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QUADRATIC MIXED FINITE ELEMENT APPROXIMATIONS OF
THE MONGE-AMPERE EQUATION IN 2D

GERARD AWANOU

ABSTRACT. We give error estimates for a mixed finite element approximation of the
two-dimensional elliptic Monge-Ampere equation with the unknowns approximated
by Lagrange finite elements of degree two. The variables in the formulation are the
scalar variable and the Hessian matrix.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let © be a convex polygonal domain of R? with boundary 9. We are interested in a
mixed finite element method for the nonlinear elliptic Monge-Ampeére equation: find

a smooth convex function u such that
) det(D*u) = finQ
u = gonJf2.

For u € C?(Q), D*u = ((8%)/(8%8@)) denotes the Hessian matrix of v and

ij=1,2
det D%u denotes its determinant. The function f defined on €2 is assumed to satisfy
f > ¢o > 0 for a constant ¢y > 0 and we assume that g € C'(09€2) can be extended to

a function g € C(Q) which is convex in €.

We consider a mixed formulation with unknowns the scalar variable u and the Hessian
D?u. The scalar variable and the components of the Hessian are approximated by
Lagrange elements of degree k > 2. The method considered in this paper was analyzed
from different point of views in [9] and [4] for smooth solutions of (L.II). In both [9]
and [4] the convergence of the method for Lagrange elements of degree k = 1 and
k = 2 was left unresolved. In this paper we resolve this issue for quadratic elements.

The ingredients of our approach consist in a fixed point argument, which yields the
convergence of a time marching method, a "rescaling argument”, i.e. the solution of
a rescaled version of the equation, and the continuity of the eigenvalues of a matrix
as a function of its entries. This is the same approach we took in the case of the
standard finite element discretization of the Monge-Ampere equation [3].

With the mixed methods, one can apply directly Newton’s method to the discrete
nonlinear problem and still have numerical evidence of convergence to a larger class
of non smooth solutions than what is possible with the standard finite element dis-
cretization. We refer to [9, [§] for the numerical results. Moreover with the standard
finite element discretization [3], convexity must be enforced weakly through appro-
priate iterative methods. Although the number of unknowns in the mixed methods is
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higher, in [9, 8] the discrete Hessian was eliminated from the discrete equations in the
implementation. However, as observed in [4] this prevents numerical convergence for
smooth solutions when linear elements are used to approximate all the unknowns. We
note that in [9] a stabilized method was proposed which works numerically for non
smooth solutions in two dimension. It consists in using piecewise constants for the
discrete Hessian and linear elements for the scalar variable. The analysis for smooth
solutions of the lowest order methods discussed in [4, 9] cannot be done with the
approach of this paper. The techniques used in this paper generalize to the three-
dimensional problem but only for k£ > 3. It should be possible to extend the approach
taken in this paper to the formulation where discontinuous elements are used to ap-
proximate the unknowns [9]. Numerical results reported in [9] indicate the latter
approach could lead to a less accurate approximation of the Hessian. For simplicity,
and to focus on the methodology we present, we do not consider such an extension
in this paper.

We organize the paper as follows. In the second section we introduce some notation
and preliminaries. The error analysis of the mixed method is done in section Bl

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

We use the usual notation LP(Q2),2 < p < oo for the Lebesgue spaces and H*(2),1 <
s < oo for the Sobolev spaces of elements of L?(€2) with weak derivatives of order less
than or equal to s in L?(2). We recall that H} () is the subset of H() of elements
with vanishing trace on 9{2. We also recall that W#°°(Q) is the Sobolev space of
functions with weak derivatives of order less than or equal to s in L>(£2). For a given
normed space X, we denote by X? the space of vector fields with components in X
and by X?*2 the space of matrix fields with each component in X.

The norm in X is denoted by ||.||x and we omit the subscript 2 and superscripts
2 and 2 x 2 when it is clear from the context. The inner product in L*(Q), L?(Q2)?,
and L*(©)?*? is denoted by (,) and we use (,) for the inner product on L?(9f)
and L?(9§2)?. For inner products on subsets of 2, we will simply append the subset
notation.

We denote by n the unit outward normal vector to 0€2. We recall that for a matrix
A, A;; denote its entries and the cofactor matrix of A, denoted cof A, is the matrix
with entries (cof A);; = (—1)"*/ det(A)] where det(A)] is the determinant of the
matrix obtained from A by deleting its ith row and its jth column. For two matrices
A = (Ay;) and B = (Byj), A: B = Z?,j:1 A;;B;; denotes their Frobenius inner
product. A quantity which is constant is simply denoted by C.

For a scalar function v we denote by Dv its gradient vector and recall that D?v
denotes the Hessian matrix of second order derivatives. The divergence of a matrix

field is understood as the vector obtained by taking the divergence of each row.

In this section and section [3] we assume that (L)) has a solution which is sufficiently
smooth. Put o = D?u. Then the unique convex solution u € H3(Q) of (IL1]) satisfies



the following mixed problem: Find (u, o) € H*(Q) x H*(2)?*? such that

(o,7) + (div T, Du) — (Du, ™) = 0,V1 € H'(2)**?
(2.1) (deto,v) = (f,v),Yv € Hy(Q)
u = gondfd.

It is proved in [4] that the above variational problem is well defined.

2.1. Discrete variational problem. We denote by 7, a triangulation of € into
simplices K and assume that 7, is quasi-uniform. We denote by V} the standard
Lagrange finite element space of degree k > 2 and denote by X, the space of symmetric
matrix fields with components in the Lagrange finite element space of degree k > 2.
Let I}, denote the standard Lagrange interpolation operator from H*(2), s > k+1 into
the space V},. We use as well the notation [, for the matrix version of the Lagrange
interpolation operator mapping H*(Q)**?, for s > k + 1, into ;. We consider the
problem: find (uy,0p) € V3, x 3, such that

(on, 7) + (div 7, Duy) — (Duy, mn) = 0,V71 € &),
(2.2) (det o, v) = (f,v), Yo € V,, N Hy(Q)
up, = gpon 0,
where g5, = I5,g. It follows from the analysis in [9] [4] that ([22]) is well-posed for k > 3
and error estimates were given. In section [3] we give an error analysis valid for £ > 2.

For v, € V4, we will make the abuse of notation of using D?v;, to denote the Hessian
of v, computed element by element. We will need the broken Sobolev norm

1
2
ol sy = ( 3 ||vu?qk<m) -

KeTy,

2.2. Properties of the Lagrange finite element spaces. We recall some proper-
ties of the Lagrange finite element space of degree k£ > 1 that will be used in this
paper. They can be found in [7, 5]. We have
Interpolation error estimates.
(2 3) HU - [hUHHj S Chk+1_j||rUHHk+17v,U € HS(Q)7J = 07 17

' [v = Inol| L < CH¥[o] i, Vo € H3(S).

Inverse inequalities

(2.4) o]l < Ch[o]l2, Vo € Vi,
(2.5) o]l < Ch|[v]|2, Yo € Vi,
(26) ||’UHHk+1(7~h) < Ch_k_lH’UHLQ,VU e V.

Scaled trace inequality

(2.7) |0l 2200y < Ch™2[|vl| 12, Vo € Vi,
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2.3. Algebra with matrix fields. We collect in the following lemma some proper-
ties of matrix fields, the proof of which can be found in [4 [I].

Lemma 2.1. For K € T, and u,v € C*(K) we have

(2.8) det D*u — det D*v = cof (tD*u + (1 — t)D*v) : (D*u — D*v),
for some t € [0,1]. It can be shown that t =1/2, [0].

For two 2 x 2 matriz fields n and T

(2.9) [lcof(n) = 7l < Clinll |72z,

(2.10) cof(n) — cof (1) = cof(n — 7).

2.4. Continuity of the eigenvalues of a matrix as a function of its entries.
Let A1(A) and Ay(A) denote the smallest and largest eigenvalues of the symmetric
matrix A. We have

Lemma 2.2 ([3], Lemma 3.1). There exists constants m, M > 0 independent of h

and a constant Cepny > 0 independent of h such that for all v, € V}, with v, = g, on
o and

llon — Thul| g < Ceonvh?,

we have

m < Ai(cof D*vp(x)) < Ag(cof D*uy(x)) < M,Vo € K, K € Tj,.

The following lemma was used implicitly in [1I, [3, 2].

Lemma 2.3. Assume 0 < a <1 and a < (m + M)/(2m) for constants m, M > 0.
Let B be a symmetric matriz field such that

0 <ma <A\ (B(z)) < X\a(B(x)) < Ma,Vz € Q.
Then for v = (m+ M)/2

v, wEV} 14
ol 1=l =1

1
v = sup '(Dv, Dw) (BDv, Dw)|,

satisfies 0 < v < 1.

Proof. Since A\i(B) and Ay(B) are the minimum and maximum respectively of the
Rayleigh quotient ((Bz) - 2)/||z||?, where ||z|| denotes the Euclidean norm of R?, we
have for x €

mallz|[* < (B(z)z) - 2 < Mal|z|*, = € R*.
This implies

ma|wli < /[B(:z:)Dw(x)] - Dw(x) dv < Ma|w|3,w € Vj,.
Q
If we assume in addition that |w|g = 1, we get

ma < /Q[B(x)Dw(x)] - Dw(x) de < Ma,w € Vj,.



It follows that
M 1
(1- May /[I ~ 2 B(a)Du(@)] - Du(r) dz < (1 - ") w e Vi,
Q

v v
Since v = (m + M) /2, we have

_aM m+ M —2M«

L v m+ M <1
1_am:m+M—2ma <1
v m+ M ’
If we define
B=  sup (Dv, Dv) — l(BDU, D),
vEVY,|v] y1=1 v

by the assumptions on «, we have
0<pB<l.

We can define a bilinear form on V}, by the formula
1
r.0) = [ (1 = S (B)Dpta) - Data) d

Then because

(0.0) = 10+ a.p+0) ~ 0~ 0.0~ 0),

and using the definition of 3, we get assuming that |[p|z = |q|m = 1,

5 5
l(p,q)| < Z(p+q,p+Q) + Z(p—fbp—Q)
5 5
<7l +ql7n + le—qI?p = A.

This completes the proof.

3. ERROR ANALYSIS OF THE MIXED METHOD FOR SMOOTH SOLUTIONS

We will assume without loss of generality that h < 1. The goal of this section is to
prove the local solvability of (2.2]) for Lagrange elements of degree k > 2. We define
for p > 0,

Bu(p) = {(wn,mn) € Vi x B, |wp — Inullm < p, |lnw — Lol < h7'p}
We are interested in elements (wy,n,) € Vi X Xy, satisfying
(3.1) (Mn, 7) + (div 7, Dwy,) — (Dwp, mn) = 0,V71 € X,
We define
Zy = { (wp,mp) € Vi, X 3y, wy, = gpon 092, (wy, np) solves (B.0) } and

Bi(p) = Bu(p) N Zp.

In [4] the local solvability of (2.2)) was obtained by a fixed point argument which
consists in a linearization at the exact solution of (I.I). To be able to obtain results
for quadratic elements we use a time marching method combined with a rescaling
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argument. This is the point of view we took in [3| 2]. We first describe the time
marching method at the continuous level.

Let v > 0. We consider the sequence of problems
—vAu = AU + det D*u” — finQ
" = gon 9.
Put 0"t = D?u"*!. We obtain the equivalent problems
o™ — D2y in O
—vtro™™ = —vtro” +deto” — f, inQ
u = gon o,
where tr A denotes the trace of the matrix A.

We are thus lead to consider the sequence of discrete problems: find (u)™, o} ™!) €
Vi, X %, such that u;*! = g, on 9Q and

(3.2) (o™, 1) + (div T, Duy ™) — (Duj ™ o) = 0,Y7 € 5,

(3.3) —v(tro™ v) = —v(tr o™, v) + (det o}, — f,v), Yo € V, N Hy(Q),

given an initial guess (ul,0}). We prove below the convergence of (u;™ a;*!) to a
local solution (up,op,) of the discrete problem (22). Although (B.2)—-(B.3) may be
used in the computations, it is better to use in practice Newton’s method.

Let a > 0. We define a mapping T : V;, x ¥, — Vj, x X by
T(wn,nw) = (Ta(wn, ), To(wr, nn)),
where T1(wp, nr) and Ty (wy, ny,) satisfy
(1 — To(wp, mn), 7) + (div 7, D(wn — T (wh, mn)))
(3.4) — (D(wp, = Ty (wr,mn)), ™) = (M4, T)
+ (div 7, Dwy,) — (Dwp,mn), ¥V 1€ %),

(3.5)  —v(tr Ta(wp, ), v) = —v(tr g, v) + (det g, — o f,v), Vv € V, N Hy(Q)
(3.6) Ty (wp,mp) = wy,  on 0L

Note that ([3.4) is equivalent to

(3.7) (To(wp,mp), 7) + (div 7, DTy (wp, ) — (DTy(wp,mp), ™) =0V 7 € 3.

Let I denote the 2 x 2 identity matrix. We first make the following important obser-
vation.

For v € V;, N H}(Q) and 7 = vI, we have div T = Dv and since v = 0 on 92, we have
in addition 7n = 0 on 0. Thus using (3.7)) we obtain

(3.8) — v(tr To(wp, np), v) = —v(Ta(wh, mw), vI) = v(DTi(wh, 1n), Dv).
Similarly, we obtain that if (wp, n5,) solves (B.1]), then
(3.9) (tr 1, v) = —(Dwy, Dv),Yv € V,, N Hy(Q).

Lemma 3.1. The mapping T is well defined and if (qwy,any) is a fized point of
BA)-B.6) with wy, = g, on 0, then (wp,ny) solves the nonlinear problem (2.2)).
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Proof. To prove the first assertion, it is enough to prove that if (wy,n,) € Vi X X, is
such that w;, = 0on 0f) and

(M, 7) + (div 7, Dwy) — (Dwy, ™n) = 0,V7 € %),
—v(trg,v) =0, Yo € V,, N Hy (),
then wy = 0 and 7, = 0.

Using (3.9), we obtain 0 = —(trny,,v) = (Dwy, Dv), for all v € V;, N H}(Q)). Thus
lwy |30 = 0. This proves that w, = 0 by Poincaré’s inequality. Using 7 = 1, we
obtain as well n, = 0.

The proof of the second assertion is immediate. O

We recall from [4, Remark 3.6], see also [9] [§], that for v, € V},, there exists a unique
nn € Xy, denoted H (vy), such that

(3.10) (H(vp), ) + (div T, Dvy,) — (Dvp, mn) = 0,¥7 € 3,
holds. To see this consider the problem: find 7, € ¥, such that
(3.11) (Mp, 7) = —(div T, Dvg) + (Dvg, mn), V7 € 3.

For 7 € ¥, we define F (1) = —(div 7, Dvy,) 4+ (Dvp, mn). Clearly F' is linear. By the
Schwarz inequality, (2.0) and (2.7)

| = (div T, Dop) + (Dop, 7 - n)| < Cl|7[m[|vnl[ 4 Cllonl[ o) | 7] 2200
< C(hMfonlla +h=2 lowl [ oa)IIl] 22
Thus a unique solution 7, = H(v,,) exists by the Lax-Milgram Lemma.
Remark 3.2. From the definition of H(v,) BI0) and BII)), we have for v, € Vj,
H(avy) = aH (vy).
Lemma 3.3. Let v, € Vj, such that ||vy, — Ipul||gr < p. Then
||H (vy) — Io||2 < Ch™ 'y + ChL,

Proof. For 7 € ¥, by (21]) and (3I0) we have
(H(vy) = Iyo,7) = (H(vp) — 0,7) + (0 — Io,7)
= (0 — Io,7) — (divr, D(vy, — u)) + (D(vy, — u), mn)
= (0 — Iyo,7) — (divr, D(vy, — Iyu)) + (D (v, — Tpu), mn)
— (divT, D(Ipu — w)) + (D(Ipu — u), mn).
Let 7 = H(vy) — Ipo. By the Schwarz inequality, (2.5) and (2.7)
171172 < llo = TuollzzlI7llz2 + Clirllm 1D (v — Inu)ll e
+ CID(wn = Inu) | 200 17l 200) + ClITll g | D(Thw — )| 2
+ C|D(Inu — u)| 200 I 71| 2 (002)
< llo = hwollzzlI7llz + Ch™ il 2 + CRTHID(wn — Inw)l| 2oy I 7 20
+ Ch M7 llae v — ull + Ch™2 || DIy = )| 200 7] 22
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Therefore
7]|2 < CR** 4+ Ch™ '+ Ch¥ ' 4 ChF2
< Ch™'pu+Ch 1
This proves the result. [l
It follows from Lemma B3] with p = 0, that (Iu, H(Iyu)) € Bp(p), i.e. the ball

Bu(p) # 0 for p = Coh* for a constant Cy > 0. See also [4, Lemma 3.5]. As a
consequence, see also [9],

(3.12) [|H () — Ino||2 < CohF~t
Let
Bi(p) = {vn € Vi, v = ghon 0Q, |vy, — Lyul|m < p},

and consider the mapping
Ty : Vi — Vi, defined by Tt (vg) = Ty (v, H(vp)).

The motivation to introduce a discrete Hessian H(v,) in this paper, as opposed to
the approach in [4], is given by Lemma B4 below.

Lemma 3.4. If wy, is a fized point of Ty, then (wy, H(wy)) is a fived point of T" and
equivalently, if (wp,np) is a fized point of T, then wy, is a fized point of T7.

Proof. The result was given as [4, Remark 3.6 |. Let wy, be a fixed point of T). We have

Ty (wp, H(wy)) = wy, and by B.7) and B10), To(ws, H(wy)) = H (T (wy, H(wy))) =
H (wy). This proves that (wy, H(wy,)) is a fixed point of T,

Conversely if (wy, n5,) is a fixed point of T, then T} (wy) = Ty (wn, H (wy)) = Ty (wp, mp) =
wy. This completes the proof. U

Lemma 3.5. We have for 0 < a <1

C _
_a2hk 17
14

(3.13) llalpu — Ty (alpu, H(alyw))|| g <
for a positive constant C'.

Proof. Since Ty (alpu, H(alpu)) — alyu = 0 on 0L2, by ([B.8) and (3.5) we have using
wy, = adyu, ny, = H(adyu) and v = Ty (wp, n,) — wy,
v(DTy(wp,mp), Dv) = —v(tr Ty(wn, mp), v) = —v(tro,, v) + (det g, — o2 f,v).
It follows that
v|Dv|7s = —v(Dwy, Dv) — v(tr g, v) + (detn, — @ f,v).
Therefore, using (3.9]), we get
(3.14) v|Dv|7s = (detn, — @ f,v).



9

On the other hand since f = det D*>u = deto, by (2.8) and Remark B.2, on each
element K

det g, — o f = det H(alyu) — o*det o = det aH ([u) — a* det o
(3.15) = o?(det H(Iu) — det o)
= o?(cof (tH (Inyu) + (1 — t)o) : (H([yu) — o)),
for some ¢ € [0, 1].
By (2.3) we have || I,,0|z~ < Cllo|z~. Thus by (B3.12) and (2.4)
| H (Iyu) || oo < [|H(Inu) = Inol|pee + [[Ino || e < CRTY|H (Iyu) — Ino|| 2 + |10 | o~
< ChF2 4 C|lo]|z~ < O, sincek > 2.

Thus by (2.9) and (B.12)
| det(H (Inu)) — det ol 2y < ClItH (Inu) + (1 = 1) || oo sy | H (In) — o] L2(x)
< Ol H (Ihu) = ol L2
< Cl|H(Iyu) — Ino || 2y + CllIno — o[ 2(x)
< ChF
Therefore by ([23) and (B15)
(3.16) | det g, — a2 f]|2 = 2| det(H ([yu)) — det o2 < CahF~1,
And so combining (B.14)-B16]), (312), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the interpolation
error estimate (23] and Poincare’s inequality, we get

C _ C _
ot < ZaPRE ol < R,

from which ([B.13) follows.

We will need the following lemma

Lemma 3.6. Let (wy,n) € Zy,. Then for a piecewise smooth symmetric matriz field
P

(3.17) ((cof P) : mn,v) + ((cof P)Dwy, Dv) < Chl[v||g|[wn]] 1,
for all v € Vi, N Hy(Q) and for a constant C' which depends on || cof P||grii(7,)-

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of [4, Lemma 3.7]. There the proof was given
for P = D?u, but it carries over to the general case of this lemma line by line. The
dependence of the constant C on || cof P||gx+1(7, arises from the use in the proof of the
approximation property ||Pg, (v cof P) — v cof P||gm(7,y < ChF1="|v cof P||grsi(7,).-
Here Ps, denotes the L? projection operator into 3.

O

Lemma 3.7. For (wp,n) € Br(p), p = Coh*, we have
||7’]h — D2’wh||Loo S Chk_2.
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Proof. Recall that for (wy,n,) € Bu(p), we have n, = H(w,). We have by (2.4]),
B.12)

|[1n — D*whl| oo < [|H (wp) — D*wh]] oo
<||H (wn) = Inol| Lo + |[Ino — D*wp|| o
< Ch7H|H(wp) = Iol| 2 + [|[Ing — D*ul|p + || D*u — D*wy| |1
< Ch*=2 + ChFY 4 ||D*u — DI | e + || D*Iu — Dwy||
< ChF=2 4 Ch7Y|Tvu — wp |
< ChF2,

O

The next lemma states a crucial contraction property of the mapping 77 in aBy(p).
Lemma 3.8. Let (wy,m1), (wa,m2) € Bp(p) with p < min(Cy, Cepny)h®. We have
(3.18) T (awy, ampy) — Th (aws, ams) | < alow, — aws| g,

for 0 < a <1, h sufficiently small, « = h**? and v = (m + M) /2.

Proof. Put v = Ty (awy, am) — Ty (qws, ang). By assumption v € V;, N H} (). Using
[B.8) and ([B.5) we obtain
v(DTy(awy, any) — DTy (qws, ang), Dv) = —v(tr Ty(awy, any) — tr Ta(qws, ans), v)
= —v(tran, — trams,v) + (det an; — det ang, v).
Therefore, using (2.8]), we have for some t € [0, 1] and with the notation
Q=tn + (1 —t)ny and Q = tD*w; + (1 — ) D*wy,

ol = ~ (e, — tram,v)
+ 2 ((cof aims + (1= Hhm) - ol — ), v)
—(~I+ %cofoz@) o — m),v)
(3.19) = —(I :alm —n2),v) — (Da(wr — ws), Dv)
+ = ((cofaQ) s alm —m),v) + - ((cof aQ) Da(w, — ws), Dv)

L ((cof a0) Dawr — ws), Dv)

v

+ (Da(wy — we), Dv)

L ((cot aQ) Da(uwr — ws), Dv).

14

* %((Cof aQ)Da(w; —ws), Dv)

For (wi,m), (wa,m2) € Bi(p), t(wi,m) + (1 — t)(ws,m2) € Bp(p) and thus for h
sufficiently small, by Lemmas and 2.3] we get

(320)  |(D(ws — wn), Dv) ~ ((cof aQ)D(uwr — ws), Do)| < hwn — ws s ol

for 0 < v < 1.
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On the other hand, by Lemma [3.6, with P = I, we have
(3.21) | = (L (= m2),v) — (D(wr — wa), Dv)| < Chlwy — wa| ||
Applying Lemma B.6] with P = ), we get
[((cof @) = (m — m2),v) + ((cof Q) D (w1 — w2), Dv)| < Chl| cof Q| grr+1(7,)

3.22
( ) |w1—w2|H1|v|H1.

Finally, since by (2.10)
cof Q — cof Q = cof (Q — Q) = cof (t(m — D*wy) + (1 —t)(ny — D2w2)),
we get using Lemma [3.7]

|| cof Q@ — cof Q|| < ChF2 < C, since k > 2.
Thus

L (cof @)D (wy — ws), Dv) — ((cof Q)D(wy — ws), Do)

B < _
(3.23) |v v < Clun = walm

V] 1.
We conclude from (B.19)-(3.23)) that
(3.24) v < (v 4 Ch 4 Cahl| cof Q|| gr1(7;,) + Cav)|awy — qws|g.
Using the inverse estimate (Z.06]) and noting that p < h?
ot Qs < Ch™ [ cof Qllze < Ch™ Q1

< CRF Yty + (1 - )2

< Rl 2 + linel 1)

< O Nllm = Inollzz + |12 — Inoll 2 + 2| Lnol| 2)

< Ch 7 p+[lol]z2) < CRT*HCh +|o]|2) < CRHL

Since v < 1, and a = h**2, for h sufficiently small, Ch+ Cahl|| cof Q| gr+1(7;) +Ca <
1 —~. We conclude from (3:24) that (3:I8) holds. O

Lemma 3.9. For p = min(Cy, Clonv)h*, the mapping Ti has a unique fized point in
aBy(p) for a = hF*2,

Proof. Note that by (m), T is a strict contraction in oth(/z) for p < min(Cy, Ceony )R
We now show that T; maps aBy(p) into itself. Let v, € By(p). We have by (B.I])
and (3.13)
1T (avp) — adpul | < ||Ti(qvp) — Ty (@lyw)|| g + || Ty (odpu) — acdpul| g

< allav, — alyu||m + CrahF?

< aap + Crah®™ 1 = aap + CLEF L ahk.
Therefore for h sufficiently small, C;2*+1 < min(Cy, Ceony)(1 — @) and so

1Ty (avp) — adpul| g < acp + (1 — a)ap.

The result then follows from the Banach fixed point theorem. O
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We can now state the main result of this paper

Theorem 3.10. Problem (2.2) has a unique local solution (up,op) for k > 2 and h
sufficiently small. We have

||uh — IhuHH1 S Chk
||O’h — [hO'HHl S Chk_l.

Proof. Recall that for (un,on) € Bi(p), we have o, = H(uy,). The result follows from
Lemmas 3.4 3.9 and B1] the definition of Bj(p) and ([B.12).

The local solution u;, given by Lemma satisfies ||uj, — Iyul|zn < ChE. Since by
Lemma 3.4 (up, H(uy)) is a fixed point of T, by Lemma B11 (uy,, H(uy)) solves (2.2)).
By the definition of By,(p) o, = H(u) and by (3.12), we have ||oy, — Iyo ||z < Ch*L.

O
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