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Abstract. In this paper, the superconvergence error estimate of a low-order conform-
ing mixed finite element scheme, which is called bilinear-constant scheme, for the
Stokes equations with damping is established. In terms of the integral identity tech-
nique and dealing with the damping term carefully, the superclose estimates between
the interpolation of the exact solution and the finite element solution for the velocity
in H1-norm and the pressure in L2-norm are first derived. Then, the global supercon-
vergence results for the velocity in H1-norm and the pressure in L2-norm are derived
by a simple postprocessing technique with an economical workload. Finally, some nu-
merical results are presented to demonstrate the correctness of the theoretical analysis.
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1 Introduction

This paper focus on the superconvergence error estimate with a low-order conforming
mixed finite element method for the following stationary Stokes equations with damping:

−ν∆u+α|u|r−2u+∇p= f , x∈Ω,
∇·u=0, x∈Ω,
u=0, x∈∂Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω⊂R2 is a rectangular domain with boundary ∂Ω and x=(x,y). u=(u1,u2) is the
fluid velocity, p is the pressure and f is a given external force, respectively. The parameter
ν is the viscosity and |·| denotes the Euclidean norm. Moreover, the Forchheimer (or
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damping) term α|u|r−2u with coefficient α> 0 and 2≤ r<∞ comes from Forchheimer’s
law [1], which describes various physical situations such as porous media flow, drag, or
friction effects and some dissipative mechanisms [2, 3].

The mathematical analysis and numerical approximation of (1.1) have attracted con-
siderable interests. The existence and uniqueness of the weak solution and the discrete
solution were proven in [4], and the corresponding optimal error estimates were ob-
tained for conforming mixed finite element methods. In [5], a local projection stablization
method was used to overcome the lack of the inf-sup condition with low order mixed fi-
nite element spaces, and optimal error estimates for the velocity and the pressure were
derived. The mark and cell method was applied to discretize (1.1) on the non-uniform
grids, and the stability and the error estimates were studied in [6]. In addition, in [7], a
class of conforming finite element methods were employed to (1.1) and the superclose
and superconvergence for the velocity in H1-norm and the pressure in L2-norm were
obtained with some restrictions on ν due to estimate the damping term roughly. Mean-
while, the degrees of freedom is larger than the bilinear-constant scheme presented in
this paper. Moreover, we refer the readers to [8–10] for the Navier-Stokes equations with
damping.

On the other hand, it is well known that superconvergence is an efficient procedure
for improving the accuracy of the approximation solutions in numerical analysis [11,12].
We refer the readers to [13–23] and the references cited therein for the superconvergence
analysis for different problems. Especially, the supeconvergence analysis was investi-
gated for Stokes and Navier-Stokes equations by low order nonconforming finite element
method in [22] and [23], respectively. In addition, the superconvergence analysis was
studied by a stable conforming bilinear-constant scheme for Stokes equations over a uni-
form rectangular mesh in [24]. The bilinear-constant scheme was also applied to optimal
control problems governed by Stokes equations and the global superconvergence analy-
sis for the finite element approximation was discussed in [25]. Compared with Navier-
Stokes equations, Stokes equations with damping are more complicated for the nonlinear
damping term α|u|r−2u, while Navier-Stokes equations have a linear damping term.

This paper studies the superconvergence property by the bilinear-constant scheme
used in [24, 25] for the Stokes equations with damping over a uniform rectangular mesh.
The superclose error estimates between the interpolation of the exact solution and the
finite element solution are first derived by the integral identity technique [11, 12, 24, 25]
and dealing with the damping term carefully. Then, the global superconvergence results
are obtained by a postprocessing technique. Finally, some numerical results are presented
to verify the theoretical findings.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some preliminaries
and recall some lemmas, which are necessary in the following error estimates. In Section
3, we present the detailed superclose and superconvergence error analysis for problem
(1.1). In Section 4, we provide some numerical results to verify the theoretical analysis.
Some conclusions are given in the final section.
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2 Preliminaries

We will use standard notations for the Sobolev spaces Hm(Ω), m≥ 0 (cf. [26]) with the
norm ‖·‖m and seminorm |·|m. In the case m = 0, then H0(Ω) = L2(Ω), the norm and
inner product are denoted by ‖·‖0 and (·,·), respectively.

The weak formulation of (1.1) is: to seek (u,p)∈ (H1
0(Ω))2×L2

0(Ω) such that

a(u;u,v)−b(v,p)=( f ,v), ∀v∈ (H1
0(Ω))2, (2.1a)

b(u,q)=0, ∀q∈L2
0(Ω), (2.1b)

where

a0(u,v)=ν(∇u,∇v), a1(u;u,v)=α(|u|r−2u,v),
a(u;u,v)= a0(u,v)+a1(u;u,v),
b(v,p)=(p,∇·v),

H1
0(Ω)={w∈H1(Ω) : w|∂Ω =0}, L2

0(Ω)=

{
q∈L2(Ω) :

∫
Ω

qdxdy=0
}

.

Let Th = {e} be a uniform rectangular mesh over Ω with mesh-size h. For a given
element e∈Th, its four vertices are denoted by ai(xi,yi), i=1,2,3,4 in the counterclockwise
order (see Fig. 1(a)). For the velocity, we choose Xh as the general bilinear finite element
space. For the pressure, we assume that the subdivision Th is obtained from T2h = {τ}
by dividing each element of T2h into four small congruent rectangles. Let P

′
h consist of

piecewise constant functions with respect to Th such that the local basis functions for P
′
h

on a 2×2-patch of τ (see Fig. 1(b)) are indicated in Fig. 2. Then, the finite element space
for pressure is defined by P

′
h∩L2

0(Ω). In the following discussion we always assume that
τ=∪4

i=1ei∈T2h with ei∈Th (1≤i≤4) (see Fig. 1(b)). Thus, the finite element approximation

a1 a2

a3a4

e

e1 e2

e3 e4

(a) (b)

Figure 1: The element e (a) and τ (b).
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Figure 2: Local basis functions of P
′
h.

spaces Xh and Ph for the bilinear-constant scheme are described by (cf. [24, 27])

Xh ={v∈ (C(Ω))2 : v|e∈ (Q11(e))2, v|∂Ω =0, e∈Th},

Ph =

{
p∈L2

0(Ω) : p|τ =
3

∑
i=1

λτ
i ϕτ

i , ∑
τ∈T2h

λτ
1 =0, τ∈T2h

}
,

where Q11 denotes the space of all polynomials of degree ≤1 with respect to each of the
two variables x and y and λT

i ∈R.
It has been shown in [24, 27] that the bilinear-constant scheme satisfies the Babuška-

Brezzi condition, i.e.,

sup
0 6=vh∈Xh

(qh,∇·vh)

‖vh‖1
≥β‖qh‖0, ∀qh∈Ph, (2.2)

where β>0 is a constant independent of h.
Now, we are in the position to present the bilinear-constant finite element approxima-

tion of (2.1a)-(2.1b) as follows: find (uh,ph)∈Xh×Ph, such that

a(uh;uh,vh)−b(vh,ph)=( f ,vh), ∀vh∈Xh, (2.3)
b(uh,qh)=0, ∀qh∈Ph. (2.4)

To present the error estimate, let Vh = {vh∈Xh : (∇·vh,µh)=0, ∀µh∈Ph} and define the
following problem: find uh∈Vh such that

a(uh;uh,vh)=( f ,vh), ∀vh∈Vh. (2.5)

The existence and uniqueness of (2.3)-(2.4) and (2.5) has been proved in [4].
Moreover, for uh∈Vh, there hold the following prior estimates [4]:

‖uh‖1≤
‖ f‖−1

ν
, ‖uh‖0,r≤2

r

√
‖ f‖2

−1

αν
. (2.6)
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Let Ih : (C(Ω))2→Vh be the Lagrange interpolation operator for the velocity, i.e.,

Ihv(ai)=v(ai), i=1,2,3,4, ∀v∈ (H2(Ω))2.

For the pressure, we first introduce the local L2-project J ′h p of p by

J ′h p|e =
1
|e|
∫

e
pdxdy, ∀e∈Th.

Next, we define the operator Jh with respect to τ by

Jh p|ei =


J ′h p− 1

4
ατ, i=1,4,

J ′h p+
1
4

ατ, i=2,3,

where ατ = pτ
1−pτ

2−pτ
3+pτ

4 with the notations of

pτ
i =

1
|ei|

∫
ei

pdxdy

and ei (i=1,2,3,4) are small elements in τ (see Fig. 1). A direction calculation shows that

Jh p|τ =
1
4

[(
4

∑
i=1

pτ
i ϕτ

1

)
+(pτ

1−pτ
2+pτ

3−pτ
4)ϕτ

2+(pτ
1+pτ

2−pτ
3−pτ

4)ϕτ
3

]
,

which implies that Jh p∈Ph for p∈L2
0(Ω).

From [24], we have the following lemmas obtained from integral identity technique,
which play a key role in the superclose and superconvergence error analysis.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that u∈ (H3(Ω))2, we have

(∇(u−Ihu),∇vh)≤Ch2‖u‖3‖∇vh‖0, ∀vh∈Xh, (2.7a)

(qh,∇·(u−Ihu))≤Ch2‖u‖3‖qh‖0, ∀qh∈Ph. (2.7b)

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that p∈H2(Ω), we have

(p−Jh p,∇·vh)≤Ch2‖p‖2‖∇vh‖0, ∀v∈Xh. (2.8)

3 The superclose and superconvergence error estimates of the
bilinear-constant scheme

We first present the superclose error estimate in the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.1. Suppose that (u,p) ∈ (H3(Ω)∩H1
0(Ω))2×H2(Ω)∩L2

0(Ω) be the solution of
(2.1a)-(2.1b) and (uh,ph)∈Xh×Ph be the solution of (2.3)-(2.4), respectively. Then, we have

‖uh−Ihu‖1+‖ph−Jh p‖0≤Ch2. (3.1)

Proof. For simplicity, we split the following error functions as

u−uh =u−Ihu+Ihu−uh :=σ+θ,
p−ph = p−Jh p+Jh p−ph := ξ+η.

From (2.1a)-(2.1b) and (2.3)-(2.4), we have

ν(∇(u−uh),∇vh)+α(|u|r−2u−|uh|r−2uh,vh)−(p−ph,∇·vh)=0, (3.2a)
(∇·(u−uh),qh)=0. (3.2b)

Then, let vh =θ=Ihu−uh and qh =η=Jh p−ph, it follows from (3.2a)-(3.2b) that

ν‖∇θ‖2
0=−ν(∇(u−Ihu),∇θ)−α(|u|r−2u−|uh|r−2uh,θ)

+(p−Jh p,∇·θ)−(∇·(u−Ihu),η) :=
4

∑
i=1

Ei. (3.3)

By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we have

E1≤Ch2‖u‖3‖∇θ‖0, (3.4a)

E3≤Ch2‖p‖2‖∇θ‖0, (3.4b)

E4≤Ch2‖u‖3‖η‖0. (3.4c)

To estimate E2, we split it into:

E2=−α(|u|r−2u−|Ihu|r−2Ihu,θ)−α(|Ihu|r−2Ihu−|uh|r−2uh,θ) :=E21+E22.

From the following inequality (cf. [5])∣∣|a|r−2a−|b|r−2b
∣∣≤C(|a|+|b|)r−2|a−b|, ∀a,b∈R2, C>0,

we have by Holder inequality and Minkowski inequality

E21≤α
∫

Ω
||u|r−2u−|Ihu|r−2Ihu||θ|dxdy

≤αC
∫

Ω
(|u|+|Ihu|)r−2|u−Ihu||θ|dxdy

≤αC
(∫

Ω

[
(|u|+|Ihu|)r−2]r

′
dxdy

) 1
r′
(∫

Ω
|u−Ihu|r dxdy

) 1
r
(∫

Ω
|θ|r dxdy

) 1
r

≤αC(‖u‖0,r+‖Ihu‖0,r)
r−2‖u−Ihu‖0,r‖θ‖0,r, (3.5)
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where 1
r′+

2
r =1.

Furthermore, according to interpolate theory and Sobolev imbedding theorem [28],
one can check that

‖u−Ihu‖0,r≤Ch2‖u‖2,r≤Ch2‖u‖3,
‖Ihu−uh‖0,r≤C‖∇(Ihu−uh)‖0.

Thus, E21 reduces to

E21≤αCh2(‖u‖0,r+‖Ihu‖0,r)
r−2‖u‖3‖∇θ‖0≤Ch2‖∇θ‖0. (3.6)

Moreover, by Tartar inequality, i.e., ∀a, b∈R2 and s≥0, there holds

(a|a|s−b|b|s,a−b)≥2−s|a−b|s+2,

we have

(|Ihu|r−2Ihu−|uh|r−2uh,Ihu−uh)≥2−(r−2)‖Ihu−uh‖r
0,r,

which implies that

E22=−α(|Ihu|r−2Ihu−|uh|r−2uh,Ihu−uh)≤0,

together with the estimate of E21 gives that

E2≤Ch2‖∇θ‖0. (3.7)

Substituting the estimates of E1-E4 into (3.3) and applying Young’s inequality leads to

‖∇θ‖2
0≤Ch4+Ch2‖η‖0. (3.8)

On the other hand, from the discrete BB condition, we have for β>0

β‖Jh p−ph‖0≤ sup
0 6=vh∈Xh

(∇·vh,Jh p−ph)

‖vh‖1
. (3.9)
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Firstly, for vh∈Xh, we have from Lemma 2.1, (2.6) and (3.5) that

(∇·vh,p−ph)=ν(∇(u−uh),∇vh)+α(|u|r−2u−|uh|r−2uh,vh)

=ν(∇(u−Ihu),∇vh)+ν(∇(Ihu−uh),∇vh)+α(|u|r−2u−|uh|r−2uh,vh)

≤Cνh2‖vh‖1+Cν‖∇θ‖0‖vh‖1+Cα
∫

Ω
(|u|+|uh|)r−2|u−uh||vh|dxdy

≤Cνh2‖vh‖1+Cν‖∇θ‖0‖vh‖1

+Cα

(∫
Ω

[
(|u|+|uh|)r−2]r′

dxdy
) 1

r′
(∫

Ω
|u−uh|rdxdy

) 1
r
(∫

Ω
|vh|rdxdy

) 1
r

≤Cνh2‖vh‖1+Cν‖∇θ‖0‖vh‖1+Cα(‖u‖0,r+‖uh‖0,r)
r−2‖u−uh‖0,r‖vh‖0,r

≤Cνh2‖vh‖1+Cν‖∇θ‖0‖vh‖1+Cα(‖u‖0,r+‖uh‖0,r)
r−2(h2+‖∇θ‖0)‖vh‖1

≤C(ν+α(‖u‖0,r+‖uh‖0,r)
r−2))h2‖vh‖1

+C(ν+α(‖u‖0,r+‖uh‖0,r)
r−2)‖∇θ‖0‖vh‖1

≤Ch2‖vh‖1+C‖∇θ‖0‖vh‖1, (3.10)

where 1
r′+

2
r =1 and we have used interpolation theory and H1(Ω) ↪→Lr(Ω).

Secondly, from Lemma 2.2, it follows that

(∇·vh,p−Jh p)≤Ch2‖p‖2‖vh‖1. (3.11)

Thus, we have from (3.10) and (3.11)

(∇·vh,Jh p−ph)=(∇·vh,Jh p−p)+(∇·vh,p−ph)

≤Ch2‖vh‖1+C‖∇θ‖0‖vh‖1. (3.12)

Substituting (3.12) and (3.8) into (3.9) gives

‖Jh p−ph‖0≤Ch2+Ch‖Jh p−ph‖
1
2
0 , (3.13)

which shows that by applying Young’s inequality

‖Jh p−ph‖0≤Ch2. (3.14)

Taking the above estimate (3.14) into (3.8) implies that

‖∇(Ihu−uh)‖0≤Ch2. (3.15)

By Poincáre inequality, there holds ‖Ihu−uh‖1≤Ch2. The proof is completed.

Remark 3.1. By triangular inequality and interpolation theory [28], the following optimal
error estimate holds

‖u−uh‖1+‖p−ph‖0≤Ch.
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In order to obtain global superconvergence result, we introduce two postprocessing
operators [24]. For the velocity, we define I2h as the piecewise biquadratic Lagrange
interpolation operator associated with T2h. For the pressure, we define J2h as

J2h p∈Q11(τ),
∫

ei

(J2h p−p)dxdy=0, i=1,2,3,4,

where Q11(τ) denotes the space of all polynomials defined on τ of degree≤1 with respect
to each of the two variables x and y.

The following properties have been shown in [24]:
I2hIh =I2h,
‖I2hv‖1≤C‖v‖1, ∀v∈Xh,
‖u−I2hu‖1≤Ch2‖u‖3,


J2hJh =J2h,
‖J2hq‖0≤C‖q‖0, ∀q∈Ph,
‖p−J2h p‖0≤Ch2‖p‖2.

(3.16)

Then, we give the global superconvergence results for velocity u and pressure p in the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose all conditions of Theorem 3.1 are valid. Then

‖u−I2huh‖1+‖p−J2h ph‖0≤Ch2. (3.17)

Proof. From the property (3.16), Theorem 3.1, we have

‖u−I2huh‖1+‖p−J2h ph‖0

≤‖I2h(uh−Ihu)‖1+‖u−I2hIhu‖1+‖J2h(ph−Jh p)‖0+‖p−J2hJh p‖0

≤C‖uh−Ihu‖1+Ch2‖u‖3+C‖ph−Jh p‖0+Ch2‖p‖2≤Ch2.

The proof is completed.

4 Numerical experiment

Since the system is nonlinear, we use the Picard iteration to solve the nonlinear system
and present it as follows:

Step 1. Take the initial value (u0
h,p0

h)∈Xh×Ph, such that{
a0(u0

h,vh)−b(vh,p0
h)=( f ,vh), ∀vh∈Xh,

b(u0
h,qh)=0, ∀qh∈Ph.

Step 2. For `≥0, compute (u`+1
h ,p`+1

h )∈Xh×Ph, such that{
a0(u`+1

h ,vh)+a1(u`
h;u`+1

h ,vh)−b(vh,p`+1
h )=( f ,vh), ∀vh∈Xh,

b(u`+1
h ,qh)=0, ∀qh∈Ph.
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Step 3. For a fixed tolerance ε, stop the iteration if

‖u−uh‖1≤ ε.

Otherwise, set `← `+1 and go to Step 2 to continue the nonlinear iteration.

Let Ω = (0,1)×(0,1) and divide Ω into m×n uniform rectangles with m×n = 8×8,
16×16, 32×32, 64×64, respectively.

Example 4.1. The source term f and the boundary condition are chosen corresponding
to the exact solution (cf. [5, 6]):

u1=−sin2(πx)sin(πy)cos(πy), u2=sin(πx)cos(πx)sin2(πy),
p=sin(πx)cos(πy).

The numerical errors of the velocity u and the pressure p with ν= 1, α= 1e−2, r= 3
are listed in Tables 1-2. Obviously, from Tables 1-2, it can be seen that numerical results
are in agreement with the theoretical analysis, i.e., the convergence rates of ‖u−uh‖1,
‖Ihu−uh‖1, ‖u−I2huh‖1 and ‖p−ph‖0, ‖Jh p−ph‖0, ‖p−J2h ph‖0 are O(h), O(h2) and
O(h2), respectively. At the same time, we also give the graphics of the exact solutions
(u, p) and finite element solutions (uh, ph) on mesh 64×64 (see Fig. 3), which also shows
that the numerical solutions approximate the exact solutions very well.

Table 1: The errors of u with ν=1, α=1e−2, r=3.

m×n 8×8 16×16 32×32 64×64
‖u−uh‖1 5.0290e-01 2.5173e-01 1.2590e-01 6.2956e-02

Order / 0.99838 0.99959 0.99990
‖Ihu−uh‖1 5.3255e-02 1.4239e-02 3.6183e-03 9.0825e-04

Order / 1.9031 1.9764 1.9942
‖u−I2huh‖1 2.0713e-01 5.2792e-02 1.3256e-02 3.3176e-03

Order / 1.9722 1.9936 1.9985

Table 2: The errors of p with ν=1, α=1e−2, r=3.

m×n 8×8 16×16 32×32 64×64
‖p−ph‖0 8.9153e-02 4.1331e-02 2.0200e-02 1.0040e-02

Order / 1.1091 1.0328 1.0086
‖Jh p−ph‖0 3.9957e-02 1.0318e-02 2.5976e-03 6.5049e-04

Order / 1.9532 1.9900 1.9976
‖p−J2h ph‖0 4.6426e-02 1.1302e-02 2.8029e-03 6.9917e-04

Order / 2.0383 2.0116 2.0032
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Figure 3: The graphics on 64×64 with ν=1, α=1e−2, r=3 of Example 4.1.

Example 4.2. The source term f and the boundary condition are chosen corresponding
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to the exact solution (cf. [29]):

u1=(x4−2x3+x2)(4y3−6y2+2y), u2=−(y4−2y3+y2)(4x3−6x2+2x),
p=10(2x−1)(2y−1).

The numerical errors of the velocity u and the pressure p with ν=0.01, α=10, r=2.9
are listed in Tables 3-4. Obviously, from Tables 3-4, it can be seen that numerical results
are in agreement with the theoretical analysis i.e., the convergence rates of ‖u−uh‖1,
‖Ihu−uh‖1, ‖u−I2huh‖1 and ‖p−ph‖0, ‖Jh p−ph‖0, ‖p−J2h ph‖0 are O(h), O(h2) and
O(h2), respectively. At the same time, we also give the graphics of the exact solutions (u,
p) and finite element solutions (uh, ph) on mesh 64×64 (see Fig. 4), which also shows that
the numerical solutions approximate the exact solutions very well.

Table 3: The errors of u with ν=0.01, α=10, r=2.9.

m×n 8×8 16×16 32×32 64×64
‖u−uh‖1 1.5418e-02 7.7142e-03 3.8575e-03 1.9288e-03

Order / 0.99900 0.99986 0.99997
‖Ihu−uh‖1 2.4346e-03 6.4244e-04 1.6272e-04 4.0812e-05

Order / 1.9221 1.9812 1.9953
‖u−I2huh‖1 5.1951e-03 1.2945e-003 3.2304e-04 8.0719e-05

Order / 2.0047 2.0026 2.0007

Table 4: The errors of p with ν=0.01, α=10, r=2.9.

m×n 8×8 16×16 32×32 64×64
‖p−ph‖0 6.0739e-01 2.9692e-01 1.4760e-01 7.3693e-02

Order / 1.0325 1.0084 1.0021
‖Jh p−ph‖0 1.5625e-01 3.9063e-02 9.7656e-03 2.4414e-03

Order / 2.0000 2.0000 2.0000
‖p−J2h ph‖0 2.0833e-01 5.2083e-02 1.3021e-02 3.2552e-03

Order / 2.0000 2.0000 2.0000

Example 4.3. In this example, we consider a lid-driven cavity flow problem [4]. In this
problem, a unit velocity is specified along the entire top surface and zero velocity on the
other surfaces as shown in Fig. 5.

We consider the flow for fixed parameters ν=0.01, r=2.9 and h=1/64 as [4] and take
α=0.1, 0, 1 and 10, respectively. We present the streamline pattern in Fig. 6, which shows
that the results obtained herein are in good agreement with the phenomenon discussed
in [4].

On the other hand, we also consider the flow for fixed parameters α=100, r=2.9 and
h=1/64 as [4] and take ν=0.001, 0.01, 0.1 and 1, respectively. We present the streamline
pattern in Fig. 7, which shows that the effect of damping term increases with the decrease
of viscosity.
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Figure 4: The graphics on 64×64 with ν=0.01, α=10, r=2.9 of Example 4.2.

5 Conclusions

In this work, the superconvergence error analysis is investigated for the Stokes equa-
tions with a low order conforming mixed finite element method (called bilinear-constant
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Figure 5: Model description of Example 4.3.
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Figure 6: The streamline pattern with ν=0.01, r=2.9, h=1/64 and different α.
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Figure 7: The streamline pattern with α=100, r=2.9, h=1/64 and different ν.

scheme [24]). The error analysis is divided into two parts. In the first part, with the
help of the integral identity technique [11, 12, 24, 25] and treating the damping term care-
fully and skillfully, the superclose error estimates for the velocity in H1-norm and the
pressure in L2-norm are derived. Subsequently, in the second part, according to the inter-
polation postprocessing approach, the global superconvergence results for the velocity
in H1-norm and the pressure in L2-norm are obtained effectively. Moreover, some nu-
merical experiments are carried out to support the theoretical analysis. In the future
work, we will focus on the numerical approximations for the time-dependent Navier-
Stokes/Stokes equations with damping by using low order conforming/nonconforming
mixed finite element methods.
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