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C° DISCONTINUOUS GALERKIN FINITE ELEMENT METHODS FOR
SECOND ORDER LINEAR ELLIPTIC PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL
EQUATIONS IN NON-DIVERGENCE FORM*

XIAOBING FENGT, LAUREN HENNINGS!, AND MICHAEL NEILANS

Abstract. This paper is concerned with finite element approximations of W?2P strong solutions of second-
order linear elliptic partial differential equations (PDEs) in non-divergence form with continuous coefficients. A
nonstandard (primal) finite element method, which uses finite-dimensional subspaces consisting globally contin-
uous piecewise polynomial functions, is proposed and analyzed. The main novelty of the finite element method is
to introduce an interior penalty term, which penalizes the jump of the flux across the interior element edges/faces,
to augment a nonsymmetric piecewise defined and PDE—-induced bilinear form. Existence, uniqueness and error
estimate in a discrete W2:P energy norm are proved for the proposed finite element method. This is achieved by
establishing a discrete Calderon—-Zygmund-type estimate and mimicking strong solution PDE techniques at the
discrete level. Numerical experiments are provided to test the performance of proposed finite element method
and to validate the convergence theory.

1. Introduction. In this paper we consider finite element approximations of the following
linear elliptic PDE in non-divergence form:

(1.1a) Lu:=—A:D*u=f in Q,
(1.1b) u=0 on Of).

Here, Q C R™ is an open bounded domain with boundary 99, f € LP(Q) (1 < p < o0) is
given, and A = A(z) € [C’O(Q)nhxn is a positive definite matrix on €, but not necessarily
differentiable. Problems such as ([L.1)) arise in fully nonlinear elliptic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equations, a fundamental problem in the field of stochastic optimal control [12, [17]. In addition,
elliptic PDEs in non-divergence form appear in the linearization and numerical methods of fully
nonlinear second order PDEs [6], [T, 20].

Since A is not smooth, the PDE (1.1a)) cannot be written in divergence form, and therefore
notions of weak solutions defined by variational principles are not applicable. Instead, the
existence and uniqueness of solutions are generally sought in the classical or strong sense. In
the former case, Schauder theory states the existence of a unique solution u € C%%(Q) to
provided the coefficient matrix and source function are Holder continuous, and if the
boundary satisfies 9Q € C?%. In the latter case, the Calderon-Zygmund theory states the
existence and uniqueness of u € W?2P(Q) satisfying almost everywhere provided f € LP(Q),
A€ [CO(Q))™™ and 9Q € C11. In addition, the existence of a strong solution to (1.1]) in two-
dimensions and on convex domains is proved in [I8] 3, 2].

Due to their non-divergence structure, designing convergent numerical methods, in par-
ticular, Galerkin-type methods, for problem has been proven to be difficult. Very few
such results are known in the literature. Nevertheless, even problem does not naturally
fit within the standard Galerkin framework, several finite element methods have been recently
proposed. In [19] the authors considered mixed finite element methods using Lagrange finite
element spaces for problem . An analogous discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method was pro-
posed in [9]. The convergence analysis of these methods for non-smooth A remains open. A
least-squares-type discontinuous Galerkin method for problem with coefficients satisfying
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F1G. 1.1. Outline of the convergence proof.

the Cordes condition was proposed and analyzed in [23]. Here, the authors established optimal
order estimates in h with respect to a H?-type norm.

The primary goal of this paper is to develop a structurally simple and computationally
easy finite element method for problem . Our method is a primal method using Lagrange
finite element spaces. The method is well defined for all polynomials degree greater than one
and can be easily implemented on current finite element software. Moreover, our finite element
method resembles interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods in its formulation and
its bilinear form, which contains an interior penalty term penalizing the jumps of the fluxes
across the element edges/faces. Hence, it is a C° DG finite element method. In addition, we
prove that the proposed method is stable and converges with optimal order in a discrete W?2P-
type norm on quasi-uniform meshes provided that the polynomial degree of the finite element
space is greater than or equal to two.

While the formulation and implementation of the finite element method is relatively simple,
the convergence analysis is quite involved, and it requires several nonstandard arguments and
techniques. The overall strategy in the convergence analysis is to mimic, at the discrete level,
the stability analysis of strong solutions of PDEs in non-divergence form (see [14] Section 9.5]).
Namely, we exploit the fact that locally, the finite element discretization is a perturbation of
a discrete elliptic operator in divergence form with constant coefficients; see Lemma 3.1} The
first step of the stability argument is to establish a discrete Calderon-Zygmund-type estimate
for the Lagrange finite element discretization of the elliptic operator in with constant
coefficients, which is equivalent to a global inf-sup condition for the discrete operator. The
second step is to prove a local version of the global estimate and inf-sup condition. With these
results in hand, local stability estimate for the proposed C° DG discretization of can be
easily obtained. We then glue these local stability estimates to obtain a global Garding-type
inequality. Finally, to circumvent the lack of a (discrete) maximum principle which is often used
in the PDE analysis, we use a nonstandard duality argument to obtain a global inf-sup condition
for the proposed C° DG discretization for problem . See Figure for an outline of the
convergence proof. Since the method is linear and consistent, the stability estimate naturally
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leads to the well-posedness of the method and the energy norm error estimate.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section [2| the notation is set, and some
preliminary results are given. Discrete W2 stability properties, including a discrete Calderon-
Zygmund-type estimate, of finite element discretizations of PDEs with constant coefficients are
established. In Section[3] we present the motivation and the formulation of our C° discontinuous
finite element method for problem (L.1). Mimicking the PDE analysis from [I4] at the discrete
level, we prove a discrete WP stability estimate for the discretization operator. In addition,
we derive an optimal order error estimate in a discrete W2P-norm. Finally, in Section 4 we
give several numerical experiments which test the performance of the proposed C° DG finite
element method and validate the convergence theory.

2. Notation and preliminary results.

2.1. Mesh and space notation. Let 2 C R™ be an bounded open domain. We shall
use D to denote a generic subdomain of 2 and D denotes its boundary. W*? (D) denotes the
standard Sobolev spaces for s > 0 and 1 < p < oo, WOP(D) = LP(D) and W;*(2) to denote
the subspace of W*P(Q) consisting functions whose traces vanish up to order s—1 on 9. (-,-)p
denotes the standard inner product on L?(D) and (-,-) := (-, -)q. To avoid the proliferation of
constants, we shall use the notation a < b to represent the relation a < Cb for some constant
C > 0 independent of mesh size h.

Let Ty, := Tr(Q) be a quasi-uniform, simplical, and conforming triangulation of the domain
Q. Denote by & the set of interior edges in Ty, &P the set of boundary edges in 7y, and
En = S}{ U 8,’13, the set of all edges in 7. We define the jump and average of a vector function
w on an interior edge e = 0T N AT~ as follows:

[w]], =w" ne| +w™-n_|,

fwhl, = 5(w nel,—w n|,),

* = w|,, and ny is the outward unit normal of T*.

where w
For a normed linear space X, we denote by X* its dual and <~, > the pairing between X*
and X. The Lagrange finite element space with respect to the triangulation is given by

(2.1) Vi, :={vn € Hy(Q) : vplr € Py(T) VT € Tn},

where P, (T') denotes the set of polynomials with total degree not exceeding k (> 1) on T. We
also define the piecewise Sobolev space with respect to the mesh 7Tj,

W (T = [ werm), Wi = w2 (T) 0wyt (@),
TEThH
(1) = [ (7 WiP(D) = W*P(To)|p,  Lh(D) = L*(T3)|,,

TETh

For a given subdomain D C €, we also define V},(D) C V}, and W(p) (D) C W,E as the subspaces
that vanish outside of D by

Vh(D):z{vth; U|Q\D=O}, W(p) —{UEW ; U|Q\D:0}.
We note that V3 (D) is non-trivial for diam(D) > 2h.

Associated with D C Q, we define a semi-norm on W;*(D) for 1 < p < oo

1
(22 lollwz oy = D30l + (32 W NIV )
ec&l
3



Here, D?v € L?*(Q) denotes the piecewise Hessian matrix of v, i.e., Div|r = D?v|r for all
T e T
Let Qp, : LP(Q)) — Vj, be the L? projection defined by

(2.3) (Qhw,vh) = (w,vh) Yw € L3(Q), v, € V.
It is well known that [8] Q), satisfies for any w € WP ()
(2.4) [Qnwllwmr() S lwllwme@) — m=0,131<p<oo.

For any domain D C Q and any w € L} (D), we also introduce the following mesh-dependent
semi-norm

’LU,U})
(2.5) lwllzr(py == sup Lw.0n)p
0#vy, €Vi, (D) th”LP’(D)

By (2.3), it is easy to see that || - [[Lr(p) is a norm on Vj,(D). Moreover by (2.4)

1 1
, where -+ — =1.
p p

/

W,V Wh,, Qh’l}
(26) lwnllr@ = sup ) _ (wn, Qnv)
’UELP/(Q) ||UHL1”(Q) UELP/(Q) ||UHL1”(Q)
Wh, Qpv
~ Sup (hih) < ||wh||L§’L(Q) Ywy, € Vj,.

veELP' () ”QhU”LP’(Q)

2.2. Some basic properties of W}SP ) functions. In this subsection we cite or prove

some basic properties of the broken Sobolev functions in W,Ep ), and in particular, for piecewise
polynomial functions. These results, which have independent interest in themselves, will be
used repeatedly in the later sections. We begin with citing a familiar trace inequality followed
by proving an inverse inequality.

LEMMA 2.1 (H]). For any T € Ty, there holds

27) lolZsior) < (W IVl G0y + Bzt [olnry) Vo € WH(T)

for any p € (1,00). Therefore by scaling, there holds

vl|? Yv € Vi(D),
(28) Z heHUHI[),P(eﬂD) SJ || HIIJP(D) p p h((P))
ccel ||'U||LP(D) +h HVUHLP(D) Vv € Wh (D)

LEMMA 2.2. For any vy, € Vi, D CQ, and 1 < p < oo, there holds

(2.9) Fonllyzogoy S B lonllwro o,
where
(2.10) Dy ={z € Q: dist(z,D) < h}.

Proof. By ([2.2)), (2.7) and inverse estimates [7, [4], we have

1

lonllwzr oy = 1DFenll ooy + (D2 b [V0n] ey
eES,{
4



3=

SIDponllzomy + Y (thfp(h’%71||D20h||ip(T)+h%1||Vvh||ip(T)))
TET
TCDp

< W onllwrr ()
The next lemma states a very simple fact about the discrete WP norm on W,f P(Q).
LEMMA 2.3. For any 1 < p < oo, there holds
(2.11) lelhwzoiy < lelwan@ Vo € W2P(Q).
Next, we state some super-approximation results of the nodal interpolant with respect to
the discrete W2? semi-norm. The derivation of the following results is standard [21], but for
completeness we give the proof in Appendix [A]

LEMMA 2.4. Denote by Ij, : C°(Q) — Vj, the nodal interpolant onto Vi,. Let n € C°(Q)
with n|wieoy S d77 for 0 < j <k. Then for each T € Ty, with h < d < 1, there holds

h

(2.12) R [nvn — In(nun) lwmr (D) S EH%HUJ(D” form = 0,1,
1

(2.13) 7o = In(mon)llwzr oy S lonlwieon),

Moreover, if k > 2, there holds

h
(2.14) lron = In(mon)llwzr oy S 5 lonllw2roy)-
Here, D C Dy, C Q satisfy the conditions in Lemma [2.2]
To conclude this subsection, we state and prove a discrete Sobolev interpolation estimate.

LEMMA 2.5. There holds for all 1 < p < oo,

IVl S lwle@llwlyerg, — Ywe W,

Proof. Writing ||Vw|\ip(m = Jo |Vw|P72Vw - Vw dz and integrating by parts, we find
IVl 0 = —/ (IVul?20w + (o~ 2|V~ *(Djuww) - Vo )wds
Q

+ Z /[|Vw|p72Vwﬂwds

ec&l ¢

(2.15) < Z / |Vw|P~2|Diw||w| dx + Z /[[|Vw|p_2Vw]]wds.
T

TETh ecgl ¢

To bound the first term in ([2.15)) we apply Holder’s inequality to obtain

(2.16) AIlep*QIDZUJHw\dx < |[IVwP=2]], 2, @ ID*w] ooy W]l o)

= Vol | D3wl @l o o).
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Likewise, by Lemma [2.1] we have

(2.17) Z [[Vw|P2Vw]wds

eefi ¢

<3 (W N0ull0)" (he V0] o)) (2 Tolloie))

eES}IL
1
SN o e Pt O S N2 [
665,5

-2
S IVl llwllze@llwlly2p q)-

Combining (2.15)—(2.17) we obtain the desired result. The proof is complete. O

2.3. Stability estimates for auxiliary PDEs with constant coefficients. In this
subsection, we consider a special case of when the coefficient matrix is a constant matrix,
A(z) = Ap € R™*". We introduce the finite element approximation (or projection) Lo of Ly on
Vi, and extend Lo, to the broken Sobolev space W,gp ). We then establish some stability results
for the operator Ly . These stability results will play an important role in our convergence
analysis of the proposed C° DG finite element method in Section

Let Ag € R™*™ be a positive definite matrix and set

(2.18) Low :=—Ag: D*w= -V - (4 Vw).
The operator £y induces the following bilinear form:
(2.19) ao(w,v) == (Low,v) = / AoVw - Vv dx Yw,v € Hy(Q),
Q
and the Lax-Milgram Theorem (cf. [I0]) implies that £5* : H™1(Q) — HA(Q) exists and is

bounded. Moreover, if 9 € C*!, the Calderon-Zygmund theory (cf. [14, Chapter 9]) infers
that L5 : LP(Q) — W2P(Q) N W, P(Q) exists and there holds

(2.20) 1£5 M ellwer) S llellir@ Vo € LP(Q).
Equivalently,
(2.21) lwllwzr@) S [1Cow]l g~ Yw e WP NWP(Q).

The bilinear form naturally leads to a finite element approximation (or projection) of Lg
on V}, that is, we define the operator Lo : Vi, — V), by

(2.22) (Lopwn,vp) = ao(wp,vn) Yop, wp, € V.

REMARK 2.1. When A = I, the identity matriz, Lo is exactly the finite element the
discrete Laplacian that is, Lo, = —Ap. By finite element theory [4], we know that Loy : Vi, —
Vi is one-to-one and onto, and therefore E&,ll : Vi, — V), exists.

Recall the following DG integration by parts formula:

(2.23) /QT Vhvde = —/Q(vh dr+ Y (/[[T]] ol ds
ec&l ¢
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[y Tlas) + 3 [renouas

ecEpP ¢

which holds for any piecewise scalar—valued function v and vector-valued function 7. Here, V,
is defined piecewise, i.e., Vi|pr = V|p for all T € T,. For any wp, v, € Vi, using (2.23) with
7 = AgVwy,, we obtain

(2.24) ag(wp,vp) = —/ (AO : Diwh)vh dx + Z HAOth]] vy, ds.
Q 665,5 ¢

We note that the above new form of ag(-,-) is not well defined on H}(Q) x H}(Q2). However,

it is well defined on W}(Lp ) x W,&p ) with % + 1% = 1. Hence, we can easily extend the domain

of the operator Lo, to broken Sobolev space W}(Lp ), Precisely, (abusing the notation) we define

Lop: WP — (W,sp/))* to be the operator induced by the bilinear form ag(-.-) on W," x W,Ep/),
namely,

(225) <£O,hw7v> = ao(w,v) Vw e W}Sp)v v e W}(Lp/)'

A key ingredient in the convergence analysis of our finite element methods for PDEs in
non—divergence form is to establish global and local discrete Calderon—Zygmund-type estimates
similar to for Lo . These results are presented in the following two lemmas.

LEMMA 2.6. There exists hg > 0 such that for all h € (0, hg) there holds

(2.26) ||wh||W;f,p(Q) ,S ||£0)hU)h||LP(Q) Ywy, € Vj,.

Proof. First note that (2.26) is equivalent to
(2.27) 125 henllwes ) S lenllre) — Veon € Va.

For any fixed ¢, € Vj, let w := Ealcph € W2r(Q) N Wol’p(ﬂ) and wy, = E(I,llgah € Vi
Therefore, w and wy, respectively, are the solutions of the following two problems:

(2.28) ag(w,v) = (op,v) Yv € H&(Q), ag(wr,vp) = (n,vn) Yop € Vi,

and thus, wy, is the elliptic projection of w.

By (2.21) we have
(2.29) lwllw2r@) S llenllLr@)-

Using well-known L? finite element estimate results [4, Theorem 8.5.3], finite element interpo-
lation theory, and (2.29) we obtain that there exists hg > 0 such that for all h € (0, k)

(2.30) lw —whrllwir@) S lw—Thwllwieq) S bllwllwar@) S bllonllre@)-

It follows from the triangle inequality, an inverse inequality (see Lemma , the stability
of I, (2.29) and (2.30) that
[Jw — wh”wf’l’(gz) S llw - Ihw||w§=P(Q) + [ Thw — wh”W}ffP(Q)

S wllwer@) + b Thw — whl[we o)
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S lenllpe) + 2 Ihvw — wllwre) + B Hw — wallwie @)
S ||<PhHLP(Q)~

Thus,
”wh”W}fvP(Q) S llw - wh||w}§m(gz) + lwllwe2r @) < llenllze)s

which yields (2.27)), and hence, (2.26). O
LEMMA 2.7. For xg € Q and R > 0, define

(2.31) Br(zo) ={z€Q: |t —xo| <R} CQ.
Let R = R+ d with d > 2h. Then there holds
(2.32) ||wh||Wi'p(BR(;c0)) S ||£O,hwh||Lﬁ(BR:(zo)) Ywy, € Vi(Br(zo)),

Proof. To ease notation, set Br := Br(zo) and Bgr := Bprs/(x). Recalling (2.6), we have
by Lemma [2.6]

ao(wp, vp)

Wk, 2, = ||Wh 2, 5 ﬁo’hwh ) 5 £O,hwh P = Sup .
lwnllwz 5y = lon oy S 1£onwnllzo@ S I£onwnllzr ) .

v €V

Set R" = (R + R')/2, so that R < R” < R'. Denote by xp,, the indicator function of
BRN = BRN (IEQ) Since wh = 0 on Q\BR, we have

ag(wp,vn) = ag(Wh, XB,, Vn) = ao(Wh, In(XBmvn)) Yoy, € V.
Moreover, we have I1,(xB,,vr) € Va(Br/) and
Hn(XB ) Lo By = M (XBrn 0) Lo (@) S IXBri VRl Lo () S lvnll Lo oy -
Consequently,

ao(wn, In(XB g, vn)) ao(wh,vn)
HwhHWQ’P(BR) < sup < sup —
g vneVi HR(X B Vi)l v () — onevi (B 10l Lo (5,)
_ (Lo,nwh,vp)
= sup "

€V (Brr) thHLP’(BR/)

= [|LopwnllLr (Bp)-

3. CY DG finite element methods and convergence analysis.

3.1. The PDE problem. To make the presentation clear, we state the precise assump-
tions on the non-divergence form PDE problem (1.1]). Let A € [C°(Q)]™*"™ be a positive definite
matrix-valued function with

(3.1) NEPA()E-€ < AlEP VEER", 2z €Q

and constants 0 < A < A < oo. Under the above assumption, £ is known to be uniformly elliptic,
hence, strong solutions (i.e., W2P solutions) of problem (1.1) must satisfy the Aleksandrov
mazimum principle [14], 10} [16].



By the W?2P? theory for the second order non-divergence form uniformly elliptic PDEs [14],
Chapter 9], we know that if 92 € C11, for any f € LP(Q) with 1 < p < oo, there exists a
unique strong solution u € W22(Q) N Wy* () to (1.1) satisfying

(3-2) Hu”W?vP(Q) S ||f||LP(Q)-

Moreover, when n = 2 and p = 2, it is also known that [I5] 13 [3, 18] 2] the above conclusion
holds if €2 is a convex domain.

For the remainder of the paper, we shall always assume that A € [CY(Q)]"*™ is positive
definite satisfying (3.1]), and problem has a unique strong solution u which satisfies the
Calderon-Zygmund estimate (3.2)).

3.2. Formulation of C° DG finite element methods. The formulation of our C° DG
finite element method for non-divergence form PDEs is relatively simple, which is inspired by the
finite element method for divergence form PDEs and relied only on an unorthodox integration
by parts.

To motivate its derivation, we first look at how one would construct standard finite element
methods for problem when the coefficient matrix A belongs to [C1(£2)]"*™. In this case,
since the divergence of A (taken row-wise) is well defined, we can rewrite the PDE (1.1a) in
divergence form as follows:

(3.3) —V - (AVu) + (V- A) - Vu = f.

Hence, the original non-divergence form PDE is converted into a “diffusion-convection equation”
with the “diffusion coefficient” A and the “convection coefficient” V - A.

A standard finite element method for problem (3.3) is readily defined as seeking u;, € Vj
such that

(3.4) /Q(AVuh) - Vo, dx + /

(V- A) - Vupvp de = / fopdx Vv € V).
Q Q

Now come back to the case where A only belongs to [C?(Q)]"*". In our setting, the
formulation is not viable any more because V- A does not exist as a function. To circumvent
this issue, we apply the DG integration by parts formula to the first term on the left-hand
side of with 7 = AVuy, and V in is understood piecewise, we get

(3.5) —/ (A : D%uh)vh dx + Z /[AVuhﬂ vy ds = / fop dz Yo, € Vj,.
Q Q

ec&l ¢

Here we have used the fact that [[vhﬂ =0 and vp|sq = 0.

No derivative is taken on A in 7 so each of the terms is well defined on V},. This indeed
yields the C° DG formulation of this paper.

DEFINITION 3.1. The C° discontinuous Galerkin (DG) finite element method is defined by
seeking up € Vi, such that

(3.6) ap(un,vn) = (f,vn) VYo € Vi,
where
(3.7) ap(wp,vp) == —/ (A : Diwh)vh dx + Z [[Athﬂ vy ds,
Q e
ec&l
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(3.8) (f,vn) := /vah dx Yo € Vi,

A few remarks are given below about the proposed C° DG finite element method.

REMARK 3.1. (a) The above method is also defined for A € [L*>°(Q)]™*™ and no a priori
knowledge of the location of the singularities of A are required in the meshing procedure.

(b) The C° DG finite element method is a primal method with the single unknown
up. It can be implemented on current finite element software supporting element boundary
integration.

(¢) From its derivation we see that is equivalent to the standard finite element method
(13.4) provided A is smooth. In addition, if A is constant then reduces to

ao(un,vn) = (f,vn) Yoy, € V.

This feature will be crucially used in the convergence analysis later.
(d) In the one-dimensional and piecewise linear case (i.e., n =1 and k = 1), the method
(3:6) on a uniform mesh {x;}I¥, is equivalent to

A(z) (= cic1 + 26 — ci1) = WP f (),

where up, = Zfil cicpgf), and {(p,(f)}fil represents the nodal basis for Vj,.

3.3. Stability analysis and well-posedness theorem. As in Section [2.3] using the
bilinear form ay(+,-) we can define the finite element approximation (or projection) Ly, of £ on
V4, that is, we define £y, : V;, — V}, by

(39) (Ehwmvh) = ah(wh,vh) VU}“’wh eV,
Trivially, (3.6) can be rewritten as: Find uy € V}, such that
(Lrhun,vn) = (fovn) Yo € V.

Similar to the argument for L 5, we can extend the domain of £ to the broken Sobolev space
W,gp), that is, (abusing the notation) we define £, : W,Ep) — (W,Ep ))* by

(3.10) (Lhw,v) = an(w,0)  Vwe WP, vew).

The main objective of this subsection is to establish a W,f’p stability estimate for the
operator L5, on the finite element space V},. From this result, the existence, uniqueness and
error estimate for will naturally follow. The stability proof relies on several technical
estimates which we derive below. Essentially, the underlying strategy, known as a perturbation
argument in the PDE literature, is to treat the operator £, locally as a perturbation of a stable
operator with constant coefficients. The following lemma quantifies this statement.

LEMMA 3.1. For any 0 > 0, there exists Rs > 0 and hs > 0 such that for any xq € Q with
Ao = A(zo)

(311)  (Lh — Lonwllug oo S lwllzogs, @y Yo € Wi, W0 < hy.

Proof. Since A is continuous on £, it is uniformly continuous. Therefore for every § > 0
there exists Rs > 0 such that if z,y € Q satisfy |z — y| < Rs, there holds |A(z) — A(y)| < 4.
Consequently for any o € €

(3.12) HA_AOHL”(BR(;) <é
10



with Bg, := Bg, (o).
Set hs = min{ho, %} and consider h < hg, w € W}Ep) and v, € V3 (Br,). Since (Lo —

Ly)w e WP it follows from (Z.6), @24), B-7), (B-12), and (24) that
(Lo — Ln)w,vp)

= — /BR5 ((Ao —A): Diw)vh dx + Z /emBRé [[(AO — A)Vwﬂvh ds

ec&l

< 114 = Aolli (By) (IDRN 2By 10 o (5,

1

(SN ) (S elonl o))

ec&f ecel
S A = Aol By 10w 100l (Bg) S SN0l 3 1001 2o (2

The desired inequality now follows from the definition of || - || 1r (5 ns) O
LEMMA 3.2. There exists Ry > 0 and hy > 0 such that for any xo € Q

(3.13) lwnllwzr By, 2o)) < IEnWllLE (Bry (o)) YW0n € Va(Br, (20)), Vh < hy,

with Ry = 2R;.

Proof. For §y > 0 to be determined below, let Ry = %R(;O as in Lemma Let hy = %
and set B; = Bg, (o). Then by Lemmas [2.7| and [3.1| with d = R; and Ay = A(zg), we have for
any wp, € Vh(Bl)

lwnllyzr s,y < [Lonwnllry sy < 1(Lon = Lr)wnlly sy + 1 £nwnlly (s,)
S dollwnllwzr (g, + 1£nwallLy (s = dollwnllyzre s,y + 1 £nwnllLy s.)-
For §p sufficiently small (depending only on A), we can kick back the first term on the right-hand

side. This completes the proof. O
LEMMA 3.3. Let Ry and hy be as in Lemma 3.2l For any xo € 2, there holds

(3.14) 1Rl y By o) S N0llw2o s moyy Y0 € WAP), ¥h < By,

Proof. Set By = Bg, (xg). By the definition of Ly, (2.6]), (2.8) and (2.4), we have for any
v, € Vi(By)

(Lrw,v) = 7/}3 (A : D2w)vy, dx + Z / ~ [AVw] vy ds

ec&f enBy

S IDRwll Loy lonll Lo (51

1
v

S ’
(RN ) (X Rellnll sy )

ecel ec&f

< (103wl ioen + (3 w7 [Vl 1))

eefé

D=

el )

S ||wHW:’p(B1)th”LP/(Bl)'
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The desired inequality now follows from the definition of || - || Lz (p,). |
LEMMA 3.4. Let hy be as in Lemma @ Then there holds for h < hq

(3.15) ||wh||W:,p(Q) < ||EhwhHLp(Q) + ||wh||Lp(Q) Ywy, € Vj,.
Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1: For any xg € 2, let Ry and hy be as in Lemma [3.2} let Ry = 2Ry, R3 = 3Ry, and
set B; = B, (zo) for i =0,1,2. Let n € C3(Q) be a cut-off function satisfying

(316) 0< n < 13 77|Bl = 17 77|Q\Bg = 07 HT]HW”“’O(Q) = O(dim) m = 07 172

We first note that nwy, € W,Ep)(Bg) and Ip,(nwy) € Vi (Bs) for any wy, € V3. Therefore, by
Lemmas (with d = Ry) and we have

||wh||wfvp(31) = ||77wh||w,f=P(Bl) < llnwn — Ih(nwh)HW,f"’(Bl) + ||Ih(77wh)||w,f”’(}31)

< ];%|wh|W1,p<B2> M ron) 2 3,

S }%|wh|ww(32) + 1Ln(In(nwn))l e (8,)

S }%|wh|ww(32) + 1Ln(mwn)ll e (Byy + [|1£n(nwn — In(nwn))l e (5,)-
Applying Lemmas [3.3] and we obtain

1
(3.17) lwallwzr ) S R*%IIWIIWLP(Bz) + [1Ln(mwn)llr (5)
+ lInwn — Ih(??lﬂh)Hngp(BQ)

1
S F%||wh||wl=p(33) + Hﬁh(nwh)HL‘;(BSy

To derive an upper bound of the last term in (3.17), we write for v, € Vj,(Bs),

(Ln(nwn),vn) = 7/13 A2 DZ(nwp)vp, da + Z / - [AV(nwp)]vr ds

ec&f NBs

= —/ (77A : Diwh + 2AVn - Vwy, +wpA : Din)vh dx + Z / [[Athﬂ nup, ds
B3

CEE}{ enBs

= (Ehwh, Ih(nvh)) — /B (QAVn -Vwp + wpA Din)vh dx
3

_ /B‘ (A : Diwp)(nuy — In(noy)) do + Z /  [AVw ] (nun — I (nu)) ds.

eefﬂ enBs

By Hélder’s inequality, Lemmas and (3.16]) we obtain
(L"h(nwh)vvh) S ||['hwhHLf’L(Bg)th(nvh)”Lp’(Bg) + R1_2HwhHWLP(Bs)HUhHLP’(Bg)

ol gy (1700 = D100 30y + BV G = Taoron) )
12



1
< (Iewwnllg o) + gz lwnlwroo ) ol oo s,
1
which implies that
< 1
1€ (mon)llep ms) S ILnwnlley ss) + Fallwnllwrr ().
1
Applying this upper bound to (3.17)) yields

1
(3.18) lwnllw2e g,y S 1Lnwnlley s, + ﬁ”wh”WLP(BE') Vwp, € V.
1

Step 2: We now use a covering argument to obtain the global estimate (3.15). To this
end, let {:cj};vzl C Q with N = O(R;"™) sufficiently large (but independent of h) such that

Q = UL Bg, (z;). Setting S; = Bg, (z;) and S; = Bp,(x;) = Bag, (z;), we have by (3.18)

N N
1
p p p 1 »
HwhHWiP(Q) < Zl ||wh||Ws’p(Sj) r§ Zl(ﬁh'th|L;Z(§j) + pr HU)hHWLp(sj))
J= j=
1 N
S RiprwhHng,p(Q) + Z Hﬁh’wh‘liz(gj),
j=1
Since Vi (S;) € Vi, we have
N N
Lywn,vp) |” Lrwp, o) |P
Z ||£hwhHI£p(§_) = Z sup g — sup g
j=1 WS Hlosmeviy Il syl = Tozmeviisy Ionllor o)
(Lrwn,vn) [P
<N| sup ~——"—L < —||Lpwpl? )
0FvR €V ||Uh||Lp’(Q) R{L L:;:(Q)

Consequently, since R; is independent of h, we have

1 1
[wnllyw2r @) S EﬂﬁhwhHLg(n) + R?Hwh\lwwm S Lhwnllze @) + lwnllwreg).
1

Finally, an application of Lemma [2.5] yields

1 1
lnlz ooy S IEnwnllzg o) + lonl o gy Inll 2 gy

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the last term completes the proof. O

Using arguments analogous to those in Lemma [3.4] we also have the following stability
estimate for the formal adjoint operator. Due to its length and technical nature, we give the
proof in the appendix.

LEMMA 3.5. There exists an hy > 0 such that

Lpwp, v
(3.19) lonll oy S sup o 0h)

Yo, € V3,
0Fwp €Vy HwhHW,f’p(Q)

provided h < h, := min{hy, ha} and k > 2.
13



REMARK 3.2. Denote by L, the formal adjoint operator of Ly,. Then inequality (3.19)) is
equivalent to the stability estimate

(szh7 wh)

Yo, € V.
wh||w§»P(Q)

(3.20) ”UhHLP’(Q) S sup
0£wpREV),

Thus, the adjoint operator L} is injective on Vy,. Since Vi, is finite dimensional, L} on V}, is an
isomorphism. This implies that Ly, is also an isomorphism on V},; the stability of the operator
is addressed in the next theorem, the main result of this section.

THEOREM 3.1. Suppose that h < min{hy,ha}, and k > 2. Then there holds the following
stability estimate:

(3.21) lwnllw2e ) S 1€nwnllry @) Vwn € Vi
Consequently, there exists a unique solution to (3.6]) satisfying

(3.22) HuhHWf’p(Q) S Il e @)

Proof. For a given wy, € Vp, Lemma [3.5| guarantees the existence of a unique v, € Vj,
satisfying

(3.23) (ﬁhvhﬂ/}h) = / wh|wh|p*2fuh dx Yo € Vi,.
Q

By (3.19) we have

(Lnvn, ¥n) Jo wr|wp [P~ 20y, da 1
lnll oy S sup Ammtn) gy o S lwnl
0Fvp €V, ”hwa’P(Q) 0£vR EV), ”'UhHWf"’(Q)

The last inequality is an easy consequence of Holder’s inequality, Lemma [2.5] and the Poincare-
Friedrichs inequality. Taking v, = wy, in (3.23)), we have

-1
lwnll}pq) = (Lawn, ¥n) < [[1Lawnlle @) 1Unll L @) < [1Lawnllzz @) llwallTs o,
and therefore
lwnllrr@) S 1LnwallLr -
Applying this estimate in (3.4]) proves (3.21)).

Finally, to show existence and uniqueness of the finite element method (3.6) it suffices to
show the estimate (3.22]). This immediately follows from (3.21) and Holder’s inequality:

(EhUh7vh)
up|| 2 S ILrunlzr ) = sup
Ferllwier @) = Wenunliz ey = sup e

fop dx
N Y L AT .

0#£v, €V, ||UhHLp’(Q)

14



3.4. Convergence analysis. The stability estimate in Theorem [3.I]immediately gives us
the following error estimate in the W,f’p semi-norm.

THEOREM 3.2. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem are satisfied. Let u € W2P(Q)
and up, € Vi, denote the solution to and , respectively. Then there holds

(3.24) [lu— Uh||w,f’P(Q) < w}ifg/h l[u— wh”vaP(Q)'
Consequently, if u € WP(Q), for some s > 2, there holds
= unllyzr ) S W2 ullwer ),

where ¢ = min{s, k + 1}.
Proof. By Theorem [3.1] and the consistency of the method, we have Vv, € Vj,

(Ln(un — wp), vn)
lun = wnlly2r ) S 1Ln(un — wa)llLr @) = sup :
" 0£vn €V, lvall L (@)
B ap(up —wp,vp) an(u — wh, vp)
= sup ———————— = sup —————"
0#vrEVy, th”LP'(Q) 0#vp€Vy, ”vhHLP/(Q)
L _
— s (Ln(u—wn), vp)

0#vrEVy llvnll Lo Q)

Applying the triangle inequality yields (3.24). O

4. Numerical experiments. In this section we present several numerical experiments to
show the efficacy of the finite element method, as well as to validate the convergence theory.
In addition, we perform numerical experiments where the coefficient matrix is not continuous
and/or degenerate. While these situations violate some of the assumptions given in Section
the tests show that the finite element method is effective for these cases as well.

S llu— wh”w,f*”(ﬂ)'

Test 1: Holder continuous coefficients and smooth solution. In this test we take
Q = (—0.5,0.5)%, the coefficient matrix to be

_ (P [

(T gt )

and choose f such that u = sin(27z1 ) sin(mx2) exp(z; cos(xz)) as the exact solution.

The resulting H' and piecewise H? errors for various values of polynomial degree k and
discretization parameter hare depicted in Figure[d.1} The figure clearly indicates that the errors
have the following behavior:

| = un| i) = OR®),  [|Dj(u = up)||r20) = O(R* ).

The second estimate is in agreement with Theorem In addition, the numerical experiments
suggest that (i) the method converges with optimal order in the H!'-norm and (ii) the method
is convergent in the piecewise linear case (k = 1).

Test 2: Uniformly continuous coefficients and W?? solution. For the second set
of numerical experiments, we take the domain to be the square Q = (0,1/2)?, and take the
coefficient matrix to be

- 415 |

A= log(|z])

~ log([])
15



Test 1: H1 Error H2 Error
L00E#01 1008402

1LODE+00 B LO0E+01
1.00E-01

1OOE+00 -
1.00E-02

LOOE-01 -

1.00E-03

-
100E-04 = 1O0E-02 k)

K=
it

1.00E-03 k=3 100E-03

L00E06 e
LOED

1.00E-07

LODE-03
1.00E-08
LB LO0E-06

1.00E-10 LO0E-07
3.18E-03 194E-04 1.22E05 T.76E-07 490E-08 307E-09 1.93E-10 3I8E-03 1.94E-04 1.22E05 TT6E-07 4.90E-08 30TE09 193E-10

FIG. 4.1. The H' (left) and piecewise H? (right) errors for Test Problem 1 with polynomial degree k =
1,2,3,4. The figures show that the H' error converges with order O(hk), where as the piecewise H? error
converges with order O(hF—1).

We choose the data such that the exact solution is given by u = |2|7/4. We note that u €
WmP(Q) for (7 —4m)p > —8. In particular, u € W?P(Q) for p < 8 and u € W3P(Q) for
p < 8/5.

In order to apply Theorem [3.2] to this test problem, we recall that the kth degree nodal
interpolant of w with k > 2 satisfies

1D (u = Tnu) || 2y < CR* /P luflwan(q)
for p < 2. Since u € W3P(Q) for p < 8/5, Theorem then predicts the convergence rate
1D} (w = un)l| 22y < CIDj(u = Tyu)|| 20y = O(h**7)

for any ¢ > 0. Note that a slight modification of these arguments also shows that |u —
Ihu|H1(Q) = O(h7/476).

The errors of the finite element method for Test 2 using piecewise linear, quadratic and cubic
polynomials are depicted in Figure As predicted by the theory, the H? error converges with
order =~ O(h3/4) if the polynomial degree is greater than or equal to two. Similar to the first
test problem, the numerical experiments also show that the H' error converges with optimal
order, i.e., |u — up|g1(q) = O(hT/4=#).

Test 3: Degenerate coefficients and W?2? solution. For the third and final set of test
problems, we take Q = (0,1)2,

A E xf/S —:171/3135/3
9 —xi/sxé/?’ x§/3 '
and exact solution u = lex/ 3 a:;l/ 3 We remark that the choice of the matrix and solution is

motivated by Aronson’s example for the infinity-Laplace equation. In particular, the function u
satisfies the quasi-linear PDE A u = 0, where Ay u := (D?>uVu) - Vu = (D?u) : (Vu(Vu)T).
Noting that A = Vu(Vu)T, we see that —A : D?u =0 =: f.

Unlike the first two test problems, the matrix is not uniformly elliptic, as det(A(z)) = 0
for all x € Q. Therefore the theory given in the previous sections does not apply. We also note

16



1.00E+00

1.00E-01

100E-02

1.00E-03

1.00E-04

1OOE-05

1.00E-06

1.00E-07

Test 2: H1 Error

1.00E+00

Test 2: H2 Error

\\\

- T

LO0E-01

T

il

-k

T

=3

1LOOE-02

=)

k=3

™~

116 1128 112

56

1OOE-03

11128 11256

FIG. 4.2. The H' (left) and piecewise H? (right) errors for Test Problem 2 with polynomial degree k =
1,2,3. The figures show that the H' error converges with order O(hm‘“{k’7/4_5}), where as the piecewise H?

error converges with order (’)(hmm{kﬁ/‘l*e}’l).

that the exact solution satisfies the regularity v € W™ (Q) for (4 —3m)p > —1, and therefore

u € W2P(Q) N Wh(Q) for p < 3/2.

The resulting errors of the finite element method using piecewise linear and quadratic
polynomials are plotted in Figure [£.3] In addition, we plot the computed solution and error in
Figure with k = 2 and h = 1/256. While this problem is outside the scope of the theory,

the experiments show that the method converges, and the following rates are observed:

lu — un 20y = O(WY?),

lu —up| 1) = O(RP).

LO0E-01

Test 3: L2 Error

100E-02

1ODE+00

Test 3: H1 Error

LOOE-03

1.00E-01

LOOE-04

il

L0
has)

LOOE-05

1.00E-03

LOOE-06

1.00E-04

116

164 1128 1256

FIG. 4.3. The H' (left) and piecewise H? (right) errors for the degenerate Test Problem 3 with polynomial
degree k = 1 and k = 2. The figures show that the L? error converges with order = (’)(h4/3) and the H' error

converges with order = O(h5/6),
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Computed Solution Error

A075 A 7.1919x10°°
%107
70
0.6
60
0.4
50
0.2
40
o
30
0.2
20
0.4
10
06
v -0.75 ¥ 1.1657x1071°

F1c. 4.4. Computed solution (left) and error (right) of test problem 3 with k =2 and h = 1/256.

[1] J.H. ARGYRIS, I. FRIED, AND D.W. SCHARPF, The TUBA family of plate elements for the matriz displace-
ment, Aero. J. Roy. Soc., 72:701-709, 1968.

[2] 1. BaBUSKA, G. CALOZ, AND J.E. OSBORN, Special finite element methods for a class of second order
elliptic problems with rough coefficients, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 31(4):945-981, 1994.

[3] S. BERNSTEIN, Sur la généralisation du probléme de Dirichlet, Math. Ann., 69(1):82-136, 1910.

[4] S.C. BRENNER AND L.R. ScorT, The Mathematical Theory of Finite Element Methods, third edition,
Springer, 2008.

[5] S.C. Brenner and L.-Y. Sung C? interior penalty methods for fourth order elliptic boundary value problems
on polygonal domains, J. Sci. Comput., 22/23:83-118, 2005.

[6] L.A. CAFFARELLI AND C.E. GUTIERREZ, Properties of the solutions of the linearized Monge-Ampére equa-
tion, Amer. J. Math., 119(2):423-465, 1997.

[7] P.G. CIARLET, The Finite Element Method for Elliptic Problems, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1978.

[8] M. CrROUZEIX AND V. THOMEE, The stability in L, and WZ} of the La-projection onto finite element
function spaces, Math. Comp. 48:521-532, 1987.

[9] A. DEDNER AND T. PRYER, Discontinuous Galerkin methods for mnon wvariational problems,
arXiv:1304.2265v1 [math.NA].

[10] L.C. EvVANS, Partial Differential Equations, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, Volume 19, AMS, Provi-
dence, 2002.

[11] X. FENG AND M. NEILAN, Mized finite element methods for the fully nonlinear Monge-Ampére equation
based on the vanishing moment method, STAM J. Numer. Anal., 47(2):1226-1250, 2009.

(12] W.H. FLEMING AND H.M. SONER, Controlled Markov Processes and Viscosity Solutions, Second edition,
Springer, 2006.

[13] S.J. FROMM, Potential space estimates for Grenn potentials in convex domains, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.,
119(1):225-233, 1993.

[14] D. GILBARG AND N.S. TRUDINGER, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 2001.

[15] P. GRISVARD, Elliptic Problems on Nonsmooth Domains, Pitman Publishing Inc., 1985.

[16] Q. HAN AND F. LIN, Elliptic partial differential equations, Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1. New
York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; AMS, Providence, RI, 1997

[17] M. Jensen and I. Smears, On the convergence of finite element methods for Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equations, STAM J. Numer. Anal., 51(1):137-162, 2013.

[18] O.A. LADYZHENSKAYA AND N.N. URALTSEVA, Linear and quasilinear elliptic equations, Translated from
the Russian by Scripta Technica, Inc., Translation editor: Leon Ehrenpreis Academic Press, New
York-London, 1968.

[19] O. Lakkis, AND T. PRYER, A finite element method for second order monvariational elliptic problems,
SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 33(2):786-801, 2011.

[20] M. NEILAN, Quadratic finite element approzimations of the Monge-Ampére equation, J. Sci. Comput.,
54(1):200-226, 2013.

[21] A.H. SCHATZ, Pointwise error estimates and asymptotic error expansion inequalities for the finite element
method on irregular grids: Part I. Global estimates, Math. Comp., 67(223):877-899, 1998.

18


http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.2265

[22] A.H. ScHATZ AND J. WANG, Some new error estimates for Ritz—Galerkin methods with minimal regularity
assumptions, Math. Comp., 65(213):19-27, 1996.

[23] 1. SMEARS AND E. SUL1, Discontinuous Galerkin finite element approzimation of non-divergence form
elliptic equations with Cordés coefficients, STAM J. Numer. Anal., 51(4):2088-2106, 2013.

[24] A. ZENISEK, Polynomial approzimation on tetrahedrons in the finite element method, J. Approximation
Theory, 7:334-351, 1973.

[25] S. ZHANG, A family of 3D continuously differentiable finite elements on tetrahedral grids, Appl. Numer.
Math., 59(1):219-233, 2009.

Appendix A. Super approximation result. Here, we provide the proof of Lemma
As a first step, we use standard interpolation estimates [7, 4] to obtain for 0 <m < k+1,

(A1) B lon — T (0on) By iy S P 0n s -

Since [n|wi.o(ry S d77 and |vp|gesr(ry = 0, we find

(A2) n Loy < / D*[P| Dy P de
|a\+|ﬁ|*k+1
k

1 h
S ZO WW’EWVJEP(T) S ZO WHU}LHIZ/P(T)’
j= =

where an inverse estimate was applied to derive the last inequality. Combining (A.2]) with (A.1] -
and using the hypothesis h < d then gives us

k hP p(k+1—j3)

R lnvn = In(non) [[Gym. P(T) ~ Z WH%HLP(T) ~ e ||Uh||Lp(T)
7=0

Therefore for m € {0,1} we have

WP |non = Tn(ow) [Bymn oy < D PP lnon = In (o) By oy
TETh
TND#D

hP hP
S Y Sl < Hlonltas, )
TeTh

TND#)

Thus, (2.12) is satisfied.
To obtain the second estimate ([2.13)), we first use (A.1]), (A.2) an an inverse estimate to get

k
_ pp(k—1)
(A.3) 1D (o = In (o) oy S WPElmonlbisn oy S Z priesrl LA PR
j:
k
1 hk—i
S wplonlzeer +Z Zrtri=p Ionllivacr)
1

S dTpHUh”]zp(T) + d7|‘0h||%/1,p(T) S ﬁ””huj;{/l,p(q"y
By similar arguments we find

_ _ 1
(A'4) h pHV(Tlvh - Ih(ﬁ”h))”ip(T) 5 hp(k 1)|nvh|€vk+1,p(T) ,S dTpHUhH%/l,p(T)-
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Therefore by Lemma 2.7 and (A-3)-(A.4)), we obtain

lron = Tn(oromlly ey < D 1D 0pon = TnCron) [
TETh
TND#)

+ > e PV ron = In(moa) |70 ey
665;{

< Z [||D2(77vh - Ih(m)h))Hip(T) + 7P|V (o, — Ih(’?”ﬁ))”ip(qﬂ)}
TETh
TND#)

1 1
Z dTpHUh”a/l,p(T) < %””h“gvl,p(phy
T€7-}L
TND#)

Taking the pth root of this last expression yields the estimate (2.13)). The proof of (2.14]) uses
the exact same arguments and is therefore omitted.

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma To prove Lemma we introduce the discrete
W=2P_type norm
(7,v1) D
(B.1) HT”W,;“(D) ‘= sup

0#£v, €V (D) ||Uh szp’ (D) ’

and the W~1P norm (defined for L? functions)

V)D
(B.2) Irllw-10(p) = sup # sup (r,v)p dx.
0£vEWLP' (D) ||U||W1,p'(p) veEW L.’
1oll 1 97y =1
The desired estimate (3.19)) is then equivalent to
(B3) ||Uh||LP'(Q) 5 ||‘C:L/UhHWh*21P'(Q) vIUh S Vh7

where we recall that £} is the adjoint operator of £;,. Due to its length, we break up the proof
of (B.3)) into three steps.

Step 1: A local estimate.

The first step in the derivation of (| - (equivalently, (B.3)) is to prove a local Version of
this estimate, analogous to Lemma To thls end, for fixed xg € Q, let 4o, Rs,, R1 := R50
and B; := Bg,(zo) be as in Lemmas with 6o > 0 to be determmed For a ﬁxed
vp € Vi(By), let o € W2P(Q) N W, P(Q) satisfy Lo = vp|opP 2 in Q with

-1
(B.4) lelwes@ < lonl” ooy S loallrty,
Multiplying the PDE by vy, integrating over €2, and using the consistency of L, yields
_ v _ _
||vh||Lp (B1) ||vhHLp/(Q) - (£¢7Uh) - (£h<P7Uh)~
Therefore, for any oy, € V},, there holds

(B5) th”Lp (B1) ('Chgohv Uh) (‘Ch(@ - Qoh)v Uh)
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= (Lrvn,on) + (Lon(e — @n),vn) + (Ln — Lon) (@ — ©n),vn),

where Lo, is given by (2.22]) with Ay = A(zo). Now take @), € V}, to be the elliptic projection
of ¢ with respect to Lo p, i.e.,

(EO,h(@ - Qoh)vwh) =0 th S Vh'

Lemma ensures that ¢y is well-defined and satisfies the estimate
—1
(B.6) lenlwzry S 1Lonenllcy@) = 1Lonellir @) S lvllwzr@) S lvnlly, g,

Combining Lemma [3.1] (B.4)-(B.6) and (B.I), we have

lonll?s gy = (Lhvns on) + (Lo = Lop) (@ = 1), vn)
< kom0 gy l0nlwz gy + 10£0 = Lo) (e = @nlligemoonll o oy
< ||LhUhH 20 (By) ||Uth _1 +50||</7 <Ph||W2P(Bl)||Uh||Lp (B1)
< [ILxvnlly,

—1
a5,y + dollonll

2p Bl Lp/(Bl)'

Taking &y sufficiently small and rearranging terms gives the local stability estimate for finite
element functions with compact support:

(B.7) lnllzor gy S WA RNy -2 s,y YoR € Va(Bu).

Step 2: A global Géarding-type inequality.
We now follow the proof of Lemma[3:4] to derive a global Garding-type inequality for the adjoint
problem. Let Ry be given in the first step of the proof, Ry = 2R, and R3 = 3R;. Let n € C3(Q)
satisfy the conditions in Lemma m cf. - ). By the triangle inequality and we have
for any v, € Vj,
lonll Lo (yy = lImvnll Lo s,y < llmon = In(mon) e s,y + Hn (o)l Lo (s,
S e = 1)y + €3G 2

S Alnvn = In(mo)ll e (5, + 1£5 IR (noR) — nUh)||W,j2’P/(Bl) LR vn)lly -2 5, -

Applying Lemmas Lemma (with d = Ry) and an inverse estimate yields

(B.5) onllor ) S I0m = Tn(rom)ll o () + 15 0m) 2
h *
S gl ) + 160 st

1 x
< Ri”vhHW‘“’/(B?’) + ||£h(nvh)\|W;2,p/(BS).

The goal now is to replace L} (nvy) appearing in the right-hand side of (B.8]) by £} v, plus
low—order terms. To this end, we write for wy, € Vj,(Bs) (cf. [2.22),

(B.9) (L5, (non), wn) = an(wp,nvn) = an(wpn, v) + [an(wh, non) — an(wpn, vy)]
= an(In(wpn),vn) + an(wpn — In(wpn), vy) + [an(wn, non) — an(wpn, vs)]
=11 + 1+ I5.
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To derive an upper bound of I, we use (B.1) and properties of the interpolant and cut—off
function n:

(B10) Iy = (Chon, In(rwn)) < 1E50n ot gy (1) v )
< H‘szh”W*ZP’(Bg)Hnwhllwi”’(Bg) S Ri%||Ezvh||wfz~p’(32)||wh||wjp(33)~
Next, we apply Lemmas [3.3] 24 and an inverse estimate to bound Is:
(B.11) Iy = (Ln(nwn = In(nwn)), on) S llnwn — In(nwn)llwze ) 1onll Lo (54
S R*;I),HwhHng(BS)||'Uh||Lp'(B3) < ??"wh|‘wf’p(33)||UhHW—1=P'(B3)'
To estimate I3, we add and subtract ag(wp, nvp) — ag(wpn, vy) and expand terms to obtain

(B.12) I3 = ag(wh, mvn) — ag(wymn, vy)

+ [ah(whwvh) — ap(wnn, vn) — (ao(whmvh) - ao(whmvh))]

= —/ (whAo :D*n+ 24,V - th>vh dx
B3
- / (wh(A — Ao) : D2+ 2(A — Ag) Vi - th)vh dz = K + Ko.
B3
Applying Hélder’s inequality and Lemmas yields

(B.13) Ky < ||lwpAo : D277\|W1,p(33)th||W71,p/(Bs) + 2‘ / (Ao V7 - Vwp)vp, dx
B3

1 1
S (Riinwhle’p(Bg) + Ri%HwhHWf’p(Bg))||Uh||W*1’P'(Bg)

1
< oz o Ionlh -1 sy

Similarly, by Lemma and (3.12)), we obtain

(B.14)
Ky <[|A— AOHL‘X’(Ba)(HwhHLP(Bg)||D277||L°°(Q) =+ ”thHLP(Bg)”vn”L‘X’(Q))”vh”LP’(Bg)
< 0o (REIID*nll L= () + RslIVall e @) lwnll 2o ) lon ]l o (13,

< 5O||wh||wj’1’(33) ”vh”Lp’(Bg)

Combining (B.12)—(B.14) results in the following upper bound of I:
1
(B.15) I3 5 Ri%”wh“Wi'p(By,)th”W*lvP’(Bg) + 50HwhHW§’7’(B3)H'UhHLP'(Bg,)

Applying the estimates to (B.10)—(B.11)), (B.15) to results in

* 1 *
(L5, (non), wn) < R*i,<||£hvh|\wf2m’(33) + ||Uh||wflm’(Bs))||wh||w§vp(33)

+ Sollonll o iy I lly 2 -
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and therefore by (B.1)),
* 1 *
(BA6)  IH0mn) 20y S g (€02 oy + ol ) + ol 5,
Combining (B.16]) and (B.8]) yields
1 *
ol ) S g (2ol ao )+ lemlo-sr ) + ollon L
Finally, we use the exact same covering argument in the proof of Lemma [3.4] to obtain
thHLP/(Q) S ||£;<L’UhHW}:27p,(Q) + thHW*l»P’(Q) + 50||UhHLP/(Q)-
Taking d¢ sufficiently small and kicking back the last term then yields the Garding-type estimate
(B.17) ||Uh||Lp’(Q) S ||£7LvhHW;2=p/(Q) + ”vhHW*LP/(Q)'

Step 8: A duality argument
In the last step of the proof, we shall combine a duality argument and (B.17]) to obtain the

desired result (B.3]).

Define the set

X={geWy?(): llgllwire =1}

Since X is precompact in LP(€2), and due to the elliptic regularity estimate [|¢|lw2.r0) S
|Lo| L), the set

W={peW>»NWyPQ): Lo=g, g€ X}

is precompact in W?2P?(Q). Therefore by [22, Lemma 5], for every ¢ > 0, there exists a
ha(e, W) > 0 such that for each ¢ € W and h < hy there exists ¢, € V}, satisfying

(B.18) Il — gthWS,p(Q) <e fork>2.

Note that (B.18]) implies ||SOhHW’?,p(Q) < lellwar@) +€ S 1.
For ¢ € X we shall use ¢, € W to denote the solution to Ly, = g. We then have by

Lemma [3.3] for any vj, € Vj and ¢, € Vj,

/ ong 4z = (Lngg, o) = (Civn on) + (Lnlpg — o), vn)
Q

S H‘szh”W}:lP’(Q)||<thW:’p(Q) + g — <Ph||W§*P(Q)||UhHLp’(Q)-

Choosing ¢, so that (B.18) is satisfied (with ¢ = ¢,4) and using the definition of the WLy
norm (B.2) results in

th”W*LPl(Q) S ||‘szh||w};2’l7'(g) + EthHLP/(Q)'
Finally we apply this last estimate in (B.17]) to obtain

||UhHLP'(Q) 5 ||‘C2/Uh||whf2vp/(9) + €||’Uh||LP'(Q)'
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Taking e sufficiently small and kicking back a term to the left—hand side yields (B.3]). This
completes the proof.

Appendix C. A discrete Poincaré estimate.
LeEMMA C.1. There holds for any wy € V(D) with diam(D) > h,

||wh||Wm’vl”(D) 5 diam(D)27m||'IUh||Wi,p(D) m = 17 2.
Proof. Denote by V., C H?*(Q) N H}(Q2) the Argyris finite element space [4], and let
E}, : Vi, — V., be the enriching operator constructed in [5] by averaging. The arguments in [5]
and scaling show that, for wy, € V3, (D),

(C.1) Bnwn € Hy (D), |lwn — Bywhllwm.rpy S B> lwhlly2rpy (m=0,1,2),

where Dy, is given by (2.10). Since Epw;, € HZ(Dy) and diam(D) > h, the usual Poincaré
inequality gives

| Bhwhllwm.r(p,) < diam(Dp)* ™™ | Epwp|lw2r(p,) S diam(D)*™ [whlly20 ().
Therefore by adding and subtracting terms, we obtain for m = 0, 1,

lwnlwm.e Dy < |Enwnllwme oy + lwn — Epwallwmre(p)
S diam(D)Q_mehHW;v(D) + hz_m||wh||wgvp(p)

< diam(D)> " |un 2 i)

where again, we have used the assumption h < diam(D). The proof is complete. 0

Appendix D. A discrete Holder inequality.
LEMMA D.1. For any smooth function n, and wy, € V,(D), vy, € V},, there holds

| (Vo de S nllwecm o Il o o1

Proof. Let Ej, : Vi, — V. be the enriching operator in Lemma satisfying (C.1). Since
Enwy, € H*(D) we have

/D (Vi Y (Enwn))on dz < [0 -V (Ewn) w00 [on 10

< Inllwzee (o) | Enwrllwze 0y [onlly-1.07 ()

< Inllwem (o) lwon gz oy onllw -0 )

Combining this estimate with the triangle inequality, (C.1), and an inverse estimate gives

/ (Vn - Vwp)vp de = / (Vn - V(Erwy))vy dx + / (Vn - V(wp, — Epwp))vp, da
D D D

S Inllwz.s oy (lwnlly 2.0 oy lonllw -0 oy + lwn = Enwnllw ooy lonll o (1))

< Inllwem o lwon gz oy onllw 1.0 -
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