;ψ, µ) := ε2(∇ϕ,∇ψ) + (ϕ,ψ), b(ψ, µ; q) := (curlψ, q)− (µ, div q),

and equip space H1
0 (Ω;R3) with the ε-weighted norm

∥ψ∥ε := (ε2|ψ|21 + ∥ curlψ∥20 + ∥ψ∥20)1/2.
Clearly, we have the following continuity conditions

a(ϕ, λ;ψ, µ) ≤ ∥ϕ∥ε∥ψ∥ε,
b(ψ, µ; q) ≤ (∥ curlψ∥0 + ∥µ∥0)∥q∥H(div),

for any ϕ,ψ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3), λ, µ ∈ L2

0(Ω) and q ∈ H0(div,Ω).

Lemma 3.2. For (ψ, µ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3)× L2

0(Ω) satisfying b(ψ, µ; q) = 0 for all q ∈
H0(div,Ω), we have

∥ψ∥2ε + ∥µ∥20 = a(ψ, µ;ψ, µ).(3.3)

Proof. By taking q = curl ψ in b(ψ, µ; q) = 0, we get curl ψ = 0. Then we have
(µ, div q) = 0 for q ∈ H0(div,Ω), so µ = 0. Therefore, we get (3.3). □

Lemma 3.3. For q ∈ H0(div,Ω), it holds

∥q∥H(div) ≲ sup
ψ∈H1

0 (Ω;R3), µ∈L2
0(Ω)

b(ψ, µ; q)

∥ψ∥ε + ∥µ∥0
: = β.(3.4)

Proof. Firstly, utilizing divH1
0 (Ω;R3) = L2

0(Ω) [26, Theorem 1.1], it holds

∥ div q∥0 ≲ sup
µ∈L2

0(Ω)

(µ, div q)

∥µ∥0
≲ β.(3.5)

On the other hand, for q ∈ H0(div,Ω), according to the regular decomposition [41,
Lemma 3.8]

H0(div,Ω) = curl(H1
0 (Ω;R3)) +H1

0 (Ω;R3),

there exist ϕ̄ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3) and p̄ ∈ H1

0 (Ω;R3) such that

q = curl ϕ̄+ p̄, ∥ϕ̄∥1 ≲ ∥ curl ϕ̄∥0 and ∥p̄∥1 ≲ ∥div q∥0.
Thus,

∥ϕ̄∥ε ≤ ε|ϕ̄|1 + ∥ϕ̄∥0 + ∥ curl ϕ̄∥0 ≲ ∥ϕ̄∥1 ≲ ∥ curl ϕ̄∥0.
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Then

∥q∥0 ≤ ∥p̄∥0 + ∥ curl ϕ̄∥0 ≲ ∥p̄∥0 +
(curl ϕ̄, q − p̄)

∥ϕ̄∥ε

≲ ∥p̄∥0 + sup
ψ∈H1

0 (Ω;R3)

(curlψ, q − p̄)
∥ψ∥ε

≲ ∥div q∥0 + sup
ψ∈H1

0 (Ω;R3)

(curlψ, q)

∥ψ∥ε
≤ ∥div q∥0 + β.

We conclude (3.4) from the above inequality and (3.5). □

Theorem 3.4. The decoupled formulation (3.2) is well-posed, and equivalent to the
primal formulation (3.1). That is, if w ∈ H1

0 (Ω) is the solution of problem (3.2a),
(ϕ,p, λ) ∈ H1

0 (Ω;R3)×H0(div,Ω)×L2
0(Ω) is the solution of problem (3.2b)-(3.2d),

and u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) is the solution of problem (3.2e), then λ = 0, div p = 0, ϕ = ∇u,

and u ∈ H2
0 (Ω) is the solution of the primal formulation (3.1).

Proof. Both (3.2a) and (3.2e) are the weak formulation of Poisson equation, which
are evidently well-posed [24, Theorem 1.1.3]. Thanks to the coercivity (3.3) and
the inf-sup condition (3.4), apply the Babuša-Brezzi theory [10, Theorem 4.2.3]
to acquire the well-posedness of the generalized singularly perturbed Stokes-type
equation (3.2b)-(3.2d). Thus, the decoupled formulation (3.2) is well-posed.

Next we show the equivalence between the decoupled formulation (3.2) and the
primal formulation (3.1). Take q = curl ϕ in (3.2d) to result in curlϕ = 0 and
λ = 0. Then ϕ = ∇ũ ∈ H1

0 (Ω;R3) with some ũ ∈ H2
0 (Ω). From (3.2e), we have

u = ũ and ϕ = ∇u. By setting ψ = ∇v with v ∈ H2
0 (Ω) in (3.2b), we obtain

ε2(∇2u,∇2v) + (∇u,∇v) = (∇w,∇v) ∀ v ∈ H2
0 (Ω).

This, along with (3.2a), leads to (3.1).
Finally, choosing µ = divp in (3.2c) derives divp = 0. □

Thus, the primal formulation (3.1) of the fourth-order elliptic singular perturba-
tion problem (1.7) can be decoupled into two Poisson equations (3.2a) and (3.2e),
and a generalized singularly perturbed Stokes equation (3.2b)-(3.2d) involving the
curl operator. This decoupling not only simplifies the mathematical structure of
the fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation problem, but also facilitates the de-
velopment of efficient finite element methods and the design of fast solvers.

Remark 3.5. By applying the integration by parts to (µ, div p) and (λ,div q), the
formulation (3.2) is equivalent to find u,w ∈ H1

0 (Ω), ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3), p ∈ L2(Ω;R3)

and λ ∈ H1(Ω) ∩ L2
0(Ω) such that

(∇w,∇v) = (f, v),

ε2(∇ϕ,∇ψ) + (ϕ,ψ) + (curlψ,p) = (∇w,ψ),

(∇µ,p) = 0,

(curlϕ, q) + (∇λ, q) = 0,

(∇u,∇χ) = (ϕ,∇χ),

for any v, χ ∈ H1
0 (Ω), ψ ∈ H1

0 (Ω;R3), q ∈ L2(Ω;R3) and µ ∈ H1(Ω) ∩ L2
0(Ω).
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3.2. Regularity. When ε = 0, the fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation prob-
lem (1.7) reduces to the Poisson equation

(3.6)

{−∆u0 = f in Ω,

u0 = 0 on ∂Ω.

Indeed, u0 = w, where w ∈ H1
0 (Ω) is the solution of problem (3.2a).

Hypothesis 3.6. Assume that the Poisson equation (3.6) satisfies the regularity

(3.7) ∥u0∥2 = ∥w∥2 ≲ ∥f∥0,
and that the fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation problem (1.7) satisfies the
regularity

(3.8) ∥u− u0∥1 + ε∥u∥2 + ε2∥u∥3 ≲ ε1/2∥f∥0.

When Ω is convex, we refer to [53, 31, 48, 62] for the regularity (3.7), and [57,
Lemma 5.1] and [34, Lemma 4] for the regularity (3.8) in two and three dimensions.

Based on Hypothesis 3.6, we have the following regularity for ϕ and p.

Lemma 3.7. Let (w,ϕ = ∇u,p, 0, u) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω;R3)×H0(div,Ω)×L2
0(Ω)×

H2
0 (Ω) be the solution of the decoupled formulation (3.2), and let ϕ0 = ∇u0 ∈

H0(curl,Ω). Under Hypothesis 3.6, we have

∥ϕ0∥1 ≲ ∥f∥0,(3.9)

∥ϕ− ϕ0∥0 + ε∥ϕ∥1 + ε2∥ϕ∥2 ≲ ε1/2∥f∥0,(3.10)

∥ curlp∥0 ≲ ε1/2∥f∥0.(3.11)

Proof. The regularity results (3.9)-(3.10) follow from (3.7)-(3.8), ϕ = ∇u and ϕ0 =
∇u0. By (3.2b) and ∇w = ∇u0 = ϕ0,

(3.12) curlp = ∇w + ε2∆ϕ− ϕ = ε2∆ϕ+ ϕ0 − ϕ.
This together with (3.10) implies (3.11). □

4. Decoupled nonconforming finite element method

In this section, we propose an optimal decoupled nonconforming finite element
method for the fourth-order singular perturbation problem (1.7), which is robust
with respect to the perturbation parameter ε.

4.1. Decoupled finite element method. We propose the following nonconform-

ing finite element method for the decoupled formulation (3.2): find wh ∈ V grad
h ,

ϕh ∈ Φh, ph ∈ V div
h , λh ∈ Qh, and uh ∈ V grad

h such that

(∇wh,∇v) = (f, v),(4.1a)

ε2(∇hϕh,∇hψ) + (IND
h ϕh, I

ND
h ψ) + (curl(IND

h ψ),ph) = (∇wh, I
ND
h ψ),(4.1b)

(µ, div ph) = 0,(4.1c)

(curl(IND
h ϕh), q)− (λh, div q) = 0,(4.1d)

(∇uh,∇χ) = (IND
h ϕh,∇χ),(4.1e)

for any v, χ ∈ V grad
h , ψ ∈ Φh, µ ∈ Qh, and q ∈ V div

h . The discrete method (4.1) is
decoupled and can be solved sequentially: first compute wh from (4.1a); next solve
for ϕh, ph, and λh using (4.1b)-(4.1d); and finally obtain uh from (4.1e).
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The interpolation operator IND
h defined by (2.18) is incorporated into the de-

coupled method (4.1) to ensure optimal convergence rates for arbitrary values of ε,
which is inspired by [66, 65]. The interpolation operator introduced in [66, Page
116] and [65, (2.5) and (3.4)] was designed to address the divergence of the Morley-
Wang-Xu method for the Poisson equation, rather than to improve its convergence
rate; as a result, the uniform convergence achieved there remains suboptimal at
O(h1/2). In contrast, we are the first to employ the interpolation operator IND

h

explicitly to attain optimal convergence for the decoupled method (4.1).
For the purpose of the analysis, we introduce the following discrete bilinear forms

ah(ϕh, λh;ψ, µ) := ε2(∇hϕh,∇hψ) + (IND
h ϕh, I

ND
h ψ),

bh(ϕh, λh; q) := b(IND
h ϕh, λh; q) = (curl(IND

h ϕh), q)− (λh, div q).

By the commutative diagram (2.20), we have

(4.2) curl(IND
h ϕh) = curlϕh for ϕh ∈ Φh,

which implies

bh(ϕh, λh; q) = (curlϕh, q)− (λh, div q) ∀ ϕh ∈ Φh, q ∈ V div
h .

Remark 4.1. The identity (4.2) implies that curlϕh is independent of the face-
based DoF (2.8b). We use (curl(IND

h ϕh), q) rather than (curlϕh, q) in the discrete
method (4.1) to reflect this property. Moreover, IND

h ϕh belongs to H0(curl,Ω),
unlike ϕh, and this distinction is essential for achieving the optimal and uniform
convergence of the discrete method (4.1).

We define the following discrete norm for function ψ ∈ H2
0 (Ω;R3) + Φh:

∥ψ∥ε,h := (ε2|ψ|21,h + ∥ curl(IND
h ψ)∥20 + ∥IND

h ψ∥20)1/2.

By the identity (4.2),

(4.3) ∥ψ∥ε,h = (ε2|ψ|21,h + ∥ curlψ∥20 + ∥IND
h ψ∥20)1/2 ∀ ψ ∈ Φh.

Clearly, we have the following discrete continuity

ah(ϕ, λ;ψ, µ) ≤ ∥ϕ∥ε,h∥ψ∥ε,h,
bh(ψ, µ; q) ≤ (∥ curl(IND

h ψ)∥0 + ∥µ∥0)∥q∥H(div),

for any ϕ, ψ ∈ Φh, λ, µ ∈ Qh, and q ∈ V div
h .

Lemma 4.2. For (ψ, µ) ∈ Φh × Qh satisfying bh(ψ, µ; q) = 0 for all q ∈ V div
h ,

then

∥ψ∥2ε,h + ∥µ∥20 = ε2|ψ|21,h + ∥IND
h ψ∥20 = ah(ψ, µ;ψ, µ).(4.4)

Proof. By taking q = curl(IND
h ψ) in bh(ψ, µ; q) = 0, we get curl(IND

h ψ) = 0.
Then we have (µ, div q) = 0, which together with div V div

h = Qh implies µ = 0.
Therefore, (4.4) holds. □

With the help of the commutative diagram (2.15) and (2.20), we can establish
the L2-stable decomposition of space V div

h .

Lemma 4.3. For q ∈ V div
h , these exist ph ∈ V div

h and ψh ∈ Φh, such that

q = ph + curlψh, ∥ph∥1,h ≲ ∥div q∥0 and ∥ψh∥1,h ≲ ∥ curlψh∥0.
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Proof. Since q ∈ V div
h ⊂ H0(div,Ω), by divH1

0 (Ω;R3) = L2
0(Ω), there exists a

p ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3) such that

divp = div q, ∥p∥1 ≲ ∥div q∥0.

Let ph = IRTh p ∈ V div
h . Then by the commutative diagram (2.15) and (2.7), we

have

divph = Qh(divp) = divp, ∥ph∥1,h ≲ ∥p∥1 ≲ ∥div q∥0.
By curlH1

0 (Ω;R3) = H0(div,Ω) ∩ ker(div) [26, Theorem 1.1] and div(q − ph) = 0,
there exists a ψ ∈ H1

0 (Ω;R3) such that

curlψ = q − ph ∈ V div
h , ∥ψ∥1 ≲ ∥ curlψ∥0.

Let ψh = IΦh ψ ∈ Φh. We obtain from (2.17) and (2.14) that

curlψh = curl(IΦh ψ) = IRTh (curlψ) = curlψ, ∥ψh∥1,h ≲ ∥ψ∥1 ≲ ∥ curlψ∥0.

This ends the proof. □

Lemma 4.4. It holds the discrete inf-sup condition

∥q∥H(div) ≲ sup
ψ ∈Φh,µ∈Qh

bh(ψ, µ; q)

∥ψ∥ε,h + ∥µ∥0
:= βh ∀ q ∈ V div

h .(4.5)

Proof. For q ∈ V div
h , by div V div

h = Qh, we have

(4.6) ∥div q∥0 ≲ sup
µ∈Qh

(µ, div q)

∥µ∥0
≲ βh.

Applying Lemma 4.3 to q, it follows that

∥ψh∥ε,h ≲ ε|ψh|1,h + ∥ψh∥1,h ≲ ∥ curlψh∥0.

Then by (4.3), we deduce

∥q∥0 ≲ ∥ curlψh∥0 + ∥ph∥0 =
(curlψh, q − ph)

∥ curlψh∥0
+ ∥ph∥0

≲ sup
ψ∈Φh

(curlψ, q − ph)
∥ψ∥ε,h

+ ∥ph∥0 ≲ sup
ψ∈Φh

(curlψ, q)

∥ψ∥ε,h
+ ∥ph∥0

≲ βh + ∥ div q∥0.

Combining the above inequality and (4.6) yields the desired result (4.5). □

Thanks to the discrete coercivity (4.4) and the discrete inf-sup condition (4.5),
we derive the following discrete stability by using the Babuša-Brezzi theory [10,
Theorem 4.2.3].

Lemma 4.5. We have the discrete stability

∥ϕ̃h∥ε,h + ∥λ̃h∥0 + ∥p̃h∥H(div)

≲ sup
ψ ∈Φh, µ∈Qh, q∈V div

h

ah(ϕ̃h, λ̃h;ψ, µ) + bh(ψ, µ; p̃h) + bh(ϕ̃h, λ̃h; q)

∥ψ∥ε,h + ∥µ∥0 + ∥q∥H(div)
(4.7)

for any ϕ̃h ∈ Φh, λ̃h ∈ Qh, and p̃h ∈ V div
h . It follows that the mixed finite element

method (4.1b)-(4.1d) is well-posed.



LOW-ORDER FINITE ELEMENT COMPLEX 17

Theorem 4.6. The decoupled finite element method (4.1) is well-posed. We have

λh = 0, div ph = 0, IND
h ϕh = ∇uh, ϕh = ∇uW

h , and uh = Igradh uW
h , where

uW
h ∈ Wh is the solution of the following nonconforming finite element method:

(4.8) ε2(∇2
hu

W
h ,∇2

hv) + (∇(Igradh uW
h ),∇(Igradh v)) = (f, Igradh v) ∀ v ∈ Wh.

Proof. Both (4.1a) and (4.1e) are Lagrange finite element methods for the Poisson
equation and are therefore well-posed. Together with Lemma 4.5, this implies the
well-posedness of the decoupled finite element method (4.1).

By choosing q = curl(IND
h ϕh) in (4.1d), we obtain curl(IND

h ϕh) = 0 and λh = 0.
Then it follows from the finite element de Rham complex (2.4) and (4.1e) that
IND
h ϕh = ∇uh. Set µ = div ph in (4.1c) to acquire div ph = 0. By (4.2), curlϕh =
curl(IND

h ϕh) = 0, which together with the complex (2.1) indicates ϕh = ∇uW
h for

some uW
h ∈ Wh. By the commutative diagram (2.20), it follows that

∇uh = IND
h ϕh = IND

h (∇uW
h ) = ∇(Igradh uW

h ).

So uh = Igradh uW
h .

By taking ψ = ∇v with v ∈ Wh, the equation (4.1b) becomes

ε2(∇2
hu

W
h ,∇2

hv) + (∇(Igradh uW
h ),∇(Igradh v)) = (∇wh,∇(Igradh v)) ∀ v ∈ Wh.

This combined with (4.1a) implies that uW
h satisfies (4.8). □

Remark 4.7. When implementing the terms in the decoupled method (4.1) that
involve the interpolation operator IND

h , the relation IND
h Φh = V ND

h allows us to
directly use the basis functions of the space V ND

h for assembly. Consequently, there
is no need to compute the interpolation matrix of IND

h , and its use does not increase
the computational cost.

4.2. Robust error analysis. Let QRT
h p ∈ curl Φh = V div

h ∩ ker(div) be the L2-
projection of p onto space curl Φh. By the commutative diagram (2.5), it follows
that div(IRTh p) = Qh(divp) = 0, then IRTh p ∈ V div

h ∩ ker(div). Thus, for p ∈
H0(div,Ω) ∩ ker(div), we have

(4.9) ∥p−QRT
h p∥0 ≤ ∥p− IRTh p∥0.

The projection QRT
h p is vital in later analysis.

For the Lagrange element method (4.1a), applying the standard error analysis
in [24, Theorem 3.2.2], we have the following estimate for |w − wh|1.

Lemma 4.8. Let w = u0 ∈ H1
0 (Ω) be the solution of the Poisson equation (3.6),

wh ∈ V grad
h be the solution of the finite element method (4.1a). Assume w = u0 ∈

Hs(Ω) with 2 ≤ s ≤ 3. Then it holds

(4.10) |w − wh|1 ≲ hs−1|u0|s.

Next, we provide a consistent error estimate for the mixed method (4.1b)-(4.1d).

Lemma 4.9. Let (ϕ,p, 0) ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3)×H0(div,Ω)×L2

0(Ω) be the solution of the
generalized singularly perturbed Stokes-type equation (3.2b)-(3.2d). Assume u0 ∈
Hs(Ω) with 2 ≤ s ≤ 3. Let 0 ≤ r ≤ 1. Under Hypothesis 3.6, we have

ε|ϕ− IΦh ϕ|1,h ≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0,(4.11)

∥ϕ−ΠND
h ϕ∥0 ≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s.(4.12)
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Proof. Using (2.14) and the regularities (3.9)-(3.10), we have

ε|ϕ− IΦh ϕ|1,h ≲ εh1−r|ϕ|r1|ϕ|1−r
2 ≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0.

Hence, (4.11) is true. It follows from (2.6) and the regularities (3.9)-(3.10) that

∥ϕ−ΠND
h ϕ∥0 ≤ ∥(ϕ− ϕ0)−ΠND

h (ϕ− ϕ0)∥0 + ∥ϕ0 −ΠND
h ϕ0∥0

≲ h1−r∥ϕ− ϕ0∥r0|ϕ− ϕ0|1−r
1 + ∥ϕ0 −ΠND

h ϕ0∥0
≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s.

This implies (4.12). □

Lemma 4.10. Assume Hypothesis 3.6 holds and u0 ∈ Hs(Ω) with 2 ≤ s ≤ 3. For
any (ψ, µ) ∈ Φh ×Qh, we have the following consistent error estimate

(4.13)
ah(I

Φ
h ϕ, 0;ψ, µ) + bh(ψ, µ;Q

RT
h p)− (∇wh, I

ND
h ψ)

≲ (εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s)∥ψ∥ε,h, 0 ≤ r ≤ 1.

Proof. Using (2.19), curlp = ∇w + ε2∆ϕ− ϕ by (3.12), and integration by parts,
we have

(4.14)

ah(I
Φ
h ϕ, 0;ψ, µ) + bh(ψ, µ;Q

RT
h p)− (∇wh, I

ND
h ψ)

= ε2(∇h(I
Φ
h ϕ),∇hψ) + (ΠND

h ϕ, IND
h ψ) + (curl(IND

h ψ),p)− (∇wh, I
ND
h ψ)

= ε2(∇h(I
Φ
h ϕ),∇hψ) + ε2(∆ϕ, IND

h ψ)

+ (ΠND
h ϕ− ϕ+∇(w − wh), I

ND
h ψ)

=: I1 + I2,

where

I1 = ε2(∇h(I
Φ
h ϕ),∇hψ) + ε2(∆ϕ, IND

h ψ),

I2 = (ΠND
h ϕ− ϕ+∇(w − wh), I

ND
h ψ).

Next, we estimate I1 and I2 separately.
By (2.14) and the regularity (3.10), one has

I1 ≲ ε2|ϕ|1|ψ|1,h + ε2|ϕ|2∥IND
h ψ∥0 ≲ ε1/2∥f∥0∥ψ∥ε,h.

On the other hand, by applying the integration by parts, the weak continuity (2.9),
the estimate (2.14) of IΦh , the estimate (2.21) of IND

h and the regularity (3.10), we
derive

I1 = ε2(∇h(I
Φ
h ϕ− ϕ),∇hψ) + ε2(∆ϕ, IND

h ψ −ψ) + ε2
(
(∇ϕ,∇hψ) + (∆ϕ,ψ)

)
= ε2(∇h(I

Φ
h ϕ− ϕ),∇hψ) + ε2(∆ϕ, IND

h ψ −ψ)

+
∑
T∈Th

∑
F∈∆2(T )

ε2(∂nϕ−Q0
F (∂nϕ),ψ −Q0

Fψ)F

≲ ε2h|ϕ|2|ψ|1,h ≲ ε−1/2h∥f∥0∥ψ∥ε,h.
Combine the above two estimates to obtain

(4.15) I1 ≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0∥ψ∥ε,h.
It follows from estimates (4.12) and (4.10) that

(4.16)
I2 ≤ ∥ΠND

h ϕ− ϕ+∇(w − wh)∥0∥IND
h ψ∥0

≲ (εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s)∥ψ∥ε,h.
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Therefore, (4.13) follows from (4.14)-(4.16). □

Theorem 4.11. Let (w,ϕ,p, 0, u) be the solution of the decoupled variational
formulation (3.2), u0 ∈ H1

0 (Ω) be the solution of the Poisson equation (3.6),
ϕ0 = ∇u0 ∈ H0(curl,Ω), and (wh,ϕh,ph, 0, uh) be the solution of the decoupled
variational formulation (4.1). Assume Hypothesis 3.6 holds and u0 ∈ Hs(Ω) with
2 ≤ s ≤ 3. For 0 ≤ r ≤ 1, we have that

ε|ϕ− ϕh|1,h + ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0 ≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s,(4.17)

ε|ϕ0 − ϕh|1,h + ∥ϕ0 − IND
h ϕh∥0 ≲ ε1/2∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s,(4.18)

|u− uh|1 ≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s,(4.19)

|u0 − uh|1 ≲ ε1/2∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s.(4.20)

Furthermore, when p ∈ H1(Ω;R3) satisfying ∥p∥1 ≲ ∥ curlp∥0, we have

(4.21) ∥p− ph∥0 ≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s.

Proof. By (4.1b)-(4.1c) and (4.13), we have

ah(I
Φ
h ϕ− ϕh, 0;ψ, µ) + bh(ψ, µ;Q

RT
h p− ph)

= ah(I
Φ
h ϕ, 0;ψ, µ) + bh(ψ, µ;Q

RT
h p)− (∇wh, I

ND
h ψ)

≲ (εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s)∥ψ∥ε,h.

Using (4.1d), (2.19), the commutative diagram (2.5) and the fact ϕ = ∇u, it holds
that

bh(I
Φ
h ϕ− ϕh, 0; q) = bh(I

Φ
h ϕ, 0; q) = (curl(ΠND

h ϕ), q) = (IRTh (curlϕ), q) = 0.

Then employing the discrete stability (4.7) with ϕ̃h = IΦh ϕ − ϕh, λ̃h = 0 and
p̃h = QRT

h p− ph, we get

(4.22) ∥IΦh ϕ− ϕh∥ε,h + ∥QRT
h p− ph∥0 ≲ εr−1/2h1−r∥f∥0 + hs−1|u0|s.

This together with (4.11)-(4.12) and (2.19) implies (4.17). The estimate (4.18)
follows from (4.17) and the regularity (3.9)-(3.10).

Since ϕ = ∇u, ϕ0 = ∇u0, and IND
h ϕh = ∇uh, the estimates (4.19)-(4.20) follow

directly from (4.17)-(4.18).
Finally, the estimate (4.21) holds from (4.22), (4.9), (2.7) and (3.11). □

Next, we apply a duality argument to estimate the errors ∥ϕ − IND
h ϕh∥0 and

∥u− uh∥0. Let û ∈ H2
0 (Ω) satisfy the following dual problem

(4.23) ε2∆2û−∆û = − div(ϕ− IND
h ϕh) ∈ H−1(Ω).

It can be written as the form of the biharmonic equation

(4.24) ∆2û = ε−2(∆û− div(ϕ− IND
h ϕh)).

Assume problem (4.24) has the following H3 regularity

(4.25) ε2∥û∥3 ≲ |û|1 + ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0.

We refer to [52, 32, 33, 9] for regularity results of the biharmonic equation on
polytopal domains.
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Lemma 4.12. Assume the H3 regularity (4.25) holds. The dual problem (4.23)
has the regularity

(4.26) ∥û∥1 + ε∥û∥2 + ε2∥û∥3 ≲ ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0.

Proof. Multiplying (4.23) by û and integrating by parts, we have

ε2|û|22 + |û|21 = (ϕ− IND
h ϕh,∇û).

This means that

ε2|û|22 +
1

2
|û|21 ≤ 1

2
∥ϕ− IND

h ϕh∥20.

Thus, the regularity (4.26) follows from (4.25) and the last inequality. □

Lemma 4.13. Assume the H3 regularity (4.25) holds. There exist ϕ̂ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3)∩

H2(Ω;R3) and p̂ ∈ H1(Ω;R3) such that

(4.27) −ε2∆ϕ̂+ ϕ̂+ curl p̂ = ϕ− IND
h ϕh, curl ϕ̂ = 0 in Ω,

∥ϕ̂∥0 + ε∥ϕ̂∥1 + ε2∥ϕ̂∥2 + ∥p̂∥1 ≲ ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0.(4.28)

Proof. Let ϕ̂ = ∇û ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R3) ∩ ker(curl), then (4.23) can be written as

−ε2 div∆ϕ̂+ div ϕ̂ = div(ϕ− IND
h ϕh), i.e., div(ε2∆ϕ̂− ϕ̂+ ϕ− IND

h ϕh) = 0.

By Theorem 1.1 in [26], there exists a p̂ ∈ H1(Ω;R3) satisfying

curl p̂ = ε2∆ϕ̂− ϕ̂+ ϕ− IND
h ϕh.

Then we employ (4.26) to end the proof. □

Lemma 4.14. Let (w,ϕ = ∇u,p, 0, u) be the solution of the decoupled formu-
lation (3.2), and (wh,ϕh,ph, 0, uh) be the solution of the discrete method (4.1).
Assume the H3 regularity (4.25) holds. We have

(4.29) |u− uh|1 = ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0 ≲ ε−3/2h2∥f∥0.

Proof. By combining equation (4.27), the fact curl(ϕ−IND
h ϕh) = 0, and integration

by parts, we obtain

∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥20 = (ϕ− IND

h ϕh,−ε2∆ϕ̂+ ϕ̂+ curl p̂)

= −ε2(ϕ− IND
h ϕh,∆ϕ̂) + (ϕ− IND

h ϕh, ϕ̂)

= −ε2(ϕh − IND
h ϕh,∆ϕ̂)− ε2(ϕ− ϕh,∆ϕ̂) + (ϕ− IND

h ϕh, ϕ̂)(4.30)

=: I1 + I2 + I3,

where

I1 = −ε2(ϕh − IND
h ϕh,∆ϕ̂)− ε2

∑
T∈Th

(∂nϕ̂,ϕ− ϕh)∂T ,

I2 = (ϕ− IND
h ϕh, ϕ̂−ΠND

h ϕ̂) + ε2(∇h(ϕ− ϕh),∇h(ϕ̂− IΦh ϕ̂)),

I3 = (ϕ− IND
h ϕh,Π

ND
h ϕ̂) + ε2(∇h(ϕ− ϕh),∇h(I

Φ
h ϕ̂)).

Next, we estimate I1, I2 and I3 in (4.30). By (2.21), (4.17) with r = 0 and s = 2,
(2.6) and (3.10),

∥ϕh − IND
h ϕh∥0 = ∥ϕh −ΠND

h ϕ− IND
h (ϕh −ΠND

h ϕ)∥0 ≲ h|ϕh −ΠND
h ϕ|1,h

≤ h|ϕ− ϕh|1,h + h|ϕ−ΠND
h ϕ|1,h ≲ ε−3/2h2∥f∥0.
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This together with (4.28) and the weak continuity (2.9) implies

I1 ≲ ε1/2h2∥f∥0|ϕ̂|2 + ε2h|ϕ− ϕh|1,h|ϕ̂|2 ≲ ε−3/2h2∥f∥0∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0.(4.31)

Applying (4.17) with r = 0 and s = 2, (2.6), (2.14) and (4.28),

I2 ≲ ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0∥ϕ̂−ΠND

h ϕ̂∥0 + ε2|ϕ− ϕh|1,h|ϕ̂− IΦh ϕ̂|1,h(4.32)

≲ ε−1/2h2∥f∥0|ϕ̂|1 + ε1/2h2∥f∥0|ϕ̂|2 ≲ ε−3/2h2∥f∥0∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0.

By the commutative diagram (2.5), ΠND
h ϕ̂ = ∇Πgrad

h û. Then we acquire from

equation (4.1b) with ψ = IΦh ϕ̂ and the Galerkin orthogonality (??) that

I3 = (ϕ,ΠND
h ϕ̂) + ε2(∇ϕ,∇h(I

Φ
h ϕ̂))− (∇wh,Π

ND
h ϕ̂)

= (ϕ,ΠND
h ϕ̂) + ε2(∇ϕ,∇h(I

Φ
h ϕ̂))− (∇w,ΠND

h ϕ̂).

Noting the fact ∇w = −ε2∆ϕ + ϕ + curlp by (3.12), we have from the weak
continuity (2.9), estimate (2.6) of ΠND

h , estimate (2.14) of IΦh , and the regularity
(3.10) and (4.28) that

I3 = ε2(∇ϕ,∇h(I
Φ
h ϕ̂)) + ε2(∆ϕ,ΠND

h ϕ̂)

= ε2(∆ϕ,ΠND
h ϕ̂− IΦh ϕ̂) + ε2

∑
T∈Th

(∂nϕ, I
Φ
h ϕ̂− ϕ̂)∂T

≲ ε2|ϕ|2(∥ΠND
h ϕ̂− IΦh ϕ̂∥0 + h|IΦh ϕ̂− ϕ̂|1,h)

≲ ε2h2|ϕ|2|ϕ̂|2 ≲ ε−3/2h2∥f∥0∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0.

Finally, substituting the estimates (4.31), (4.32), and the above into (4.30), we
obtain the desired resulf (4.29). □

Let ũ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) be the solution to the following dual problem:

(4.33) −∆ũ = u− uh.

Assume that the dual problem (4.33) admits the following regularity estimate:

(4.34) ∥ũ∥2 ≲ ∥u− uh∥0.
We refer the reader to [53, 31, 48, 62] for regularity results pertaining to the Poisson
equation on polytopal domains.

Lemma 4.15. Let (w,ϕ = ∇u,p, 0, u) be the solution of the decoupled formu-
lation (3.2), and (wh,ϕh,ph, 0, uh) be the solution of the discrete method (4.1).
Assume the regularity (4.34) holds. Assume u0 ∈ Hs(Ω) with 2 ≤ s ≤ 3. We have

∥u− uh∥0 ≲ ε1/2h∥f∥0 + hs|u0|s,(4.35)

∥u0 − uh∥0 ≲ ε1/2∥f∥0 + hs|u0|s.(4.36)

Proof. Using integration by parts on (4.33), ∇(Πgrad
h ũ) = ΠND

h (∇ũ) by the com-
mutative diagram (2.5), and estimate (2.6) of ΠND

h , we obtain

(4.37)

∥u− uh∥20 = −(u− uh,∆ũ) = (∇(u− uh),∇ũ)

= (∇(u− uh),∇(ũ−Πgrad
h ũ)) + (ϕ− IND

h ϕh,∇(Πgrad
h ũ))

= (∇(u− uh),∇ũ−ΠND
h (∇ũ)) + (ϕ− IND

h ϕh,Π
ND
h (∇ũ))

≲ h|u− uh|1|ũ|2 + (ϕ− IND
h ϕh,Π

ND
h (∇ũ)).
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Notice that curl(ΠND
h (∇ũ)) = 0. By taking ψ = IΦh (∇ũ) and µ = 0 in equa-

tion (4.1b), we get

ε2(∇hϕh,∇h(I
Φ
h (∇ũ))) + (IND

h ϕh,Π
ND
h (∇ũ)) = (∇wh,Π

ND
h (∇ũ)).

This combined with the Galerkin orthogonality condition (??) induces

(ϕ− IND
h ϕh,Π

ND
h (∇ũ)) = (ϕ,ΠND

h (∇ũ))− (IND
h ϕh,Π

ND
h (∇ũ))

= (ϕ,ΠND
h (∇ũ))− (∇wh,Π

ND
h (∇ũ))

+ ε2(∇hϕh,∇h(I
Φ
h (∇ũ)))

= (ϕ−∇w,ΠND
h (∇ũ)) + ε2(∇hϕh,∇h(I

Φ
h (∇ũ))).

Using the identity ϕ = ∇w + ε2∆ϕ − curlp, together with the integration by
parts, we obtain

(ϕ− IND
h ϕh,Π

ND
h (∇ũ)) = (ε2∆ϕ,ΠND

h (∇ũ)) + ε2(∇hϕh,∇hI
Φ
h (∇ũ)) =: I1 + I2,

where

I1 = (ε2∆ϕ,ΠND
h (∇ũ)− IΦh (∇ũ)),

I2 = (ε2∆ϕ, IΦh (∇ũ)) + ε2(∇hϕh,∇hI
Φ
h (∇ũ)).

Now let us estimate the terms I1 and I2. By employing estimate (2.6) of ΠND
h ,

estimate (2.14) of IΦh , together with the regularity results (3.10) and (4.34), we
derive the following estimate:

I1 ≲ ε2|ϕ|2∥ΠND
h (∇ũ)− IΦh (∇ũ)∥0 ≲ ε2h|ϕ|2|ũ|2 ≲ ε1/2h∥f∥0∥u− uh∥0.

Applying the weak continuity (2.9), estimate (2.14) of IΦh , estimate (4.17) with
r = 0 and s = 2, the regularity (3.10) and the regularity (4.34), then

I2 = ε2(∇h(ϕh − ϕ),∇hI
Φ
h (∇ũ)) + ε2

∑
T∈Th

(∂nϕ, I
Φ
h (∇ũ))∂T

≲ ε2(|ϕ− ϕh|1,h + h|ϕ|2|)|IΦh (∇ũ)|1,h ≲ ε2(|ϕ− ϕh|1,h + h|ϕ|2|)|ũ|2
≲ (εh|u0|2 + ε1/2h∥f∥0)∥u− uh∥0.

Then by the regularity (3.7).

(ϕ− IND
h ϕh,∇Πgrad

h ũ) ≲ ε1/2h∥f∥0∥u− uh∥0.

Combining this with estimate (4.19) for the case r = 1, and equation (4.37), the
estimate (4.35) is established. Moreover, since ∥u0−uh∥0 ≲ ∥u0−u∥0+ ∥u−uh∥0,
applying the estimate (4.35) together with the regularity result (3.8), we arrive at
the desired estimate (4.36). □

Remark 4.16. By selecting r = 0, the estimates (4.17) and (4.29) show that

ε|ϕ− ϕh|1,h + ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0 = O(h), |u− uh|1 = O(h2), ∥u− uh∥0 = O(h2)

for fixed parameter ε > 0. When ε → 0 and u0 ∈ H3(Ω), the estimates (4.17)-(4.20)
with r = 1 and (4.35)-(4.36) show that

ε|ϕ− ϕh|1,h + ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥0 = O(h2), |u− uh|1 = O(h2), ∥u− uh∥0 = O(h3)

ε|ϕ0−ϕh|1,h+∥ϕ0−IND
h ϕh∥0 = O(h2), |u0−uh|1 = O(h2), ∥u0−uh∥0 = O(h3).

Therefore, estimates (4.17)-(4.20), (4.29) and (4.35)-(4.36) are optimal and robust
with respect to both the parameter ε and the mesh size h.
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Remark 4.17. An alternative decoupled finite element method for the fourth-
order singular perturbation problem (1.7), which avoids the use of the interpolation

operator IND
h , is defined as follows: find wh ∈ V grad

h , ϕh0 ∈ Φh, ph0 ∈ V div
h ,

λh0 ∈ Qh, and uh0 ∈ V grad
h such that

(∇wh,∇v) = (f, v),(4.38a)

ε2ãh(ϕh0, λh0;ψ, µ) + (curlψ,ph0) = (∇wh,ψ),(4.38b)

(µ, divph0) = 0,(4.38c)

b(ϕh0, λh0; q) = 0,(4.38d)

(∇uh0,∇χ) = (ϕh0,∇χ),(4.38e)

for any v, χ ∈ V grad
h , ψ ∈ Φh, µ ∈ Qh, and q ∈ V div

h , where ãh(ϕh0, λh0;ψ, µ) :=
ε2(∇hϕh0,∇hψ) + (ϕh0,ψ). Following the analysis in this section, the method
(4.38) is well-posed, and it satisfies curlϕh0 = 0 and λh0 = 0. As ε → 0, we can
establish the following error estimates:

ε|ϕ− ϕh|1,h + ∥ϕ− ϕh∥0 = O(h1/2),

ε|ϕ0 − ϕh|1,h + ∥ϕ0 − ϕh∥0 = O(h1/2).

These estimates demonstrate a sharp, though suboptimal, half-order convergence
rate, consistent with the results reported in [45, Theorem 3.4] and [67, Theorem 3.6].
This half-order convergence rate is further validated by numerical experiments. The
motivation for introducing the interpolation operator IND

h in the decoupled finite
element method (4.1) lies in the desire to achieve the optimal convergence.

5. Numerical results

This section presents numerical results to validate the proposed decoupled mixed
finite element method. Let Ω be the unit cube domain (0, 1)3. Introduce error
notation

Err(ϕ) := (ε2|ϕ− ϕh|21,h + ∥ϕ− IND
h ϕh∥20)1/2,

Err0(ϕ) := (ε2|ϕ− ϕh0|21,h + ∥ϕ− ϕh0∥20)1/2.

5.1. Numerical test without boundary layer. We consider the fourth-order
elliptic singular perturbation problem (1.7) with the exact solution given by

u(x) = sin2(πx) sin2(πy) sin2(πz).

The source term f is computed from (1.7).
The corresponding numerical errors are summarized in Table 1, including Err(ϕ),

∥u−uh∥0 and |u−uh|1 for various values of ε and mesh size h. As shown in Table 1,
Err(ϕ) exhibits the first-order convergence O(h) for ε = 1 and 10−1, consistent with
the theoretical estimate (4.17) for r = 0 and s = 2. For ε = 10−4 and 10−6, the
convergence improves to second order O(h2), which agrees with the theoretical
result (4.17) for r = 1 and s = 3. Table 1 shows that |u − uh|1 = O(h2) for
ε = 1, 10−1, which agrees with the theoretical result (4.29). For ε = 10−4 and 10−6,
the convergence rate remains O(h2), consistent with the theoretical estimate (4.19)
for r = 1 and s = 3. Furthermore, the L2-norm error ∥u − uh∥0 exhibits second-
order convergence, i.e., O(h2), for ε = 1 and 10−1, which is consistent with the
theoretical estimate (4.29). As ε decreases to 10−4 and 10−6, the convergence
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improves to third order, i.e., O(h3), in agreement with the refined estimate (4.35).

Table 1. Errors Err(ϕ), ∥u−uh∥0 and |u−uh|1 of the decoupled
method (4.1) without boundary layer.

ε h Err(ϕ) rate ∥u− uh∥0 rate |u− uh|1 rate

1

2−2 7.862e+00 - 1.098e-01 - 6.965e-01 -
2−3 4.924e+00 0.68 4.378e-02 1.33 2.887e-01 1.27
2−4 2.776e+00 0.83 1.429e-02 1.62 9.735e-02 1.57
2−5 1.466e+00 0.92 4.101e-03 1.80 2.857e-02 1.77

10−1

2−2 9.538e-01 - 6.889e-02 - 4.656e-01 -
2−3 5.309e-01 0.85 2.175e-02 1.66 1.610e-01 1.53
2−4 2.842e-01 0.90 6.373e-03 1.77 4.913e-02 1.71
2−5 1.476e-01 0.95 1.772e-03 1.85 1.395e-02 1.82

10−4

2−2 2.572e-01 - 9.082e-03 - 1.985e-01 -
2−3 7.295e-02 1.82 1.118e-03 3.02 5.645e-02 1.81
2−4 1.910e-02 1.93 1.376e-04 3.02 1.483e-02 1.93
2−5 4.838e-03 1.98 1.711e-05 3.01 3.765e-03 1.98

10−6

2−2 2.572e-01 - 9.082e-03 - 1.985e-01 -
2−3 7.295e-02 1.82 1.118e-03 3.02 5.645e-02 1.81
2−4 1.910e-02 1.93 1.376e-04 3.02 1.483e-02 1.93
2−5 4.838e-03 1.98 1.711e-05 3.01 3.765e-03 1.98

5.2. Numerical test with boundary layer. We next verify the convergence
behavior of the nonconforming finite element methods (4.1) and (4.38) for prob-
lem (1.7) with boundary layers.

To this end, consider the exact solution to the Poisson equation (3.6):

u0(x) = sin(πx) sin(πy) sin(πz).

The corresponding right-hand side f computed from (3.6) is used in (1.7), for which
the exact solution u is not known in closed form. When ε is small, the solution u
develops pronounced boundary layers. In the numerical experiments that follow,
we set ε = 10−6, 10−8, 10−10 to investigate such behavior.

Numerical results for the decoupled method (4.38) are presented in Table 2,
which reports Err0(ϕ0), ∥u0 − uh0∥0 and |u0 − uh0|1. From Table 2, we observe
that Err0(ϕ0) = O(h1/2), which agrees with the theoretical estimate outlined in
Remark 4.17. In addition, Table 2 shows that |u0−uh0|1 = O(h1/2), as anticipated,
while ∥u0 − uh0∥0 = O(h).

Table 3 displays the numerical results for the decoupled method (4.1), includ-
ing Err(ϕ0), ∥u0 − uh∥0 and |u0 − uh|1. As evidenced in Table 3, the error
Err(ϕ0) = O(h2), confirming the theoretical estimate in (4.18) for s = 3. Ad-
ditionally, Table 3 indicates that |u0 − uh|1 = O(h2), aligning with the theoretical
result (4.20) for s = 3. Moreover, the L2-norm error ∥u0 − uh∥0 achieves optimal
third-order convergence, i.e., O(h3), in agreement with the refined estimate (4.36).
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Table 2. Errors Err0(ϕ0), ∥u0 − uh0∥0 and |u0 − uh0|1of the de-
coupled method (4.38) with boundary layer.

ε h Err0(ϕ0) rate ∥u0 − uh0∥0 rate |u0 − uh0|1 rate

10−6

2−2 5.475e-01 - 4.944e-02 - 4.183e-01 -
2−3 3.643e-01 0.59 2.278e-02 1.12 2.534e-01 0.72
2−4 2.527e-01 0.53 1.103e-02 1.04 1.656e-01 0.61
2−5 1.777e-01 0.51 5.444e-03 1.02 1.127e-01 0.56

10−8

2−2 5.475e-01 - 4.944e-02 - 4.183e-01 -
2−3 3.643e-01 0.59 2.278e-02 1.12 2.534e-01 0.72
2−4 2.527e-01 0.53 1.103e-02 1.04 1.656e-01 0.61
2−5 1.777e-01 0.51 5.444e-03 1.02 1.127e-01 0.56

10−10

2−2 5.475e-01 - 4.944e-02 - 4.183e-01 -
2−3 3.643e-01 0.59 2.278e-02 1.12 2.534e-01 0.72
2−4 2.527e-01 0.53 1.103e-02 1.04 1.656e-01 0.61
2−5 1.777e-01 0.51 5.444e-03 1.02 1.127e-01 0.56

In conclusion, when a boundary layer phenomenon is present, the decoupled
method (4.1) significantly outperforms the decoupled method (4.38) by achieving
higher-order convergence rates.

Table 3. Errors Err(ϕ0), ∥u0 − uh∥0 and |u0 − uh|1 of the de-
coupled method (4.1) with boundary layer.

ε h Err(ϕ0) rate ∥u0 − uh∥0 rate |u0 − uh|1 rate

10−6

2−2 1.692e-01 - 4.981e-03 2.98 1.332e-01 -
2−3 4.499e-02 1.91 6.038e-04 3.04 3.556e-02 1.91
2−4 1.148e-02 1.97 7.453e-05 3.02 9.089e-03 1.97
2−5 2.888e-03 1.99 9.287e-06 3.00 2.885e-03 1.99

10−8

2−2 1.692e-01 - 4.981e-03 2.98 1.332e-01 -
2−3 4.499e-02 1.91 6.038e-04 3.04 3.556e-02 1.91
2−4 1.148e-02 1.97 7.453e-05 3.02 9.089e-03 1.97
2−5 2.888e-03 1.99 9.287e-06 3.00 2.885e-03 1.99

10−10

2−2 1.692e-01 - 4.981e-03 2.98 1.332e-01 -
2−3 4.499e-02 1.91 6.038e-04 3.04 3.556e-02 1.91
2−4 1.148e-02 1.97 7.453e-05 3.02 9.089e-03 1.97
2−5 2.888e-03 1.99 9.287e-06 3.00 2.885e-03 1.99
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[72] M. s. Zlámal. On the finite element method. Numer. Math., 12:394–409, 1968. 6

School of Mathematics, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai
200433, China

Email address: xueweicui@stu.sufe.edu.cn

School of Mathematics, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai
200433, China

Email address: huang.xuehai@sufe.edu.cn


	1. Introduction
	2. Low-order nonconforming finite element complex
	2.1. Notation
	2.2. Finite element de Rham complex
	2.3. H1-nonconforming finite element for vectors
	2.4. Nonconforming finite element complex
	2.5. Interpolation operators and commutative diagram

	3. Decoupled formulation of the fourth-order elliptic singular perturbation problem
	3.1. The decoupled variational formulation and equivalence
	3.2. Regularity

	4. Decoupled nonconforming finite element method
	4.1. Decoupled finite element method
	4.2. Robust error analysis

	5. Numerical results
	5.1. Numerical test without boundary layer
	5.2. Numerical test with boundary layer

	References

