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Convergence analysis of three semi-discrete numerical schemes

for nonlocal geometric flows including perimeter terms
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Abstract

We present and analyze three distinct semi-discrete schemes for solving nonlocal ge-
ometric flows incorporating perimeter terms. These schemes are based on the finite dif-
ference method, the finite element method, and the finite element method with a specific
tangential motion. We offer rigorous proofs of quadratic convergence under H'-norm for
the first scheme and linear convergence under H!-norm for the latter two schemes. All
error estimates rely on the observation that the error of the nonlocal term can be con-
trolled by the error of the local term. Furthermore, we explore the relationship between
the convergence under L°°-norm and manifold distance. Extensive numerical experiments
are conducted to verify the convergence analysis, and demonstrate the accuracy of our
schemes under various norms for different types of nonlocal flows.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we analyze and establish the convergence result of three distinct numerical
methods for evolving a closed plane curve I'(t) under a nonlocal flow that involves perimeter.
The normal velocity of T'(¢) is determined by the formula

V=(k—=fL)N, (1.1)

where k represents the curvature of the curve, f is a Lipschitz function, L is the perimeter,
and N is the unit inner normal vector. Equation (I.I]) encompasses a wide range of geometric
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flows, including;:

2%, for area-preserving curve shortening flow of simple curves [23] ,
27 ind (I . . .

f(L)= %(), for area-preserving curve shortening flow of nonsimple curves [41],
#, for curve flows with a prescribed rate of change of area [11 39],

where f§ € (—00,00), ind(I") € Z denotes the rational index [19] of a nonsimple curve I'. The
inclusion of an additional nonlocal force, f(L), enables us to control the area change of an

evolving curve. Indeed, by the theorem of turning tangents [19], the rate of area change can
be determined by [13]

0, for f(L)= 2% and simple curves,
%:/V'Ndsz 0 for f():M
dt r ’ L

-8, for f(L)= # and simple curves.

h

and nonsimple curves,

In this paper, we focus on the study of curve evolutions that maintain their topological
characteristics.

In recent years, there has been significant emphasis on the development of theoretical and
modeling frameworks for nonlocal geometric flows. One prominent instance of such work is
the area-preserving curve shortening flow (AP-CSF), which has become vital in the field of
image processing [24] 36l 35] and can be interpreted as a limit of the nonlocal model of the
Ginzburg-Laudau equation [7]. The existence and convergence results of AP-CSF for both
simple and nonsimple closed curve cases have been extensively explored [23], 41]. Moreover,
the study of curve flows with a prescribed rate of change in the enclosed area has arisen in
connection with the investigation of contracting bubbles in fluid mechanics [9, 10, 1I], and
the long-time behavior of such flows has been addressed in [39]. For more comprehensive
theoretical studies related with nonlocal geometric flows, we refer to [8] 25] [38].

Extensive numerical methods have been employed to simulate the AP-CSF and curve
flows with a prescribed rate of change in the enclosed area. Examples of such methods for
the AP-CSF include the finite difference method [29], the MBO method [34], the crystalline
algorithm [40], as well as PFEMs [32] [6]. Additionally, a rescaled spectral collocation scheme
was proposed in [I1]] for closed embedded plane curves with a prescribed rate of change in the
enclosed area. However, there has been relatively little research on the numerical analysis of
these methods. Recently, in [26], the authors proposed a semi-discrete finite element method
for the AP-CSF of simple curves and established its convergence in H'-norm. The nonlocal
nature of the geometric equations presents a major challenge for the error analysis.

In this paper, we propose three numerical schemes for nonlocal geometric flows involving
perimeter (LI]) and give their error estimates. Our main observation is that the difference
between the nonlocal term and its discrete version can be managed through the disparity of
the local term. Specifically, we introduce the following three different types of semi-discrete
schemes:

e Firstly, we employ a finite difference method to discretize the parametrization equation



of (L)

1 0c X Oc X \+ 1
9X = @ag(@—m) - f(L)<|8£—X|) , £es, (1.2)
where S! = [0,27], (a,b)* := (—b,a) denotes a clockwise rotation by 7/2 and the
periodic function X (&,¢) : St x [0,T] — R? is a parameterization of the closed curve
I' ¢ R2. Under certain appropriate assumptions, we demonstrate that the resulting
semi-discrete scheme converges quadratically in the discrete H'-norm as defined in [I5].
The proof is based on a careful Taylor expansion result and an averaged approximation
of the normal vector.

e Secondly, we utilize a finite element method for a natural weak formulation of (L2I).
The derived semi-discrete scheme is based on our previous work on AP-CSF of simple
curves [26]. An H'-optimal error estimate follows from our key observation mentioned
above.

e Thirdly, we introduce an artificial tangential motion and apply a finite element method
for an alternative parametrization of the geometric equation

v — (DN (1.3)

This form of reparametrization was initially proposed by Deckelnick and Dziuk for the
curve shortening flow [I2] to improve the mesh quality during evolution. It was later
interpreted as a DeTurck trick by Elliot and Fritz in [22]. Recently, the DeTurck trick
has been further applied to various geometric flows such as elastic flow [33], anisotropic
curve shortening flow [I7, (16, [14] and fourth-order flows [I8]. We emphasize that we
have successfully extended the DeTurck trick to the general nonlocal flow case. The
resulting semi-discrete scheme yields an asymptotic equidistribution property, as well
as an H'-optimal error estimate.

As a byporduct, we further explore the convergence of the schemes under manifold dis-
tance, a topic extensively discussed in the numerical computation community [4) [5] [42] 27, 2§].
We prove that, for simple curves, convergence in the function L*°-norm implies convergence
under the manifold distance. Moreover, we prove an optimal convergence of the finite differ-
ence scheme under the manifold distance.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly introduce the
mathematical notations. In Section 3, we propose the semi-discrete schemes and provide
the error estimates for the finite difference method. In Section 4, we consider the finite
element method, and the finite element method with a tangential motion. Section 5 aims to
establishing a connection between the convergence of the manifold distance and L®-norm.
Section 6 presents extensive numerical experiments for the three different numerical schemes
and various types of nonlocal flows. The numerical results demonstrate our convergence
analysis results in both the H'-norm and the manifold distance. Moreover, a better mesh
quality is achieved for the finite element method with the aid of tangential motions. Finally,
we draw some conclusions in Section 7.



2 Notations

Throughout the paper, we denote the quantities related to the real solution and discrete
solution by capital and lower-case letters, respectively. Specifically, for the solution of (L2I),
we denote T = gg—; and V' = T by the tangent and inner normal of the curve, respectively.

Thus (L2) can be simply written as

1

X=_—
OX = 5]

BT — (DN, €eS%  X(£,0) = X°(). (2.1)

Direct computation gives
Op|0e X | = 00X - T = 0e(0 X -T) — 0, X - 0T = —|8§X||815X|2 — f(L)]|0e X0 X - N. (2.2)

For spatial discretization, we utilize a uniform mesh, where the equidistributed grid points
Gy = {&,...,én} C St are given by & = jh,j =0,...,N for h = 2r/N with N > 2. We
use a periodic index, i.e., a; = aj+n when involved. Denote X; = X(§;), Xj = 0, X (&), and

set
Xj — Xj—l
)

Qj
Let zp, : G, — R? be a grid function. We define the discrete length element g;, the discrete

tangent 7; and normal n; as

r; —Ti_q
g = lzj —zjal, 7= %, nj=Ti, (2.3)
J

where z; = 5,(§;) denotes the vertex of the polygon that approximates the curve. Denote

N
I, = >~ gqj by the perimeter of the polygon. Throughout the article, we denote C' by a general
j=1
constant which is independent of the mesh size h and might vary from line to line.

(Assumption 2.1) Suppose that the solution of (L2) satisfies X € C* ([0,T],C*(S')),
ie.,

K1(X) = | X|lero,11,0451)) < 00,

and there exist constants 0 < C7 < Cy such that
C1 < [0eX (&) < Cay ¥ (4,1) €S x [0,7T]. (2.4)
Under this assumption, we have the following results, which have been established in [I5].

Lemma 2.1 [15, Lemmas 3.1, 3.3] Under Assumption 2.1, there exists hy > 0 such that for
0 < h < hg, we have

Qj + Qi1

C1 <Qj/h < Cy, 57,

=10:X (&) + O(h?), (2.5a)

T+ Tis1 =2T(&) +O(h?), T;==(T(&)+T(E-1)) +Oh?), (2.5b)

N —



Tit1 = T; Xjr — X

1
T 0cT () +O(h?), T = 5 (00X () + 00 X (1)) +0(h?), (2.5¢)
2
L= NE)| € =——=—(ITj = 7| + |Ti1 — Tj11]) + Ch?, 2.5d
Ti+1/2 &)] < T+ Tl (75 = 75| + | Tj+1 — 7j410) (2.5d)
where Ty /9 1= ;ji:ji‘ represents the averaged vertex tangent.

For a grid function u : G, — R?, we define the backward difference quotient as

Su = % j=1,....N.

Moreover, to measure the error, we introduce the following discrete norms:

N 1 N 1
gz, = (B3 Nusl2) s iy = (A D0 (g + 0 ) ) . (2.6)
j=1 j=1

3 Finite difference method

In this section, we utilize a finite difference method to solve the equation (L2]).

Definition 3.1 A semi-discrete finite difference approximation of ([L2) is to find a grid
function zy, : Gy, x [0,T] — R? such that
2 1 : 0
= ——— (Tj41 — 75) — fn)T; in (0,T7]; z;(0) = X7 (&5)- 3.1
PO (741 = 75) = FIn) T30 2 (0, 7] 5(0) (&) (3.1)
Theorem 3.2 Let X (&,t) be a solution of (L2)) satisfying Assumption 2.1. Then there
exists hg > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg, there exists a unique finite difference semi-discrete

Zj

solution xp(t) in the sense of BI). Furthermore, we have the following error estimate

sup [|X(8) — zn(t)|l gy, < CH?, (3.2)

where the constants hy, C' depend on Cy,Cq, K1(X),T and f.
First, we compute the evolution equation for the discrete length g;.

Lemma 3.3 Suppose x;, is the finite difference semi-discrete solution in the sense of (B.),
then we have

Gy U [P D P B ()i S (1) g = 0. (3)

Proof  We begin by computing ¢; as

Gy = (&) —&j-1) - 75

2 i 2 1
= (o (1 = 1) = F Ty = o (5= o) 4 )7
2 2
= (1T =) = )Ty T ——— (=T m1) F )Ty T
G+ G (75 - Tjm1 ) = f(In) j+1/2 773 G+ a1 ( 5+ Tj—1) + f(n) j—1/2 75
2 2
= (1T = 1) = f)TE gy T ——— (1 o1 — 1) — fl)TE T
(]j“‘q]‘+1(] J+l ) = f(ln) j+1/2° 7 q]'+qj_1(J J—1 ) f(h)J 1/2 7151
= J; + Jj1, (3.4)



where for the last second equality, we have employed the property
1 1L 1L 1
Tisye T =T/ |mi+ Tl T = =T T T A Tl = =T T e (3.5)
Multiplying B.1) by %f(lh)zﬁrl/z, we obtain

G0 p(1y)rt gy -y + I P 1) — () g T =0,

4 4 2
which can be simplified as
qj + qj+1 . qj + qj+1
%f(lh)ﬁjh/z T+ %f(lh)2 + f(lh)leH/2 -1 =0, (3.6)
by using ([B35]). Combining (B1]) and [B.4]), we get
2 1
Jj = PR <—§\Tj - Tj+1’2> — FUn)Ti51 0 - )
. 2(qi+ g1 1
45 T gj+1 (. .
Z—J—Zﬁ4O%P+2ﬂmﬁﬁuywr+ﬂhf>—f@@ﬁbﬂ’w
qj + qj+1, . qj + qj+1 . 9t g4
= —%\%’\2 - %f(lh)7ﬁ1/2 Ty — %f(lh)2 — f)Tj51y2 - T
qj + Qi1 . qj + qj4+1 .
= _%mﬁ _ %f(lh)Tﬁ_l/Q 5.
Plugging this into ([34) yields ([B.3]), and the proof is completed. O

Proof [Proof of Theorem [3.2] We define

T — sup{t €10,7T] : xy, solves [BI) with % < 5 < 20y, ]:HllaXN|7;(t) —7;(t)] < h%}.
(3.7)

Clearly T* > 0. Noticing the nonlinear terms in (B.I]) are locally Lipschitz with respect to
xj, we get local existence and uniqueness using standard ODE theory. Furthermore, since
¢;(0) = Q;(0) and 7;(0) = 7;(0), the desired estimate also holds by continuity. By ([B.7) and
the Lipschitz continuity of f, we have V ¢t € [0,T%],

2rCy < L <21Co, w0y <1, <4nCy,  |f(L)| < C, (3.8)

where C' is a constant depending on C7,C5 and f. We claim that there exists a constant
h1 > 0 such that for 0 < h < hq, it holds

max |z;(t) <C, Vtel0,T"], (3.9)

]:17"'7

where C' depends on C1,C5 and f. Indeed, by (B1)), (Z5d), B7) and ([B:8]), we obtain

2 ) |2
i <2 (Tjt1—75) +2‘f(lh)7jl+1/2‘ <C % +C

q; + qj+1

§0<M

i +

2 2
m;ﬁlﬁmm—ml) +O<C




Moreover, based on (2.5D]), we have
min [T + Tyl > 1. (3.10)

when h is sufficiently small. Define the truncation error as
2

Qj+ Qi+

ﬁj — Qj + iji-i-Qj |Xj_1|2 + Qj+4Qj+1 |Xj|2

+ QR (L)X N (Ejor) + DD R0 X N (). (3.12)

Rj=Xj - (Tjr1 = T) + FILN(E), (3.11)

(1). Estimates of the truncation error Rj,ﬁj. Employing (L2), (Z5al) and (Z5d), one gets
2
0,10 (Tj+1 = T3) + F(LN (&)
1
19X ()] + O(h?)
; 1
— - O h2 - (d . 19) h2 . (3.13)
X X&)l (1+0(?) - (9T (&) +O(h?)) + F(L)N(&)
. 1
=X; — =0T (& L )+ O(h?
J |8§X(£])| 57-(5])"’_]0( )N(§])+ ( )
= O(h?).
Similarly, applying (2.2)), (2.5h) and (2.5d), we derive
Q= (Xj - Xj—l) -Tj

= 200X (& 1) + 09X (E) - (T(&) + T( 1)) + O(1)

Ri=X;—

~ X,

(0T (&) + Oh?)) + FLIN(E)

h h
= §3t3§X(5j—1) T (&-1) + §3t3§X(5j) T (&) + O(h?)

= L (IXNAXP (&) — FLIOXI(E)AX (& 1) - N (&)

+ o (X DXE) ~ FLIGXIEAX(E) - N(ED) +O0)

which together with ([2:5al) implies

Qj-1+Q;
4

F Uk N + DI ), () = o).

5 : - Q;+Q;
R;=Q;+ X1+ %

X
(3.14)

(2). Stability. Denote e;(t) = X;(t) — x;(t). Subtracting [BI]) from (BII), one gets
_ Tt — i) — (T5 — 7
G+ Gt (Tj41 = 7j41) = (T; — 7))

= — F() (N(&) = Tiaj2) = (D) = 1) i

(g5 — Qj) + (gj+1 — Qj+1)
(Qj + Qj11)(gj + qj11)
= [+ I+ +1.

€j

+2

(Ti41 = Tj) +R;



Multiplying both sides with %(qj +¢j+1)€é; and summing together over all j =1,..., N,
we obtain

N

4 N
5qu+qy+1 652 =3 (T —7500) = (T = 7)) &5 = D 3 =g+ g4 IF - 5.

j=1 k=1 j=1

—_
—_

[\D

Applying [B7), Young’s inequality, Assumption 2.1 and (Z5al), we arrive at

WE

(Tj41 = 7j41) = (Tj — 715)) - &5
1

<.
Il

I
N —
CL|;L
TMZ

oI7; - muhZ(@]qu, 0T = 7+ 5 (0%, T) T = P

L 02( ) +qjm—n|2),

where for the first equality, we used the result in [I5] (cf. page 9 in [I5]). Employing

@A), B7), BI), BI0) and Young’s inequality, we get

vV
| =
s
'MZ

1

<
Il

IN

N N
g . :
Zw;;.ej ChY IN(&) =75 llé]

j=1 7j=1

N
T =7l +eh Y le)> + Cle)n®.
j=1

Similarly, using (Z5al), (Z5d), Young’s inequality and (BI3]), one obtains

< C(e)h

IWE

;_\

ZE q; +QJ+1 i < CZ |Q] Qj| + |Q]+1 QJ+1|)|63|
j=1 j=1
N
§5h2|€j|2 Z|Q] _QJ|2
j:l

(¢ +qjr) I} - ¢ < ehz &;]% + C(e)h™.
7j=1

| =

<
Il
—

It remains to estimate the term related to [ J2 Firstly we estimate the error of the



perimeter by applying the trapezoidal quadrature formula and (2.5al)

gt g
L—1|= X| de — 4 T A+l
! | jglﬁ% | d¢ 2_ 5

N
_ thagxy &) +O0(1?) Zq3+q3+1
= (3.15)
Q; + Qg+1 2y N~ %t i+
Z +0(h?) ; 5

Jj=1

=

< |Qj—(]j|+0h2.
j=1

This immediately yields

’i

N N
25 g5+ qj41)15 - €5 < Chz; L — lllé;] < Ce)IL — iy +€h2 &1
j= i= i=

2

N N
YIQi—qil | +CEh* +eh > ¢l
j=1

=1

N N
1 .
E)E d 1Q; — giI> + C(e)h* +2h Y ;).

j=1 j=1

By combining the above inequalities, (8.7]) and choosing ¢ to be sufficiently small, we
are led to

hZ\eJF dtZ%‘T TJ‘2<Ch4+Cz< +QJ‘T_T]’2>

Through integration and utilizing Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

t N N t N
1
/ h E €)% ds + sup E 4| T; — 1> < Ch* + C/ 7 E (Q; —q;)* ds,  (3.16)
0 : 0<s<t’; 0 :

for 0 <t < T*, where C is a constant depending on C1,Co, K1(X),T and f.

. Length difference estimate. By using (89]) and 3I5), we can derive the following

estimates

N
(J51* = |X5%) < (5] + X525 — X1 < Clegl,  fn) — F(L) <C Y 1Q; — g5 + Ch”.
i=1

Subtracting (B.I12) from (B.3]), integrating from 0 to ¢, and applying (25d) together



with the above estimate, we get
Q- gl /|@j—qj<>ds+|@y—qj|<>
SC'/O 9 — Q] +1gj+1 — Qj+1] +[gj—1 — Qj-1 ds
t
+Ch [ ry = T+ Iryea = Tl 4o = T ds
0
t N t t
+Ch/ Z|Qj—qj| d8+0h3+0h/ |éj—1|+|éj| dS—l—/ |R]| ds.
04 0 0
j=1

This together with (3I4) yields
|
EZ <c/ hZ\eJ\ ds+C/ Z
+c/ th — 7% ds + Ch*.
Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get
1
Ez <C/ hZ\eJ\ ds+C/ Zq]!T | ds + Ch*
< c/ hZ\éj\2 ds +C sup qun; _nPeCrt 37
0o ‘= 0<s<t 5=

t 1 N
<onig c/ LY@ - 0y (s)ds,

where for the last inequality we utilized (8I6]). Hence Gronwall’s inequality gives

N
(Qj—q)*(t) <Ch*, 0<t<T" (3.18)
1

SIS

J
This together with ([B.16]) implies

N

T*
/ BYCI6E s+ sup Zq]|T 2 < ot (3.19)
0

7j=1

Now we are ready to complete the proof by a continuity argument. It follows from (3.19])
that there exists hy > 0 such that when h < hs,

D=
>
o

T — l(8) (th—m 0)* <cntn < 0<t<T

10



On the other hand, it can be easily derived from (B.I8]) that
Q1) —gj()] <CH*2, 0<t<T",
which together with ([2.5al) yields
2C) < qj(t)/h < 3Cy, h < hs.

By continuity we can extend T such that

Aot

C q;(t)
7S <20 max [T5(0) - ()] < b

This contradicts (8.17) if 7% < T'. Therefore, T* = T'. As for the estimate of e;, we first notice

QT —m) (@ —4j)
h h

Recalling (BI8) and (BI9), we immediately get
N ¢ N
hY el < 0/ hYlei*ds < Cn,
j=1 0 j=1

- - Q) — )’
hY loeP <Cn <|Tj — >+ %) < Ch*,
j=1 j=1

56]':5Xj—5$j: Tj.

which yields

N

1
1X() = an (@), = (0D (sl +10¢;2))* < Cn? 0<t<T,
j=1
and the proof is completed by taking hg = min{hq, ho, hs}. O

4 Finite element methods

In this section, we present two finite element methods based on different formulations and
establish their error estimates. The parametrization (L2]) naturally leads to a weak formula-
tion: for any v € (H'(S'))?, it holds

/ 10 X|0,X v d¢ +/ T - Oev d¢ +/ F(L)(0eX): v dE = 0. (4.1)
st st St

For spatial discretization, let 0 = & < & < ... < &x = 27 be a partition of S'. We denote
h; =& — &j—1 as the length of the interval I; := [{;_1,§;] and h = max h;. We assume that
J

the partition and the exact solution are regular in the following senses, respectively:

(Assumption 4.1) There exist constants ¢, and cp such that

minhj > cph,  |hjy1 —hj| <ceph?, 1< j<N.
J

11



(Assumption 4.2) Suppose the solution of ([Z) satisfies X € W' ([0,T], H*(S')),
i.e.,

Ka(X) := [ Xlw.ee o1, 12(81)) < 005
and there exist constants 0 < C < Cy such that (2.4]) holds.

We define the following finite element space consisting of piecewise linear functions satis-
fying periodic boundary conditions:

Vi={veCES R v|;, € P(I;), 1<j<N, v(&)=uv(n)},

where P; denotes all polynomials with degrees at most 1. For any continuous function v €

C(S',R?), the linear interpolation Iv € V}, is uniquely determined through I,v(¢;) = v(§;)
N

forall 1 < j < N and can be explicitly written as Iyv(§) = Y v(&;)¢;(§), where ¢, represents

=1

J_
the standard Lagrange basis function satisfying ¢; (&) = ;5.

4.1 FEM with only the normal motion

In this part, we present a finite element method based on the original parametrization (L2]).

Definition 4.1 We call a function
N
zh(6,t) =D xi(t)p;(€) : S' x [0,T] — R? (4.2)
j=1
is a semi-discrete solution of (I3) if it satisfies x1,(€,0) = I, X° and for all vy, € Vj,, it holds
h2
/51 qnOyry - vp d€ + /S1 Th - Ogup, A€ + /S1 %3@% ~Ogup, €+ /S1 FUn)Ogzn)™ - vy A =0,

(4.3)
where

N N
q; Ocxp, Ti— Ti_q
g = |Oczn| = h_]'XIj, Tho= e — S 2, (4.4)
j

j=1 |8€xh| =1 q;

represent the discrete length element and unit tangent vector, respectively, l, represents the
N

perimeter of the evolved polygon with vertices xj, and h = ) hjx;, with x being the charac-
i=1

J
teristic function.

2
Remark 4.2 Compared to the original formulation {&I), here an extra term [, b ‘%mh@g@wh'
Ogvp, € is introduced in ([@3), which reduces to the so-called mass-lumped scheme (@I).

Clearly this term does not affect the convergence order for a linear finite element method.

As was interpreted in [26, [21)], this mass-lumped version can preserve the length shortening
property for the CSF/AP-CSF, which was missing for the original formula.

12



Taking vy, = (¢;,0) and v, = (0, ;) for j =1,..., N in ([@3), we are led to the following
2N ordinary differential equations:

q; + qj+1 .
%%’ =Tjp1 — 75 — Fln)(Tjp1 — 2j-1) T, (4.5)

where 7; is the discrete tangent defined as ([23]). Furthermore, we have the following identities

Gj=———|\1jp1— 71| ———— 11— 7"+ 71 (rj —7j-1) (4.6)

! 4+ a1’ ! 4+’ ! S

qj + qj+1, . 4 tq-1,.
— BB gy S Py (), (@)
where for simplicity we denote
njqj + nj+145+1

ri=—f(lp) -2 . 4.8
j = ) T (45)

Theorem 4.3 Let X (&,t) be a solution of ([(L2) satisfying Assumption 4.2. Assume that the
partition of S' satisfies Assumption 4.1. Then there exists hg > 0 such that for all0 < h < hq,
there exists a unique semi-discrete solution xy for ([L3)). Furthermore, the solution satisfies

T
/ 10:X — Opp||32dt + sup | X —ap||3: < Oh?, (4.9)
0 te€[0,7

where hg and C depend on c,,cp,C1,C2, T, Ko(X) and f.
Before presenting the proof of Theorem H.3] we first list a lemma which will be used later.
Lemma 4.4 [26, Lemma 4.2] Under Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2, suppose further
LT = ande+ 10X]  anlize < 02,V te 0,77,
then there exists a constant hg such that for any 0 < h < hgy, we have

iIglf qn > 3C1/4, and supgq <3Cy/2, Vtel0,T7],
3

where Cy and Co are the lower and upper bounds of |0¢X| shown in (2Z4]).

Proof Similar to the proof of Theorem B.2] we apply the continuity argument. Define

T* =sup{t € [0,T] : (@3) has a unique solution z; and infgqy > C1/2, supgq, < 2Cs}.
(4.10)
Since the nonlinear terms in () are locally Lipschitz with respect to z;, the local existence
and uniqueness follow from standard ODE theory, and thus 7* > 0. Moreover, due to the
Lipschitz property of f and Assumption ([@I0), for any ¢t € [0,7*], it holds that

21Cy < L <2wCq, wCy <l <4nCy, |f(L)| <C, (4.11)

where C' is a constant depending on C4, Csy, f.
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(1) Stability. Taking the difference between (@Il and ([@3]), and choosing vy, = I(9; X) —
Orxp, € Vi, we get

/Sl ‘8tX — at%hPthf + /gl (T - Th) (858tX — 858t1'h) df
2

h
_ / 0 (an 19X (10X — ) € + / B Dy - O (10X — D) de
S

st
i /g an(OX = Open) - (O X — In0, X)dE + /S (T —7h) - (0e0: X — 91,0, X) dé

+ /Sl f(L) (85X - agxh)J_ Oy, — 10y X) d€

+ /S1 <f(L) - f(lh)> (Oexn)® - (Osxn — WO X)AE =2 Ty + Jo+ Js+ Ja+ Js + Jo.

The estimates of the second term on the left side and J; for 1 < j < 4 can be found in
[21, Lemma 5.1] or [26] Lemma 4.1], which can be summarized as follows:

/1 (T — 1) - (agatX — 858txh) d§
S
1d
= §&</Sl T = mlPand€ ) = CloaX 1 ( /S T = 7 Pande + 106X = a2
Ji+Jo+J3+Js < 6/1 |0 X — atXh|2 qndé + C(e) ||atX||?;oo |10 X | — QhH%?
S
L CEROX 2 + C / T — 74l2gnde,
Sl

where € is a generic positive constant which will be chosen later. For J; and Jg, in view
of the Lipschitz property of f, (A1), and the identity

10:X — Ogwnl® = (10:X| — qn)* + |0 X |an| T — |, (4.12)

applying similar techniques in [28] (cf. proof of Lemma 4.1), we can get
Js = /S FE) (06X — Bt (00X — 1 X) dg
n /S FE)@X — Ogra)* - (Dpen — 01X dg
< Cl0eXl e [ 1T =l andé +C [ (06X] - @nPde + CRYOX
+C(e) [0 X | oo /S1 T — m]” qud€ + C(e)]||0e X | — qnl%2 + E/Sl |0y, — 0 X |* gnde,
Jo= [ (F() = FW)) (G- 01X = 1,01 X) dg
+ /Sl (F(L) = f(n)) Bean)™ - (Bpan — 9, X) dE
< OIL = ]2 + C|0X — 10X |22 + C(E)|L — I + a/gl an 10yn — DX de

< CENEX| = anlfs + CHIOX s+ = [ an 10— 00X .
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Here we use the inequalities |L — Iy]? < [|[0:X| — qn||3, < C|||0eX| — qn||32. Combining
all the above estimates, we are led to

/Sl ‘8tX — 8ta;h]2qhd§ + 5@/ ‘T— Th’2qhd§ < 46/ ]Z?tX ata;h] qhdf

CE)h?0:X 32 + Cle, K2 (X0 X| = a7z + C(e, K2(X)) /S1 |7 — 7l andé.

Choosing € small enough, integrating both sides with respect to time from 0 to ¢t and
applying Gronwall’s argument, we arrive at

t t
/ 0,X — By 2qndeds + sup / T — maPande < C / 110X — ql|22ds + Ch2,
0 1 0

0<s<t
(4.13)
where C'is a constant depending on ¢,, cp, Cy, Co, T', K2(X) and f.

(2) Length difference estimate. Applying the Lipschitz property of f and (@II), a mild
modification of the proof of [26, Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.4] enables us to establish the
same length difference estimate as in [26]:

t t
0|~ <€ [ [ 10X — 0P andgas + ¢ [ [ 17— qudeds + 2
0 Jst 0 JS
(4.14)
where C' depends on ¢, cp, C1, Ca, T', K2(X) and f. For the details, we refer to [26].

Combining (£13]) and ([@.I4)), employing Gronwall’s inequality, we derive

t
/ 0, X — Oy |* qrdéds + sup \7'— m|? qudé < Ch%, Vte[0,T7], (4.15)
0 0<s<t

which together with ([£14]) yields
110X | = a2 < Ch2.

Applying Lemma 4], there exists hy > 0 depending on ¢p, cp, C1, Ca, T, K2(X) such that for
any 0 < h < hg, we have

inf g, > 3Cy/4, and supgqy < 3Cy/2, te€]0,T"].

By standard ODE theory, we can uniquely extend the above semi-discrete solution in a
neighborhood of T*, and thus 7% = T'. The estimate (@3] can be concluded similarly as in

[26] Theorem 2.5] by integration, (£I2]) and (ZI5):

X = anle O = [ X~ e+ [ 106X — Ot
<2 [ ([ 0 s e 421X BXONa + 10X - anlfa + [ 1T e Xlance
< 2/81 T/Ot |0, X — Opzp,|>dsdé + Ch? < Ch?,

and the proof is completed. O
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4.2 FEM with tangential motions

The aforementioned methods are developed based on the equation (LI]) and only normal
motion is allowed. They might suffer from the fact that the mesh will have inhomogeneous
properties during the evolution, for instance, some nodes may cluster and the mesh may
become distorted. This will lead to instability and even the breakdown of the simulation. To
address this challenge, various techniques have been proposed to improve the mesh quality
for evolving various types of geometric flows in the literature, such as mesh redistribution [3],
and the introduction of artificial tangential velocity [6l, 20 B0, [37].

In this subsection, to achieve equipartition property for long-time evolution, we derive
another formulation of (II) by introducing a tangential velocity. We consider the equation

X = (k= f(L)N +~+(X)T,

where A/, T are the unit normal vector and tangent vector respectively, and ~ is the tangential
velocity to be determined. It is important to note that the presence of tangential velocity has
no impact on the shape of evolving curves [12], 22], and suitable choices of tangential velocity
may help the redistribution of mesh points [31, B0, 37]. As mentioned in the introduction,
inspired by the work of [12], 22] for curve shortening flow, we consider an explicit tangential
velocity given by
) = X
X |

More generally, for a fixed parameter 0 < o < 1, we consider a series of reparametrizations
X, which are determined by

_ O Xa
a@tXa + (1 - Oé)(atXa : ./\/)N - |85Xa|2

— [N Xa(8,0) = X°(¢). (4.16)
Below we provide three justifications for ([£.10]).

(i) The solution X, of the evolution equation ([LIG) has the same shape as the standard
parametrization equation (L2) since they share the same normal velocity

atXa . N = aatXa . N + (1 - a)@tXa . N

_ (&ij‘? CA(X)T — f(L)/\/> N
= (e (o)~ Fow)
=r— f(L),

where we note that the curvature x and perimeter L are geometric quantities indepen-
dent of the parametrization.

(ii) The evolution of (£I6]) has asymptotic equidistribution property in a continuous level.
More precisely, suppose X¢ is the equilibrium of ([@I4), i.e., 9; XS = 0, then formally
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we have

Dee X3
|0 X 5|2

0010 X| = ke T = (PS8 — HDIN) - e XEPT =0,

which means the equilibrium has constant arc-length. This leads us to expect that
the corresponding numerical solution for (£I6) has equidistributed mesh points for
long-time evolution.

(iii) As explained in [22] Section 8], we can write the standard parametrization equation

(L2) as
XX = Arx)X — f(L)N,

where I'[X] is the image of X and Arp(xj is the Laplace-Beltrami operator over the
curve T'[X]. The DeTurck’s trick for operator Appx) maintains the normal term f(L)N
unaffected and leads to (£I0). In this aspect, the nonlocal flows can be viewed as a
natural generalization of [22, Section 8].

Next we present a finite element method for @I6]). For fixed o, multiplying |9 X|? for
both sides of ([@I6]) (below we omit the subscript « for simplicity), we obtain the following
weak formulation: for any v € (H'(S1))?2, it holds

/ 0 X > (@0 X + (1 — &) (9, X - N)N) - vd€ +/ O X - Ogvd€ + / F(D)|0eX PN - vd€ = 0.
St st St

(4.17)
We use the same spatial discretization for S! as in the last subsection and assume it satisfies
Assumption 4.1. We further assume the exact solution of (£I0]) is regular in the following
sense.

(Assumption 4.3) Suppose that the solution of (@I6]) with an initial value X° € H?(S')
satisfies X € Wb ([0, 7], H*(S')), i.e.,
Ky(X) = ||XHW1’°°([0,T],H2(81)) < 09,

and there exist constants 0 < C; < Cy such that (2Z4]) holds.
N

Definition 4.5 We call a function zp(&,t) = 3 zj(t)p;(€) + St x [0,T] — R? is a semi-
j=1

discrete solution of [{-10) if it satisfies 1 (£,0) = I, X° and

/ O] (adyzn+(1—a) (Bpzn-np)np)-vn d£+/ O¢xp,-Ocvp, d£+/ FU)|Oexn|*np vy d€ = 0,
St St St

(4.18)
for any v, € Vi, where ny, = 7'hL represents the piecewise unit normal vector.

Theorem 4.6 Let X (&,t) be a solution of ([AI6) satisfying Assumption 4.3. Assume that
the partition of S satisfies Assumption 4.1. Then there exists hg > 0 such that for all
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0 < h < hg, there exists a unique semi-discrete solution xy for ([AIR]). Furthermore, the
solution satisfies

T T
sup |X — znl2 + a/ 18:X — Byn|Ze dt + (1 — a) / I - (9X — By |22 dt
te[0,7 0 0

< CTh? + CeMT/op?,

where hg, C' and M depend on ¢,, cp, C1, Co, Ko(X), and f.

Proof Fix a € (0,1]. We consider a Banach space Z;, = C([0,T],V},) equipped with the
norm

lvnllz, == sup [[vn(t)|z2,  vn € Zp,
t€[0,T

and a nonempty closed convex subset By, of Zj, defined by

By, = {vh € Zp| sup e_Mt/aH(ﬁgX - 8§vh)(t)||%2 < K?h? and vp(+,0) = IhXO(-)}, (4.19)
te[0,7

where M, K > 0 are constants that will be determined later. For any uj, € By, applying
interpolation error, inverse inequality and (£I9]), one can easily derive

(0 X — Oun)()||Loe < 10X — InOX)(t)| oo + [[(InOc X — OgLpun)(t)||Loe
< CW'P 4 O V21006 X — Dgup) (8)]] .2
< CY? 4+ Ch™ 2 ([ X = 1ndeX) (1) 12 + (9 X — Dgun) (£)]]2)
<R (14 e5K).

It follows from Assumption 4.3 that there exists a constant hg > 0 depending on «, M,
K, T, K5(X) such that for any 0 < h < hg, we have

llglf \85uh\ > C1/2, sup ]E?guh] < 2C2. (4.20)
3

Setting ¢j, = |0¢up| and denoting l; as the perimeter of wy, due to the Lipschitz property of
f, it holds that

2mC) < L < 21Cy, w0y <l <4nCy, |f(ln)| <C, (4.21)

where C'is a constant depending on C,Cs and f. We define a continuous map F : By, — Z,
as follows. For any u, € Bj, we define y; as the unique solution of the following linear
equation:

[ ¥+ (= )@un - TR o e+ [ Dean - deon e
St !
- (4.22)
+ /1 f(lh)cjﬁ(agyh)l copdE =0, Vo, €V,
S

L
with initial data y;,(0) = I, X°, where 1, = ( Ogun ) '

|0gup|
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(1) Length difference estimate for up € By. Applying ([{I9) and the triangle inequality, we
obtain

110X | = @) (Ol 2 < (%X — deun)(B)l 2 < KheMVE) o<t <T.  (4.23)

(2) Stability estimate for y, € Z. Taking v = v, in (I7) and subtracting ([@.22]) from
@I7), we get

[ 82 @00 = 0in) - -+ (1 = 0) (00X = Ougn) - Tl )
+/ (0cX — Ocyn) - Ogvp, A€
Sl
= [ @2 = eXP)@0X -+ (1= @)X ) - 1) de
+(1=a) [ XX - (= M- un) + (B - ) = A 1)
—f(L)|0eX @) (0:X) vy, d
+ [ (~H@I0X]+ £0)0) (06X)* - un de
= [ 7@ (X0 = @cn)*) - on A6 =2yt o+ T+

Choosing vy, = I,(0;X) — Oyyp, € Vp, the estimates of the left-hand hand side and Jy, Jo
can be found in [22], (3.7)], which can be summarized as

d C? C? _
&H%X — OeynllFe + glaH@tX — Oyynl|72 + 71(1 —a)|[7n - (X — Ouyn) |13

< Ch* (14 |0:X[|%2) + |0: X — Deynl|2s + Ch2K2eMY Jo 2| J5] + 2| Ju].
(4.24)

For the terms of J3 and Jy, in view of the Lipschitz property of f and the inequality
L= Il < ClIOX| = Gl 2,
applying (£20), (£21)), (£23) and Young’s inequality, we get
1l =| [ (=500 + 1) 106X10X ) e~ [ 1) (1061 = @) 0e)* - un e
<0 /S L= BI(10(00) X + [0 — aun) d

+C [ 10X1 = @1 (1.(00X) = 0.X |+ 10X — D) e

< Ch|L = |10:X |1 + CIL — D[1|0:X — Opynll 2

+ Chll[0 X| = anll 2 0: X | + Cl10e X[ — anllr2l|0:X — Oeynl 12
< CKea h||0:X — Oyl g2 + CKe2s h2|0,X]|
- C(e)eMt/ e 2p?
- 4o

+eal|0:X — Oyl 72 + ah?(|0 X |51,
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and

il =| [ 2 (06X = @an)*) - o
< Chl|0¢X — Ogynll 210 X | + CllOg X — Oeynl| 21|06 X — Orynl| L2
C(e)

< 10X — Oeynl72 + CR?[0:X |70 + 2o 10X — Ocynll 72 + €all0eX — Opynl[72-

Combining all the above estimate and taking € small enough, we obtain

d s | CF 2 | OF — 2
19X — Oeynlize + 75 AllOX — Oeynllz + (1 — a)lln - (X — Beyn)ll7
< Ch*+ C(1+1/a)||0c X — deyn||22 + Ch2K2eMY a,

(4.25)

where C' depends on ¢, cp, C1, Ca, T, K5(X), and f. This directly gives

d
%X - Oeynliz < Ch*+ C(1+1/0)[0eX — dgynl7z + O KM Ja.
Thus we get

106X (£) — Deun ()3
t
< 10X — Dyn (0)[[32eC0F D + COn? / COTD) (14 K2eM/ ) ds
0

C(A+2)t,2 2 2e%t — OO+
<C a/th CK*h"————
= e * M—-Cl+a)
which yields

CK?h?

— a _M_C
€ Mt/ HagX - E?gth%z < Ch2€( a+a+c)t + m

< K%n?, (4.26)

if we select M > 3C + Ca and K? > 2C. Hence, by plugging ([#20) into (23],
integrating from 0 to T', we arrive at

T T
max 10X — deunlita +a [ 100X = it dt+ (=) [ 7 @X — o)
) 0 0

T
< C(1+T)h* + CK?*n*(1 + 1/a)/ eMs/ads
0
< CA+T)h + K2h*(eMT/* — 1) < oTh? + ceMT/n?, (4.27)
where C' and M are constants depending on ¢, cp, K2(X), C1,Cy and f.

Now we complete the proof by applying Schauder’s fixed point theorem for F. Indeed, it

follows from assumption ([@I9) and ([{.26]) that F'(By) C Byp. Furthermore, it can be easily
derived from ([@27) and the assumption yy(0) = I, X° that lynllwr2qo,m,v,) < €, which,
together with the Sobolev embedding, implies that the inclusion F(Bj) C By is compact.
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Thus, by Schauder’s fixed point theorem (c.f. [22] Theorem 3.1]), there exists a fixed point
xp, for ([A22]) that satisfies F'(xp) = xp,, which is the desired semi-discrete solution. Moreover,
the estimate (4.27) also holds for the solution zy,.

To address the uniqueness, it is important to recognize that ([I8]) constitutes a nonlinear
ODE system for ;. Consequently, the uniqueness of x;, is assured by nonlinear ODE theory.
It’s evident that ) serves as a semi-discrete solution of (£I8]) and thus aligns with the
corresponding estimate. U

5 Convergence under manifold distance

As discussed in [42] 27], for two closed simple curves I'y and T's, the manifold distance is
defined as:

M (T'1,Tg) := Area((21 \ Q2) U (22 \ 21)) = Area(Q1) + Area(22) — 2Area(2; N Qy),

where Q; and Q9 are the regions enclosed by I'y and I's respectively. As proved in [42] Propo-
sition 5.1], the manifold distance satisfies symmetry, positivity and the triangle inequality.
Under some assumptions, e.g., If I'y lies within the tabular neighborhood of the C? curve I'y
[13], the manifold distance between the two curves can be interpreted as the L'-norm of the
distance function. Recently, compare to the LP-norm of parametrization functions, this type
of distance (i.e. the LP-norm of distance function) has gained wide attentions in both the
scientific computing [27, 28] and numerical analysis community [I]. Moreover, the authors’
works [42] 27, 28] have demonstrated that the manifold distance (one of the shape metrics)
is more suitable than the norm of parametrization functions for quantifying numerical errors
of the schemes which are used for solving geometric flows, especially for schemes which al-
low intrinsic tangential velocity. Meanwhile, Bai and Li [I] have recently observed that the
L?-norm of distance function (so-called the projected distance in their paper) leads to the
recovery of full H' parabolicity, and established a convergence result for Dziuk’s scheme of
the mean curvature flow with finite elements of degree k > 3.

In this subsection, we first show that the function L*°-norm is stronger than the manifold
distance under some suitable regularity assumptions. More specifically, for a parametrization
function X € C2%(S') of curve I'y and an approximation curve I'y by parameterization
function Y € C°(S'), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1 Let X : S' — R? be a parametrization function of simple curves I'x with
X € C%(SY), and assume there exist constants 0 < Cy < Cy such that [Z4) holds. Then there
exist positive constants 69 and C such that for any parametrization function Y € C°(S!)
satisfying

| X = Y| g < éo,

the following inequality holds:

M(Tx,Ty) < C||X = Y|,
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where I'x and 'y are the images of X and Y, respectively. The constants &g and C depend
on X, C1 and Cy.

Proof The closed simple C? curve I'x in R? naturally admits a tabular neighborhood Qs
in the following manner [2, [I3]: there exists a constant 6 > 0 such that the mapping

EX:PXX(—é,é)—HRQ, EX(a,n):a+77/\/,

acts as a diffeomorphism from 'y x (—4,d) to the image denoted by Im(Ex) =: Q5. Here
N represents the normal vector along I'xy. Consequently, the points within the tabular
neighborhood 25 can be represented as

Bl Qs = Tx x (=6,8), Ex'(b) = (mry(b),dry (b)),

where 7, (b) € I'x is the projection of b onto I'y, and dr, (b) = d(b,I'x) represents the
signed distance.

Set §y < 0. For any parametrization function Y € C°(S') which satisfies | X —Y ||~ < do,
it is evident that I'y C Q5. Now define

Oy := sup |dr (b)]
bely
which represents the maximum distance between I'y and I'x. Clearly, we can assume d&,, > 0,
as there is nothing to prove otherwise. Define two curves ng: and Fezt, within the tabular
neighborhood 25, which are parametrized as

Sl > 6 - (‘Tint(f)?yint(f)) = (x(§)7y(§)) - 6wN(‘T(§)7y(§))7

1 (5.1)
§" 3 € = (ext(€): Yext (§)) = (2(£), y (&) + 0N (2(£), ¥ (€)),

respectively. Here X (&) = (x(€),y(§)) is a parametrization of the curve I'x, and N is the
corresponding unit normal vector. Denote {5, as the region enclosed by Fg;t and Fg’:ut (cf.
Fig [l (a)). By utilizing the regularity assumption of X along with (24 and (51I), we can

ext
s,

(a) Y (&) (b)
o ;

T'x
Iy —

Figure 1: Ilustration of (a) the definition of I'x, 'y, Fg;t and I'§*", (b) the comparison of the
projection distance d,, and the function L>*°-norm [|X — Y||p.
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estimate the area of (25, as follows:
Area(s,) = [ Ot s A6 — [ Do s 6
< C/Sl |0¢Text — O¢ing| + |Yext — Yint| A€
< i, [ 10N+ V] d¢ < O,

where C' is a constant depending on X,C7 and Cy. The triangle inequality for manifold
distance yields

M(Tx,Ty) < M(T'x, %) + M(I'™", T'y) < 2Area(Qs,) < Oy < C|X — Y| o0,

where we use the natural control d,, < || X —Y||ze (cf. Figl (b)) and the proof is completed.
(]

As natural corollaries, we have following convergence results of numerical schemes under
the manifold distance.

Corrolary 5.2 We have the following convergence results under the manifold distance.

(1) Let X(&,t) be the solution of ([L2) satisfying Assumption 2.1 and X € W32(S!). Let
xp(t) be the unique finite difference semi-discrete solution of [B1l). Then we have

sup M(Tx,T,) < Ch?.
te[0,T]

(2) Let X (&,t) be the solution of (L2) satisfying Assumption 4.2 and X € W32(S!). As-
sume that the partition of S' satisfies Assumption 4.1 and xp,(t) is the unique finite
element semi-discrete solution of ([L3)). Then we have

sup M(I'y,TI'y,) < Ch.
te[0,T

(3) Let X(&,t) be the solution of [@I8) satisfying Assumption 4.3 and X € W32(Sh).
Assume that the partition of S' satisfies Assumption 4.1 and x(t) is the unique finite
element semi-discrete solution of (AI8). Then we have

sup M(I'x,I'y, ) < Ch.
t€[0,T

For all the estimates, I'x and I'y, represent the images of X and xj, respectively, and the
constant C depends on C1,Cs, T, f and additionally, K1(X) for (1) and Ko(X) for (2) and

(3).

Proof For the first conclusion, combining the Sobolev embedding, triangle inequality,
interpolation error, Lemma [5.3] with the main error estimate ([3.2]), one obtains

X —2nlle < ClIX —2p|lm < O X = L X| g1 + O InX — ap g
< Ch?|| X|lws2 + CInX — anll gy v/ 1+ h2/6 < O,
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where for the third inequality we have utilized Lemma [5.3] for the grid function I X — x,.
Hence, by applying Lemma Bl with §g = Ch?, Y = x;, and for different time ¢ € [0,7],
we conclude the first assertion (1). The latter two statements can be similarly confirmed by
referring to Theorems [4.3] and [4.6], along with the Sobolev embedding

sup | X —apllz < C sup | X —apllm < Ch,
te[0,T] te[0,T]

and the proof is completed. O
Lemma 5.3 Let g: G, — R be a grid function. Then we have
ol < lgli%y (1+12/6)

where we identify a grid function g with the piecewise linear function over S* that connects
the grid values of g.

Proof  Denote M; = . (Iglagx : (] 9\2)” and by applying the trapezoidal rule, we have
€(&5.85+1

9 N 5j+1 9 9
oz =3 /g 92 + Oeg[? e
=178

N
3 <|g<£j>|2+2|g<£j+1>| - M> +h2|59y|2

=1

IN

<

N

N
=hY (lg;* + 169;1%) Z
j=1

=1

Noticing ¢ is a piecewise linear function, we have

M: = max 92//:2 max 9/2:259112,
! £e(&5,65+1) (| | ) €€(§j7§j+1)| | | 7+ |

which yields
N h3 N 1
lgllzn <> (1gi +169;%) + % D 109511 < gl <1 i ah2> |
j=1 J=1

and the proof is completed. O

6 Numerical results

In this section, we present numerous numerical experiments for the proposed three differ-
ent schemes applied to various geometric flows involving the nonlocal term f(L). We first
provide full discretizations for the three schemes using backward Euler time discretization.
Specifically, we choose an integer m, set the time step 7 = T/m and t, = k7 for k =0,...,m.
Given a fixed mesh size h and a time step 7 = O(h?), we consider the following three cases.
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(iii)

For the finite difference method (B.), given 2 = I, XY, for k > 1, we consider the
solution zf € Gy, of the following equation (denoted as FDM)

E_ k=1 ko k E_ ok k—1 k—1
A 2 e S AR T e U £ IR T (6.1)
T k-1 + k—1 k—1 k—1 h |nk—1 nk—1|’ :
qj Tj+1 Tj+1 4 j j+1

where a;? represents the grid value, lfL is the perimeter of the polygon with vertices
{azéC };, and né“ = (7'}‘6)L is the discrete normal vector.

For the finite element method (&3), given x) = I, X% for k > 1, we consider the

N
solution zf = 3~ x?gpj € Vj, which satisfies (denoted as FEM)
j=1

/i

- / h?(0gak |06, )y - Devp, /6 AE + / FUNY (Oeaf)t - vpd€ =0, Y vy € W,
St st

E—1
ey,

57—332 -opdé 4 /Sl 85332 . 8§Uh/ ‘85332_1‘ d§

where 4 is the backward finite difference §, 2% = (2 — 3:2_1) /T, and l,li_l is the length
of the image of 3:2_1. Or it can be written equivalently as a discretization for the ODE

system (Z4.5]):

k—1 k—1 k k k k k—1
G TG, e ey T T xi—xiy f(T) o o\t
%(JE ) B J ; (xj+1 — xj_1> =0. (6.2)
’ Tt 4

J J

For the finite element method with tangent motions (4I8]), given x% = I, XY, for fixed

N

a€ (0,1 and k> 1, zf = ‘21 x;?gpj € V}, is the solution of the following (denoted as
‘]:

FEM-TM)

/ I, {(a Orxl 4 (1 —a) - (Spaf - nf YNk | Qe de + / Oeaf - Oguy, €
St St

+ /Sl I [f(lz_l)nz_l 'Uh} |8§$i_1|2 dé =0, VYo, eV,

_ dexk—t . . .
where nﬁ 1 | ;m’g,l‘ is the unit normal vector. Through a straightforward com-
£Th

putation, we find it can be written equivalently as

k k—1 k k—1 k k k
xh— A A 2(x% =22t + 2% )
Q—k(l—a)( J J ,nk—l>nk—1: J+1 J Jj—1 — £ k—l)n;?—l

k-1 k-1
T T ’ ’ (¢; )+ (gj41)?

o

) 1
k—1__k—1

k—1 Ty, —xj_q
where n; ™" = <7k1 .
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6.1 Accuracy test

To evaluate the convergence order of the proposed three schemes, we primarily consider the
following cases of geometric flows with different initial curves:
Case 1: An ellipse initial curve, parameterized by (2cos®,sin)”, 6 € [0,2x], with the
corresponding flow being the AP-CSF with f(L) = 2n/L;
Case 2: A four-leaf rose initial curve, parameterized by (cos(26) cos 6, cos(26)sin6)”, 6 ¢
[0,27], with the corresponding flow being the AP-CSF for nonsimple curves with f(L) =
2mind/L,ind(T") = 3;
Case 3: An ellipse initial curve, with the corresponding flow being a curve flow with area
decreasing rate of =, i.e., f(L) = (2r — 8)/L, 5 = .

As the exact solutions of the above cases are unknown, we consider the following numerical
errors for the FDM (6.1]):

oo rrl L k ~4k
L;"Hg error (€ (T) = o, 57 = Zjorjall
T/t +4T/T

Manifold distance (&2),, . () := M(I', /] Lo 7/4)7

. /\4k . . . . 4k N 00
where we view T Jor/4 @5 2 grid function over G, with grid values {:E2j and the Lg

=1
norm is defined as [|g[[e = max lgj|. Furthermore, the polygons FZ/TT and F;t%: /4 are
‘7— b b

T/t

T/7 and x;ll /27 /47 respectively.

the images of x

\T

‘ —e—Hé error -4 mfd error

10'

(b)

Figure 2: Numerical errors under different norms for the FDM (61)) at 7' = 1/4: (a) Case 1;
(b) Case 2; (c) Case 3.

Different types of errors for the FDM (G.1I) are depicted Fig 2l where we choose h =
2m/N,7 = 0.5h%. The numerical results indicate that, for each instance of nonlocal flows
listed above, the solution of (GII) converges quadratically in L{°L%, L°H}, and L{°LY,
which agrees with the theoretical results in Theorem Moreover, we observe a quadratic
convergence under the manifold distance, aligning with the theoretical findings in Corollary
5.2] (1).

We now turn to the convergence order test of the FEM (6.2]) and the FEM-TM (6.3]). We
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similarly consider the following numerical errors

L?OHml error (83)};,7— (T) = 1;?2%{/7 <H$;€l,7' - x;ltl;2;r/4HL2(§1) + Haﬁxfb;f - 8§x;11];277/4||L2(Sl)) )

Manifold distance (€1);, . (T') := M(Fi/:, sz/;/ﬁ’

where xfw represents the solution obtained by the above fully discrete scheme (6.2)) or (6.3])
with mesh size h and time step 7.

‘ —e—H" grror & mfd error ‘

10°

&(T)

Figure 3: Numerical errors under different norms of the FEM (6.2]) at 7' = 1/4: (a) Case 1;
(b) Case 2; (c) Case 3.

—o—H1 grror £~ mfd error

Figure 4: Numerical errors under different norms of the FEM-TM (G.3)) at "= 1/4: (a) Case
1 with @ = 1; (b) Case 1 with a = 0.5; (c¢) Case 2 with a = 1; (d) Case 3 with o = 1.

The numerical errors of the FEM (6.2]) and the FEM-TM (6.3) are presented in Fig
and Fig [l respectively, from which we observe that, for each nonlocal flow with ind and £,
the solution of (6.2) and (6.3) converge linearly in L H!, consistent with the theoretical
results in Theorems F3] and Moreover, Fig[l (a) and (b) illustrate that the scheme (G.3])
performs equally well for different choices of «. Additionally, we observe that the solution
converges quadratically under the manifold distance, which is superior to the theoretical
results in Corollary (2) and (3).

6.2 Dynamics and evolution of geometric quantities

In this subsection, we utilize the proposed three methods: FDM (6.1l), FEM (6.2) and FEM-
TM (@3] to simulate the nonlocal geometric flows. We are mainly concerned with the evo-
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lution of the following geometric quantities: perimeter L(t), relative area loss AA(t) and the
mesh ratio function W(t) defined as

Aj — A

k

max;—=1,. N {q;

L)y, =1y AAD],, = ™t W), = —
h

minj—i . N q;? '
where lﬁ and Aﬁ are the perimeter and the area of the polygon determined by a:fl, respectively,
and qf = ]w? - xf_ll. Note that for the area of an immersed curve, such as the four-leaf

rose, it is treated as a signed area. In morphological evolutions, we primarily focus on the
following cases:

Case 1: A flower initial curve parametrized by
((2 + cos(60)) cos 0, (2 + cos(66))sin )T, 6 € [0,2n],

with the corresponding flow being the AP-CSF with f(L) = 2x/L;

Case 2: A four-leaf rose initial curve, with the corresponding flow being the AP-CSF for
nonsimple curve with f(L) = 27ind/L,ind(T") = 3;

Case 3: A 4 x 1 rectangular initial curve with the corresponding flow being a curve flow
with area decreasing rate of 7, i.e., f(L) = (2r — 8)/L, 8 = .

t=20 t=0.2 t = 0. t=1
25 2.3 0 5 2.2
2 m
0 0 0 0
B m
-25 2.3 2.2
-2 0 2 -2.5 0 2.5 -2.3 0 2.3 2.2 0 2.2
25 2.3 2.2
0 0 0
-2.5 -2.3 -2.2
-25 0 2.5 -2.3 0 2.3 -2.2 0 2.2
2.5 2.3 2.2
0 | 0 O Cds)
25 23 2.2
25 0 25 23 0 23 -2.2 0 2.2

Figure 5: Snapshots of the curve evolution using the FDM (first row), FEM (second row)
and FEM-TM (third row) with o = 1 for Case 1. The parameters are chosen as N = 80 and
7 = 1/160.

Figs. depict the comparisons of the three schemes through the evolutions of the
solution and geometric quantities for the respective three cases. Here we fix the number of
nodes N = 80 and the time step 7 = 1/160. Based on the observations from Figs. BH8 we
can draw the following conclusions:
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t=20 t=1.5 t=23 t=26
2 (a) 1'? (b1) 1 (c1) 1 d1)
1 0.5 0.5
04 b 0 0 0
» 0.5 0.5
-1
2 15 ! -
-2 0 2 15 0 15 -1 0 1 -1 0 1
e (b2) 1 (c2) 1 d2j
0.5 0.5
0 0 0
0.5 0.5
15 -’ -1
15 0 15 I 0 1 1 0 1
15 (b3) 1 c3) ! d3)
0.5 0.5
0 0 0
05 05
-1 A
s 0 15 A ) 1 -1 0 1

Figure 6: Snapshots of the curve evolution using the FDM (first row), FEM (second row)
and FEM-TM (third row) with a = 1 for Case 2. The parameters are chosen as N = 80 and
7 = 1/160.

t=20 t=0.2 t = 0.8 t=1.2
2 0.7 0.4
0.5
1 (a) 0.2
| — T ) : :
-1 -0.2
2 05 0.7 0.4
-2 o 2 2 o 2 ‘0.9 [ 0.9 -0.4 o 0.4
0.7 0.4
0.5
0.2
o o o
-0.2
-0.5
-0.7 -0.4
-2 o 2 {0.9 o 0.9 -0.4 o 0.4
0.4
0.5 05
0.2
0 (b3) 0 o
-0.2
0.5
-0.5 04
2 [o] 2 0.9 [¢] 0.9 -0.4 o 0.4

Figure 7: Snapshots of the curve evolution using the FDM (first row), FEM (second row)
and FEM-TM (third row) with a = 1 for Case 3. The parameters are chosen as N = 80 and
T = 1/160.
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(i) All of the schemes can evolve the above three cases successfully into their equilibriums,
i.e., circle for Case 1, triple circle for Case 2, and a round point for Case 3, which agrees
with the theoretical results in [41] (cf. Figs. Bl [ and [7).

(ii) For Case 1 and Case 2, the area is conserved numerically up to some precision while
the area is decreasing numerically with the rate = for Case 3 (cf. Fig. B (b)).

(iii) As demonstrated in Fig. B (c), the FEM-TM redistributes the points during the evolu-
tion and ultimately achieves the equidistribution property, i.e., ¥(t) — 1 as t — +oc.
This coincides the motivation in Section In contrast, the FDM and the FEM fail
to preserve good mesh quality during the evolution.

|—FDM - = FEM —-—FEM-TM|
30 0

(a1)

(b1)

10

L(t)

Figure 8: Evolution of the geometric quantities using the FDM, FEM and FEM-TM with
a =1 for Cases 1-3 is illustrated in the first through third rows, respectively. (a) Perimeter
L(t); (b) Relative area loss AA(t); (c) Mesh ratio function ¥(¢). The parameters are chosen
as N =80 and 7 = 1/160.

We close this section with a numerical example to demonstrate that the parameter « in
the FEM-TM (6.3]) signifies the velocity of tangential motions. We conduct simulations for
Case 1 using the FEM-TM with varying values o = 0.1,0.5 and 1. As depicted in Fig. [ (c),
a smaller «v leads to a more effective redistribution of the mesh points. Fig. [@ (b) illustrates
that as a approaches 0, the loss of area becomes greater. This indicates that for a fixed set
of computational parameters N and 7, a smaller value of « yields a less accurate simulation,
aligning with the findings in Theorem [£.6] wherein the exponential of é is involved in the
error estimate.
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—a=1--0=05-—0a=0.1]
0 0
(b)

e

0 0.5 1 0 05 1

Figure 9: Evolution of geometric quantities using the the FEM-TM with different o =
0.1,0.5,1 for Case 1. (a) Perimeter L(t); (b) Relative area loss AA(t); (¢) Mesh ratio function
U(t). The parameters are chosen as N = 80 and 7 = 1/160.

7 Conclusions

We developed three distinct semi-discrete schemes for simulating some nonlocal geometric
flows involving perimeter and the corresponding error estimates were established. Specifi-
cally, the FDM exhibits quadratic convergence in H', whereas the FEM and the FEM-TM
are convergent at the first order in H'. Furthermore, all three methods demonstrate ro-
bust quadratic convergence under manifold distance. Extensive numerical experiments have
underscored the superior mesh quality of the FEM-TM compared to FDM and FEM.

It is noteworthy that our proof of the error estimate under manifold distance is not optimal
for FEM-TM and FEM. Exploring the possibility of providing a proof of optimal convergence
for piecewise linear finite element would be a valuable endeavor.
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