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MULTILEVEL QUADRATURE FOR ELLIPTIC PARAMETRIC
PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS IN CASE OF POLYGONAL
APPROXIMATIONS OF CURVED DOMAINS*
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Abstract. Multilevel quadrature methods for parametric operator equations such as the mul-
tilevel (quasi—) Monte Carlo method resemble a sparse tensor product approximation between the
spatial variable and the parameter. We employ this fact to reverse the multilevel quadrature method
by applying differences of quadrature rules to finite element discretizations of increasing resolu-
tion. Besides being algorithmically more efficient if the underlying quadrature rules are nested, this
way of performing the sparse tensor product approximation enables the easy use of nonnested and
even adaptively refined finite element meshes. We moreover provide a rigorous error and regular-
ity analysis addressing the variational crimes of using polygonal approximations of curved domains
and numerical quadrature of the bilinear form. Our results facilitate the construction of efficient
multilevel quadrature methods based on deterministic high order quadrature rules for the stochastic
parameter. Numerical results in three spatial dimensions are provided to illustrate the approach.
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1. Introduction. The present article is concerned with the numerical solution
of elliptic parametric second order boundary value problems of the form

(1.1) —div (a(y)Vu(y)) = f(y) in D, u(y)=00ndD, yeTl,

where D C R? denotes the spatial domain and I' ¢ R™ denotes the parameter domain.
Prominent representatives of such problems arise from recasting boundary value prob-
lems with random data, like random diffusion coefficients, random right-hand sides,
and even random domains. A high-dimensional parametric boundary value problem of
the form (1.1) is then derived by inserting the truncated Karhunen—Loeéve expansion
of the random data; see, e.g., [1, 2, 13, 27, 36]. Hence, the computation of quantities
of interest amounts to a high-dimensional Bochner integration problem. The latter
can be dealt with by quadrature methods. Since every quadrature method requires
the repeated evaluation of the integrand for different sample or quadrature points,
we have to compute the solution to (1.1) with respect to many different values of the
parameter y € I'.

An efficient approach to deal with this quadrature problem is the multilevel Monte
Carlo method (MLMC), which has been developed in [3, 17, 19, 30, 31]. As first ob-
served in [15, 25], this approach resembles the sparse tensor product approximation
between the physical space and the parameter space. Thus, the extension to the
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multilevel quasi-Monte Carlo (MLQMC) method and even more general multilevel
quadrature methods is obvious. In this article, we focus on such deterministic quad-
rature methods, which, in particular, require extra regularity of the solution in terms
of spaces of dominant mixed derivatives; cf. [11, 22, 25, 28, 34], for example. This
extra regularity is available for important classes of parametric problems; see [9, 10]
for the case of affine elliptic diffusion coefficients and [33] for the case of log-normally
distributed diffusion coefficients. For the sake of clarity in presentation, we shall focus
here on affine elliptic diffusion problems as they occur from the discretization of uni-
formly elliptic random diffusion coefficients. We put our emphasis on the analysis of
variational crimes, namely the effect of polygonal approximations of curved physical
domains and the numerical approximation of the bilinear form. In particular, we pro-
vide regularity results of the fully discrete solution to (1.1). If the Karhunen—Loeve
expansion of the coefficient a(y) in this equation decays sufficiently fast, the obtained
results are even robust with respect to the parameter dimension m.

The considerations in this article are based on the following abstract framework:
Let , , ,

v cv®c... CVJ@ C--CH; i=1,2,

denote two sequences of finite dimensional subspaces with increasing approximation
power in some linear spaces H;. To approximate a given object of the tensor product
space H1 ® Ho, it is canonical to consider the full tensor product spaces

R COPReTC)
U =vi v

However, since dim U; = dim Vj(l) -dim Vj(Q), the approximation cost in U; is often too
high. To reduce this cost, one considers the approximation in so-called sparse tensor
product spaces; see, e.g., [7]. For £ > 0, one introduces the complement spaces

Wé(jt)l = Ve(}r)l eV, i=12,

which give rise to the multilevel decompositions
(1.2) v = EB w, wi=v®, i=12

Then, the sparse tensor product space is defined by
(1.3) U= @ wew?.

eHe<)
Under the assumptions that the dimensions of {Ve(l)} and {Ve@)} form geometric
series, the space U; contains, up to possible logarithmic factors, only

O ( max { dim Vj(l), dim Vj(2) })

degrees of freedom (DoF). Nevertheless, @ offers nearly the same approximation
power as U; provided that the object to be approximated has some extra smoothness
by means of mixed regularity; see [20].

In view of (1.2), factoring out with respect to the first component, we rewrite
(1.3) according to

J j—t J
(1.4) 0, =Pw e (@ We(?)) ~Pwh v,
0

£=0
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Fic. 1. Different representations of the sparse tensor product space.

This representation has already been proposed in [20]. Obviously, in complete analogy
there holds

i it j
(1.5) U =P (@ W}”) oWy =PV ew?.
=0

/=0 ™ {=0

We refer to Figure 1 for an illustration, where the left plot corresponds to the represen-
tation (1.4) and the right plot corresponds to the representation (1.5). The advantage
of the representation (1.4) is that we can give up the requirement that the spaces

{VK(Z)} are nested. Likewise, for the representation (1.5), the spaces {Vé”} need not
be nested any more.
In view of the parametric diffusion problem (1.1), we aim at computing

/Ff(U(y))p(y) dy,

where p is the density of some measure on I' and F denotes a functional or, as in
the case of moment computation, it may be defined as F(u(y)) = uP(y) for p =

1,2,.... In this context, {Ve(l)} corresponds to a sequence of finite element spaces
and {‘/;2(2)} refers to a sequence of quadrature rules. If we denote the finite element

solutions of (1.1) by w(y) € Ve(l) and if we denote the sequence of quadrature rules
by Qu: C(T") — R, we thus arrive with respect to (1.4) at the decomposition

(1.6) [ Fa@)ow) dy = Y- QAT )
£=0

where AF;(u(y)) := F(ue(y)) — F(u—1(y)) and F(u_(y)) := 0; see [25]. On the
other hand, similarly to (1.5), we obtain the decomposition

(L.7) / Flu@)pw)dy = 3" AQuF (- o(y)),

£=0

where AQy = Qy—Qr_1 and Q_; := 0. Both representations are equivalent but have
a different impact on the numerical implementation.

Originally, multilevel quadrature methods have been interpreted as variance re-
duction methods for the Monte Carlo quadrature, a view which was originally in-
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troduced for the approximation of parametric integrals; cf. [30, 31]. Consequently,
the representation (1.4), and thus the decomposition (1.6), has been used in previous
articles; see, for example, [17, 18] for stochastic ordinary differential equations and
[3, 25, 41, 42] for partial differential equations with random data. In this context,
usually a nested sequence of approximation spaces is presumed such that the comple-
ment spaces {Wl(l)} are well defined. In the context of partial differential equations,
these complement spaces are given via the difference of Galerkin projections onto
subsequent finite element spaces. This circumstance can be avoided in the case of F
being a functional; cf. [23, 41]. In the context of the Monte Carlo method, there are
already results available, which allow for giving up this nestedness; see, e.g., [8, 41].
A more general result addressing the resulting error in the underlying bilinear form
can be found in [40].

The decomposition (1.6) is well suited if the spatial dimension is small, as is the
case for one-dimensional partial differential equations with random data or for stochas-
tic ordinary differential equations. Nevertheless, in two or three spatial dimensions,
the construction of nested approximation spaces might be impossible. In the article
at hand, we employ the decomposition (1.7). It allows more naturally for nonnested
finite element spaces which, in turn, induce different approximations of the underlying
domain. Particularly, we shall focus on the error-equilibrated version of the multilevel
quadrature (see [3]), rather than on the work-equilibrated one [18]. Moreover, using
nested quadrature formulas, a considerable speed-up is achieved in comparison to the
conventional multilevel quadrature, which is based on the representation (1.6).

The rest of the article is organized as follows. We start by introducing the under-
lying random model in section 2 and perform the parametric reformulation that results
n (1.1). Then, the next two sections are dedicated to the discretization, i.e., the quad-
rature rule for the parametric variable (section 3) and the finite element discretization
for the physical domain (section 4). The multilevel quadrature for the model problem
is discussed in section 5. In section 6, we present the error and regularity analysis
for the multilevel quadrature taking into account polygonal approximations of curved
domains. The key result in this section, namely Lemma 6.1, is robust with respect
to the parameter dimension m. Afterward, in section 7, we consider a fully discrete
approximation of the solution to (1.1) and take also quadrature errors in the bilinear
form into account. Again, the main result Theorem 7.2 is robust with respect to the
parameter dimension m. Finally, in section 8, we provide numerical results in three
spatial dimensions to validate our approach.

Throughout this article, in order to avoid the repeated use of generic but un-
specified constants, we mean by C' < D that C can be bounded by a multiple of D,
independently of parameters which C' and D may depend on. Obviously, C = D is
defined as D < C,and C ~ D as C < D and C 2 D.

2. Problem setting. Let (,3,P) be a complete and separable probability
space with o-field ¥ C 22 and probability measure P. We intend to compute the
expectation

. [u] :/Qu(w) dP(w) € H} (D)

and the variance

V[u]:/Q{u(w)—E[u]}zdIP(w)EW()l’l(D)
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of the random function u(w) € H{ (D) which solves the random diffusion problem
(2.1) —div (a(w)Vu(w)) = f in D for almost every w € (.

For the sake of simplicity, we assume that the random diffusion coefficient is given
by a finite Karhunen—Loeéve expansion

(2.2) a(z,w) =Ela)(®) + Y vV Arpr(@)n(w)
k=1

with pairwise L?-orthonormal functions ¢, € L>(D) and stochastically independent
random variables ¢ (w) € [—1,1]. Especially, it is assumed that the random variables
admit continuous density functions pg: [—1,1] — R with respect to the Lebesgue
measure.

In practice, one generally has to compute the expansion (2.2) from the given
covariance kernel

Covla)(z,2') = /Q {a(z,w) — Ela](z) } {a(z’,w) — Ela](z) } dP(w).

If the expansion contains infinitely many terms, it has to be appropriately truncated,
which will induce an additional discretization error. For details, we refer the reader
to [16, 26, 35, 39].

The assumption that the random variables {¢;(w)} are independent implies that
the joint density function of the random variables is given by p(y) := [T}, pr(yk)-

Thus, we are able to reformulate the stochastic problem (2.1) as a parametric,
deterministic problem in L%(I‘). To this end, the probability space €2 is identified with
its image ' := [—1, 1]™ with respect to the measurable mapping

P: Q=T wePw):= (wl(w),...,z/)m(w)).

Hence, the random variables 1)y, are substituted by coordinates y; € [—1, 1].
We introduce the measure p(y)dy on I', which is defined by the product density

function p(y) == [T7", pr(y)-

Next, in order to ensure H2-regularity of the model problem, let D C R%, d = 2, 3,
be either a convex, polygonal domain or a C?-domain. We consider the parametric
diffusion problem

find v € LIQ) (T H{}(D)) such that

(2.3)
— div (a(y)Vu(y)) = fin D for almost every y € T,

with f € L?(D) and a: D x I' — R with
(2.4) a(z,y) = po(x) + Z VAR ( @)Yk, e =V Aklerllwe (p)-
k=1

Note that u € Lz (I‘  Hi (D)) guarantees finite second order moments of the solution.
By the Lax—Milgram theorem, the unique solvability of the parametric diffusion
problem (2.3) in L2(T'; Hg (D)) follows immediately if we impose the condition

(2.5) 0 < amin < a(y) < apax < 00 in D

Copyright © by STAM. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



Downloaded 02/25/20 to 131.152.210.243. Redistribution subject to SIAM license or copyright; see http://www.siam.org/journals/ojsa.php

MULTILEVEL QUADRATURE FOR ELLIPTIC PARAMETRIC PDEs 689

for all y € I on the diffusion coefficient. Moreover, we obtain the stability estimate

w1 (D) < (py for almost every y € T'.

[fllz-1(py <
Hence, the solution to (2.3) is essentially bounded with respect to y € T'.

In, e.g., [4, 9, 10, 12, 43], it has been proven that the solution w of (2.3) is
analytic as mapping u: I' — H} (D). Moreover, it has been shown in [9] that u is even
an analytic mapping u: I' — W := H}(D) N H?(D) given that the functions {(}}
in (2.4) belong to W1>°(D). This constitutes the necessary mixed regularity for a
sparse tensor product discretization; see, e.g., [28, 34]. A similar result for diffusion
problems with coefficients of the form exp (a(x,y)) has been shown in [33].

Since u is supposed to be in L,% (F; H} (D))7 we can compute its expectation

(2.6) Emzjﬁ@mw@EHWn
I
and its variance
(2.7) VM:EW%WMF:AMWW@My%MP€WF@>

We will focus in what follows on the efficient numerical computation of these possibly
high-dimensional integrals.

3. Quadrature in the parameter space. The expectation and the variance
of the solution u to (2.3) are given by the integrals (2.6) and (2.7). To compute these
integrals, we employ a sequence of quadrature formulas {Q,} for the Bochner integral

Int: LY X) = X, Intv:/rv(y)p(y)dy,

where X C L?(D) denotes some Banach space. The quadrature formula

(3.1) Qe: Ly(T;X) = X, (Quv)( Zwm E0i)p(€ei)

is supposed to provide the error bound

(3.2) [(Int —=Qe)v|lx < eellvllzriay

uniformly in £ € N, where #(I'; X) C L2(T', X) is a suitable Bochner space. Note that
since the density p is fixed, it will be suppressed in the upcoming error estimates and
will, thus, be hidden in the constants.
The following particular examples of quadrature rules (3.1) are considered in our
numerical experiments:
e The Monte Carlo method satisfies (3.2) only with respect to the root mean
square error. Namely, it holds that

VE(IIt —Qo)vll%) € eellvllsria)

with e, = N, /% and H(I; X) = L2(T; X).
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e The quasi-Monte Carlo method leads typically to ¢, = N, ' (log N¢)™, where
it is sufficient to consider the Bochner space H(I'; X') = Wél’ii(l’;)\,’ ) of all

equivalence classes of functions v: I' — X’ with finite norm

L ol |
1

llalle <

llall:
YT oyT - oy v(y)

dy < oo;
x

see, e.g., [37]. Note that, in this case, the estimate requires that the densities
satisfy pp € W1°°(—1,1). For the Halton sequence (cf. [24]), it can even be
shown that ¢, = fol for arbitrary d > 0 given that the spatial functions
in (2.4) satisfy v, < k737° for arbitrary ¢ > 0. This is a straightforward
consequence from the results in [44]; see, e.g., [27].

e Let the densities p, be in W (—1,1). If v: I' - X has mixed regularity of
order r with respect to the parameter y, i.e.,

(3.4) [vllwroeay = jenax ||817UHL°°(1";X) < o0,
then one can apply a sparse grid Clenshaw—Curtis quadrature rule. This
yields the convergence rate e, = 2"¢™~! where N, ~ 2™ ' and H(T'; X) =
W5 (T; X); see [38].1
For our purposes, we shall assume that the number N, of points of the quadrature
formula @, is chosen such that the corresponding accuracy is

(3.5) eo=2"%

Then, for the respective difference quadrature AQy := Qy — Q¢—1, we immediately
obtain by combining (3.2) and (3.5) the error bound

[1AQev]lx = [[(Qr = Qe-1)vllx < [[(Int —=Qr)v[[x + [[(Int —Qe—1)v]|x

N 2_€HU”H(F;X)~

4. Finite element approximation in the spatial variable. In order to apply
the quadrature formula (3.1), we have to evaluate the solution u(y) € H(D) of the
diffusion problem (2.3) in certain points y € T'. To this end, consider a not necessarily
nested sequence of shape regular and quasi-uniform triangulations or tetrahedraliza-
tions {7;} for £ > 0 of the domain D, each with the mesh size hy ~ 2=t If the domain
is not polygonal, then we obtain a polygonal approximation D, of the domain D by
replacing curved edges or faces by planar ones.

In order to deal only with the fixed domain D and not with the different polygonal
approximations D, we follow [5] and extend functions defined on D, by zero onto
D\ D,. Hence, given the triangulation or the tetrahedralization {7;}, we define the
spaces

S¢(D) :={v € C(D) : v|r is a linear polynomial for all T € T,
and v(z) = 0 for all nodes « € 9D}

of continuous, piecewise linear finite elements. Notice that it does hold that S;(D) C
H'(D) but in general S;(D) ¢ Hg(D).

IThe Clenshaw—Curtis quadrature converges exponentially if the integrand v: I' — X and the

density p are analytic.
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We shall further introduce the finite element solution u,(y) € S¢(D) of (2.3) which
satisfies

(4.1) B, (u, ve) = /

a(y)Vug(y)dew:/ foede
D D

for all vp € Se(D). If D # Dy, the bilinear form B,(:,-) is also well defined for
functions from Sy(D) since S¢(D) C H'(D). Nevertheless, in order to maintain the
ellipticity of the bilinear form, we shall assume that the mesh size hg is sufficiently
small to ensure that functions in Sp(D) are zero on a part of the boundary of D.

It is shown in, e.g., [5, 6] that the finite element solution uy(y) € Se(D) of (4.1)
admits the following approximation properties.

LEMMA 4.1. Consider a convez, polygonal domain D or a domain with C?-smooth
boundary and let f € L*(D). Then, the finite element solution w,(y) € S¢(D) of the
diffusion problem (2.3) and respectively its square w3 (y) satisfy the error estimate

(4.2) [u? (y) = uwf ()| S hell FII 72y

where X = HY(D) for p =1 and X = WHY(D) for p = 2. The constants hidden in
(4.2) depend on amin and amax, but not ony € I'.

5. The multilevel quadrature method. Based on the framework introduced
in the previous sections, we now introduce the multilevel quadrature in a formal way.
To that end, let u € H(T; H%(D)), where the underlying Bochner space is determined
by the quadrature under consideration. For the sequence {u;(y)}¢ of finite element
solutions, there obviously holds limy_, . u/(y) = u(y) uniformly in y € I'. Thus, if F
is continuous, we obtain

5.1 li =

(5.1) Jim T (ue(y)) = F(u(y))

also uniformly in y € T'. Moreover, we have for the sequence {Q}¢ of quadrature
rules and for a sufficiently smooth integrand that

(5.2) Jim Qu = / o(y)p(y) dy.

The combination of the relations (5.1) and (5.2) leads to

[ Fuw)otw)dy = 3" AQuF (u(w) = > AQr Y- A (uly))
T =0 £=0 £'=0

Since AQy is linear and continuous, we end up with

/FF(U(y))p(y) dy = i AQAFy (u(y)).

£,0/=0

Truncating this sum in accordance with £+¢’ < j then yields the multilevel quadrature
representation (1.6) if we recombine the operators AQy. Analogously, we obtain the
representation (1.7) if we recombine the operators AF,. Note that the sequence of
the application of the operators AQ, and AFy is crucial here. Moreover, we have
repeatedly exploited the linearity of AQy.
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Of course, the representations (1.6) and (1.7) are mathematically equivalent.
More precisely, if we set .F(u_l(y)) := 0, there holds

Z Qj—eAF(u(y)) = Z AQeF (uj—e(y)).
=0

£=0

Thus, all available results for the representation (1.6) of the multilevel quadrature
(see, e.g., [25, 28] and the references therein) carry over to the representation (1.7).
Nonetheless, the multilevel quadrature based on representation (1.7) has substan-
tial advantages. On the one hand, it allows for an easy use of nonnested finite element
meshes and even for adaptively refined finite element meshes. A further property of
(1.7) is an obvious reduction of the cost if nested quadrature formulas are employed.

6. Error analysis. In what follows, we restrict ourselves for reasons of simplicity
to the situations F(u) = u and F(u) = u? which yield the expectation and the second
moment of the solution to (2.3). This means that we consider

J J
(6.1) Int u? = ZAQ“@*@ = Z Qj_g(ug — uizil) for p=1,2.
£=0 £=0

We derive a general approximation result for the multilevel quadrature based on the
generic estimate

(6.2) | (Int —Qe) (uP — uj,)

— e+
|X§2 (e )”f”gz(D) forp=1,2

with f being the right-hand side of (2.3) and hy ~ 2. In particular, any quadrature
rule which satisfies this estimate gives rise to a multilevel quadrature method. In what
follows, we provide this estimate for MLQMC as well as for the multilevel Clenshaw—
Curtis quadrature (MLCC).

We remark that the derivation of the generic estimate (6.2) for the Monte Carlo
quadrature is straightforward under the condition that the integrand is square inte-
grable with respect to the parameter y; cf. [3, 25]. In this case, the generic estimate
can be derived similarly to Strang’s lemma; see [41]. Nevertheless, since the Monte
Carlo quadrature does not provide deterministic error estimates, we have to replace
the norm in X by the L?)(F; X)-norm.

The situation becomes much more involved if parametric regularity has to be
taken into account. In the latter case, also bounds on the derivatives of the spatial
details have to be provided. The next lemma is a generalization of similar results
from [28, 34], which provide the smoothness of the Galerkin error with respect to the
parameter y € I" for the nonconforming case D # D,. In what follows, we denote by
N:={0,1,2,...} the set of natural numbers.

LEMMA 6.1. For the error §;(y) := (u — ug)(y) of the Galerkin projection, there
holds the estimate

(6.3) 1506 1.y < Chelele!®y*||fllL2(py  for all v € N™,

where v = {y}i s ¢f. (2.4). The constants C,c > 0 are dependent on Gmin and
Gmax but independent of the parameter dimension m.

Proof. By definition, there holds (cf. (4.1))

By (e, ve) :/ a(y)Vue(y)Vue de :/ fvedx  for all vy € S¢(D).
D D
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On the other hand, integration by parts yields

By (u, ve) :/Da(y)Vu(y)vad:I::/fvgdw—&—/aD a(y)g—;i(y)wdaw

for all vy € S¢(D). Thus, we obtain the perturbed Galerkin orthogonality

ou

(6.4) By (u—ug,v) = /aD a(y)%(y)w do, for all vy € S¢(D).

Due to the uniform ellipticity of the bilinear form, we can also define the Galerkin
projection Py(y): H}(D) — S¢(D) via
By(uw — Peu,vp) =0 for all vy € Sp(D).
It holds that
(6.5) 10y (u = we) | (D) < 1Pedy (w = we)l[ 2 (py + (T = Pe) 0y (w — we) [ 2 ()
< ||Pe0y (w — o)l 1 (py + [[(1 = Pr) Oy ull 1 ()

since Oyuy € Sp(D) and hence Py0yuy = Iguy.
In order to estimate the first term, we employ the perturbed Galerkin orthogo-
nality (6.4) and obtain

ou
B, (05 (u—wr).vr) =05 [ alw) 5 (w)urdor

=— Z ak\/Ak/%Vag_e"(u—uz)(y)vwdw;
D

{k:ar#0}

(6.6)

see, e.g., [9], where e, € N™ satisfies ey ; = dx ;. The derivatives of the boundary
term satisfy

% [,y o gy wedon= 32 () [ 1050|557 5o

0(0y'u 80‘ ek
:/(?Da(y) (8 )( Yogdog + Z ak\/7/ O )( Yvg dog.

{k ak7é0}

Inserting this identity into (6.6) yields
0(0%u)
By (05 (- vr) — [ al) =L wyerdo
oD n

(6.7) =— > ava [ / PRV (u — ) (y) Vg da

{k:ap#0}
0(0% k)
*/ o ————(y)ve dog|.
oD

on

In order to bound the boundary integrals, we employ the following estimate, which
is valid for any v,w € H'(D). It holds that

8 v
‘ /aD %w dog o —(v)

< Gmax ||wHH1/2(BD)

HHl/z(aD)

< CinvamaxHU”Hl(D)||w||H1/2(0D)a
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where Cipy is the norm of the inverse Neumann trace operator. Next, we employ a
discrete version of the trace theorem provided by [5, Lemma II1.1.6], which reads

(6.8) H’UZHHI/?(SD) < ChZHUZ”Hl(D) for all vy € Sy(D)

with some constant ¢ > 0. From this, we infer

| oy 205

for all vy € Sy(D) and some constant C' > 0.
Inserting the latter estimate into (6.7) and choosing vy = Pedy (u — ur) as a test
function, we arrive at

anin | Pe0yy (u = 1) (W)l[311 () < Chel| Pedyyu() |l (o) | Pedyy (u — we) () || 121 ()

+ Y [Haﬁ‘_ek (u = ue) W)l 1 (D) |Pey (u — ue) (y) [ 111 ()
{k:ap#0}

(Y)vedog| < Chel|0g w(y)|l zr (pyllvell 21 (D)

+ Chel|0g = u(y) 1 ()| Pedl (= 1) () 11 () |
Simplifying this expression yields
[P0y (u — we) ()| a1 0y < Chal|Ogu(y) |l a ()

+C Y w1957 (w = w) )l (o) + hellOg ™ u ()l ()|
{k:ak#o}
for some other constant C' > 0, where we employed the stability of the Galerkin
projection in the first term. Next, in view of the estimate
102u(y)| 1 (py < Cleele! ™| fllz2(p)

for some constants C,c¢ > 0 (see [9]), we end up with

[P0y (u = ue)(Y)l| 2 ()
< Ched™ay®||fll2py +C Y crmll Oy~ (w = ue) @)1 ()
{k:ar#0}

for some constants C, ¢ > 0. Combining this with the initial estimate (6.5) gives then

105 (w = ue) @)l rnpy < C D arell Oy~ (u = ue) ()|l )
{k:ay#0}

+ Chec ™ a|ly®||f | 2 (p) + (T = Pe) Oy ull 1)

<C Y armllog T (w—u) W)l o) + Ched ™ oy [| Il 2(0)
{k:ap#0}

where we used ||(I — Pe)0gullgr(py < Chec!®!|al'y®||f[|r2(p) for some constants
C,c > 0, which follows from the approximation property of the finite element space
S¢(D) and [34, Theorem 6]. The proof is now concluded similarly to the proof of [34,
Theorem 7]. d

With this lemma, it is easy to show the following result related to the second
moment; cf. [28].
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LEMMA 6.2. The derivatives of the difference u® —u? satisfy the estimate

6.9 [0 (v —ui)(y) < Chyla|ld | 172y for all o € N™

)

with constants C,c > 0 dependent on amymin and Gmax-

With the aid of Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 together with the results from [44], the generic
estimate for MLQMC with Halton points can be derived. The following lemma is, for
example, shown in [29, 40].

LEMMA 6.3. Let u € L? (F H{(D)) be the solution to (2.3) and uy the associated
Galerkin projection on level 0. Moreover, let p, € WHo°(=1,1) for k = 1,...,m
Then, for the quasi—-Monte Carlo quadrature based on Halton points, there holds

(6.10) (| (Int —Q¢) (uP — uf,)

with Ny ~ 2¢/0=9) for arbitrary § > 0.

In what follows, we derive the generic estimate for the sparse grid quadrature
based on the nested Clenshaw—Curtis abscissae; cf. [14, 38]. These are given by the
extrema of the Chebyshev polynomials

fkcos<(k1)7r) fork=1,...,n,

n—1

O fIP

‘XN forp=1,2

where n = 2971 +1if j > 1 and n = 1 with & =0 if j = 1.

LEMMA 6.4. Let u € L3(T; H3(D)) be the solution to (2.3) and let uy be the
associated Galerkin projection on level £. Moreover, let py(yi) € Wh(=1,1) fork =
1,...,m. Then, for the sparse grid quadrature based on Clenshaw—Curtis abscissae,
there holds

(6.11) || (Int —Q) (u? — uf,)

provided that Ny ~ 26041,

Proof. Tt is shown in [38] that the number N, of quadrature points of the sparse
tensor product quadrature with Clenshaw—Curtis abscissae is of the order O(2¢¢4~1).
In addition, we have for functions v: I' = R with mixed regularity the following error

bound:
‘/ dy sz 51

Hence, to prove the desired assertion, we have to provide estimates on the derivatives
0% [(uP(y) —uj, (y))p(y)]. This can be accomplished by the Leibniz formula as in the
proof of the previous lemma:

|05 [(w? =) (W)p(y)]]] 4

< Z (2/)Hag_a/(up_u’e’,)(y)HXHag/p(y)HLw(F)

oa'<a

.y « 7 7 ’
<2y <a/)'a—a’|!c°' lyea|fp, ) o°

o' <o

v S27 (rett gm= 1||f||L2(D) forp=1,2

< g~ frplm=1) max HB

el oo ||L°°(F)'

< 27 (Jaf + 1)!||f||L2(D)~|a|
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Herein, we introduced again the quantity p := [||p1||Wr,oo(_1)1), cel Hpm||WT,x(_171)]
and ¢ = maxy_1,_, max{cy, pr}. We set C(r) = maxjq.<,(la| + 1)!/&l and
obtain

2 —tr (=) 0’ 2
(it —Qe)(w? — )| S (277 e D2 O | FILa )
Then, exploiting that the bound on the derivatives of the integrand is independent of

the parameter and taking square roots on both sides completes the proof. 0

Remark 6.5. As for the quasi-Monte Carlo quadrature, by slightly decreasing r
in the convergence result for the sparse tensor product quadrature, we may remove
the factor £~ ! since £™~1 < 2% for arbitrary § > 0.

Employing the generic estimate (6.2) it is straightforward to derive the following
approximation result for the multilevel quadrature. We emphasize again that every
quadrature rule which satisfies (6.2) gives rise to a corresponding multilevel quadrature
method.

THEOREM 6.6. Let {Q,} be a sequence of quadrature rules that satisfy an estimate
of type (6.2), where u € L2(T', Hj(D)) is the solution to (2.3) that satisfies (4.2).
Then, the error of the multilevel estimator for the mean and the second moment
defined in (6.1) is bounded by

(6.12) < c(m)27 1172 ).

X

J
Int uP — Z AQ@L@LZ
=0

where X = HY(D) if p=1 and X = WHY(D) if p = 2.
Proof. We shall apply the following multilevel splitting of the error:

J J
Int u? — Q;u? + ZAQ@UP — Z Aquf_g

=0 =0

J
H Int u? — Z Aqug_g

£=0

(6.13) v ‘ "

J
< [t w? — QP + D 1AQe(u” = w5,
£=0

The first term just reflects the quadrature error and can be bounded with similar
arguments as in Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 according to

|| Int uP — qup||X§ c(m)2_j||f\|’£2(D).
The term inside the sum satisfies with (6.2) that

18Qe (" i) < ||t —Qe)(u —uf_ )| + [ Mt ~Qe—n) (w” —F_ )|
< 2—(2+j—€)||f||1£2(D) + 2_“_1+j_€)\|f||’£2(D) < 2—ij||1£2(D)_

Thus, we can estimate (6.13) as

for some constant ¢’ which is independent of m. This completes the proof. 0

J
Int u? — Z Aqu?_é
£=0

j
< em)27 | fIlE 2y + ¢ Y27 I 2y
X =0

<c(m)27(j + 2)||szl),2(D)
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FIG. 2. Curved element T' located at the boundary of the domain. The solid line indicates the
boundary of D, while the dashed line indicates the boundary of Dy.

Remark 6.7. Note that the dependence on m only enters due to the error estimate
of the quadrature for the parametric integral. Hence, if the decay of the Karhunen—
Loeve expansion allows for the use of a dimension-robust quadrature rule as, e.g.,
considered in [21, 44], then the dimension-dependence in the previous theorem can
completely be removed.

We further remark that we can achieve in our framework also nestedness for the
samples in the Monte Carlo method. This is due to the fact that independent samples
have to be used only for the estimators @y for £ =0, ..., . But from the proof of the
previous theorem, we see that (Jy does not have to be sampled independently from
Qu for £ # (. Thus, we may employ the same underlying set of sample points on
each level.

7. Numerical approximation. The previous results guarantee that the consis-
tency error due to the nonconformity of the finite element space is of the correct order.
In the actual implementation, instead of considering the bilinear form introduced in
(4.1), we shall consider on level £ > 0 the variational formulation

/ ae(y)VuyVoede = fuedx  for all vy € S¢(D),
Dg DZ

where ay(x, y) is a suitable piecewise constant approximation of a(x,y) with respect
to the triangulation 7, on Dy. In this section, we will provide a result that also takes
into account the consistency error due to numerical quadrature in the bilinear form.
In particular, we account for the quadrature error that is introduced by integration
with respect to Dy instead of integration with respect to D.

The situation is sketched in Figure 2 for the two-dimensional case. For the given
triangle T at the domain’s boundary, the areas of the true domain D and its polygonal
approximation D, differ by the gray shaded area. According to [5], this area is small
relative to the size of the element. There holds

(7.1) |T N (DADy)| < chy|T| for some constant ¢ > 0,

where DADy := (D \ Dy) U (Dy \ D) is the symmetric difference of sets. Moreover,
since we consider piecewise linear finite elements which are set to zero outside of Dy,
we have

/j_ﬂa(y)Vudy)Vw dz = Vuz(y)|TVw|T/ a(y) dz,

T
where T € T; is the polygonal approximation to T. Hence, setting
1

- — [ aly)de
|T| TNnT

ar(Y)|pu7
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yields
/Ta(y)Vug(y)Vw dx = /Taz(y)Vug(y)Vw dx for all T € Ty, vp € S¢(D)
and, therefore,
/D a(y)Vuy(y)Vuogde = /D a¢(y)Vue(y)Vogdae  for all vy € Sp(D).
¢

Nevertheless, for numerical computations, it is more convenient to assume that a(y) €
C%1(D U Dy) for all £ > 0 and the barycenter . € T is also contained in T. Then,
to avoid integration with respect to the curved element T, we employ the midpoint
rule, i.e., we consider the piecewise constant approximation a;(y)|r 7 = a(x.,y) of
the diffusion coefficient. We have the following.

LEMMA 7.1. There holds
105 (e = a0 @] ) < chev™ ()l = o)
for some constant ¢ > 0 which depends on (7.1).
Proof. By Taylor’s theorem, there holds
(7.2) lo() — a(@er 9)ll =0 < chella(®)lwr~ (o).

Moreover, we note that a; as well as a, differ on at most |7y| elements, where the
difference is constant for each T € T,. Hence, we obtain

1
TR T

10 (ae — 5‘5)(1‘/)HL00(D) N
NnT

8;‘a(y)dm—/T8;‘a(wc,y) dx
1
= max — 0% (a — a(x, dac—/ 0%a(x.,y)dx
posigr| [ o) @de— [ a5utay
1

<y (| [ @) wae )

Obviously, since a(y) as well as a(x.,y) are affine functions with respect to y, all
derivatives for || > 1 vanish. For |a| < 1, the first term is estimated by (7.2)
together with the fact that |T| = |7 N T (1 + O(hy)), while the second term can be
bounded by heyella(y)|lwr.=py if ar = 1, due to (7.1). Consequently, we obtain

t| [ ogatenyaa
T

chella()llwre),  laf =0,
”83 (af - af) (y)HLw(D) < g chevella(W)llwr~(py, =1,
0, la] > 1,
for some constant ¢ > 0. This completes the proof. 0

Having this lemma at our disposal, we can prove the main result of this section.

THEOREM 7.2. Let u; € S¢(D) be the solution to

/ ar(y)VuVogde = foedx  for all vy € S¢(D),
D, Dy
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while Uy € S¢(D) solves

/ ar(y)ViyVogde = fvedx  for all vy € S¢(D).
Dy Dy

Then, there holds
195 (we = 5e) (W)l a1 (D) < Chec ™|y [la(y) |l wr. (o) [8(Y) |11 ()
for some constants C,c > 0, which are independent of the parameter dimension m.
Proof. There holds
/ ae(y)V (ug — i) (y) Vog dae = / (¢ — ap)(y) Vi (y) Vg dee.
Dy Dy

Differentiating this equation yields via the Leibniz formula
| artw)v05 (we — ) () Vo e
Dy

= — Z Qg 0% ay (y)Va?‘j“ek (ug — ﬁg) (y)va dx
{k:axz0} VD¢

+/ (a¢ — ae)(y)VOyue(y) Vo, de
D

14
+ > k[ 0% (ar— ar)(y) Oy i(y) Vo, da.
{k:ap#0} D,

Hence, choosing vy = 0g*(uy — i) (y) results in
agmin||0F (e = %) Wl o) < D owykllog ™ (ue — %) (W)l (p)
{k:ap#0}
+ chella(y)wr. (o) |0y e ()l 1. ()

+ > arenchella@)lwrs o) 105 e (W) |11 (D)
{k:ar#0}

where ag min > 0 is the constant of ellipticity associated to ay.
Next, we note that the standard bootstrapping argument can be employed to
obtain the estimate

1058l 1 (o) < Cled|le Iy [[a(y) || ()
for some constants C, ¢ > 0; see, e.g., [9]. Therefore, we arrive at
arminl| 05 (we — ) W oy < Y cwykll0F T (we — 1) (W)l ()
{k:ap#0}
+ Cla eIy |la(y) [[woe (o) 18@) || 1 ()

From the previous estimate, the claim is again obtained as in the proof of [34, Theorem
7). a0

The theorem directly yields to the fully discrete generic estimate
(1t —Qe) (= )| S 2 FONf By for p=1,2

by using (6.2) and the triangle inequality. Hence, Theorem 6.6 holds with the obvious
modifications also for ﬁ?_ , instead of uf_ '
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FiG. 3. Tetrahedralizations of four different resolutions for the unit ball.

8. Numerical results. The numerical examples in this section are performed in
three spatial dimensions. For the finite element discretization, we use MATLAB and
the Partial Differential Equation Toolbox.? In both examples, the error is measured by
interpolating the obtained solutions on a sufficiently fine grid and comparing it there
to a reference solution. We consider MLMC, MLQMC based on the Halton sequence,
and MLCC. Moreover, we set the density to p(y) = (1/2)™ for our problems.

8.1. An analytical example. With our first example, we intend to validate the
proposed method. To this end, we consider a simple quadrature problem on the unit
ball D = {z € R3 : ||z||> < 1}. Figure 3 depicts different tetrahedralizations for this
geometry, which are in particular not nested. We aim at computing the expectation
of the solution u to the parametric diffusion equation (1.1) with right-hand side f =1
and random diffusion coefficient

ay) = (ljl 2(2 - y?))l-

Since the diffusion coefficient is independent of the spatial variable, we can reformulate
the equation according to

—Au(y) = H 2(2 —y;)in D, u(y)=00ndD, yer.

i=1

Thus, since the Bochner integral interchanges with closed operators (see, e.g., [32]),
we obtain for the expectation of u the equation

6
(8.1) — AE[u(y)] = E[H 2(2 - yf)] =1inD, u(ly)=00n0D, yel.
i=1

Obviously, this equation is solved by E[u](z) = (1 — ||z|]2)?/6.

In order to measure the error to the approximate solution, we interpolate the exact
solution to a mesh consisting of 12,047,801 finite elements (this is level 7 = 7). This
involves a mesh size of hy = 0.0047. For the levels j = 0,...,6, the mesh sizes and
corresponding DoF' are given in Table 1. Moreover, we chose Ny = 10 for the Monte
Carlo quadrature and for the quasi-Monte Carlo quadrature and set N, = 10 - 4¢
and Ny, = 10 - 2, respectively. For MLMC, in order to approximate the root mean
square error, we average five realizations of the related approximation error. For the

2Release 2015a.
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TABLE 1
Mesh sizes and DoF' on the different levels for the unit ball.

j 0 1 2 3 1 5 6
h; || 0.6 | 0.3 | 0.15 | 0.075 | 0.0375 | 0.0188 | 0.0094
dof; || 27 | 244 | 1585 | 6042 | 29069 | 133376 | 551327

10° —— MLQMC 100 —— MLQMC

—&— MLMC —a— MLMC
—e— MLCC(r = 1) —e— MLCC(r = 1)
—&— MLCC(r = 2) —&— MLCC(r = 2)

8 —— MLCC(r = 4) 8 —— MLCC(r = 4)

q? 10-1] |- Asymptotics h q? 10~1

1072 10_2
1072 1071 10° 10t 10? 103 10* 10°
mesh width A work

FIG. 4. H'-errors of the mean for the different quadrature methods versus mesh width (left)
and versus work (right) on the unit ball.

Clenshaw—Curtis quadrature, we choose the sparse grid quadrature of level

(8.2) q= VT_KJ + o,

on the spatial discretization level ¢, where j is the maximum level in the finite element
discretization, r is the smoothness parameter from Lemma, 6.4, and gy € N is an offset.
This results in approximately Ny ~ ¢°24 samples; cf. [38].

On the left-hand side of Figure 4, the error of MLQMC, MLMC, and MLCC for
the approximation of the mean is depicted with respect to the H!-norm. For MLCC,
the errors for r = 1,2,4 (cf. (8.2)) are shown. In order to achieve the correct linear
rate, we had to choose gy = 2, 3,4 correspondingly. All quadrature methods exhibit
the expected linear rate. The right-hand side of the same figure shows the error versus
work rate, which is expressed in terms of fine grid samples: In accordance with the
DoF denoted in Table 1, we scale each sample on a particular level ¢ with the factor
DoF, /DoF;, i.e., we weight a fine grid sample by 1 and scale the coarse grid samples
accordingly. The work is then determined by summing up the total number of samples
per level times the related weight.

It can be seen that MLQMC achieves the best error versus work ratio. However,
the plot indicates that MLCC for r = 2,4 will outperform MLMQC for higher levels.
MLMC provides only half the rate of MLQMC.

8.2. A more complex example. In our second example, the spatial domain is
given by a model of the Zarya module of the International Space Station, which was
the first module to be launched.? Figure 5 shows different tetrahedralizations of this
geometry with decreasing mesh size. Note that the geometry can be embedded into
a cylinder with radius 0.52 and height 1.58.

3We thank Martin Siegel (Rheinbach, Germany), who kindly provided us with this model.
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Fi1G. 5. Tetrahedralizations of four different resolutions for the Zarya geometry.

Variance
26%0.04
1.80e-04

9.00e-05

I 0.00e+00

F1G. 6. Mean (left) and variance (right) of the model problem on the Zarya geometry.

TABLE 2
Mesh sizes and DoF on the different levels for the Zarya geometry.

J 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
h; 0.5 | 0.25 | 0.125 | 0.0625 | 0.0313 | 0.0156 | 0.0078
dof; 174 | 333 1240 5846 | 30171 | 141029 | 617111

In this example, the parametric diffusion coeflicient is given by

exp(||z3)

1 1
(sin(27r:v1)y1 + 3 sin(2mas)ys + 1 sin(27x3)ys
1. . 1. .
+ A sin(4ray) sin(4mze)ys + T sin(4may) sin(4mzs)ys
1
+ 3 sin(4mrzs) sin(47rm3)y6>

and f = 10. For € D and y € I', the diffusion coefficient varies approximately
in the range [0.19,1.81]. Figure 6 shows the mean (left) and the variance (right) of
the reference solution. It has been computed on a mesh with 13,069,396 tetrahedrons
resulting in a mesh size of h = 0.0039 by 10,000 quasi-Monte Carlo samples based on
the Halton sequence. For the levels j = 0,...,6, the mesh sizes and corresponding
DoF are given in Table 2.

Figure 7 visualizes the approximation errors of the mean with respect to the
mesh width (left) and with respect to the work (right), respectively. For MLQMC
and MLCC, the number of quadrature points are chosen as in the previous example.
For MLCC, the choice qo = 2 (cf. (8.2)) suffices for r = 1,2,4. Note that resulting
error versus mesh width curves coincide up to the resolution of the plot and are hence
represented by a single line. All quadrature methods show a similar convergence rate,
which is slightly worse than the optimal rate h. In this example, MLCC for r = 4
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10° 10°
—— MLQMC —— MLQMC
—o— MLCC \ —+— MLMC
—a— MLMC —e— MLCC(r = 1)
- - - Asymptotics h —- MLCC(r = 2)
8 g —— MLCC(r = 4)
= =
¢ g
S B
101 1071
10 102 103 10* 10°
mesh width A work

FIG. 7. H'-errors of the mean for the different quadrature methods versus mesh width (left)
and versus work (right) on the Zarya geometry.

—o— MLQMC —o— MLQMC
—e— MLCC \\ —— MLMC
—a— MLMC —— MLCC(r =1)
.. 101 | |- -~ Asymptotics h L1071 —&— MLCC(r = 2)
g g —— MLCC(r = 4)
@ ¢
b S
10~2 L 1072
1072 1071 10! 10? 10? 10% 10°
mesh width h work

Fic. 8. Wll_errors of the second moment for the different quadrature methods versus mesh
width (left) and versus work (right) on the Zarya geometry.

provides the best error versus work rate, while MLQMC performs similarly to MLCC
for r = 2. Again, MLMC provides the worst error versus work rate.

Finally, Figure 8 shows the respective plots for the second moment, i.e., E[u
Here, the error slightly deteriorates, which might be caused by the interpolation pro-
cedure that is used to compute the error. In terms of error versus work, the results
are similar to the approximation of the mean; cf. Figure 7.

2]‘

9. Conclusion. In the present article, we have provided a rigorous analysis of
the approximation of curved boundaries and of the numerical quadrature for the bi-
linear form in the context of multilevel quadrature methods. The obtained results
are robust with respect to the parameter dimension m. Our results imply that a
level-dependent polygonal approximation of curved domain boundaries is sufficient
for computing the finite element solution, while maintaining the overall accuracy of
the multilevel method. In addition, we have reversed the construction of the conven-
tional multilevel quadrature. This enables us to give up the nestedness of the spatial
approximation spaces. Hence, black-box finite element solvers can be directly applied
to compute the solution of the underlying boundary value problem. Moreover, the
cost can considerably be reduced by the application of nested quadrature formulas.
The theoretical findings have been confirmed by numerical results for the Clenshaw—

Copyright © by STAM. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited.



Downloaded 02/25/20 to 131.152.210.243. Redistribution subject to SIAM license or copyright; see http://www.siam.org/journals/ojsa.php

704 M. GRIEBEL, H. HARBRECHT, AND M. D. MULTERER

Curtis quadrature and the quasi-Monte Carlo quadrature based on Halton points.
Of course, other nested quadrature formulas like the Gauss—Patterson quadrature
can be used as well. The application of quadrature formulas which are tailored to a
possible anisotropy of the integrand is also straightforward. If nonnested quadrature
formulas are applied, one arrives at a combination-technique-like representation of the
multilevel quadrature.
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