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ANALYSIS OF AN ENERGY-BASED
ATOMISTIC/CONTINUUM COUPLING APPROXIMATION
OF A VACANCY IN THE 2D TRIANGULAR LATTICE

C. ORTNER AND A. V. SHAPEEV

ABSTRACT. We present a comprehensive a priori error analysis of a practical energy
based atomistic/continuum coupling method (Shapeev, arXiv:1010.0512) in two dimen-
sions, for finite-range pair-potential interactions, in the presence of vacancy defects.

The majority of the work is devoted to the analysis of consistency and stability
of the method. These yield a priori error estimates in the H'-norm and the energy,
which depend on the mesh size and the “smoothness” of the atomistic solution in the
continuum region. Based on these error estimates, we present heuristics for an optimal
choice of the atomistic region and the finite element mesh, which yields convergence
rates in terms of the number of degrees of freedom. The analytical predictions are
supported by extensive numerical tests.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this work is a rigorous study of a new computational multiscale method
coupling an atomistic description of a defect to a continuum model of the elastic far field.

The accurate computational modelling of crystal defects requires an atomistic descrip-
tion of the defect core, as well as an accurate resolution of the elastic far field. Using
an atomistic model for the latter would be prohibitively expensive; hence, atomistic-to-
continuum coupling methods (a/c methods) have been proposed to combine the accuracy
of atomistic modelling with the efficiency of continuum mechanics (see [14} 20, 28], 30, [33]
for selected references, and [I§] for a recent overview).

Constructing accurate energy-based a/c methods has been proven particularly chal-
lenging, due to the so-called “ghost-forces” at the interface between the atomistic and
continuum regions. This issue has been discussed at great length in [28, 4] [7, 19], and
several interface corrections have been proposed to either remove or reduce the ghost
forces [30, [7, [13], B3], 27, 12], however, the challenge of ghost-force removal still remains
unsolved in general.

A growing body of literature exists on the rigorous analysis of a/c methods (we refer
to [27, 22], [17] for recent overviews), which has been largely restricted to one-dimensional
model problems. We are currently aware of only two rigorous analyses in more than one
dimension: (1) In [22] it is shown that, in 2D, any a/c method that has no ghost forces is
automatically first-order consistent. This work provides a general consistency analysis,
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but does not discuss stability of a/c methods. (2) In [I6], a force-based a/c method
with an overlap region is analyzed in arbitrary dimension, in particular providing sharp
stability conditions. The techniques used in [16] cannot accommodate defects, require a
prohibitively large overlap region, and require that the continuum region is discretized
with full atomistic resolution.

In the present work, we give a comprehensive a prior: error analysis of a practical
energy-based a/c method proposed by Shapeev [27], in the presence of simple defects.
The formulation of the method (and its analysis) is restricted to pair interactions in two
dimensions.

1.1. Outline. In §2| we formulate an atomistic model for the 2D triangular lattice, with
periodic boundary conditions, and two-body interactions. We then introduce a conve-
nient notation for bonds.

In §3] we formulate the a/c method studied in this paper: the ECC method introduced
in [27], but with periodic boundary conditions. This section contains all necessary results
and notation required for an implementation of the a/c method. In §3.3] we present a
very brief sketch of the proof of the a priori error estimate, in order to motivate the
analysis of §4-§6| which establishes the main results required.

The purpose of §]is to collect auxiliary results, which are largely technical results for
finite element spaces. In this section we also introduce a new idea to measure “smooth-
ness” of discrete functions.

In we prove consistency error estimates in discrete variants of the W~!P-norm,
p € [1,00]. Our estimates are stronger and require fewer technical assumptions than the
general result given in [22].

In §6| we develop the stability analysis. We define a “vacancy stability index”, which
allows us to reduce the proof of stability of a lattice with vacancies to the proof of
stability for a homogeneous lattice without defects. We provide numerical examples and
one analytical computation of stability indices.

In §7] we assemble all our previous steps to obtain a priori error estimates in the H!-
norm and for the energy. In we translate these error estimates, which are stated in
terms of the smoothness of the solution, into estimates in terms of degrees of freedom.
This discussion also provides heuristics on how to choose the atomistic region and the
finite element mesh in the continuum region in an optimal way.

Finally, in we present extensive numerical examples to confirm our analytical re-
sults, and to provide further discussions of points where our rigorous analysis is not
sharp.

1.2. Basic notational conventions. For s,t € R, we write s A ¢t := min{s, ¢}.

The ¢P-norms in R* are denoted by |- |,. In addition, we define |- | := |- |,. We do not
normally distinguish between row and column vectors, but instead define the following
three vector products: if a,b € R* then a-b := Zle a;b;, and a®b := (azb;)F;_,, where
i denotes the row index and j the column index. In addition, if a,b € R?, then we define
aXxb:= albg — agbl.

Matrices are usually denoted by sans serif symbols, A, B, F, G, and so forth. The set
of k x k matrices with positive determinant is denoted by RT’“. The set of rotations of
R? is denoted by SO(2). Throughout we will denote a rotation through angle m/2 by Q4
and a rotation through angle 7/3 by Qg. If G € R¥*  then ||G|| denotes its ¢>-operator
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norm, and |G|, the ¢#(R¥*)-norm. In particular, |G| is the Frobenius norm, with the
associated inner product F : G. The symmetric component of a matrix G € R¥** is
denoted by G := (G + G).

If A C R* is (Lebesgue-)measurable, then |A| denotes its measure. If A C R? has
Hausdorff dimension one, then we will denote its length by length(A). Volume integrals
are denoted by dV, while surface (1D) integrals are denoted by ds. For bonds, which
are specific one-dimensional objects, it will be convenient to introduce a slightly different
notation (see §2.2.4| and §3.1.3)).

The interior and closure of a set A C R* are denoted, respectively, by int(A) and
clos(A). If A C R? is understood as a one-dimensional object, then we will also use
int(A) to denote its relative interior, but will normally specify this explicitly.

The Lebesgue norms || - |4y for measurable sets A (either one- or two-dimensional)
are defined in the usual way for scalar functions. If w : A — R* is measurable, then
lw]|ray == [[|w]2]lLr(a)- If w is differentiable at a point x, then Vw(x) denotes its Jacobi
matrix. The symbol D is reserved for finite differences, and will be introduced in §2.2

2. THE ATOMISTIC MODEL

In this section we define an atomistic model problem of a general two-body interaction
energy in a 2D periodic domain. Although the model itself could be equally formulated in
any space dimension, the presentation is restricted to 2D since the a/c method introduced
in §3]is restricted to 2D.

2.1. Periodic deformations of a triangular lattice with vacancy defects.

2.1.1. The triangular lattice. The triangular lattice is the set
1 1/2
- 2 - -
L# = AﬁZ , where A6 = [31,32} = |i0 \/5/2‘| s

where a;, i = 1,2, are called the lattice vectors. We furthermore set ag = (—1/2,v/3/2)"
and a; ;3 = —a; for © € Z, so that the set of nearest-neighbour directions is given by
Lin:={a;:j=1,....6} ={Q} 'a;: j=1,...,6},

where Qg € SO(2) denotes the rotation through /3. Finally, we denote the set of all
lattice directions by L, := L# \ {0}.

The hexagonal symmetry of L# yields the following result, which decomposes the
triangular lattice into lattice vectors of equal distance.

Lemma 2.1. There exists a sequence (r,)2>, C L, such that ¢, = |ry| is monotonically
increasing and the triangular lattice can be written as a union of disjoint sets

L. = J{Qr.:5=1,...,6}.
n=1
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FIicure 1. The lattice and the computational domain with N = 12 and
two vacancies. The black disks denote the atoms belonging to the compu-
tational domain £, the white disks denote the atoms belonging to £# \ L,
and the vacancies are denoted by v and v (periodic images of the same
vacancy have the same symbol).

Lemma motivates splitting certain lattice sums over hexagonally symmetric sets.
In these calculations we will use the following two identities, which exploit the relation
between hexagonal symmetry and isotropy. The proofs are given in Appendix [A]

Lemma 2.2. Let G € R*>? andr € R?, |r| = 1; then

6
Z |GQ‘éT{2 = 3|G?, and (2.1)
6 =
j ] 2 sym
[(Qir)" G(Qgr)]” = 31G™™ | + [trGP*. (2.2)

7j=1

2.1.2. A periodic domain with defects. Throughout the paper we fix a periodicity param-
eter N € N. We say that a set A C R? is N-periodic if A + NL# = A. For any set
A C R? we denote its periodic continuation by A* = A + NL#. If & is a family of sets,

then we define &% = {A% : A € &/'}.
Throughout our analysis we fix N-periodic continuous and discrete cells

Q:=As(0,N]* and L:=L#¥nNQ.
We fix a set of vacancy sites V C IL and define the discrete computational domain as
L:=L\V.

The infinite perfect lattice L7, the lattice with a periodic array of defects £#, and the
discrete computational domain £ are visualized in Figure [1}
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2.1.3. Periodic deformations of L¥. A homogeneous deformation of L£* is a map yg :
L#* — R? defined, for B € RY*?, as

ys(z) := Bz for x € L7,
The set of periodic displacements of L# is denoted by
U = {u: L* - R*:u(z+ Naj) = u(z) for € L# and j = 1,2}.

A map vy : L# — R? is said to be a periodic deformation with underlying macroscopic
strain B € RY?, if y — yg € % and if y is invertible. To quantify the invertibility
condition we define

e (@) — ()]
aly) = f ——
Ha(y) m;égleﬁ# |z — 2|

and denote

K = {y L% Ry —yg € % and pa(y) > O}, and % = UBeRix2%.
2.2. The atomistic model.

2.2.1. The atomistic energy. We assume that there exists a potential ¢ € C*(0, +00),
such that the internal atomistic energy (per period) of a deformation y € % is given by

=Y Y o(ly)—y@)).

z€L z'eL#\{x}

The energy &, is twice continuously Gateaux differentiable at every point y € %. We
understand the first variation 0&,(y) as an element of %*, and the second variation
626, (y) as a linear operator from % to % *, formally defined as

<5é"a(y),U> = %&(y + tu)|j=o, foru € %, and
(0°6.(y)u,v) = L(6&(y + tw), v) 1o, for u,v € %.

For notational reasons it is convenient to also define a potential ¢ € C?*(R? \ {0}),
o(r) := ¢(|r|), so that &, can be rewritten as

W)=Y > o) —y). (2.3)

z€L g’ e L#\{z}

Remark 2.1. 'The more general form of the interaction potential admitted by is
useful since it includes plane-strain models of 3D crystals [32]. Our results remain largely
valid for this general form of the interaction potential. The consistency analysis never uses
the fact that ¢(r) = ¢(|r]). We shall nevertheless use the potential ¢ mostly for notational
convenience, since it renders our stability analysis more concrete. It would require some
additional work to quantify our stability assumptions in the general case. 0]
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2.2.2. The variational problem. For some macroscopic strain B € RiXQ, which shall be
fixed throughout, the atomistic problem is to find

Ya € argmin &,(%g), (2.4)

where “argmin” denotes the set of local minimizers. If y, € % is a solution to ([2.4)),
then it satisfies the first order necessary optimality condition

(083(Ya),u) =0  YueX. (2.5)

2.2.3. FEaxternal forces. External forces are often used to model, for example, a substrate
or an indenter. In order avoid an additional level of complexity into our analysis we
have decided against incorporating external forces. To obtain non-trivial solutions in our
numerical experiments, we have instead allowed for defects in the atomistic lattice.

2.2.4. Bonds. A bond is an ordered pair (z,2') € L¥ x L#, x # 2/. When convenient we
identify the bond b = (z,2") with the line segment conv{x, 2}, for example, to integrate
over the segment, and correspondingly define |b| := |x — 2’|. The set of bonds between
atoms in the computational domain £ and all other atoms is denoted by

B:={(z,2') € LxL¥ :x#2'}.

The direction of a bond b will be denoted by 7y, that is b = (z, 2z + r,) for some z € L*.
For amap v : L#¥ — R* and abond b = (z,z+7), r € LL,, we define the finite difference
operators
Dyv := Dyv(x) :=v(z + 1) —v(z). (2.6)
With this notation the atomistic energy can be rewritten, once again, as
Ey) =) o(Duy). (2.7)
beB
We also remark that, with this notation, we have p,(y) = minyeg |Dyy|/|b|.
Finally, we define the set of all bonds, including those involving vacancy sites, as
B:={(z,x+r):zeL,r €L,}.

2.3. Properties of the interaction potential. A crucial assumption in our analysis
is that ¢(r) and its derivatives decay rapidly as |r| — +o00. For example, our analysis is
invalid for the slowly decaying Coulomb interactions. To quantify this assumption, we
define the monotonically decreasing functions My, : (0, 4+00) — [0, +00), k=0, ...,3,

My(s) = sup [[¢™ (r)], (2.8)
reR2
r>s
were ¢*) denotes the kth Frechet derivative of ¢, e.g., o) = ¢ : R?\ {0} — R?
¢ = ¢" : R?\ {0} — R?*2 and so forth, and || - || denotes the Euclidean norm of a
vector, or the operator norm of a matrix or tensor. We remark that, in terms of ¢,
Mi(s) =sup|¢'(t)] and Ms(s) =sup ( @‘2 + @‘2)1/2.
t>s t>s

3. AN A/C COUPLING METHOD

In this section we formulate the a/c coupling method introduced in [27] for periodic
boundary conditions.
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FIGURE 2. Example of a triangulation 7,° of the continuum region 2.
(shaded area), with nodes on 0. are such that the mesh can be extended
periodically to a regular triangulation of Q¥. Note that the boundary of
the atomistic region need not be aligned with nearest-neighbour directions.

3.1. Preliminaries.

3.1.1. The atomistic and continuum regions. Let Q, C int(Q2), the atomistic region, be
a closed polygonal set with corners belonging to £. We assume throughout that V C
int(£2,), that is, the interior of the atomistic region contains all vacancies in the lattice.
The corresponding continuum region is defined as

Q. :=clos(Q2\ ,) N Q.

3.1.2. The finite element mesh. Let L7, C LN Q. be a set of finite element nodes,
or, in the language of the quasicontinuum method [20], representative atoms or simply
repatoms. We assume that the corners of the atomistic region belong to Ly,,. We also
define £, = LNint(,), and Lo, = L3, U Ly,

Let 7,¢ be a regular (and shape regular) triangulation of Q. with vertices belonging to
(£,,)*, which can be extended periodically to a regular triangulation (7,¢)# of Q¥. An
example of such a construction is displayed in Figure 2l We adopt the convention that
lattice functions that are piecewise affine with respect to the triangulation (7,°)# are in
fact understood as piecewise affine functions on all of Q¥ that is, they may be evaluated
at any point z € QF and not only at lattice sites.

For each T € (T,5)# we define hy := diam(T), and we define the mesh size function
h(z) := max{hy : T € (TX)#,x € T}, for x € QF.

Whenever we refer to the shape regularity of T,¢ (and later T,), we mean the ratio
between the largest and smallest angle between any two adjacent edges in 7,. We will
assume throughout that this is moderate.

We define the set of admissible coarse-grained displacements and deformations, respec-

tively, as
U, = {uh € U : wuy is p.w. affine w.r.t. 7;5},
Yor="{un €Y :yn—ys € U and pc(y,) >0}, and %, = UBeRiﬂ%,ha
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where . is defined as

[yn(@) = yn ()]

pelyn) = mlflefﬂ |z — 2| = eise';lz?f %l]g% [Vin(@r] (3:1)
rHx r|=1

Note that we are requiring a more stringent invertibility condition on coarse-grained
deformations yp,. This is due to the fact that a continuous interpolant of an invertible
atomistic deformation need not necessarily be invertible.

Finally, we define the nodal interpolation operator I, : % — %, by

]}ﬂL(l‘) = U,(l') Vo € ‘Crepa

and extend its definition to deformations by Iy — yg = In(y — yg), for all y € %,
B € RY%

3.1.3. Bond integrals. There are two crucial steps in the construction of the a/c method
we are about to present. In a first step, all bonds b that are entirely contained within
the continuum region are replaced by line integrals. We collect these bonds into the set

and we define the complement to be the set of atomistic bonds B, = B\ B.. We recall
that we identify b with the line segment spanned by its endpoints whenever convenient.
Next we define, for any function v that is measurable on the segment b = (x, x + 1), the

bond integral
T+
][vdb ][ vdb = / v(x + try) dt.

3.2. The a/c method.
3.2.1. Formulation in terms of bond integrals. Let b = (z,x + r) € B. then for any
function v, € %, U %}, the following one-sided directional derivatives are well-defined at
almost every point of b:

Vyon(2) = Vyon(x) = 11\1;% vp (T + tTt) Uh(f)'
We remark that, if x lies in the interior of an element T then v is differentiable at
x and hence V,u,(x) = Vup(z)r. Moreover, even if = lies on an edge or a vertex of
the triangulation, the one-sided directional derivative of a continuous piecewise affine
function is always well-defined. The directional derivative V,uv,(z) is only undefined at
points x € 0€), if r points to the interior of €2,. For future reference we note the following
useful identity:

Doyn(x ][ V,yp, db, forye %,z cL¥ rcl,. (3.2)

We use this notation to define the following continuum bond energies to approximate
the atomistic bond energies

&(Dyyn) “]fﬁé(vbyh) db. (3.3)

The motivation behind this idea is that, if Vy, does not vary too much along the bond
b, then Dy, =~ Vyyp(z) for all = € int(b).
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This leads to the following definition of an a/c coupling method, which is labelled the
ECC method in [27]:

Eacln) = > S(Doyn) + Z]£¢(beh) db. (3.4)

beB, beB.

We will use this formulation of the a/c method heavily in our analysis, however, it does
not yet reduce the complexity of the energy evaluation. This will be achieved in the
next paragraph, where we will show that bond integrals can be transformed into volume
integrals.

It is again easy to see that &, is twice continuously Gateaux differentiable in %z, for
all B € ]Ri“, and we define the first and second variations 6&,. and §%&,. analogously to

66, and %5, in §2.2

Remark 3.1. The origin of the approximation lies in the quasinonlocal QC
method proposed by Shimokawa et al [30] and the geometrically consistent coupling
method [7]. Their approximation of second neighbour bonds, although much more gen-
eral, reduces for 1D pair interaction models to

Syl +1) —y(x — 1)) = 56(2D1y(x)) + 36(2D1y(x)),

which was also the starting point for recent analyses of the quasinonlocal QC method
[21], 25]; a similar observation was also used in [19]. (By contrast, [4] worked directly
with absence of a ghost force.)

Generalisations beyond second neighbour interactions were proposed in [15], 27]; the
formulation in terms of bond integrals is due to Shapeev [27]. O

3.2.2. The bond-density lemma. The second crucial step in the formulation of the a/c
method is to rewrite the energy in terms of volume integrals over the Cauchy—Born
stored energy density. The main tool in achieving this is the following lemma established
in [27], which requires the definition of a pointwise characteristic function. For any
polygonal set U C R? we define

U0 B
wio) = e @)

where B;(x) denotes the closed ball in R? with radius ¢ and centre x. The characteristic
functions are additive in the following sense: if U;,U; C R? are polygonal sets with
lint(Uy) N int(Usz)| = 0, then xu,uv, = Xvy, + Xv,- This follows immediately from the
definition of the characteristic function.

We remark that the following result is false for general tetrahedra in three dimensions,
which is the main reason the method has not been extended to that case.

for z € R?, (3.5)

Lemma 3.1 (Bond-Density Lemma [27, Lemma 4.4]). Let T C R? be a triangle
with vertices belonging to L and let r € L., then

x+r 1
db = T
Sf s i

x€L#

that is 1s the effective density of bonds in T.

1
7 det Ag
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Next, we formulate a variant that is more suitable in the context of periodic boundary
conditions. Recall that T# = T + NL#.

Lemma 3.2 (Periodic Bond-Density Lemma). Let T C clos(2) be a non-
degenerate triangle with vertices belonging to ¥, and r € L, then

xT+r 1
db = T|.
2][ Xr# dotAg T

zell

Proof. According to Lemma we have

x+z+r

1 z+r
win=Lf =T ¥ f

z€l zeNL#Y T2

Upon shifting the integration variable by —z, we can rewrite this as
1 T+r xT+r
T| = _,db = db. 0
det AG | | :EEZ]L\%; Z XT Z][ XT#

2ENL# zelY®
3.2.3. Practical reformulation of &,.. Equipped with the bond-density lemma, we can
now derive a practical formulation of the a/c method . The proof of this result for
Dirichlet boundary conditions is contained in [27]. With the modification of the bond-
density lemma for periodic boundary conditions the necessary changes to the proof,
detailed in Appendix [A] are straightforward.

Theorem 3.3. The a/c energy &, defined in (3.4) can be rewritten as

Gulin) = 30 0Dn) + [ W(Tp)AV+ D), e (3.6)

beBa

o) =— Y ]{xﬂfas(vbyh)db,

bEB\Be

and where W : R?*2 — R U {+o0} is the Cauchy—Born stored energy function,

W(F) := detlAE) > o(Fr).

relx

Remark 3.2. While the bond-integral formulation (3.4)) is easily extended to higher
dimensions and to higher order finite element spaces, Theorem [3.3|holds only for piecewise
affine trial functions in 2D. O
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3.2.4. The coarse grained variational problem. In the a/c method we wish to compute
Yac € argmin @(oac(%,h)- (37)

If yoe € %, is a solution to (3.7)), then it satisfies the first order necessary optimality
condition

<5@“’ac(yac),uh> =0 Vuh € %h, (38)
as well as the second order necessary optimality condition
<(52(5"ac(yac)uh, uh> >0 Yuy, € U,. (39)

Condition ({3.9)) is insufficient for error estimates; hence we will aim to prove the
stronger second order sufficient optimality condition

<(52<§ac(yac)uh, Uh> Z 'yHVuhHiz(Q) Vuh € %h- (310)

for some v > 0, where the norm HVuhHig(Q) is yet to be defined for uj, € %,. The choice
of norm on the right-hand side of (3.10)) is motivated by the fact that the equations (3.8))

have a similar structure as finite element discretisations of second order elliptic equations.

3.3. Brief outline of the error analysis.  We give a brief sketch of the main result,
Theorem [7.1] in order to motivate the subsequent technical details that we provide in
§]-471 The following discussion is merely schematic, and some steps are not properly
defined at this point.

Let y, be a solution of , and y,. a solution of , and assume that y,, ¥ac, and
Iy, are “close” in a sense to be made precise. Suppose, moreover, that holds. Let
en = IpYa — Yac, then we can estimate

’7||vehl|%42(9) < <62gac(yac)€h7eh>
~ <5Cgaac(]hya) - 5Cgaac(yac)a €h> = <6éaac<]hya)a 6h>-

The first inequality in the above estimate is the focus of the stability analysis in §6 The
purpose of the consistency analysis §5|is to estimate

<5gac(lhya)a €h> S ECOHS”VGhHLQ(Q),
which immediately yields an a prior: error estimate:
IV Iy — Vynllizo) S v71EC™,

In §4) we will give an interpretation to Vy,, and establish interpolation error estimates,
so that we can also estimate || VY, — Vac|[L2(0). In §7, we will make the above arguments
rigorous, and in addition establish an error estimate for the energy.

4. AUXILIARY RESULTS

4.1. Extension to the vacancy set. A substantial simplification of the subsequent
analysis and notation can be achieved if we extend all function values to the vacancy set
V. We have also considered other approaches, but have found that they are significantly
more technical and would yield only minor quantitative improvements over our results.
(The reason for this is that some non-nearest neighbour bonds “cross” into the vacancy
neighbourhoods, and therefore cannot be easily controlled by nearest-neighbour bonds.)
A different approach might be required, however, if one were to extend the analysis to
more general classes of defects.
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We define the extension operator as the solution of a variational problem. Let
Uy = {v:L* - R*:v(x + Na;) = v(z) for z € L¥ j = 1,2};

then, for u € %, we define

Fu := argmin &p_ (v), where &p  (v):= Z }Tb : DbU‘Q- (4.1)
i)eaz/E r be]Bnn

This definition is motivated by the stability analysis, more precisely the definition of the
vacancy stability index in §6.1.2

Proposition 4.1.  The extension operator E s well-defined, that is, the variational
problem (4.1)) has a unique solution. Moreover, E : % — U is linear.

Proof. To prove that has a unique solution it is sufficient to show that ®p_ is
a positive definite quadratic form on the affine subspace of %% defined through the
constraint v = u on L. The linearity is a straightforward consequence.

To establish this, we need to employ notation that will be properly defined in §4.2}
let 7, denote the canonical triangulation of L”, and, for each v € %, let ¥ denote
the corresponding continuous piecewise affine interpolant. In particular, we then have
Dyv = Vv for all bonds b € B,,.

Moreover, applying the bond density lemma, and Lemma , we obtain

<1>Bm(u):/Q 3 |r.v@r\2dvz/Q{g|(v@)symf+g\tr(W)f}dv.

’I’E]Lnn

Since v is fixed in the continuum region, Korn’s inequality shows that ®p  is indeed
coercive.

This proof shows that, in fact, E is defined through the solution of an isotropic lin-
ear elasticity problem, with boundary data provided on the edge of a suitably defined
neighbourhood of the vacancy set. U

We extend the definition of E to include deformations y € %, via F(yg+u) = yg+ Eu
for all B € Ri”. We stress, however, that none of our results depend (explicitly or
implicitly) on the extension of deformations. By contrast, the extension of displacements
enters our analysis heavily.

For the sake of simplicity of notation, we will henceforth identify Fw = w, except
where we need to strictly distinguish the original function w and its extension.

4.2. Micro-triangulation and extension of 7. The triangular lattice L# has a
“canonical” triangulation 7.7, which is defined so that every nearest-neighbour bond
is the edge of a triangle; see Figure . The subset of triangles 7 € T that are contained
in clos(2) is denoted by 7,. We will assume throughout that the following assumption
holds, but only cite it explicitly in the main results.

Assumption A. The boundary of Q, is aligned with edges of T, and the mesh size on
0%, is equal to the lattice spacing.
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FIGURE 3. The micro-triangulation 7, (dotted lines) and the extension
Ty of the macro-triangulation to the atomistic domain. Note that in €2,,
Ty, coincides with 7, and has no hanging nodes.

Assumption [A] implies that any microelement 7 € 7, must belong either entirely to
2, or to €. This yields a natural extension 7, of 7;°, which is obtained by adding all
micro-elements 7 € T,, 7 C (1,, so that 7, and 7, coincide in €2,. The requirement that
the mesh size on 0f2, is equal to the lattice spacing implies that the extended mesh Ty,
has mo hanging nodes, which requires that the mesh size on 0, is equal to the lattice
spacing.

The definitions of the element size hr, the mesh size function h(z), and the shape regu-
larity, from are extended to 7, and 7?#

For any lattice function w : L# — R* we define the P1 micro-interpolant w, that is,
w € WL(R?)* and @(z) = w(x) on the lattice sites € LL#. In particular, the gradient
Vw, which is a piecewise constant function, is also well-defined.

Note that, if y, € %4, then y;, is interpreted as the continuous P1 interpolant with
respect to the mesh 7;, (the macro-interpolant), while g, is understood as the P1 in-
terpolant with respect to the mesh 7, (the micro-interpolant). In our analysis we will
require some technical results to compare g, and y,. The following Lemma gives a global
comparison result, while a local variant is established in Lemma below. The proof is

given in Appendix [A]

Lemma 4.2. Lety, € %, and p € [1,00]; then
IVinllLr@) < Call Vynllir @), (4.2)
where Cq = max(g(p72)/(2p)’ 3(2711)/(21))) < V3.

4.3. W?*-conforming interpolants. Smoothness of the atomistic solution in the con-
tinuum region is one of the key requirements for error estimates in a/c methods [6, 21]. In
previous 1D analyses of a/c methods smoothness was measured via second and third order
finite differences. Although this is in principle still possible in 2D, it is more convenient
in the analysis to make use of the smoothness of interpolants that belong to W2 (R?).

One possible approach is to choose one of the W%*-conforming finite elements (see Re-
mark [4.1]), however, it turns out that our analysis requires no explicit construction and
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it is therefore more convenient to define the class of all W**-conforming interpolants of
deformations y € %g:

y(y) == {§ € W»*(R?)* : j(z) = y(x) for all x € L#, and
J(z + Na;) = B(Na;) + §(z) for all z € R*, j = 1,2}.

We immediately obtain the following results.

Lemma 4.3 (Interpolation Error Estimates). Let p € [1,00], then there exists a

constant C, that depends only on p and on the shape reqularity of Tr, such that, for all
yev,

V3 = V|l iy < Cobr|[ Vil YT €Ta V§ € Ta(y). (4.3)

Moreover, there exists a constant C, which depends only on p, such that

va - Vg”Lp(T) < éa”vngLp(T) vreTa Vyell(y). (4.4)

Proof. The estimate (4.3)) is a standard interpolation error estimate [I]. The estimate
(4.4) follows from the fact that 3 is the Pl-interpolant of § on the micro-triangulation.
The constant C, is independent of the mesh quality since 7T, contains only a single element
shape. 0

We conclude this section with a remark on a specific choice of interpolant g € I,(y),
which can be used to establish an equivalence between Vg, for some g € Il,(y), and
jumps of Vi across micro-element edges. Measuring smoothness of y in terms of these
jumps would in fact be a natural extension of second order finite differences to 2D. To
this end, we define F7* to be the set of edges of T,#. The set of edges f € F7 such that
int(f) C 2 is denoted by F,, where int(f) denotes the relative interior.

Remark 4.1 (The HCT interpolant). The Hsieh—Clough—Tocher (HCT) element
is a Cl-conforming element for which the degrees of freedom are point values, gradient
values, and normal derivatives; see Figure [l We refer to [I, Sec. 6.1] for a detailed
discussion and further references.

For each micro-element 7 € T.#, let Q, C L# denote the set of vertices, F, C F¥ the
set of edges, and ¢y the edge midpoint of an edge f € F,. We denote the basis function
associated with the nodal value at a vertex ¢ by 1,, the basis function associated with the
partial derivatives d,,a = 1,2, at a vertex ¢ by ¥, ,, and the basis function associated
with the normal derivative at an edge midpoint g¢, f € F,, by .

For each ¢ € L# and f € F# we define the patches

wq::U{Te'@#:qu}, and wf::U{TE’E#:fCT}.
We define the HCT interpolant w of a lattice function w : L# — R by

Wt 1= Z Yaw(q) + Z Z LIjq,oz][

Do dV + Y ¢f][ 0,0 AV

feFd Yt



ANALYSIS OF AN ENERGY-BASED A/C APPROXIMATION 15

FIGURE 4. Illustration of the degrees of freedom in the C!-conforming
Hsieh—Clough—Tocher element: black dots denote point values, circles de-
note gradient values, arrows denote directional derivatives.

According to [, Thm. 6.1.2], the HCT interpolant @y, admits one classical and two weak
derivatives. For vector valued functions the HCT interpolant is defined componentwise.

With these definitions it is fairly straightforward to prove the following chain of in-
equalities:

ClHVQTDhctHLP(r) < H[VU_J < C2Hv2mhctHLp(w7)7 (4'5)

Meoe,
for all micro-elements 7 € T.# and lattice functions w; where ¢, cy > 0,

FT:U{fEFf:fﬂT#Q)}, and wT:U{T/EE#:T’ﬂT#@},

and where [Vw] denotes the jump of Vw across the element edges.
In particular, the inequalities in (4.5 show a local equivalence between second deriva-
tives of “good” W2*-conforming interpolants and jumps of V1. O

4.4. Notation for edges. Several of our estimates will be phrased in terms of the jumps
of Vyn, yn € %, across element edges, for which we now introduce some notation: let
}"f denote the set of (closed) edges of the triangulation T,f#, and let

Fo={feF int(f)cQ}, and Fi={feFn:f¢ %W},

where int(f) denotes the relative interior of f. That is, the set F, includes one periodic
copy of all element edges contained in €2, and F} excludes all edges that are subsets of
Q..

Let f € ff, f=T,NT_, Ty €Ty, and suppose that w : int(7,) Uint(7T_) — R¥ has
well-defined traces w® from T=, then we define the jump [w](x) := w (z) — w_(z) for
all z € int(f).

Whenever we write [ Foo LP(Fy), ete., we identify F; with the union of its elements.

4.5. Further auxiliary results. Our next lemma provides a tool to estimate jumps
across edges. The proof is given in Appendix [A]

Lemma 4.4. Lety € % and let f € ]—“,’f, f=T,NT_ for Ty € Tp; then

0l < Ol Pl o, Vi€ Tl (46)
where Cy depends only on the shape reqularity of Ty,. In particular, we also have
IV Iy || ) < Cr3 |G| Lo V€ Tha(y), (4.7)
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The previous lemma shows that we can admit jumps in our estimates, and subsequently
bound them in terms of the smooth interpolants. The following local version of Lemma
and its corollary, Lemma 4.6 are motivated by this observation. The proof of Lemma
is again given in Appendix |[Al We remark that the constant C, is fairly moderate as
the discussion at the end of the proof shows.

Lemma 4.5. Lety, € %, 7 € T,, and p € [1,00]; then

3 _ » 1/p
||vyh||Lp(T) < Ca(“VthL + H vyh HLP ]—'#ﬁmt(T))> ’ (48)
where C, depends only on the shape reqularity of Tr,.

Combining Lemma [£.5] and Lemma we obtain the following corollary. Since this is
such a central tool in our analysis we give its complete proof in the present section.

Lemma 4.6. Lety € %, y, € %, and p € [1,00]; then
va - vaLP(QC) = éfh‘}hVQQ{‘Lp(QC) vy € Ma(y), (4.9)
where Cr, depends only on the shape regqularity of Ty,

Proof. We cannot immediately use the interpolation error estimates and . to
estimate the term ||V(§ — Iyy) 1), due to the occurrence of Iy. Instead we first fix
a micro-element 7 C €, define z(x) := (Vy|,)z for all z € R?, and use . ) to estimate

V@ = L)ty = IV I = 2L

S C§|:||v[h Yy—=z HLPT + H[vjh<y HLP ]-'Cﬁlnt :|

= O§|:||v<]hy - g)”fm(r + H vjhy HLP fcﬂlnt(’r))i|

We will next sum this estimate for all 7 € 7,. Using the fact that y = I,y in €1,, as
well as the interpolation error estimates (4.3]) and (4.4)), and the jump estimate (4.7)), we
obtain, for any g € Il5(y),

”V(g - m)”LP(Q) <C _HV(Ihy - Q)HLP(QC) + H [V]hy]HLP(]—';;)}

<G _HV(Ihy - g)HLP(QC) +{IV@E - g)HLP(Qc) + [[[VIny] HLP(I;;)]
< Ca|CullhV2Gllueen) + Call VZillr ) + Cf31/p|\hl/p/VQLl?HLp(QC)} '
Since h > 1, the stated result follows. O

5. CONSISTENCY

Recall from our preliminary discussion in that the total consistency error associ-
ated with the atomistic solution y* is

H(sgac([hya)nwgl,p = H(Sgac(]hy ) (5(50 HW 1,p = ggons(ya)’
where, for a functional ¥ € %", the negative Sobolev norm is defined as
H\IJHW;LP = sup <\P,Uh>-

wp €U

”VuhHLp/ (Q) =1
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The purpose of the present section is to prove the following estimate on £;°7.
Theorem 5.1 (Consistency). Suppose that Assumption [A| holds. Let y € % such
that pa(y) > 0 and u.(Iny) > 0. Then, for each p € [1, 0], we have
ECM(y) < O inf ||AV3y , 5.1
) <O int RV, 6.1

where C°°™ depends on pq(ya), on u.(Iny), and on the shape regularity of Ty.

Proof. To prove this result, we first split the consistency error into a coarsening error
and a modelling error:

E(y) = [|6ue(Tny) — 060) g1
”6é%c [hy) —-6é? ]ﬁy HVV 1,p 4—“d£2([hy) —-5é%(y)
—- gzr;lodel(y) _{_5508.1‘56( )

|| —1,p,
Wh

We note, however, that due to the fact that we estimate the modelling error at the
interpolant Iy, the mesh dependence is not entirely removed from £°del,

The estimate for the coarsening error is given in Lemma [5.4] and the estimate for the
modelling error in Lemma , which together yield with (cons = (coarse  (rmodel
Note that we have ignored the improved mesh size dependence of the modelling error
and estimated 1 < h to obtain £°%!(y) < C™%Y| V2| Ls(q,) for all § € Ty(y). O

Remark 5.1. The proof of Theorem is fairly involved. This is due to the relatively
weak assumptions that we made on the mesh 7y, as well as the fact that we insisted to
estimate the consistency error in terms of ||AV?§||ir(q,) only. Simpler arguments can be
given if weaker estimates are sufficient; see Appendix [B] O

5.1. Coarsening error. In this section, we establish the coarsening error estimate. The
two main ingredients are a local Lipschitz bound on 40&,, and the interpolation error
estimate established in Lemma [4.6] We begin by stating a useful auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Letr € L, and g € [1,00), then

S |Deun(a)|* < Z][ Veunldb = [Veunllyey  Vun € %, and  (5.2)
z€ell zell
S Do)’ < Z][ Vealidb = [Vl Vue?. (5.3)
zell z€ell

Proof. The result is a straightforward application of the periodic bond density lemma.

We give the proof for (5.2)), since (5.3)) is a particular case.
First, we use Jensen’s inequality to establish the inequality in (/5.2)):

T+ q T+
‘Druh(x) 7= ][ V,uy, db S][ {Vruhwdb.
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Using (i) the fact that {x% : T € T} is a partition of unity; (ii) continuity of V,u; across
faces that have direction r; and (iii) Lemma 3.2 we have

T+r
Z][ IV up|?db = ZZ][ X7 | Vyup|? db

TeT, z€L

= > [Veunlr|® 2][ x7# db

TeT z€L

= > (T Veunlr|. O

TeT,

The next auxiliary result is a Lipschitz bound on 6&,.

Lemma 5.3. Let y(Z €e¥,i=12, and let ,u = min{u.(yM), pa(y®)} > 0; then
(66, (y™) — 88, (y < Gy || vyt [Vunllyy g Yuy, € U, (5.4)

where C, = Cp(p) == ZTG]L* r[* M (plr]).

Proof. Fixu € %, y" € #,i=1,2, and p € (1,00); then

[

(6&,(y™) — 66,(y?), up )| < Z ¢/ (Dyy™V) — ¢ (Dyy™) | | Dyuy,|
beB
< ;M/bl|Dby(l)bDby(2)| |D|bz:Th J
€

where M) = My(up)p*. Let w = y —y@  then, applying a Holder inequality, we obtain

that
1/p'
() — o)) < (a4 (i)

beB beB
Each of the two groups can be estimated using Lemma [5.2] for example,

oMy B P < Y My B P =D M| | Dew(@)]

beB beB €L z€l
<D Ml IVl ey = IV D Miy.
rel reL.

By the same argument, using (5.2)) instead of (5.3]), we obtain
/| Dyuy |P’ / /
> Myl <y My [V unllfy g
beB r€ly

This establishes (5.4)) for p € (1,00). The cases p € {1, 00} are obtained by taking the
corresponding limits as p — 1, or as p — 00, or with minor modifications of the above
argument. U

We can now formulate the coarsening error estimate.

Lemma 5.4. Lety € % and suppose that pn := min(ua(y), ta(Ipy)) > 0; then,

g;oarse( ) < CcoarseHhv2 (55)

y”LP(Q
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for all p € [1,00] and for all §j € Uy(y), where C<°¢ = Cy(u)Cy, .
Proof. According to Lemma [5.3| we have
(0&.(y) — 6&.(Iny), un) < CL|| V(5 — m)HLp(Q)HvuhHLP,(Q)'
From Lemma [4.6] we obtain that
V@ = Tyl < Crl[hV23l g, V9 € Ta(y),

which yields (5.5) with C<ars¢ = Cp.Cy, . O

Remark 5.2. We are now in a position to comment on our choice of splitting the
consistency error. If we had estimated the coarsening on the level of &,., then we would
have needed a Lipschitz estimate on §&,.. Defining &,.(7) in a canonical way, our proof
above is easily modified to yield

|<5gac(lhy) - 56(;0(@): uh>| < { Z M,b][ ’me - ng‘pdb
b

beB,

1/p )
# 3 Mif [Sin = Sigab} €L 9
b

beB.

The first group we can again convert into volume integrals and estimate using Lemma [4.6]
However, the second group contains integrals over both macro- and micro-interpolants,
and therefore cannot be converted into volume integrals using the bond density lemma.

However, as we demonstrate in Appendix B weaker (though technically less demand-
ing) estimates can be obtained in this way. 0

5.2. Modelling error. In we estimated the coarsening error £°*¢. We will now
analyze the second contribution to the consistency error: the modelling error £medel,
For the majority of this analysis we can replace I,y by an arbitrary discrete deformation
yn € %,. Hence, we fix y, € %}, such that p := min(ua(yn), tc(yn)) > 0. Moreover, we fix
constants a, > 0, r € LL,, which will be determined later, a; := a,, for all bonds b € B,
and M) := My(up)p® for p > 0.
With this notation, and using , we have

(0&uc(yn) — 066a(yn), un) = Z]{¢I(beh) - Vpup, db — Z &' (Dyyn) Dyun

beB. beB.

=) ]f [¢'(Vsyn) — ¢'(Dyyn)] - Voun db

beB.

S Ma(ulb)f [Vign — Dy [V ab
b

beB.

= 52 i f G 1 S = D) (ol )

beB.

IN
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Following a similar procedure as in the proof of Lemma (applying a Holder inequality
and Lemma , We obtain

/p
<5(goac(yh) — (5@(5) yh Uh> < (Z M|b||b| pab ][‘beh - Dbyh‘ db) 11/p ||Vuh||Lpr(Q)

bEB.
= O E(yn)IVun | - (5.6)
where Cy = ) M"ﬂai’r", and where
E(yn)? = Z My 6P a,” Ey(yn)”, Ey(yn)” —][Wbyh — Dyyn|” db. (5.7)
beB.

Next, we investigate a single bond b € B.. We will estimate the term Ej(y,)? in terms
of the jumps of Vy,, across element faces. To that end, we define the jump sets

b) :={f € Fn: #(f Nint(b)) =1}, (5.8)

where int(b) denotes the relative interior of b. Faces parallel to b are ignored since the
directional derivative Vi, y; is continuous across these faces. For each f € J(b) we define
weights wy, ¢,

o — { 1, if fNint(b) C int(f),
bF 71 1/2, otherwise;

that is, wy ; = 1 if b crosses f in its relative interior, and wy, ; = 1/2 if b crosses f at one
of its endpoints. Finally we define the quantities

Ni(b) = > wyy, and Nj(r) = max Nj(b). (5.9)
fed) o

With these definitions we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Letb € B., then

Ey(yn)? < ]\[j(b)pil Z wb7f|[beh]f|p. (5.10)
feJ()

Proof. Define 9(t) = Vyyu(z + try) and let Jy C (0,1) be the set of jumps of ¢, then

Ey(yn) = / / ¥(s) ds

For any point ¢ € (0,1) \ J; we can estimate

‘ /w ) ds /|w ¥(s)| ds
//ts r)| drds

/\w r =3 p(r+) — 6],

TEJw

Cat (5.11)
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where |¢'| dr is understood as the measure that represents the distributional derivative
of 1. Inserting this estimate into (5.11]), yields

Byl < | 3 1otr+) = 0ol < @l D olr+) - w(r-)

T€J¢ TEJw

p
)

which translates directly into (5.10)), in the case that b does not intersect any faces in
their endpoints.

If b does intersect certain faces in endpoints then one replaces the path {x + try :
t € (0,1)} by two paths that “circle” around the endpoints, each weighted with a factor
1/2. O

Recall the detail of the definition of Fj from §4.4] Since only bonds b € B contribute
to the consistency error, it follows that only jumps across faces f € Fj occur in the
following estimate. Interchanging the order of summation, we obtain

E(yn)’ < ZM\b\|b| Pa, " N;(b)P~ Z wo | [Voynl ¢

bEBe feJ(d)

S ZMI/THTl pN p lz Z wa’ beh
relL., VB eI ()

- Z er“ | pCL pN p ! Z NcroSS vyh] | ? (5]‘2)
rely fer;

where Neposs(f, 7) is the (weighted) number of bonds b with direction 7, and crossing the
face f; more precisely,

Ncross f T Z Wy, f -

beBc,ry=r
feJb)

In the next lemma, we estimate Ng;oss.

Lemma 5.6. Let f € Fy, r € L, such that the angle between the face f and the vector
r is 0; then

Neross(fo 1) < 2|r|hy | sin(0)], (5.13)
where hy = length(f).

Proof. Suppose that the face f is given by f = {z +ts : t € [0,1]}, and define the
parallelogram

P={z+tis+tr:t; €[0,1],t2 € (—1,1)},

Then we have

Newelfsr) = 3 ][pdb<z][ ypdb =[P,

beBc,rp=r zelL#
feJ(v)
where, in the last equality, we have used the fact that P is the union of two triangles,
which implies that the bond density lemma holds for P as well. To obtain the result we
simply note that |P| = 2|r|hssin(6). O
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If we crudely estimate |sin(f)| < 1 and |[Vynlr| < |7]|[Vynls| then we arrive at the
following estimate:

B < ¢ (X wlIvull’). (5.14)
feFe
where Co = 37 . 2M| |r|a, P Nj(r)"~".
We choose the constants a, such that C; and C5 are proportional, for example, as

2frla; *Ny(r) ™t = af = (2lr]) P Ny(r) Y
This choice yields
Cr = Cy =23 My(ulr)|r* /7N ()7 (5.15)

’I’E]L*

To obtain a more explicit constant, we estimate N;(r) next.

Lemma 5.7.  There exists a constant Cl;, which depends only on the shape regularity
of Tn, such that

Ni(b) < Cx(lb| +1) Vb€ B.. (5.16)

Proof. We will in fact prove a stronger statement: that is true for any segment
b = (x,z+7) with arbitrary z,r € R%. We hence extend the definitions of J(b) and N;(b)
canonically to all such segments b.

Throughout this proof, we denote the set of vertices of T, by V. An inequality <
denotes a bound up to a constant that may only depend on the mesh regularity.

The idea of the proof is the following: we will first reduce the statement to the case
int(b) NV}, = 0 (recall that int(b) denotes the relative interior of b) and N;(b) # 0, and
then estimate the lengths between points of intersections of b with f € J(b) and compare
these lengths to |b|.

Case 1. (int(b)NV,, # ) Denote xg = x, x,, = x+r and let int(b)NVy, = {x1,. .., xp_1},
n > 1, where z1,...,x, are sorted by increasing distance to x. Since any two points in
V, have at least distance 1, n < |b].

If holds for all b; = (z;_1,2;) (i = 1,...,n) then we can estimate Nj(b) by
respective contributions of b; and contributions of those f € JFj, that contain any of
points z;. We will show that Nj(b;) < |b;| + 1 (it falls under Case 2), and hence we can
estimate

Ni(b) Sn+> Ni(bi) Sn+ > (b +1) = 2n+[b] < 3[p| +2,
i=1 =1
which proves for b.
Case 2.1. (int(b) NV, = 0 and Nj(b) = 0) The estimate is trivial in this case.
Case 2.2. (int(b) NV, = 0 and N;(b) # 0) In this case, N; := Nj(b) is simply the
number of faces that cross b. Let J(b) = {f1,..., fm}, where f; are sorted by increasing
distance of f; Nb to x. We need to prove that N; < |b| + 1. Any two faces, f; and fiiq,
share exactly one common vertex v; € Vy, @ = 1,..., N; — 1. We also denote by v, the
vertex of f; other than v, and by vy; the vertex of fy, other than vy, ;.
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X+r

Vi, f

Vi -1

F1GURE 5. Illustration of counting the number of faces crossing a bond
b= (x,z+r). The bond b and the faces f;, ,, f;, and f;,,, are bold lines.
The rest of the faces f € J(b) are normal lines.

It is of course possible that v; coincides with v;4; for some 7 = 1,..., N; — 2. Hence,
denote the indices ¢ of unique vertices v; as
Z={ie{l,...,N;—2} : v; #vis1} U{0, N; — 1, N},

and let Z = {iy,...,ix}, where i is an increasing sequence.

If K =2, then N; = 1. If K = 3 then Nj is bounded by the number of faces touching
the vertex v;,, which is bounded by a constant depending only on the shape regularity
of Ty,. Hence, assume in the following that K > 4.

Split all faces in J(b) into groups of faces between f;, |, and f;,,, (k=2,4,..., QL%J)
and, if K is odd, the faces between f;, |, and f;,. The number of faces in each group is
bounded by a finite number that depends only on the shape regularity of 7,. To estimate
the number of groups, notice that the distance between b f;, , and b N f; ., can be
bounded below in the following way (see illustration on Figure [5)):

dlSt(b N fik—ﬂ bN fik+1> Z diSt(fZ‘k717 fik+1)
= min{diSt(/Uik71*17 fik+1)v diSt<vik—1? fik+1)}
2 min{dist(vikfl,l, f1k>7 diSt(Uikil, fik+1)}7

Denote a and 3 to be angles formed by, respectively, the vertices v;,_, 1,vs,_,, v -1
and v;,_,, Vi, —1, Vi, (cf- Figure . Then we obtain

dist(bN fi,_,, 0N fi,,,) = min{|f;,_,[sina,|f;,|sin 8} > min{sin a,sin 5},

which is bounded below by a positive number that depends only on the shape regularity
of 75,. Thus, the number of such groups, L%J, is bounded by a constant multiple of |b].
This finally establishes the estimate N;(b) = #(J (b)) < |b| + 1. O

Combining (5.14), (5.15), and (5.16), we deduce the following intermediate result,

which is interesting in its own right, since it could serve as a basis for a posteriori error
estimates.

Lemma 5.8. Let y, € %, such that p := min(p.(yn), te(yn)) > 0; then
<5gac<yh) - 5(52(%), uh> S C«{nodel |Hvyh]HLP(}‘ﬁ) ||VuhHL,,/(Q) Vuh c %h, (517)

where CP°4 = C' Y M, (u|r|)|r]* and C' depends only on the shape regularity of Ty.
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Applying Lemma to estimate H[Vyh]HLp ) in (5.17]), we obtain the final modelling
h

error estimate.

Lemma 5.9 (Modelling Error). Lety € % such that pu := min(u,(Iny), pe(Ipy)) > 0;
then
model model / ~
£t (y) < C WPV (5.18)

where C™°% = Oy~ My(ulr|)|r[* and C depends only on the shape regularity of Ty.

Remark 5.3. At first glance it may seem that the terms ||[Vyp]||Le () in (5.17) and

|7 V2§ Lo in (5-9) are not scale invariant. This is, however, deceiving. In our case,
the mesh size h is in fact replaced by the atomic scale 1, and one should read

H[Vyh]“Lp(]-‘,g) - Hll/p[vyh]HLp(]:;)’ and th/plv2gHLp(Qc) - Hll/phl/p/vz?j“Lp(Qc)?

which is again scale invariant if 1 scales in the same way as h. Indeed, it can be checked
that, had we formulated the entire analysis with scaled quantities + — ex, y — ey, and
> — &%y, then we would have obtained ||*/?[Vy,]||Lo () and [|eV/PRYP V2| Loq,). O

6. STABILITY

6.1. Main result. The most natural notion of stability for variational problems is posi-
tivity of the second variation (at certain deformations of interest). We will establish such
a result for homogeneous lattices without defects, and use a perturbation argument to
extend it to nonlinear deformations. The effect of the vacancy sites will be controlled
by defining a “stability index”. We give a rigorous estimate on the stability index of
separated single vacancies, and numerical estimates for divacancies.

6.1.1. Stability estimate for a Bravais lattice. We first state the main stability result for
the case of a homogeneous deformation and V = (). This serves as reference point and
motivation for the general stability result below, which has a more involved formulation.
To formulate the first result, for 0 < m < M, we define the constants ¢, = ¢,(m, M)
and ¢ = c¢-(m, M) by

- mingepm ) 252 n =1, and

" 0A minse[m,M} gi(p:gsen)a n > 17 (6 1)
o MiNefm, 1] wls(s), n=1,

" OAminse[m,M]Wsﬁ, n > 1,

as well as ¢ = c(m, M) := 77 ¢y, and ¢+ = ¢H(m, M) := > 77 et

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that Assumption |A| holds, and that V =(. Let B € Ri“ with
singular values O < m < M ; then

<52<§ac(y3)uh,uh> > VhomHBTVUhHiz(Q) Vuy, € %h,

where Yhom = Yhom (M, M) := min(2c+ Jct, fe+ 2ct).
Theorem [6.1]is a special case of Theorem [6.2| below. A direct proof can be given by first
specializing the definition of H(y;) in (6.12)) to y, = yg and V = (), and then applying

Lemma , with H replaced with H(yg).
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Separation distance ‘ 4 8 12

V=0] 1
Vacancies | 0.28 0.39 0.41
Divacancies | 0.16 0.26 0.29

TABLE 1. Numerically determined vacancy stability indices when V con-
sists of either single vacancies, or divacancies separated by “separation
distance” (measured in Euclidean norm).

6.1.2. The vacancy stability index. The generalisation of Theorem requires the fol-
lowing concept. Recall that in §4.1] we have defined the extension operator E : % — Ug.
We define the vacancy stability index as

k(V) = max{k >0 : Z |7“b . Dbuh‘Q >k Z ’rb . DbEu‘2 for all u € ?/} (6.2)

b€Bnn beBnn

In Table , we present numerically estimated values on x(V) for a few simple situations.
In we rigorously prove the bound (V) > 2/7 for separated single vacancies.

Remark 6.1 (Optimality of the extension operator). Recall the definition
of ®&p_ from d let &5 be defined analogously (replacing B,, with B,, in its
62

definition), then can be rewritten as
k(V) = max {k’ >0: &g, (u) > kdp, (Eu) for all u € %}

Since, for fixed u, ®p,, (u) is also fixed, and Fu is chosen to minimize the value of
&y (Fu), it follows that among all possible extensions of u, Fu gives the largest possible
stability index.

Moreover, we can characterise (V) in terms of an operator norm of E. Let % be
equipped with the norm \/®z and %g with the norm /®p__, then

I{(V _ . (I)Bnn (u) 1

in = .
wew \{0} P, (Eu) HEH%(@/@/E)

6.1.3. The main stability result. Before we state the result, we introduce some additional
notation. We define a family of regions in the space of deformations: for 0 < m < M
and A > 0 let

Fon(m, M,A) :={yn € Dop: palyn) > m and pc(yn) > m;
| Dyyn| < M|b| Vb € B, and [|Vyp|r|| < M VT € T/;
B~ Dyyy, — | < Alb] Wb € B, and B Vyulr — 1] < AVT € T},
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Next, for parameters m, M, A, and for k := k(V), we define
v = min {3k — 3VEA — 3A%)c1, (3 + 3A + 3A%) e} + 300, (3 + 3A + 3A%) ¢y,
71 = min {(§x — 3V3rA — 3A%)ct, (2 +3VBA + 3A%) et } + 3°0° 5 (3 + 3VBA + 3A%)cr,
Y2 := min { (3 — 6v/kA — 3A%)e1, (§ +6A + 3A%)c1 | + 30 5 (§ + 6A + 3A%) ¢, and
vy = min {(3k — 2V3kA — 3A%)ct, (3 + 2vBA + 3A%) et} + 0%, (3 + 2VBA + 3A%) k.
Finally, we define the coercivity constant v = v(m, M, A, k(V)) as

v :=min(y +7i,% + 7 )- (6.3)

We will investigate the parameter region where 7 is positive in §6.6]
With the notation just introduced we can now formulate the main stability result. The
proof of Theorem [6.2]is given in §6.2 and is finalized in §6.4.2]

Theorem 6.2.  Suppose that Assumptz’on holds. Let yp, € Sgn(m, M,A) for con-

stants 0 <m < M and 0 < A < /k(V)/2. Then &, is twice Gateaux-differentiable at
Yn, and

<(52£’ac(yh)uh, uh> > ’)/HBTVUhH%g(Q) fOT' all uy, € %h,
where the coercivity constant v = v(m, M, A, k(V)) is defined in (6.3).

By choosing Q. = ), we obtain the following stability result for the atomistic energy as
an immediate corollary.

Corollary 6.3. Lety € %, and define

. _ | Dy
mi= paly), M= B ] beB |b]

If A < \/k(V)/2, then &, is twice Gateauz-differentiable at y, and
<(52£a(y)u, uy > ’Y||BTVﬂHiz(Q) for allu e %,
where v = ~y(m, M, A, k(V)) is defined in (6.3)).

Remark 6.2. The restriction A < /k/2 is imposed since our proof does not guarantee
that + is a lower bound on the coercivity constant in this case. As a matter of fact,
modifying our strategy of proof to include A > \/k/2 would not in fact give a positive
constant . This can be seen from the proof of Lemma [6.7] U

6.2. Proof of the stability result I: reduction to the Bravais lattice case.

6.2.1. Representation of §°6,.. In view of our assumptions on the potential ¢, and since
yp € Sn(m,M,A), m > 0, it is clear that &,. is twice differentiable at y,. The
representation (3.4) of the a/c energy &,. yields the following expression for the second
variation 0%&,.:

(8 Enc(yn)un, un) = > Dyup ¢ (Dyyn) Doun + Y /VbUZCb”(beh)Vbuh db,  (6.4)
b

beBa beB.
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for all uj, € %,, where we recall that ¢"(r) is understood as the Hessian matrix of ¢. A
straightforward calculation shows that ¢” can be written, in terms of ' and ¢”, as

¢ =g (I ef+ &2 1-5en). (6.5)

Ir| I

We use the fact that |:—| ® W is the orthogonal projection onto the space span{r} and

that (1 — |:—| ® ﬁ) is the orthogonal projection onto span{r}L, to derive a convenient
alternative representation. Note that, using the notation

axb=(Qa)-b for a,b € R?,
where Q4 denotes a rotation through angle /2, we have
A (r@r)h=|h-r|*, while h"(1—r®r)h=Ih*—|r h]*>=|hxr
Hence, we rewrite ((6.4)) as
(6 Ene(yn)un, un) = > {ﬁ’é‘ﬁﬁ%” | Doy - Dyun|* + S0&;‘5;’1/(%‘ | Dyyn X Dyun|® } (6.6)

beB,
Vb Yh 2 @ ([Myn
+ g ][ WLyh|z| Yoy - Vsun|™ + Wlby ‘3|)|beh x Vyup|? }
beB,

6.2.2. A general lower bound. Next, we construct a relatively crude lower bound on the
Hessian 6%&,., which will nevertheless be sufficient to obtain stability estimates in a range
of interesting deformations. Our goal is to “localise” the finite differences Dyuy occurring
in the Hessian representation , and to render the scalar coefficients hexagonally
symmetric.

Since yp, € S n(m, M, A), we can estimate the coefficients in by

©" (| Dyynl) @' (|Dyyn) 1
Dy = O and Do 2 Ol

with similar estimates for b € B., where

Cp = ”(ps) and

mlnsG[m M] (p(sgg)’ p=1,
OAmlnse[m M) “(ps)2 p > 1a

. s (6.7)
Cd_ L mlnsG[m M] (pg_/;B)v p= 17
p OAmlnse[mM]ﬁ, p> 1.

We note that these lower bounds do not depend anymore on ¥, and moreover, they were
constructed so that all coefficients for non-nearest neighbour bonds are non-positive.
With this notation, we obtain from that

(6 Ene(yn)un, un) > {C|b||Dbyh -+ Dyun]* + Cjyi| Doyn, x Dbuh|2}
beB,

+ Z][ C’\b\\beh Vbuh\ + C|b|’vbyh X Vbuh| }db

beB.

(6.8)

We now observe that we have constructed the extended mesh 7, in such a way that in
the atomistic region every nearest-neighbour bond b € B, lies on the edge of a triangle.
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As a result we have the identity
Dyuy, = Vyup () for all z € int(b), for all b € B, N By, (6.9)

which we will use heavily throughout. In particular, this implies that

Z {Cl‘Dbyh : Dbuh|2 + C%‘Dbyh X Dbuh‘Q}

beEBunNBa

(6.10)
— Z ][{01|Dbyh'vbuh|2+cf_|Dbyh X Vbuh|2}db.
b

bEBnNBa

Our second observation is that, for b € B, \ Bn, we have Cjy, Clil < 0, and hence we
can use (3.2)) and Jensen’s inequality to estimate

> {O|b||Dbyh - Dyun|* + Cjyi| Doyn, x Dbuh|2}
beBa\Bnn

= Z {O|b| |Dbyh . fbeuh d‘b‘2 + O|Jb‘| ‘Dbyh X fbeuh db|2} (611)
beBa\Bnn

> Z ]é{C’b{Dbyh-Vbuh|2—|—C’i||Dbyh X Vbuh}2}db.

beBa\Bun

Inserting (|6.10]) and (6.11f) into we obtain the following estimate:

<525;C(yh)uh, uh> Z Z][{Cb‘vbyh . Vbuh|2 + C|j|beh X Vbuh\2} db (6.12)
b

beB.

+ Z][{Olblwbyh - Voun|? + C'|i||Dbyh X Vbuh|2} db
beB,” P

=: (H(yn)un, un),
where Cly, Clil are defined in (6.7)).

6.2.3. The perturbation argument. In the next step, we will estimate the effect of replac-
ing D,y, and V,y, with Br. To that end, the following Lemma will be helpful.

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that y, € Sgn(m, M,A); then, for all g € R*,z € Q,r € R?,
and for all possible choices of a > 0,

2
‘ |Voyn () - g|* — |Br - g|2| < a‘Br . g‘ + (1 + i)AQMQ\BTgP, (6.13)
Similarly, for all g € R%,xz € L,r € L, and o > 0, we have

| | Doy (z) - g|* — |Br - g\2‘ < a|Br . 9‘2 + (1 + é)A2|7’\2|BTg]2. (6.14)

“w o

The same inequalities remain true if 18 replaced with “x 7.



ANALYSIS OF AN ENERGY-BASED A/C APPROXIMATION 29

Proof. We verify the bound ((6.13]) by a straightforward algebraic manipulation (suppress-
ing the argument ), using the fact that ||[B~'Vy, — 1| < A:
| [Vyn - gI* = [Br- | = | ([%yn - 9] + B - 1) (1N - 9| — [Br - g
< (I(Veyn — Br) - gl +2|Br - g]) [(Voyn — Br) - g
< 2|Br - g|A[r[|BTg| + A%|r[*|B  g]*.
Applying a weighted Cauchy inequality 2ab < aa? + a~1b? we obtain ([6.13]). The proofs
of { , and of the inequalities where “-” is replaced with “x” are analogous. O
Employing Lemma [6.4] to the operator H(y, defined in (6.12)), we obtain
(H(yn)un, un) = (H(ys)un, un)

— Z][ a|b||C‘b‘||Brb Vbuh} + oz|b||C|b||‘Brb X Vbuh| }db (6 15)
beB

= AT R (1+ )l + (1 +#)]Cﬂ}]€\BTVbuh]2db,

beb

for all y, € S n(m, M, A) and u,, € %,. Note that, in the third term, we have estimated
the sum over B below by the sum over B. We also remark that, for the time being,
we retain maximal flexibility in the our choice of the constants «y, and aﬁb‘. We will

(partially) optimize over all possible choices in the last step of our proof.
From here on, to simplify the notation, we define the transformed displacement

v, = Bl uy,.

This means that we can replace (Bry - Vyuy) by (13 - Viup), and so forth.
Since the algebraic structure of the first and second term in (6.15]) is identical it is

natural to combine them. Hence, we define C'(L) = C’(L) - oz(L)|C’(L |, and
(?:[uh, uh = 2][ C|b| ‘Tb vah‘ + C|b| }Tb X vah} } db and (616)
beBB

(L) = S B (1+ ) |o|b||+(1+%)|o¢||}]£}vbvh}2db.

beB

Here and throughout the superscript (L), e.g., in Cé“, refers to both C, or Cj. Em-
ploying the periodic bond-density lemma, the decomposition of the triangular lattice
described in Lemma ﬁ and the definition of the constants c'; b= €4C’(L), the operator

% can be rewritten as follows:

L=3%> (1+ )|cn| and

~ 7 F1 2
(Lup,un) = (L + L )vahHP(ﬂ)’ where { Lt = 3En=1( oz )|Cn‘

(6.17)
In summary so far, we have obtained that, if y, € .Zg 5(m, M, A), then

(52(éaac(yh)uh, Uh> (’Huh, uh> AZ(E + il)|]Vvh|\%g Vuh € 02/]“ (618)
where H and L are defined in (6.17).
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6.2.4. Extension to B. In the next step, we use of the extension operator (see §4.1)) and
the definition of the stability index k := k(V) (see §6.1.2)).

Distinguishing whether C} is positive or negative, using the definition of x in the first
case, we obtain

Z C’l‘rb . vah|2 > K Z é’1|rb . vah|2, if C) > 0, and

~ 2 ~ 2 A
E Ci|ry - Dyou|” > E Ci|ry - Dyv|”, if ¢ <0,
bEBnn bEBnn

which, combined, can be written as

S Cif Jry - Voon|*db > min(Cy, 6Cy) Y ][\rb - Vyup|” db, (6.19)
b b

beBun beEBnn

For the “perpendicular” nearest-neighbour terms the same argument (we now need to
use (6.2)) with u = QBT u, = Qjvy), yields

Z CH |y x Vyvp 2 db > min(C, kCY) Z ][|rb x Vyup|? db, (6.20)
b

bEBnn b bEBnn

Since all contributions from non-nearest-neighbours to the operator H are non-positive,
we can estimate

Z ][Cb”'l"b - Vyup)? db > Z ][Cerb - Vyon|*db, and
b b

beB\Bun bEB\Bnn
Z ][Ct“ﬂb X vah|2 db > Z ][Ci||7“b X vah|2 db.
bEB\ By P bEB\Bn” ©

Hence, defining the constants (recall that C’,SL) = C’,()L) — agL)|C',(;l)|)

B AL ALy
o= { min(Cj ”‘“CB(LQ’ p=1 (6.21)
Cy’, p>1,
we arrive at (recall that v, = BTuy,)
~ — —L
<’Huh, Uh> Z Z][{Clb|rb . vah|2 + C|b||’l“b X Vb'l}h|2} db (6.22)
b

beBb

=: (Hup, up) Yuy, € U,.

6.3. Proof of the stability result II: stability of the homogeneous lattice. Com-
bining (6.22) and (6.18]), we have shown so that that, for y, € .Zg (m, M, A),

<(52éaac(yh)uh, uh> > <ﬂuh, uh> — AQ(E + ZN-JL)”BTVUhHiz(Q) Vuh S %h, (623)

where the operator H depends only on the parameters m, M, A, and (V) (and, strictly
speaking, also on B through the identification v, = B"uy,). In the present section, we
will prove the following estimate for the operator H.

Lemma 6.5. The operator H satisfies the lower bound
(ﬁuh, uh> > 7||BTVuh||iz(Q) Yuy, € U, (624)
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where 7 := min(2¢ + 3¢+, 3¢+ 2¢-) and where ¢ = 2;’;15262)

Remark 6.3. The estimate (6.24)) is sharp in the sense that, if 7, = 7, then

<ﬁBU u> L
N i BTValE = (6:25)
This statement follows immediately from the proof of Lemma [6.5] U

6.3.1. Rewriting H. Application of the bond-density lemma to the definition of H in

yields
Huh,uh Z |T‘{ZC|T|‘T Vvh]T| —I—ZCM"I’XVU}L‘T‘ }

TETh rely rel.
= > T Helv] + Hf [vn]}. (6.26)
TeTs

6.3.2. Computation of Hrlvy] and Hi[vy]. Let G := Vv, = BTV, and Gr := Vuy|r,
then we can rewrite Hr[vy], using Lemma [2.1] in the form

wl = 3 O[T Grr)” = 37 Co, D [(Qira) (@) (6.27)

TG]L*

Exploiting the hexagonal symmetry of the inner sum, using Lemma (2.2), and re-
calling the definition of ¢ from Lemma [6.5] we obtain

Hrlvp] = {302 £4an}]GT|1_c|GT|el, (6.28)
where |Glo := 2|GY™2 4 3|trG|? (¢f. (2.2)).

Replacing r with Q47 in the above computations we obtain, moreover, that

HJ— Uh {Zn 1 n }‘Q4GT| = _L|Q4GT‘Z. (629)
6.3.3. Proof of Lemma . Combining , , and , we obtain
Huh, uh Z |T|{C|GT|91 + CL’Q4GT‘ } / ngGmG]‘@ dV, (630)
TET, Q

using summation convention, for some fourth order tensor C, implicitly defined through
this relation. Note, in particular, that (6.30) extends the definition of H to all of H, (Q2)>.
In the following lemma we compute a more explicit representation of C.

Lemma 6.6. Let |- |q be defined as in (2.2), and let G € R**?, then
G2 = 3|G|* + 3(Gi1 + Gu2)? — 2det G, and
{Q4G|Zl = %|G|2 + %(Glg - G21)2 - %det G.
In particular, we have, for d = §(E +et)

C{gGiaGJQ— (C+C )|G’2+ C|G11+G22|2+3CL|G12—G21| — ddet G. (631)
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Proof. The first identity can be verified by a straightforward algebraic manipulation. The
second identity is an immediate consequence of the first. The third identity follows by
combining the first two. 0

Using identity (6.31]) we can now prove Lemma [6.5]
Proof of Lemma[6.5 The Legendre-Hadamard condition (see, e.g., [10]) states that

inf CP(V0)ia(V)i5dV = min  CPuww;ikaks =: 7.
e | CTa(T0)jpdV = min, €y =7
Vol 2=1 lw|=|k|=1

Thus, we have reduced the task to testing C with rank-1 matrices w ® k. Using the
definition of C, identity (6.31)), and noting that det(w ® k) = 0, we obtain

Cllwawikaks = 3(¢ + M) w k[P + 2e(w - k)* + et (w x k)% (6.32)

If ¢ > ¢ then (6.32)) is minimised for w L k, and hence

Ol

y=3(+c")+det =3+ 26t
If ¢ < & then (6.32)) is minimised for w = k, and hence

1

)l

y=3@c+c)+3e=2+3
Combining the two cases gives the stated result. 0

6.4. Proof of the stability result III: optimizing the parameters. Combining
Lemma [6.5| with (6.23]), we obtain the stability estimate

(e (yn)un, up) > 7||BTVuh||iz, where v =7 — A2(I~/ + IN/L), (6.33)

for all y, € Sgup(m, M,A) and u, € %,. The lower bound + still depends on the free
parameters ay, , ocjn > (. Ideally, we would like to optimize v over all possible choices,
however, the double-minimization problem in the definition of v makes this impractical.
We will choose the parameters so that they are optimal in the case, which is the most
important in our numerical computations. A more detailed analysis would reveal, in fact,
that our choice fairly close to optimal.

For the following discussion, recall the definition of ¢,, ¢t from and, with some

abuse of notation, let o = a&).

6.4.1. Optimising for a special case. We begin by noting that v can be rewritten in the

form (cf. (6.3))

Y1 = %E 7
1 91 271
. 1 1 1= 30— AL,
T <% TRLmT R )’ where ’;2 = %E — AZE, and (6.34)
Ny = %EL A2] L

Near global minima of &, (over Bravais lattices) we expect that ¢; > 0 and ¢ ~ 0,

(L)

which suggests to optimise the parameters ay, ’ for the case v = vy + ;.
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Recalling from (6.17) the definition of L, and recalling that ¢, < 0 for n > 2, we can
rewrite 7, in the form

1= (min{3(er — asler]), mler — anler) } = 3(1+ £) A%
+ 3 G+ 2a,+3(1+ L)AYc, (6.35)

n=2
=)+ > G430, +3(1+2)A%c,.
n=2

We see immediately that «,, = 2A is optimal for n > 2. For n = 1, the situation is more
complicated and we treat it separately in the following lemma.
Lemma 6.7. Suppose that A < \/k/2; then

maX@Z)l ar) = min{ (3 — 3v/kA — 3A%)cq, (3 + 3A + 3A%)¢y }, (6.36)

which is attained for oy = 2A/\/k if ¢ > 0 and for oy = 2A if ¢; < 0.
Proof. Case 1: ¢; < 0. Assume, first, that ¢; < 0. In this case it is easy to see that
i) = [(1+ar) +3(1+ L) A% ey

Hence, a; = 2A is optimal, and ¢1(2A) = [3 + 3A + 3A%|c;.
Case 2: ¢; > 0. We minimize 1, separately over the intervals (1,00) and (0,1].
Suppose, first, that a; > 1, then

Yr(oan) =31 —oy) —3(1+ 2 )AQ}

This is a strictly concave expression, which is maximised on [1, 00) at a; = max(1,2A) =
1, due to the assumption that A < +/k/2 < 1/2, and hence reduces to the next case.
On the interval (0, 1] we have

1(aq) = [ (1—041)—3(14— )Az}cl,
which is maximised on (0, 1] for a; = min(1,2A/y/k) = 2A/k, and we have
U1 (2A/VE) = [3k — 3V/KA — 3A%] ¢y

To see that (6.36]) holds, it suffices to note that the first argument is automatically
selected if ¢; > 0 and the second argument if ¢; < 0. O

If we insert o, = 2A for n > 2, and the value for «; for which (6.36]) is attained, into

(6.35]), then we obtain

v = min {(3k — 3vkA — 3A%)cy, (2 + 3A + 3A%)¢; }
+ 3, (3 +3A +3A%) ¢,

Using analogous arguments, we choose ot = 2A/+/3 for n > 2 and for n = 1 if ¢f < 0;
and o = 2A/v/3k if ¢ > 0 (note that under the assumption A < \/k/2 we also get
ai < 1). Inserting these values into 7, we obtain

71 = min {(3x — 3v3kA — 3A%) ¢t 3+ 3V3A + 3A%)cr }
+ 30, (2 + 3VBA + 3A%)

(6.37)

(6.38)



34 C. ORTNER AND A. V. SHAPEEV

F1GURE 6. Neighbourhood of a void to illustrate the proof of Theorem
6.8 The bonds B; are dashed, the bonds B, are solid.

We observe that (6.37) and (/6.38]) agree with the definitions given in §6.1.3

6.4.2. Concluding the proof of Theorem[6.3. In the previous paragraph we have fixed the
values for ou(zl), and we have seen that the resulting values for 7, and v{- agree with the
definitions in §6.1.3] A tedious but straightforward computation, for which we skip the
details, shows that, if vo,v5- are defined by , then the above choices for al” yield
precisely the formulae given in again. Combining these observations with

and (6.34)), we obtain the statement of Theorem (6.2

6.5. Stability index of separated vacancies. In Table|l| we have provided numerical
(i.e., non-rigorous) estimates for vacancy stability indices. In this section, we prove that
the extension operator E can be defined in such a way that (V) > 2/7 if V consists
only of single vacancy sites, which are separated by a short distance. More precisely, we
will assume in this section that V satisfies the separation condition

x| € V7 To € V# \ {3')1} = ’1'1 — 1'2‘ >4, (639)

Theorem 6.8. Suppose that V satisfies the separation condition (6.39), then x(V) > %

Proof. We define an alternative extension operator E as follows (cf. Figure @):

. 1
(Bw)(z) = G Z w(x + 1) Vo € V¥, (6.40)
’I“E]Lnn
Using the notation introduced in Figure [] we aim to prove that
Z 7y - Dyul* > & Z |7 - DbEu’2 Yu e %, (6.41)
beBy beB1UB

for k = 2.
7
Before we prove (6.41)), let us discuss why this establishes the result. Firstly, ((6.41])
and the separation condition (|6.39) imply immediately that

Z |7 - Dyul? > HZ |7 - D;,Eu|2 Yue u.

beB beB

Since the actual extension operator minimizes the right-hand side, we can replace E with
E and hence obtain the result.
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To prove (|6.41]), we begin by noting that 18 vertices of 7, are involved in , which
correspond to 36 degrees of freedom for a transformed displacement u. We construct a
basis of the space of these degrees of freedom {w(k”j) :—2<k<3,1<j <6} as follows:
Firstly, we require that all basis functions satisfy the symmetry

w®) (Qq€) = e 8O Q™) (¢). (6.42)

Secondly, we specify the nodal values

w(1,0) = (=/3,0),
(

w(k,Q)(l’()) = (0, 31),
w9 (3, ) = 3M (cos T, —sin ),
wkD(3, %3y = — /31 (sin T, cos T),
w(k’5)(2,0) = (\/ga O>7
w®9)(2,0) = (0, 31).

Finally, for all vertices ¢ where w7 (¢) is still undefined we set w®7)(¢) = (0,0).
Consider the two quadratic forms

afu) =3 |ry- Du’,  and b= S |ry- Dyl
bEBy beB1UB2

It turns out that the corresponding “stiffness matrices” with respect to the basis defined
above have a block-diagonal structure, that is, if u = Zi:d 26.:1 Uka(k’j) then

3 6
=) Z AV U Uy and  bu Z Z BY Uy Uy
k=—-2j4'= k=—-234'=1
with the blocks
3+ (1 ~+ cos (%”)) sin (%’T) cos (%) sin (’%) 2 0
sin (&7) 3— (1+cos(&)) —sin (%) cos (i) 0 0
Ak — cos (’%) —sin EC%”) 1 0 0 0
sin (%’r) cos (%) 0 5 2 sin (%”) 2 cos (%’r)
2 0 0 2sin (EX) 3 0
0 0 0 2 cos (%’T) 0 1
and
2—1(1—(=1)%) (1 + cos (%’r)) F1=(=1)") sm(%”) 0 0 0 0
(1= (=1)*)sin (&) (= (=D¥) (1+cos(E)) 0 0 0 0
(k) (k) 0 0 0 0 0O
B A™ + 0 0 0 0 0 O
0 0 0 0 0O
0 0 0 00O

We need to find a maximal positive s such that A% > xB®) in the sense of Hermitian
matrices, for all k. Such a constant exists if KerA®) c KerB® for all k. An explicit
constant s can be obtained if we can find minimal constants A*) such that, for some
vector v*) ¢ KerA®)

AR (k) — A(’f)(g(k) _ A(k))v(k).
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In that case we would obtain x = A/(1 + \), where A = miny A*). We perform these
calculations separately for k =0, +1, £2, 3.

Case k = 0: Ker(A®) = Ker(B®) = span{vy}, with vy = (0,1,0,—1,0,2); therefore
we add vy ® vy to A to make it strictly positive definite and solve

0 =det (vo ® vy + A — N\(B® — A)) = 72(4 — 3)),

to obtain that A\(0) = %
Case k = +1: Ker(A©)) = Ker(B®) = span{vy}, with vg = (F1,v/3, £v3, —1,4+1,V/3);
therefore we add vy ® vy to A and solve

0 = det(vp ® vy + AEY — \(BEY — AEY)) = 24(24 — 5)),

from where we find A& =
Case k = 4+2: In this case KerA*?) = KerB*? = {0}; hence we solve

0 = det(A® — X\(B® — A@)) =6(2 — 5)),

to obtain that \F2) = %
Case k = 3: In this case KerA®) = KerB®) = = {0}; hence we solve

0= det(A® — X\(B® — A<3>)) = 4(9 — 11)),

to obtain that A\(®) =
Conclusion: The smallest of the eigenvalues is given by

24
=

A= min ¥ = %,
k=—2,...,3
. . .. X 2
which gives the coercivity constant k = 75 = . 0

6.6. Sharpness of the stability estimate. To understand whether Theorem is
sharp, we consider a homogeneous deformation y;, = yg and a Lennard-Jones or Morse

type interaction potential: we assume that there exists sy, > 1 (a turning point) such
that

¢'(s) <0 for s € (0,1), ¢'(s) >0 for s € (1,4+00),

©"(s)> 0 for s € (0, Surn), and  ¢”"(s) < 0 for s € (Syurm, +00). (6.43)

These conditions are satisfied by the original Lennard-Jones potential, and by the Morse
potential.

If we also assume that V = (), then is the last approximation that we made, that
is, all subsequent calculations are sharp. In particular, for the case B = m1 our main
approximation was to drop the non-negative non-nearest neighbour terms

(|Br (|Br
P | TP VAT L N /|Brb x Dyup |2 db.
beB:\Bun beBa\Bun

Suppose for a moment that the atomistic region is empty then we could have kept
the terms in the analysis without any major modifications and would have obtained the
coercivity constant

¥ =min (3¢ + 9", 2c + 38Y), where &t = Z ' (ml,)l



ANALYSIS OF AN ENERGY-BASED A/C APPROXIMATION 37
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FIGURE 7. Regions of stability in (m, M) parameter space. The dotted
line is the boundary of the maximal region in (m, M) space such that yg is
stable in the full atomistic model for all B with singular values 0 < m < M.
The full line is the zero level set of (m, M, 0, (). The dot-dashed and the
dashed lines are the zero level sets of v(m, M, 0,2/7) and y(m, M,0.02,2/7)
respectively, which corresponds to a vacancy defect. The point on the
graph corresponds to m and M computed from the computed solution as

described in §8.1]

We are interested in the case when m > 1 so that B approaches the region of instability.
In that case we have

=743 G ml)ln > 7.

n=2

This shows that our estimate is not sharp, even for exact triangular lattices. However,
the gap is small in this case.

If, however, B contains a significant shear component, then our estimates are not
particularly sharp as the numerical experiment shown in Figure [7] demonstrates. In this
figure we plot the zero level line of v in (m, M) parameter space for k € {0,2/7}, and for
A € {0,0.02}. In particular, the case k = 2/7, A = 0.02 corresponds to our numerical

experiment in §8.1]

7. A PRIORI ERROR ESTIMATES

Having established consistency and stability of the a/c method introduced in , we are
now in a position to prove a priori error estimates for the deformation gradient and for the
energy. For the statement of the following result recall the definition of .75 ;(m, M, A)

from §6.1.3, and the definition of II5(y) from
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Below, in §7.1} we discuss the computational complexity predicted by our error esti-
mates, that is, we reformulate them in terms of the number of degrees of freedom.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose that Assumption holds. Let B € R¥?, and let y, € % be
a solution of (2.5) and ya. € P a solution of (3.7), such that the following stability
assumption holds: there exist 0 < m < M and A > 0 such that v := v(m, M, A, k(V)) >

0 (defined in (6.3])) and such that
(1 — t)yac + t]hya € ngh(m, M, A) Vt € [0, 1]. (71)

Then, there exist constants ¢; and co, which depend only on the shape regularity of T,
onm, and on p,(Ya), such that

1

vaa - VyacHLz(Q) S ; gaeiéf(ya) HhVQ ~aHL2(Qc)’ and (72)
[6.00) = Guelec)| € 5 inf [[WV? o (7.3)

Fa€ll2(ya)

Remark 7.1 (The Stability Assumption). The only assumption in Theorem
that we have not justified rigorously is the stability condition ([7.1). The assumption is
fairly natural as it requires, essentially, that y.. belongs to the basin of stability of the
local minimizer y,.

Nevertheless, one would prefer to make only assumptions on y, itself and establish
the properties for y,. and Iy, rigorously. However, short of proving the existence of
atomistic and a/c solutions ¥,, ¥ac such that

IVUa — VacllLe + [|[VTa — VIpyal L~ is “sufficiently small”, (7.4)

one cannot hope to remove it, except by postulating even stronger requirements, e.g.,
phrasing as an assumption.

A rigorous estimate on ||Vy, — VIpya||L~ requires a regularity theory for atomistic
systems with defects, and we are currently unaware of any results in this direction.

A rigorous estimate on ||V, — Vac|lL~ could, in principle, be achieved using the
inverse function theorem [24] 17, 21], but requires stability of 62€,.(I,y.) as an operator
from (discrete variants of) W' to W1 For the discretized Laplace operator such
results are classical for quasiuniform meshes [26], and have recently been extended to
locally refined meshes by Demlow et al [3]. These results give legitimate hope that
assumption could be (partially) removed. O

Proof. 1. Error in the H'-norm. Let e, = I5Ya—Vac, then there exists 8, € conv{/pYa, Yac }
such that

1
<52£ac(9h)€ha €h> = / <52£)ac(yac + teh)eh, eh> dt = <5éoac(lhya) - 5gac(yac)7 eh>~
0

Using the stability assumption ([7.1]) to bound <£’ac(9h)eh, eh> from below, and the fact
that (06 (Yac), €n) = 0, we obtain

7||Veh||iz(g) < <5(g)ac(lhya)a eh>-
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We employ the consistency result, Theorem [5.1], to estimate
'7||v€hHiz(Q) < ceons 1nf HhVQ

Fa €l (

Gl 1Venllie, (7.5)

where C" depends on 11,(y,) and g ([, hya).
Employing the interpolation error bounds (4.3) and (4.4)) to estimate

IVTa = Vijacllrz < Vs — VIyalli2@) + [[Venll2@
< inf [HV@a — Va2 + VT — V[hyaHLQ(QC)} + [IVenll2 o)

o ya€lla (ya

< inf H C + Chh)v2 NaHLQ(QC) + IVenllr2 )

yaEHZ

applying (7.5), and noting that h > 1, we obtain (7.2) with ¢; = C™ + ~(C, + Cy).
This constant depends indeed only on the shape regularity of Tj, on p.(y.), and on

pe(Inya) = m.
2. Error in the energy. To estimate the error in the energy, |&,(va) — Sac(Yac)|, we
first split it into

|ga(ya) - gaC(yaCN < |ga(ya) - ga(]hya)| + |(gaa<]hya) - éoaC(]hya”
+ |@@ac<[hya) - éaac(yac>|
=: By + Ey + Eg,

and estimate the three terms E;, j = 1,2, 3, separately.
2.1. The term E;. Since y, € %, and §8,(y.) = 0, we can estimate

}ga<[hya) - ga(Qa)‘ = ‘<5ga(ya>7 [hya - ya>

+ /1 (06,((1 = D)ya + thhya) — 66u(Ya), InYa — Ya) dt‘

</

For each t € [0, 1] we use Lemma[5.3| to further estimate

(66, (1 — )y + tInga) — 08a(Ya)s Intha — Ya)| < 1CL|| Vi — VInall1.
where C, depends on i, (y.) and p,(Ipya) > min{u,(y.), m}, and apply to obtain
}(gaa(lhya) - (gaa(ya)‘ < tgl[gd}l( ‘<5éaa<(]- - t)ya + tjhya) - 5éaa(ya); Ihya - ya>|

2((1 = O)ya + thiy) — 06.(ya), Inya — va) | dt

< inf ||hVgf (7.6)

2
Fa€2(ya) L2(82)

where C; depends only on p,(y,) and on m.
2.2 The term E3. The term E3 can be estimated in a similar manner as E;. Following
closely the proof of the Lipschitz estimate for 0&,, Lemma [5.3] one can prove that, if

Ul c @, j=1,2, then
(66 (s))) — 06y, und| < CLllVe — Vy iz | Vunlliz@) — Yun € %,
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where Cf, = CL(min{uc(y,(ll)), uc(y,(f))}). Repeating the first part of the argument in step

2.1, and using the H'-norm error estimate ([7.2)), we obtain

(7.7)

|éaac([hya) - gac(yac)’ S C;/),Hv[hya - VyaCHiQ S CS inf ) Hhv2 ~aHi2(Qc)7

Ya €Il (ya

where C4 and C5 depend on m and on the shape regularity of 7, and C5 depends also
on 7.

2.8. The term Ey. Estimating this term requires a little more work. In Lemma
below, we prove that

|Eu(Inya) — Enc(Tnya)| < Co_inf ||RV2V7g

F€ll2(y)

(7.8)

I;
a L2(QC)7

where Cy depends only on p.(Ipy.) > m, and on the shape regularity of 7y.

2.4. Conclusion. Combining ((7.6)), (7.7]), and (7.8)) yields the energy error estimate
(7.3) and concludes the proof of the theorem. O

Lemma 7.2. Let y, € %,; then
|(goa(yh) - gac(yh)‘ S CF“ [Vyh] HiQ(Qc)’ (79)

where CF = 3 oo My(pe(yn)|r))|r|*, and ¢ depends on the shape regularity of T
Moreover, if y € %, and u.(Iyy) > 0, then

‘éaa<[hy) - éaac(jhy” < CZE gjelflilgf(y) ||h1/2v2gHi2(Qc)a (710)

where CF = cy 3 o My(pe(Iny)|r|)|r|*, and ¢, depends on the shape regularity of Ty.

Proof. First note that the difference &, (yn) — &ac(yn) depends only on continuum bonds:

o) = utn) = 3= {o0n) - ot v,

beB.

For each b € B., we have

¢(Voyn) = ¢(Doyn) + &' (Dyyn) - (Voyn — Do)
1
+ / [¢/ (tVyn + (1 = t) Dyyn) — ¢’(Db3/h)] dt - (Vyn — Doyn)
0

Since ¢'(Dyyy) is a constant on the bond b and since §, (Viyyn — Dyyn) db = 0 (cf. (3.2)),
we obtain, using the Lipschitz bound for ¢’ inside the integral over t,

][[¢(beh) — &(Dyyn)] db’ < %M|b|][|vbyh — Dbyh|2db>
b b
where My = Mo (pe(yn)|b])-

Summing over all bonds b € B, yields the estimate

1
|éaa(yh) - éaac(yh)} < 5 Z Mb]{ ‘beh - Dbyh|2 db, (7.11)
beBc.
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which is precisely the same expression as E(yy,)? defined in (5.7)), with p = 2 and a; = 1.
Hence, we can use ((5.14]) and (.16 to obtain

}ga<yh) - éaac(yh)‘ < ClE”[vyh]HiQ(]:}cl)a

where Fy and [Vy;| was defined in ; with constants C" = ¢ = o Mo (pe(yn)|r|)|r]*,
where ¢| depends only on the shape regularity of 7. This concludes the proof of ([7.9).
The estimate (7.10] follows immediately from Lemma [4.4] O

7.1. Optimal meshes. In this subsection we give an informal discussion of refinement
rates of the mesh, in order to obtain error estimates in terms of the number of degrees of
freedom. Moreover, this discussion provides heuristics on how to choose atomistic region
sizes in relation to finite element meshes. For the sake of generality (and simplicity), we
will slightly deviate from the assumptions and results of our analysis. Throughout this
section, we will liberally make use of the symbols < and ~ to indicate bounds up to
constants that are independent of the mesh parameters (but may depend on the shape
regularity).

Consider a domain €2 of diameter O(N), an atomistic region of diameter O(K’) such
that % < C <1 (i.e., the atomistic region does not occupy most of the domain 2), with
a defect in the centre of the atomistic region. We conjecture that holds for general
p € [1,00], that is,

V%2 = Vac inf ||hV?G, (7.12)

a1l (ya) ”L”(Qc)'

lrie) S

The main ingredient to prove is a stability estimate for 6%€,.(ys) (for certain
yn € %,) as an operator between (discrete variants of) W' and W', Such a result
would be very technical to establish, however, there is some hope that the techniques
recently developed in [3] could be used as a starting point to achieve this.

We assume that, for some “good” interpolant ¢, (e.g., the HCT interpolant discussed
in Remark we have the following decay property:

|V2Ga(2)| = r 7, (7.13)

where 8 > 0, and where r denotes the distance from the defect. For example, it can
be observed numerically that § = 2 for a dislocation [9], and, as observed in our own
numerical experiments, § = 3 for a vacancy.

We consider a finite element mesh 7, with the mesh size function h(r) < hg(r/K)®,
where hx > 1 and o > 0 are the refinement parameters that we want to optimize. Note
that we have shown only under the assumption that h = 1 on 0f),, which would
require us to choose hx =< 1. However, for the sake of argument, we might assume that
still holds for more general hyx (possibly by replacing 2. with an enlarged region
on the right-hand side of ) Remarkably, our analysis below shows that hx =~ 1 is
in fact a quasi-optimal choice.

In terms of the various parameters introduced above, the conjectured error estimate

(7.12) can be rewritten as

N 1/p
195 = Vieel e thVQNaHLp(QC);( /K (hK(%)ar‘ﬁ)prdr) B, (7.14)



42 C. ORTNER AND A. V. SHAPEEV

| § | Parameter Regime || Err | DoF
1.187.1.2| 6 >1and p > % DoF!/P=5/2 K?
2.147.1.3| > 1 and p = 3% | DoF~2(log £)/271/7 | K?log ¥
3.1 §7.1.4| B <1 or p< % | DoF~VANV2p-B2 | 2(R)*

TABLE 2. Convergence rates for ||V, — Vac|lLr (o) in terms of degrees of
freedom for the optimised size of the atomistic region and finite element
mesh. In all cases « = 8p/(2+p) and hx ~ 1 are quasi-optimal, leaving the
atomistic domain size, K, as the remaining free parameter. All quantities
are understood as approximate orders of magnitude.

and the number of degrees of freedom approximated by

poF e 524 [ A dr— ke [ T4 7.15
oF = K0 [ =K [ (719)

In the following paragraphs we will obtain heuristic optimal choices for the mesh
parameters, « and hg, in terms of K, p, and (. It turns out that « = 8p/(2 + p) and
hx ~ 1 are always quasi-optimal. The remaining results are summarized in Table [2|
The most interesting situations, which are p = 2, 0o (corresponding to energy and W1
norms) and § = 2,3 (corresponding to dislocations and vacancies, or possibly more
general defects with zero Burgers vectors), are covered by the first two rows. In the case
p = 2 and = 3 (vacancy), for which the error estimate was rigorously proved,
we obtain Err =~ DoF .

7.1.1. Equidistribution principle. We begin by applying the error equidistribution prin-
ciple to obtain the optimal value for « (see [2], Sec. 5] for the case p = 2, which is readily
generalized).

Consider a vertex ¢ at distance r from the defect, with local mesh size h(q) = h(r). The
error contribution of a degree of freedom associated with this vertex can be approximately
estimated as

!h(r)Vnga}ph(r)Q — (%)204 (hK(%)a T—,B)Ph%( _ 7“oc(Q—i-p)—Bp K—a(2+p) hg;;ﬂ

From the equidistribution principle, this quantity should not depend on r, i.e., a(2 +
p) — Bp = 0, from where we find that o = ﬁ :

We now consider three cases: a > 1, a = 1, and o« < 1. If § > 1 then these three cases
correspond, respectively, to p > %, p= 5%1, and p < % If 8 <1 then a < 1 always

holds.

7.1.2. Case 1: a > 1 < (B > 1 and p > +2). In this case, since 2 — 2a < 0, the

p—1
approximate number of degrees of freedom is given by
N2f2a _ K272a
DoF = K? + ~K?+hlK? = K2

h2.(2 — 2a)
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The error can be estimated as

_a)—2\ 1/
Brr = ok hac K0 (1= (5)70707) (7.16)

~ p(B-a

~ hiK*?P = hiDoFY/P=F/2,

Since the estimate for DoF does not depend on hg, the optimal choice for hy is hx = 1,
and the resulting convergence rate is therefore Err ~ DoFY/P=#/2,

Remark 7.2. In the present case one can show directly (without using the equidistri-
bution principle) that hx ~ 1 and any « such that 1 < o < — %, including o = z% ,
are quasi-optimal, i.e., the error for this choice differs from the error for the best choice

by at most a constant factor. This constant, however, tends to infinity as « tends to 1

or to f — 2. O
p

Remark 7.3. Dropping the error equidistribution assumption and allowing a = 1,

while still assuming p > 2/(5 — 1), yields

Frr = DoF /7012 (1og X)7/274/7, (7.17)

which is clearly suboptimal in comparison with , but may be acceptable for rela-
tively small systems. For instance, in the numerical experiments shown in §8 we used
4 < K <64, N =128, f =3, and p = 2, in which case the error estimate is at most 4
times larger than for the optimal mesh.

The advantage of the choice @ = 1 is that it is relatively easy to construct such a
mesh: e.g., for a hexagonal region one can consider a mesh 7, consisting of hexagonal
layers (i.e., hexagonal rings), each of the 6 sides of the layer is refined M times, so that
the typical size of a triangle at distance r is hy = 47; see Figure . The condition
hx ~ 1 corresponds to M < K.

7.13. Case 2: a=1< (f>1andp = %) In this case, h(r) = rhx /K, and hence
the error and the number of degrees of freedom can be estimated as

Err = hKK_l(log %)l/p, and
DoF = K? +log f£h 2 K*.
For fixed Err, we wish to choose K and hx to minimize DoF. Upon solving this con-
strained minimization problem in two variables (a slightly tedious but straightforward
computation), one obtains for the optimal choices of K and hy that KErr =~ (log %)1/ P
and hence hx <~ 1. Inserting these into the above expression for DoF one obtains

Err = DoF_1/2(log %)l/ﬂl/p and DoF =~ K?log %

71.4. Case 3: a <1 < (B < lorp < /ﬁ) In this case we obtain the following
estimates on Err and DoF"

Err = hy K 7P8/C4p) N2/p=28/C4p) — p K=o N2U=)/p - and
DoF = K2 + h;(QKQPB/(Q‘H’)N2_2p5/(2+p) — K24 hI_fKQO‘N%QO‘.
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FiGURE 8. [Illustration of the region and the algebraically refined mesh
for K =8, hx =2, and a = 3/2.

Solving again the constrained optimization problem of minimizing DoF subject to keeping
Err fixed, we obtain KErr =~ K'=*N1-®/? which yields once again hx ~ 1,

Err =~ DoF~V2NY2 /=82 and  DoF = Kz(%)Lga.

8. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

We conducted several numerical experiments to confirm the convergence rates obtained
in §7.1] and to experimentally verify stability of the a/c method near bifurcation points,
where our stability analysis does not apply.

In all tests, the effective region of periodicity was a hexagon centered at the origin
with each side of the length N = 128, as illustrated in Fig. [§l A defect was placed near
the origin. One can show that such a hexagonal region can be embedded into a larger
periodic cell Ag(0,3N]?, thus reducing the hexagonal symmetry to the square symmetry
as was assumed in §2H7]

The atomistic region formed a smaller hexagon also centered at the origin whose side
contained K atoms, as illustrated in Fig. for K = 8. In the continuum region, either
an algebraically refined mesh with |T'| = hg (r/K)3/? (where r is the distance from T’ € Ty,
to the defect) or a radial mesh |T'| = hx(r/K) was constructed (see Fig. [8|for an example
of the algebraically refined mesh). The parameter o = % is an optimal parameter for
B =3 and p = 2 (¢f. Table . The a/c interface thus formed a hexagon each side of
which was subdivided into intervals with length hyx, 1 < hx < K (the illustration on

Fig. [§|is for hx = 2).
8.1. Vacancy. We consider an example with a single vacancy defect. The macroscopic

strain B is chosen as
B 1.01 0.01
o 0 099/
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FIGURE 9. Error of the computed solutions as a function of the number
of degrees of freedom (DoF) for various choices of hg. It is seen that
the choice hx € {1,2} is optimal. Moreover, a first-order convergence,
Err = DoF™!, is clearly observed. This is also predicted in the estimate
, which is plotted with a dotted line.

A nonlinear conjugate gradient solver with linesearch [29] was used to find a stable
equilibrium of the atomistic system. A simple Laplace preconditioner was used to accel-
erate convergence. The atoms were interacting with the Lennard-Jones potential with

the cut-off distance 3.1, measured in the reference hexagonal configuration.

Hvﬂa—VyaoHLz(Q)
’ ||V37a*VyB||L2<Q)
freedom (DoF). We observe first order convergence, for the optimal choices hx = 1 or
hx = 2, which is in agreement with predictions made in What is remarkable, is
that the error estimate gives an excellent approximation to the magnitude of the
actual error (compare the solid and the dotted graphs in Figure @ This indicates that
the error estimates obtained in the present paper are qualitatively accurate.

It is also interesting to compare the algebraically refined mesh with a = % and the
radial mesh with & = 1. The error for these two meshes is plotted in Figure [I0] We
observe that there is only a negligible difference in the error. This is in correspondence
with the estimate (7.17): the effect of the term log % can only be observed only for a

large ratio N/ K.

In Figure |9 we plot the relative error against the number of degrees of

8.2. Collapsed Cavity. The second test case is a collapsed cavity defect, as considered
in [27]. This defect is formed by removing eight atoms and applying a macroscopic com-
pression to force the cavity to collapse and form two edge dislocations (see Figure
and [27] for a detailed test case description). Since they have opposite Burgers’ vectors
we obtain again = 3 for the analysis in §7.1]

The results, presented in Figure are similar to the single vacancy case, the main
difference being that one requires larger K to represent the defect and that for the fixed
(K, hg) the error is higher than for the single vacancy case due to a slightly “stronger”
defect.
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FiGURE 10. Error of the computed solutions as a function of the num-
ber of degrees of freedom (DoF) for the algebraically refined mesh with
IT| = hK(%)g/2 (marked “A” in the legend) and the radial mesh (see the
illustration on the left) with |T'| = hg (%) (marked “R” in the legend), for
hx € {1,2}. No essential difference in results between these two meshes is
observed. A more pronounced difference may appear for larger (or infinite)

domains.
O hK:]-
error
VARVNAVARY 0200 . - k=2
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®©e0 00000000 J 00507
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(a) Hlustration of the defect. (b) Graph of error.

F1GURE 11. Error of the computed solutions for the collapsed cavity test
as a function of the number of degrees of freedom (DoF) for various choices
of hi. As in the single vacancy test, we observe (1) the choice hx € {1,2}
are optimal, (2) a first-order convergence in DoF, and (3) a remarkable
correspondence between the actual error and the estimate , plotted
with dotted line.
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K| DoF| tu.t. a b
41 283(0.06104434
8| 912]0.05962851 | 2.15 3.57
16| 2976 | 0.05950837 | 2.19 3.73
32| 9984 | 0.05949904 | 2.53 4.42
64 | 32256 | 0.05949861 | 2.57 4.36
exact | 105338 | 0.05949859

TABLE 3. Results of the stability test described in §8.3] K =4,8,...,64
and hx = 2 are the mesh parameters, DoF is the number of degrees of
freedom, t,.,t, are the computed critical parameters, a,b are estimated
convergence rates: |t,. — ta| & DoF?, and |t,. — t.| = K°.

8.3. Stability Test for a Vacancy. In addition to investigating the error in the a/c
method, in terms of the number of degrees of freedom, we also conducted a series of
numerical experiments to explore the stability regions of the a/c coupling (3.4)).

Our first test case was similar to the one in §8.1I] the only difference being that the
macroscopic strain now depends on a parameter t:

1 0
5= (0 11):

The parameter ¢ is gradually increased from 0. For each value of ¢ the atomistic and a/c
solutions are computed using Newton’s method taking the previous critical point as the
initial guess. In each step, the lowest eigenvalue of §?4, (respectively, §%6,.) (ignoring
the two zero eigenvalues corresponding to translations) is used to determine whether the
computed solution is a stable equilibrium, and thus determine the critical parameter t,
(respectively, t,.). Only radial meshes were used.

The results of the experiment are displayed in Table[3] We observe at least a quadratic
convergence rate |t, — t,.| < DoF 2, and in particular, that the a/c method is stable up
to this bifurcation point. The quadratic convergence rate might be attributed to the
well-known superconvergence of eigenvalues [31].

8.4. Stability Test for a Bravais Lattice. Our second stability test is conducted with
a two parameter family of the macroscopic strains

14+s 0.1
5= ("5 ) &)
for a lattice with no defects. In the (s,t)-plane we compared two regions of stability: the
region of the stability of the atomistic model (as N — oo; ¢f. [I1]), and the region of
stability of the a/c method, for K = 16 and hx = 2. The results are shown in Figure
[12] We observe that the stability region of the a/c method contains the stability region
for the atomistic model, but that they are comparable up to numerical errors.

We believe that the minor visual difference between the two regions is caused by
a finite size of the domain and the discretization of the continuum region. It would
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FIGURE 12. Stability regions of the atomistic model (solid line) and the
a/c method for K = 16 and M = 8 (dashed line). The axis variables, s and
t, are the parameters for the macroscopic strain (8.1). One can observe
that the stability region of the a/c method contains the stability region for
the atomistic model, and that the discrepancy is “small”.

require extensive calculations to verify that the stability region of the a/c method indeed
convergences to the stability region of the atomistic model as DoF — oo.

CONCLUSION

We have presented a comprehensive a priori error analysis of a practical energy based
atomistic/continuum coupling method recently proposed in [27], admitting simple lattice
defects in the domain. The method (and the analysis) are valid in two dimensions, for
pair-potential interactions.

The main theoretical question left open in our analysis is whether the a/c method is
stable up to bifurcation points. This is a question first posed in [5] as a fundamental
step in understanding a/c methods. Our numerical experiments in and indicate
that the error in the stability regions between the atomistic model and the a/c method is
indeed “small”, however, establishing such a result rigorously appears to be challenging.

Among the other interesting questions motivated by our analysis are: (1) Rigorously
establishing the stability assumption , for example, following the discussion in Re-
mark . (2) Developing a regularity theory for crystal defects, to make the analysis
in §7.1 rigorous. In particular, this would allow for optimal a priori mesh refinement
and remove the need for mesh adaptivity. (3) Extending the analysis to other classes of
defects. While treating impurities should be straightforward with the present techniques,
other defects with zero Burgers vector such as interstitials, or dislocation dipoles, require
a more advanced account of stability. An extension to dislocations would in addition
require a more general consistency analysis as dislocations do not have an underlying
reference configuration, which is a Bravais lattice.
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APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF SOME AUXILIARY RESULTS

Proof of Lemma[2.3. 1. Proof of (2.1)): The first result is motivated by the observation
that the quadratic form

6

=2 leair

has hexagonal symmetry, that is, a[Q6r] = a[r] for all r € R% Suppose that a is

represented by the symmetric matrix A € R**2, a[r] = r"Ar, then

Q5 AQs =
By equating the entries in this matrix one obtains that A must in fact be a multiple
of the identity. In particular, this implies that a[r] = ale;], for |r| = 1, and a direct

computation yields (2.1).
2. Proof of (2.2): The second result is motivated by the observation that the map

G— 216:1 [( 1T G( ér)] ? defines a fourth-order tensor with hexagonal symmetry, and
the usual major and minor symmetries. It is well-known that such a tensor is isotropic
and must therefore take the form given in (though with still undermined Lamé
parameters). Having observed this, it is more convenient however, to prove the result by
a direct algebraic computation.

Clearly the expression on the left-hand side of depends only on G*™, hence we
assume without loss of generality that G = G%™.

Let R be a rotation matrix such that r = Rel, where e; = (1,0), then

6
. L,
r] =" [(Qhr) G( Z 2e1) (RTGR)(Qfer)] .
j=1 j=1
Noting that Qéel (cos % ?, sin —) that Qﬁ?’ Q and that R"TGR is symmetric, i.e.,
2a 2c
T _
RTGR = (20 2d> ’
for some real numbers a, ¢, d, we can explicitly compute

3

qlr] =2 Z (2a cos® % + 4ccos % sin % + 2d sin® %)2

j=1

:22((a+d)+( — d) cos 22 + 2¢sin 2;”)2.

After expanding the squares and simplifying the sum we obtain
q[r] = 3(a + d)* + 6a* + 6d° + 12¢°
= 3|tr(RTGR)|* + 2|RTGR|* = 3|trG[* + 2|GJ>. O
Proof of Theorem[3.3. For each b € B. we have Xo# = 1 on the entire segment b, and

hence we obtain
> fotTm)ab = 3 freo(Tim) d

beB. beB.
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Recall from §2.2.4] that B denotes the set of all bonds between any two lattice sites,
including vacancies. In particular, B, C B, and hence,

Z]{¢(beh) db = Z£X9f¢(vbyh) db — Z ]£X9f¢(vbyh) db. (A1)

beBe. beB beB\Be

Note that, since we assumed that the continuum region contains no vacancies the second
group contributes only to the energy in a neighbourhood of the atomistic/continuum
interface.

We first focus on the first term on the right-hand side of . Using the additivity
of the characteristic functions, and the fact that V,y, = (Vyu|r)r in each element T’
(including the element edges that are parallel to r) we have

Z]éngcb(vbyh) db= > ngxT#qb((VyuT) r) db

beB TeTe bek
z+r
= X S el )| vean)
TeTy relx zelLV®

We can now apply the periodic bond-density lemma, and insert the definition of the
Cauchy—Born stored energy density, to obtain

5 frapotSiun o= 3 Lo 1113 6((Tunke) )

beB TeTy
= S TW (k) = [ WV, (a2)
TETE 2
The stated decomposition of &,. is obtained by combining (A.2) and (A.1)). O

Proof of Lemmal[{.9 To prove this result we employ the bond density lemma. Assume,
in addition, that p < co. Since all norms involved are effectively weighted ¢P-norms, one
can obtain the case p = oo as the limit p 7 oo.

If p <2, set C) = \/g; if p> 2, set C) = \/23(1’_2)/(21”). With that definition, and
using ([2.1)), we get
2 3 2 1/2 3 P p 2x2
G2 = \/;(Zj:l‘Gaj‘ ) <G (Zj:l‘Gaj‘z) VG eR

In particular, we have

3
1950y = 195y < CTS / IV, 7] V. (A.3)
=1
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Fix some j € {0, 1,2}; then, using the periodic bond density lemma, and the fact that
{Xs# : 7 € T,} is a partition of unity for R? we have

r+a;
/S; }Vajyh‘pd\/ = Z |T|‘vajgh|7'|p = Z {Vajyh|7‘p2][ Xr# db

7€Ta T7€Ta z€eL
x+a‘j m+a]-
=X 3 Ml =3 f T mal e o
z€Ll 7€Ta” % reLY T

We have also used the fact that V,, g is continuous across edges that have direction a;.
Due to the specific choice of the triangulation 7, it follows that V, 7 is constant along

each bond (z,z + a;), and hence
r+a;
o v

where we employed Jensen’s inequality in the last step.
Inserting this estimate into (A.4]), and reversing the argument in (A.4)), we obtain

rtaj
/|Vajyh|pdv§ Z][ |V, yn? db
Q T

v p p p 8 T p
F Nl = Dol = Dol - <f Vol

z€L
T+aj
=22 ][ V| xre b
TeT, zelY ¥
= DT Vaumlr " = [ Vauml[fo -
TeT

Inserting this estimate back into (A.3]), we deduce that
3
193012 ey < CF [ 32 [%%ml"av.
j=1

Let Cy = \/§ if p>2, and Cy = \/§3<2—p>/<2p> if p <2, then

1/p
(Z?:1|Gaj|p> < CQ‘Gb VG e R?*2,
This gives the stated estimate,
195kl < ClITuml
with C1Cy = max(3(P~2/(p) 32-p)/(2r)) < /3, 0

A technical ingredient in the proof of Lemma [£.4 and Lemma [£.5]is a trace inequality
for piecewise constant functions. In its proof we use the following well-known trace
identity (contained, for example, in the proof of Lemma 2 in [23]).

Lemma A.1. Let [ be a face of a non-degenerate simplex T C R?, q; the corner of T
not contained in f, and |f| the (d — 1)-dimensional area of f; then

T 1
il wds:/wd\/—l-—/(:c—qf)-deV vw € WHH(T). (A.5)
1f1 ) T 2 J)r
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Proof of Lemma [/ Let y, = Iy and § € Ily(y). Since § € C1(RY), we have the
following estimate,

|Vl | = ] /f V(s — )] ds| < ] /f Yy - 5)* ds| + ‘ /f V(o — i) ds|.

We deduce from (A.5)), choosing w = V(y, — ¢) and T = Ty, that
T -
I Tl /V(yh—y)ids
f

hy
Note, moreover, that |Ty|/h; > %hT, where (' depends only on the shape regularity
7
of T:t.
Recalling that y, = Iy, we can use Lemma (4.3]) to deduce that

ho+ -
5, /V(yh —§)*ds
s
which immediately yields (4.6) for p = 1:
~ 1 2~
|Hvyh]fHL1(f) = C}(Ch + 5) ”V ?/HLl(:uuT,)' (A.6)
Using similar calculations it is also easy to prove the estimate for p = co:
. )
[Vonls| < 2C[|hV]]

< ”Vyh - VgHLl(Ti) + 5hr. Hv2gHL1(Ti)'

< (Cp+ Y hps Hv2gl|L1(Ti)’

T UT_ )

Applying the Riesz—Thorin interpolation theorem, we obtain (4.6) for all p. (Alterna-
tively, one could derive this by applying a Holder inequality to (A.6)); however, this would
lead to a worse constant for p > 1.)

The estimate (4.7)) is an immediate consequence of (4.6)). U
The following lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma [4.5}

Lemma A.2. Let f € F., f C7 €T, and let w : 7 — R* be piecewise constant with
respect to the mesh Ty,; then

yT|(/fwds

Proof. Assume, first, that w. € WH(7)*, then, noting that length(f) = 1, (A.5)) implies

1
/wsds §/|w5|dv+§/|Vw5|dV.
f T T

Since WH1(7)¥ is dense in BV (int(7))* (which contains all piecewise constant functions
w.r.t. 7p) in the strict topology [8, Sec. 5.2.2], it follows that

/wds
f

as well, where | D'w| denotes the total variation measure of w. Using integration by parts
it is straightforward to show that

|D'w|(int(7)) :=  sup /w ~divyp dV < H[w]HLl(]—'#ﬂint(T))' O
¢€Cé(T)kX2 T h
lp<1

< HwHLl(T) + %”[w]“Ll(ffmmt(r))'

7l

7l

1
< [ wlav + |p'wlGnt(r)
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Proof of Lemma[{.5. Fix an edge f € F,, f C 7, such that f = (¢,q + a;), then, using
Lemma [A.2] we have

|(Vanl)a] = | Dayn(a)] = ‘ /f Vyna, ds

< |7~ [Hvyhaﬂ'HLl(T) + 5[ [Vynay] ”Ll(Ffﬂint(T)J '

There exists a constant C3, depending only on the shape regularity of 7, such that
length(F; Nint(7)) < Cs; hence, Holder’s inequality yields

_ /_ 1/p’ —
(Yl )| < 1717 IV ynallieey + 565" 717195085 o e e

Summing over j = 1,2, 3, applying Lemma [2.2] (2.1), and noting that all constants can
be bounded independently of p, we obtain the result.
We remark that, for p = 2, a careful computation yields the inequality

_ 2
Hvyh||i2(7) S 2‘|Vyh|’i2(7') + 31%03”[vyh]HLQ(f#ﬁint(T))' U

APPENDIX B. A SIMPLIFIED CONSISTENCY RESULT

In this appendix, we present an alternative consistency error estimate, which yields
weaker results, but requires fewer technical tools. Further simplifications (e.g., removing
the need to extend deformations and displacements to vacancy sites) can be achieved if
one assumes that ¢ has a finite cut-off radius, and that all “active” bonds b € B, are re-
solved exactly (by giving 7y, full atomistic resolution in a sufficiently large neighbourhood

of ,).

Theorem B.1. Suppose that Assumption [A] holds. Let y € % such that p :=
min{sa(y), ie(Iny), pe(y)} > 0; then, for all § € 1(y),

1/p
1682 (1hy) — 88,(9) |10 < C( > |T|(hT||v2g||Loo(T>)p)

TET,

1/p
+ Cmode1< Z Z K|r|||v2g||€°°(wnr)) ’

TETa r€lLy
TCQe

where O = Cy 3" My(pr)|r|* with Cy depending only on the shape regularity of Ty,
K, = My(plr|)|r|?, Cmedel = (5/2)Vp (3" . K,)V/7', and the neighbourhoods w., C €
are defined as follows:

Wryp i= conv(U {beB.:r,=r and length(bN7) > O}) (B.1)

Proof. 1. Alternative splitting. Fix y € %, § € Ily(y), and recall the definition of g
from §4.2] This time, we split the consistency error differently:

<6éaac(jhy) - 6éaa(y)7 uh> = <5gac(lhy) - 50@&0(@)7 uh> + <5éaac<g) - 5éaa(y)7 uh>
—. Fcoarse + Emodel7

where 0&,.(y) is defined through the bond integral formula ({3.4)).
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2. Coarsening error. The coarsening contribution to the consistency error is defined
as follows:

0% = <5éaac(]hy> - 56&3‘0(7) >

— Z [¢’(Db]hy) — ¢ (Dby Dbuh + Z][ Vb]hy (ng)} . Vbuh db.

beBa beB:

With only minor modifications of the proof of Lemma [5.3, we can prove that

1/p
Ecoarse < (ZM“)'V)’ ][XQ#|Vb[hy be’p db) CIlJ/p HVUhHLp/(Q)a (B2)
beB

where Cp, = Cr(p) = Y, o1, Ma(p|r|)|r]?. We can avoid the technical results in by
estimating the interpolation error directly in (B.2)).
Let the norm || - ||g be defined by

1/p
ol = (32 M0 f e S b, )

beB

and let § € II5(y), then

1 1hy — 3lls < |[1ny — 9ll8 + |7 — 98-

We apply the interpolation error estimate, Lemma 1.3 for p = oo, and the bond
density lemma, to bound

o=l < 3 (30, ) (CallVillr) 5 F xre

TeT, “relx zelL#Y %
= CL()Ch > T (hr| V23l (B.3)
TET;
By the same argument, using (4.4)) instead of (4.3]), we also obtain
15— g% < $Cu() Y 1T IV2alE sy (B.4)
7€Ta

where we have also used the fact, which is easy to establish, that C,<3 /2 for p = o0.
The bound gives the first term in the consistency error estimate. We will not

combine with the coarsening error, but instead combine it with the modelling error.
3. Modelling error. 'The modelling error contribution is defined by

[model _ <5@@ac( y) — 0&a(y uh Z][ &' (Vpy) — Dby)] - Vyuy, db, (B.5)

where we used (3.2), and the fact that the bonds treated atomistically cancel. Applying
the local Lipschitz estimate to ¢/, Holder’s inequality, and the bond density lemma, we
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bound (B.5]) above by

Emodel S Z M|Ib|£(’b‘ll/p/

beB.

Vi — Dyy|) (Jo] 7 |V |) db

1/p
S(ZM’bibr?p“ |vby—Dby|pdb) CY7 |[Vurllys (B
beBe b

where Cy =37 o My(plr|)|r|?.
We now split the first group over elements. To that end, we use the definition of w, ,

given in (B.1), and estimate
][xT#IVbz? — Dyy[" db = ][XT#
b b

< V33l e,y < DPIVZGIT

Loo(w.,—yrb

p
Vi~ £,V db| db

wTﬂ“b).

In addition, we note that, since Dyy = V,y for all b € B,,, all nearest-neighbour terms
vanish. Hence, we obtain

> Myl 1Ny — Dl db < Dl 3 MaGulr DI [VA5llE .
beBe b ngl; r€L«\Lnn ’

Combining this estimate with (B.4)), we arrive at
R L e A

1/p
1/ 1/p .
< (3) ”OL/p(Z ZM2(u|7“|)|T|3|!V2y!|poo(wm)) IVl

TETa 1€LX
TCQe

This yields the second term in the consistency error estimate. 0
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