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Abstract

We consider non-conforming discretizations of the stationary Stokes equation in
three spatial dimensions by Crouzeix-Raviart type elements. The original definition
in the seminal paper by M. Crouzeix and P.-A. Raviart in 1973 is implicit and also
contains substantial freedom for a concrete choice.

In this paper, we introduce basic Crouzeix-Raviart basis functions in 3D in analogy
to the 2D case in a fully explicit way. We prove that this basic Crouzeix-Raviart element
for the Stokes equation is inf-sup stable for polynomial degree k = 2 (quadratic velocity
approximation). We identify spurious pressure modes for the conforming (k,k — 1) 3D
Stokes element and show that these are eliminated by using the basic Crouzeix-Raviart
space.

AMS Subject Classification: 65N30, 65N12, 76D07, 353C45,
Key Words:Non-conforming finite elements, Crouzeiz-Raviart elements, macroelement tech-
nique, Stokes equation.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we investigate the discretization of the stationary Stokes problem by Crouzeix-
Raviart elements in three dimensions. They were introduced in the seminal paper [11] in 1973
by Crouzeix and Raviart with the goal to obtain a stable discretization of the Stokes equation
with relatively few unknowns. They can be considered as an non-conforming enrichment of
conforming finite elements of polynomial degree k for the velocity and discontinuous pressure
of degree k — 1. It is well known that the conforming pair of finite elements can be unstable;
for two dimensions the proof of the inf-sup stability of Crouzeix-Raviart discretizations of
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general order k£ has been developed over the last 50 years, the inf-sup stability for £ = 1
has been proved in [11] and only recently the last open case k = 3, has been proved in [6].
We mention the papers [15], [19], [10], [2], [17], [5] which contain essential milestones for the
proof of the inf-sup stability for general polynomial degree. There is a vast of literature on
various further aspects of Crouzeix-Raviart elements; we omit to present a comprehensive
review here but refer to the excellent overview article [4] instead.

In contrast to the analysis in 2D, the development of Crouzeix-Raviart elements for the
Stokes equation in 3D is still in its infancy. The original definition in [11] is implicit: a
finite element space is a Crouzeix-Raviart space if it satisfies certain jump conditions across
the element interfaces. This leaves significant freedom for a concrete definition. In par-
ticular, the important question “What is a minimal Crouzeix-Raviart space?” i.e., “What
is a Crouzeix-Raviart space with minimal dimension so that the inf-sup condition is satis-
fied?”, is completely open. For practical purpose, it is an even stronger obstruction that
the basis functions for such a minimal Crouzeix-Raviart space are unknown. For quadratic
Crouzeix-Raviart elements, an explicit basis has been introduced in [14]. In [8], a spanning
set of functions is presented for a maximal Crouzeix-Raviart space of any order £ € N which
allows for a local basis. However, the question of linear independence is subtle, in particular,
the definition of a basis for a minimal Crouzeix-Raviart space.

In this paper, we make a step in these directions. After formulating the Stokes problem
on the continuous level and introducing non-conforming finite element discretizations in
Section 2, we define in Section 3 the basic Crouzeix-Raviart space in three dimensions for
any polynomial degree £ > 1. We call them “basic” because they are in full analogy as in
the 2D case: for odd polynomial degree k there is one and only one scalar non-conforming
Crouzeix-Raviart function per inner facet (the analogue of a triangle edge in 2D) supported
on the two adjacent simplices. As in the 2D case, this function can be expressed by a certain
orthogonal polynomial composed with barycentric coordinates; for even polynomial degree
k there is one and only one scalar Crouzeix-Raviart function per tetrahedron (in analogy
to one Crouzeix-Raviart function per triangle in 2D) supported on this tetrahedron. As in
the 2D case, these functions can be expressed by an orthogonal polynomial composed with
barycentric coordinates. The basic Crouzeix-Raviart spaces can be defined conceptually in
the same manner also in higher dimensions. We have postponed the technical derivation
of a fully explicit representation to Appendix A due to the lack of practical applications in
spatial dimension larger than three. For the Stokes problem and the corresponding basic
Crouzeix-Raviart elements, we prove the following results.

a) In Section 4, we show that the basic Crouzeix-Raviart space for k& = 2 on simplicial
finite element meshes in 3D is inf-sup stable.

b) In Section 5, we identify critical pressures for the conforming (k, k — 1) discretization
of the Stokes problem. They are related to the presence of critical edges in the mesh, see
Def. 5.1. As a consequence, this conforming discretization is not inf-sup stable if the mesh
contains critical edges.

¢) In Section 6, we show that these pressures are eliminated in the basic Crouzeix-Raviart
space. Hence, an inf-sup stable Crouzeix-Raviart discretization should contain the basic



Crouzeix-Raviart space as a subspace while the question remains open, whether the basic
Crouzeix-Raviart Stokes element (cf. Def. 3.6) is sufficient for an inf-sup stable discretiza-
tion.

2 Setting

2.1 The continuous Stokes problem

Let Q C R? denote a bounded polyhedral domain with boundary 092. We consider the Stokes
equation

—Au —-Vp =f inQ,

divu =0 in €,

with Dirichlet boundary conditions for the velocity and a normalization condition for the
pressure:

u=0 onod2 and /p:O.
Q

To state the classical existence and uniqueness result, we introduce the relevant function
spaces and formulate this equation in a variational form. Throughout the paper we restrict
to vector spaces over the field of real numbers.

For s > 0, 1 < p < oo, W*P () denotes the classical Sobolev space of functions with
norm ||-[lypepiy. As usual we write L” (Q) instead of W7 (Q) and H*(Q) for W*?(Q).
For s > 0, we denote by H{ (2) the closure of the space of infinitely smooth functions with
compact support in € with respect to the H* (2) norm. Its dual space is denoted by H~* ({2).

The scalar product and norm in L? (2) are denoted by

12 .
(u, ) 2(q) = Jouv and [ull 20 = (u,u)L/Q(Q) in L2(Q).

Vector-valued and 3 x 3 tensor-valued analogues of the function spaces are denoted by bold
and blackboard bold letters, e.g., H* (Q) = (H* (Q))® and H* = (H* (Q))**® and analogously
for other quantities.

The L? () scalar product and norm for vector valued functions are given by

1/2
(ua V)L2(Q) = <u7 V> and HuHLQ(Q) = (u> u>L/2(Q) )
Q

where (u,v) denotes the Euclidean scalar product in R3. In a similar fashion, we define for
G,H € L?(Q) the scalar product and norm by

(G H)g = [(GH) and |Gl = (GG

where (G, H) =37 _| Gi;H;;. Finally, let L2(Q) := {u e L?(Q) | [,u=0}.

ij=1



We introduce the bilinear forms a : H} (Q) x H{ (Q) > Rand b: L3 (Q) x H} (Q) - R
by
a(u,v):=(Vu,Vv)q, b(p,v) =P, divv) 2, (2.1)
where Vu and Vv denote the derivatives of u and v. The variational form of the Stokes
problem is given by: Given f € H™! (Q),

1 2 a(u,v)+ b(p,v) =f(v) V¥veH;(Q),
find (u,p) € Hy(Q) x L5 () s { b(q,u) 0 Vg€ L2(Q). (2.2)
It is well-known, that (2.2) is well posed (see, e.g., [16]). Since we consider non-conforming

discretizations, we restrict the space H™! (Q) for the right-hand side to a smaller space and
assume for simplicity that f € L2 (Q), i.e. we write f(v) as (£, V)L2()-

2.2 Discretization

Given two finite-dimensional approximation spaces V), with an appropriate norm || - ||y, for
the velocity and M), for the pressure, a finite element approximation of (2.2) then reads: For
given f € L* (Q),

Qp, (uh>v) + bn (ph,V) = (f> V)LZ(Q) Vv € Vh7
by, (q,up) =0 Yq € M.

Here, ap, (+,-) : Vi, x V), = R is a discrete version of the bilinear form a (-, ) in (2.1) which
is defined on the discrete space V, and by, (-, ) : My x V;, — R is a discrete version of b (-, -)
n (2.1). For the choice of Crouzeix-Raviart elements, we will give the concrete definition of
| - |lv, and the bilinear forms ay, by, in Definition 3.6. It is well known that if ay, (-, -), by (-, *)
are continuous, ay, (-, -) is symmetric and V,—coercive, and the spaces V}, and M), satisfy the

inequality
bn (p,v)

inf sup >y >0,
PEMR\{0} vev,\ {0} HVth HPHL2(Q)

find (uh,ph) €V, x My, s.t. { (23)

then the discrete problem is well-posed. In this case, we call the pair (V,, M},) inf-sup stable.

3 Basic Crouzeix-Raviart finite elements in 3D

In the following, we define Crouzeix-Raviart spaces in 3D for the velocity discretization in
(2.2). Let T be a conforming finite element mesh for (2 consisting of closed tetrahedra
K € T. We denote by K the reference tetrahedron with vertices

71:=0, 2,:=(1,0,0)", 23:=(0,1,0)", 2,:=(0,0,1). (3.1)

Moreover, let F (€, V, resp.) be the set of all two-dimensional facets (one-dimensional edges,
vertices, resp.) in the mesh and let

Foq = {F eF | FC 89}, Fq = F\fag,
Eoq = {E €& | EC 89}, Eq = 5\5@9,
Vo = {Z eV | VYAS 8(2}, Vo = V\Vag

4



For F e F, F €&,z eV, we define facet, edge, nodal patches by

Tr={KeT:FCK}, wp:=Uger K,
Te={KeT:ECK}, wp:=Uger, K, (3.2)
T.={KeT:z€ K}, w,:=Uger K.

For a subset of tetrahedra M C T, we define the patch

dom M := int ( U K) ,

KeM

where int (D) denotes the interior of a set D C R3. For a measurable subset D C R?, we
denote by |D|, the d-dimensional volume of D and skip the index d if the dimension is clear
from the context, e.g., |K| denotes the three-dimensional volume of a simplex K € T and
|F'| the two-dimensional area of a facet F' € F.

For a conforming simplicial mesh 7 of the domain §2, let

o

HWTy:{ueE@n‘W{eT:upeH1@0}.

K

Let N:={1,2,3,...} and Ny := NU {0}. For n € Ny and a domain D C R?® we denote
by P,(D) the space of polynomials of maximal degree n on D and set P_; (D) := {0}.
We introduce the following finite element spaces. For k € N, let Sy o(7) denote the space
of globally continuous, piecewise polynomials of degree < k with vanishing trace on the
boundary

Sko(T) :=={v € C%domT) | v|; €Pe(K) VKT A v=0o0n0(domT)}.

Its vector valued version is Sy o(7T) := (Sko(7))?, which is a conforming subspace of HJ (£2).
The space of discontinuous polynomials of maximal degree k — 1 is

Pkay:{pey@n(p@epkﬂ%)vKGT}

and the subspace Py_1 0 (7) is given by

PmuﬂT%:{peﬂhﬂT)’Amﬁp:O}.

Notation 3.1 For a simplex K, its four vertices form the set V (K) and its four facets form
the set F(K). For a triangular facet, its three vertices form the set V (F), and for an edge
E, the two endpoints form the set V (E). Let 0xy denote Kronecker’s delta. The barycentric
coordinate for a vertex z € V (K) is defined by the conditions

Mkz €PL(K)  and Agg(y) =0,y  for all verticesy € V (K).
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For pu= (py)yevir) € Ng, we set
= I »
yeV(K)
For a facet F C OK and p = (,uy)yev(F) e N3, we set
N 1= H A
yeEV(F

Finally, for an edge E C 0K and p = (,uy)yev e N2, we set

Negg = [ &

yeV(E)
We also set 1x = (1)ycypxys 1r = (Dyepirys 1o = (Vyepm). Fory € V(K), we set
el == (dy, x) eV () for a facet Fandy €V (F), we set e} := (Oyx)xev (), and for an edge

E andy €V (F) let e = (5y,x)xev( E)

Next, we define the non-conforming Crouzeix-Raviart space. For a function v € H' (T),
we denote by [v], the jump of v € P(T) across the facet F' € F and P,_,(F) is the space
of polynomials of maximal degree k — 1 with respect to the local variables in F. For k > 1
and any F' € F, let

Py (F) = {g € P(F) | (4,7) oy = 0 Vr € Py (F)].

The scalar version of the Crouzeix-Raviart space of order £ is defined implicitly by

CRio™ (T) = {U € Pe(7) ‘ ( and :Z E igg [U]G E’k]ikli (1F<)F) )} ' (3.3)

Its vector version is denoted by CR5*(T) := (CR§*(T))?. We also define
Sio(T) ={v € Spo(T) |v(z) =0 Vz eV} (3.4)
as the subspace of Sy (T) consisting of functions which vanishes at the vertices of the mesh.

Remark 3.2 In two spatial dimensions, local basis functions for Crouzeix-Raviart spaces
have been defined in [22], [1], [T, for p = 4,6/, [9], [2], [5]. It turns out that the non-
conforming Crouzeiz-Raviart basis functions of odd polynomial degree k are associated to
the inner triangle edges while for even polynomial degree they are associated to the triangles
in the mesh.

The situation is much more complicated in 3D. In [8] local shape functions are introduced
which span the Crouzeiz-Raviart space CRyg* (T) and it was shown that per inner facet F

6



there exist L%J linearly independent, non-conforming Crouzeiz-Raviart functions and, in
addition, per simplex, there exist L%J — L%J linearly independent, non-conforming Crouzeix-
Raviart functions. We say that any space V with Sio (T) GV C CRG* (T) is a Crouzeix-
Raviart space.

A natural question is whether there is an analogous choice of V as in two dimensions:
One Crouzeiz-Raviart function per facet for odd polynomial degree and one Crouzeiz-Raviart
function per tetrahedron for even polynomial degree. In addition, these Crouzeix-Raviart
functions should have a “similarly simple” representation as those in 2D, see [5, Def. 3.2].
We call the space Sk (T), enriched by those functions, the basic Crouzeix-Raviart space.
Since this space is smaller than CR'G* (T) we have used the superscript “max” in (8.3).

Next, we define the basic Crouzeix-Raviart functions on simplicial meshes in 3D. Let
a, > —1and n € Ng. The Jacobi polynomial Péa’ﬁ )is a polynomial of degree n such that

1
/ PP (1) q(z) (1 —2)* (14 2)” dz =0
-1
for all polynomials ¢ of degree less than n, and (cf. [12, Table 18.6.1])

(8+1),

n!

(a+1),
n!

P (1) = PP (1) = (1) (35

Here, the shifted factorial is defined by (a), :=a(a+1)...(a+n —1) for n > 0 and (a), :=

1. Note that PIEO’O) are the Legendre polynomials (see [12, 18.7.9]) and we set Ly := P,EO’O).
For later use, we state an orthogonality relation on a tetrahedron for polynomials which are
related to P,EO’B).

Lemma 3.3 For a tetrahedron K with barycentric coordinates A\ky, y € V (K), the polyno-
mial P,io’g)(l — 2\k.y) is orthogonal to Py_1(K) with respect to the weight functions

Az 2€V(K)\{y}.

The assertion is a particular case of [13, Prop. 2.3.8]. Since the proof for our concrete
case is very simple we give it here for completeness.

Proof. Let y,z € V(K) with y # z and let yx : K — K be an affine pullback such
that Axy 0 Xk (X) = 21 and Mg, 0 Xk (X) = 23. For a = (aj)3 L € N§ with |a] <k —1, let

j=
a1 .02

G%(x) := 225 25® and note that Py,_;(K) is spanned by the lifted versions ¢® o xx'. Then,
/ P}EO,:S) (1—=2Xky) Akz %0 X[_<1
K

|K| 1 1—x1 1—x1—x2 0.3
) \ s / / / PO (1 = 22y) 251252 a5 dwgdaaday
K} o Jo 0

_ 1 |K| ! o P(U:?’) 1 2 a1 oo+1 asz+1
= — 0 y (1 —2x) 22y (1 — 2y — 29) dxodry
asz+1 ‘K’ o Jo



! K
(a2 + Dlag! K] P ) (1—2x1) (1 — 1) 2% (1 — 21)*21* day

- (CKQ + a3 + 3) 0
9= Dlas! K 1—t 1)
12:11‘, (Oég—i‘ Qg! ’ ’/ 03 t—|—1) + dt
16(0&24-0434-3 ’K‘ 2 2
B (R)
=0,
by the orthogonality properties of the Jacobi polynomials. m
We introduce univariate polynomials Q5 € Py by
1 /
= —— (Lpy1 — L) . 3.6
Qr A (L1 — Li) (3.6)

Definition 3.4 Let T be a conforming simplicial finite element mesh in 3D.

1. For even k > 2, and any K € T, the simplex-oriented Crouzeix-Raviart basis function
BCRE £ p o
B € Py (T) is given by

BORK { (zzev O (1— 2>\Kz)) 1 onK, 57)

0 otherwise.

2. For odd k > 1, and any F € Fq, the facet-oriented Crouzeix-Raviart basis function
BRE cp s gi
w7 € Py (T) is given by

BkCR,F — { Qr (1 —2Xk,) for K € Tp,

0 otherwise, (3.8)

where Mk, denotes the barycentric coordinate for the verter z € V (K) opposite to F.!

Theorem 3.5

(a) Let K € T and k > 2 be even. The function By " in (3.7) is L* (F)-orthogonal to
Pr_1 (F) on any facet F of K and belongs to C maX (T).

(b) Let F € Fo and k > 1 be odd. The function BCRF in (3.8) is L? (F)-orthogonal to

P,—1 (F') on any outer facet F' € Owp, continuous across F', and belongs to CR5* (T).

Proof. (a): Let k > 2 be even. Let F' € Fq with F' C 0K and let z € V(K) denote
the vertex opposite to F. Recall that the Legendre polynomial satisfies (cf. [12, Combine
18.9.19, 18.7.9 and Table 18.6.1])

Li(£1) = (x1)"! (k ‘5 1). (3.9)

!Since Ak, = 0 on F, the (constant) values of B,SR’F on F' from both sides coincide and are given by
Qr (1) = 1. This implies, that B,SR’F is continuous across F'.
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Since Ak, = 0 on F, the function B,SR’K can be expressed by

Ly (1) — L, (1)

CR,K
B ’F: S Qe -2y, | + — —1
yEV(F)
= Z Qi (1 -2 Myl,) -
YEV(F)

For y € V(F), let xky : K — K denote an affine bijection with xx : F — F for F :=
{x ek | z3 = O} and xxy (1,0,0) = y. Hence, it suffices to show that

I =0, Vpu € N} with  |p| <k -1,

where
1 1—x1
It = / / Qr (1 —2x1) (1 — 2y — @)™ 222 droday

o Jo

1

= / Qr (1 —2x1) g (z1) dzy,
0
1—x1
g (xq) == af? (/ (1 — 2 —a)" x§3da:2> )
0

It is easy to see that g € P4 45+1 C P and g (1) = 0. Therefore, we get

= = L) (=20 g
= 1 1 L L) (1—2 ! d ! L L) (1—2 .
= ST [ (e = L) (1= 20) g ) e = e (L = L) (1 = M)

€Pr_1

=0,

by the orthogonality of the Legendre polynomials and by the properties L, (1) = 1 for all
n € Ny and ¢(1) = 0. This proves (a).

(b): Let £k > 1 be odd. Let F € Fq and K C Tr. The vertex of K opposite to F' is
denoted by z. Note that A\g, # 0 on any F’' C dwr N K. The proof of orthogonality follows
from a repetition of the arguments as in the proof of (a). m

We now define the space

span < BV | K e T} if k& is even,

By (T) =
(T span s By | F e ]:Q} if £ is odd.



Definition 3.6 The scalar basic Crouzeix-Raviart space of order k for conforming simpli-
cial finite element meshes T in 3D is given by (see (3.4))

Sko(T) if k is even,

Sio (T) if k is odd. (3.10)

CR]@O (T) = B]I;C (T) + {

The basic Crouzeix-Raviart Stokes element is given by V), := CRyo (T) := (CRyo (7))
and My, :=Py_10(T). The norm in V}, is given by the broken H'-seminorm,

2
Vv, ==/ > | Vvl
KeT VK

which is a norm owing to the discrete Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality [3, Theorem (10.6.12)].
In this case, the bilinear forms ay (+,-), by (+,-) in (2.8) are given by

ap (u,v) := Z/ (Vu,Vv) VYu,v eV,
K

KeT

b (q,v) == Z gdivv V(q,v) € My, x Vi,

KeT’/ K

Remark 3.7 For k=1 and F € Fq, we obtain explicitly

BCR’F — 1 — 3)\K7z on K - 7-F,
! 0 otherwise,

where z € V (K) is the vertex opposite to F. This function is the basis function from the
original paper [11, (5.1)].

Lemma 3.8 For any k, the sum in (3.10) is direct and we have
Sko(T) CCRipo (T) CC ESX (T).

Proof. The proof that the sum in (3.10) for even k is direct can be found in [8, Theorem
33]. For odd k, the proof in [8, Theorem 33] can be adapted: For k = 1, we have S} ((T) =
{0} and the statement is trivial.

It remains to consider odd k > 3. We need to show that Sy ,(7) N By (T) = {0}.
Assume that u € S;,(7T) N By°(T). By definition, v € C°(Q) and u vanishes on the
boundary. Moreover, u(z) = 0 for all z € V. We now consider a tetrahedron K € 7T with
facets F; (opposite to the vertices z; € V (K), 1 < i < 4) which has one facet that lies on
the boundary, say Fy € Faq. This implies that u vanishes on Fy. Since u € By (T) for odd
k we have

4
Ul = Z%Qk (1 —2X\k,,) for some g, a3, a4 € R.
i=2
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This leads to the system
0=u(z2) = 1Qp (—1) + 2Qk (1) + a3Qx (1),

0=wu(z3) = 1Q (1) + Qr (—1) + a3Qx (1),
0=1u(z4) = 1Qx (1) + a2Qi (1) + a3Qx (1),

since u (z;) = 0 for ¢ = 2,3,4. Moreover, we have (for odd k)

Qu (£1) = —— (L — Ly (1) ) % ((ﬂ)k (k; + 2) (e (k + 1))

k41 +1 2 2
J1 for + 1,
—(k+1) for —1
and, in turn, e = (aw, a3, ay)" is the solution of
—(k+1) 1 1 0
1 —(k+1) 1 a=|0
1 1 —(k+1) 0

The determinant of this matrix is — (k — 1) (k 4+ 2)% since k > 3 the matrix is regular and
a = (0,0,0) follows so that u|, = 0. From an induction argument, we conclude that u = 0.
]

4 Inf-sup stability for the quadratic velocity space

We start this section with some remarks on the macroelement technique (see [20], [21]) which
we employ for the analysis of the inf-sup stability.

Definition 4.1 A macroelement M is a connected set of elements K € T. For a macroele-
ment M, the spaces Nkci‘,l and Ny am are the orthogonal complements in Pr_y (M) of the

images div (CRy o (M)) “and div Sko0 (M):

N,Si‘/t = {p €Pr1 (M) | Vv e CRyy (M) : (p, diVV>L2(domM) = 0} 7
N = {p € Piey (M) | Vv € Sio (M) & (p,div V) r2dommy = 0}
Non-zero elements in Ny N L2 (Q) are critical pressures for M.

A direct consequence of [21, Thm. 2.1] is the following proposition for quadratic velocity
spaces.

Proposition 4.2 Let T be a regqular finite element simplicial mesh on a bounded polyhedral
domain Q C R3. Let k = 2 and consider the macroelements consisting of one simplez, i.e.
M=A{K}ycCT.If

dim Ny, =1, VK eT, (4.1)
then the basic Crouzeiz-Raviart element for the Stokes problem (cf. Def. 3.6) is inf-sup
stable.
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In the remaining part of this section, we prove the inf-sup stability of (CRa (T), P10 (T)
for the case k = 2 by showing (4.1). Using Pl(o’?’) (x) = (5bx — 3) /2 and P1(0’3) (1 —2\g,) =
1 — 5Ak 4, it is easy to verify that the polynomials

PO (1 -2X\g,), zeV(K)

form a basis for Pj_; (K) = Py (K).

The following lemma will be used in Theorem 4.4 and can be easily proved using a
transformation to the reference tetrahedron and the orthogonality properties of P(0 3)( )
(see Lemma 3.3).

Lemma 4.3 Fory,z €V (K), it holds

/ PO (1= 22k y) Ay = { 1 Y=% (4.2)
K .

The goal of this section is to prove the stability of the pair (CRag (7),P1 (7)) using
the macroelement technique (Proposition 4.2), where each macroelement consists of a single
tetrahedron K € T.

Theorem 4.4 The basic Crouzeix-Raviart Stokes element for k = 2 is inf-sup stable with
an inf-sup constant v > 0 independent of the mesh width h.

Proof.
By a pullback to the reference element, it is straightforward to verify that for &k = 2 the
Crouzeix Raviart basis functions for a tetrahedron satisty

5
BI®AE — 5 > Ly(1—2Xky) —
yeV(K)

By definition, BY®*t € CRy(T) for any constant vector t € R3. We will show that the
space

NER = {p e P, (K) ‘ vt € R3 : (p, div BQCR’Kt>L2(K) — o}
is one-dimensional. Using the relation (see [12, 8.9.15])
=" ;r Lpin oy e,
we get fory € V (K)
/K PO (1= 20y div (BSt) = =5 > Aok / (1= 22 y) POV (1 - 20,).
2€V(K)

(4.3)
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Let yx : K — K denote an affine pullback and § := Xw V), 2 := xi (z), and \; :=
Ak © Xk Then,

K

/ PO (1= 21cy) P (1= 20c,) = 11 / PV (1= 225) PV (1 - 2)5)
K ‘K‘ i
(4.4)
= 6|K| / PO (1= 2)) PV (1 - 2),).
K

For a tetrahedron K, we fix a vertex p € V (K) and set ty, :=v—p, v € V(K)\ {p}. Then,
it is easy to verify that

B -1 z= p;
atv)\K,z - { 5v,z 7 € V(K)\{P}»

We combine this with (4.3), (4.4), and obtain for any v € V (K) \ {p}

/ PO (1= 2Acy) div (B4, ) = =301K| D" G A / P (1= 22g) PIMY (1= 2y)
K zcV(K) K

— 30| K] (/K PO (1= 225) (P (1= 225) = PV (1 - 2/\o)>) .

for all v e V(K)\ {p}.

The difference in the integrand can be simplified by using Pl(l’l) (x) = 2a:
PV (1 —2x05) — PV (1= 2X0) =4 (A — Ap) -
Using Lemma 4.3, we have for any v € V (K) \ {p}

/ P (1= 20cy) div(By™ " t) = 120K / PO (1=225) (0o = Ap)
K K

—120|K]| [ PV (1 =2)) Ny P =1,
= 120\K|fKP1(0’3) (1-2X))y Pp#y and v=y,
L0 otherwise
(5|K| p=y,
(4.2)
=4 5IK| p#y and v=y,
0 otherwise.
.. . . . CR,K 03) 4 > L
This implies that the matrix ((le By Uty P (1= 2)ky) L2(K))vev(1<)\{p} is given by
yEV(K)
1 -1 0 0
5IK[{1 0 -1 0
1 0 0 -1

This matrix has full rank so that NQC?K} is one-dimensional, containing only the constant

pressures. Inf-sup stability follows by the macroelement technique (Proposition 4.2). m
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Remark 4.5 If Fo # 0, then CRy (T) € CRy§* (T) since CR3 G (T) also contains one
non-conforming Crouzeiz-Raviart functions associated with each facet F' € Fq (see Remark
We have shown that it suffices to enrich Sa (T ) with certain local Crouzeiz-Raviart func-

tions (one scalar one per tetrahedron multiplied by three linearly independent constant vectors
in R3) in order to stabilize the pair (Sao(T),P1o (T)).

5 Critical pressures for (S;o(7),P;-10(7)) in 3D

In two dimensions, the existence of critical pressures (or also called spurious pressures in
the literature) is related to the existence of critical vertices [19]. In this case, a vertex z
is critical if all edges connected to z lie on at most two straight lines; in [19] the following
dimension formula is proved for k > 4 and two-dimensional triangulations (recall Def. 4.1)

dim Ny =1+ #{2z' € Vo | 2’ is a critical vertex in T} . (5.1)

In [18, Def. 6.3], critical edges for conforming simplicial meshes in dimension 3 are introduced
in analogy to critical vertices in two dimensions.

Definition 5.1 Let T be a conforming simplicial finite element mesh and let £ denote the
set of edges in T. An edge E € £ is critical in T if all facets F' € F with E C F lie in at
most two flat planes.

An analogous dimension formula to (5.1) is not known for conforming simplicial meshes
in dimension d > 3. In this section, we discuss the existence of critical pressures in the
presence of critical edges (cf. Def. 5.1). In Section 6, we then prove that the non-conforming
Crouzeix-Raviart functions remove these critical pressures.

Remark 5.2 At the current stage of research, a complete description of all critical pres-
sures 1s still open and, hence, our result can be interpreted in the way that an inf-sup stable
Crouzeiz-Raviart space should contain the basic Crouzeix-Raviart space while the inf-sup sta-
bility of basic Crouzeiz-Raviart elements for the Stokes equation is still not fully understood.

There are exactly two types of critical edges that can appear in a tetrahedral mesh.

a. The critical edge E € & is an inner edge of 7. In this case the edge patch wg consists
of exactly four tetrahedra (see Fig. 1 for an illustration).

b. The critical edge E € £y is an outer edge of T and the edge patch wg consists of
either one, two or three tetrahedra (see Fig. 2 for an illustration).

We now study the existence of critical pressures for those two types of critical edges.
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Figure 1: Inner critical edge E in a nodal patch. Red and green coloured facets lie in one
plane, respectively.

Figure 2: The three cases of possible critical edges E at the boundary of a mesh. The edge
patch wg consist of one, two or three tetrahedra (from left to right). Red and green coloured
facets lie in one plane, respectively.
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5.1 Ciritical pressure for inner critical edges

Let F € & be a critical edge of the mesh 7. In the following, we construct pressures
PR € P 10(T), p € V(E), supported on wp such that

(piR,aivv) poy =0V E Sk (T). (5.2)
Notation 5.3 For a set M C R3, we denote its convex hull by [M]. Let E € Eq be a critical
edge. This implies that E is shared by exactly four tetrahedra K; € T, 1 < j <4 (see Figure
1). We employ a cyclic numbering convention and denote Kyyq := Ky and K11 := K. We
assume the numbering convention that K;, K;1 share a facet (denoted by F;) and Fy, F3 lie
in one plane and Fy, Fy lie in one other plane.

Definition 5.4 (Critical pressure for inner edges) Assume the setting as in Notation

5.3 and let k > 1. Assume that there is some critical edge E € Eq. For p € V(FE), the
oy . E7p . .

critical pressure p, 8 € Py_10(T) is given by

4 i
B, (1) 03
Py = Z K| XKiPk(—l) (1 =2k, p)

i=1

where Xk, denotes the characteristic function for K;.

Next, we verify that (5.2) is satisfied. The restriction of Sgo (7) to K € T belongs to
the span of

for w, € R?, 1 < /¢ < 3, linearly independent,

Aew
K { n = (:uv)veV(K) € Ny, |p| = k.

For p € V (F), we have for K; as in Notation 5.3

. (=1 ,

(—1)i 0,3 —eyi
| K| Z v Ow AR, v K Pk(—l) (1- 2/\szp) Aﬁi
() ) 7

VEV(Ki
( 1)7, kawi)\Kivp u:keé((l;’ 1) K K.
_ = (03) 1 _ K1 p=(k—1)eli+el
| K| (/K Pl QAK""’MKi’P) X Oty {yevum\ P}, (5:3)
0 otherwise,

where the last equality follows by the orthogonality of P(3) (1 — 2\, ;) with respect to the
weights Ak, y, y € V(K)\ {p} (cf. Lem. 3.3).

Remark 5.5 We distinguish between four types of basis functions of Sy (T):
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(a) basis function supported on one tetrahedron K € T,

(b) basis functions supported on wr for some facet F' € Fq (which do not belong to the span
of basis functions of Type a),

(c) basis functions supported on wg: for some edge E' € Eq (which do not belong to the span
of basis functions of Type a), b).

(d) basis functions associated with a node z € Vq.

Note that only basis functions which are not identically zero on wg are relevant. Hence, it
suffices to evaluate the integral f K pffi div b for relevant basis functions b of these different

types.
Basis functions of Type (a): These basis functions only exist for k¥ > 4. Let K be a

tetrahedron in the patch Tg. In this case the basis functions are given by
N 1
Bl}L( = A%—i_ KW@ r = (/Jy)yev(]() S Név |IJ’| =k - 47

where {w;,1 < ¢ < 3} is a basis in R3. From (5.3) we conclude that
/ PP div B = / PP divBi = 0.
0 K

Basis functions of Type (b): Let K, K’ be two adjacent tetrahedra with common
facet F'. Then the basis functions of this type are given by (cf. Notation 3.1)

put+lp
Ak p on K,

i +1
B = wy N on K,

0 otherwise,

for p = (1ty)ycypr) € N3, |u| = k — 3. Similar as before, we conclude that in this case

| imavee = [ pnawBy—o

wrNwg

Basis functions of Type (c): Recall that pfﬂ has support on the edge patch wg with
respect to the critical edge E. The basis functions associated to an edge E' € &g, have
support wg and are defined, for K’ € Tg by

— \MHie

N
B o B Wi,

K/

where p = (fty) ey € Ng with [p| = & — 2. Hence, it holds

/ pkEfi div B‘é}e = / pkE;pl div B’E’,K. (5.4)
Q wENw g
Since E is an inner edge, the edge patch wg consists of four tetrahedra and therefore wgy Nw’;
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(i) is the union of two tetrahedra, or
(ii) is wg (for E = E').

We discuss these two cases separately.
Case (i): Without loss of generality we assume wg Nwp = K7 U K3 (cf. Notation 5.3).
This implies £’ = [z,q] for z € V(F) and q ¢ V (E). Then

2

—1)i
E,p di B“;E _ j: ( / P(0,3) 1— 22k 5)0w <>‘u+1,;3/) ‘
/1U , pk‘—l E I Kz| : k—1 ( Knp) /4 K;,E

=1

In view of (5.3), this integral can be different from zero only if p = z and p = (k — 2) e’
For p=(k—2)e? and pu:= (k—1)ef + qul, we conclude from (5.3) that

2 i
Ez 7. wul (_1) / (0,3) m
pB% div BE# — PO~ 22k.0) 0w ()\ )

/KlUKle E ;|KZ| Kikl( K) ¢ K;
2 i
—1
= Z (K) / Plggf)(l - 2)‘K¢,Z))‘]I€(:,lz8Wz)‘K¢,Q'
i=1 ‘ ’L| K;

A pullback to the reference element leads to

VA . 1 —
| s = —— [ POV 20N Guda - i) (59)
KiUKo ’K| K

Since the edge E is critical the facet F; 4 C 0K, i = 1,2, opposite of q lies on one plane and

the function
Akiq on K,
o

AKyq on Ko,

is globally affine on K; U K5. As a direct consequence, the difference in the right in (5.5)
vanishes and we conclude that wame/ pkEfi div Bng = 0 also holds for z = p and p =

(k—2)el.
Case (ii): Let wp = UL, K; with the local enumeration as in Notation 5.3. We choose
q € V(F) so that E = [q, p]. Then we have

4 i
i 3 78 (_]') 0,3
[ ka3t [ R (-2 0, (M)

i=1

In view of (5.3) this integral can be different from zero only if p = (k —2)el. For p =
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(k—2)el and g := (k — 1) e} + el, we conclude from (5.3) that

4 i
. -1 i
[ wEnaie g =S [ ROY0 -2, (M)
Wz i=1 ¢ i
=~ (—1)'
=Y [ R - 2 A
i=1 |KZ| Kl b
1 4 .
= [ PO DN Y D (5.6)
K| /K i=1

We choose w; € R3 as a unit vector tangential to the critical edge E. By continuity, we have
that Ow, Ak, q = Ow, Ak q for 1 <, j < 4. The integral vanishes due to the alternating signs
in the sum. Let wsy be a unit vector perpendicular to w; and such that it lies in the plane
through Fy (and F3). Then again by continuity, we have that

8W2 )‘K1 a awz )‘K47q7
and

aW2 )‘Kz,q = aWz )‘K37q7

so the sum in the right-hand side of (5.6) is zero. A similar argument can be used if we

choose w3 to be a unit vector perpendicular to w; which lies in the plane through F} (and
F3).
Basis functions of Type (d): In this case, the basis functions are given by

_Wg)\Kz, VK € 7,,

i

for linearly independent vectors w, € R3, 1 < £ < 3, to be fixed below. We distinguish the
following two relevant cases; for all other cases the integral is zero due to |wg Nw,| = 0).

(i) z € Vg is an endpoint of E: then the common support is the union of four tetrahedra

(ii) z € Vg is not an endpoint of E but z € wg: then the common support is the union of
two tetrahedra

We will consider both cases by introducing the number ¢, of tetrahedra in the common
support. We use Notation 5.3 and assume w.l.o.g. that Ky U Ky C wg Nw,. Therefore

/pkEJ; div Be kZ (/ k( 1)(1 - 2)‘K p) ]Ic(_l,lz> awe/\szZ
Q

= <|K| / P —2Af,)x;1> > " (=1) 0w, A (5.7)

i=1
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From Lemma 3.3, we conclude that this is zero for z # p. For p = z, which implies ¢, = 4,
let w; € R? be the vector tangential to the critical edge £ and let wy, ws € R? be two
unit vectors perpendicular to w; and such that they lie on the two planes, respectively. By
continuity of B! the terms in the sum cancel in all cases due to changing signs.

The following proposition summarizes these findings.

Proposition 5.6 Let k > 1. For any critical edge E € Eq and any p € V (E), let p® €
Pr—10(T) be as in Definition 5.4. Then

(pkEﬂ, div V) ) =0, Vv € Sko(T).

5.2 Ciritical pressure for outer critical edges

In this section, we consider critical edges that lie on the boundary of the domain € and
construct corresponding critical pressures.

Definition 5.7 (Critical pressure for outer edges) Letk > 1. Let E € Eyq be an outer
critical edge in T and let Tg = {K; : 1 <i <g}, for some g € {1, 2, 3}. Forp €V (E),
the critical pressure pkEil € Py_10(T) is given by

LE )
E, (-1) 03
pk—pl = Z WXKz‘Pk(l) (1 - 2>‘K1‘7P) 5
i=1

where, again, Xk, denotes the characteristic function on K;.

In the following, we prove that for any outer critical edge F € Esq and any p € V(F)

<pkEf;,div v) ) =0 VYveS(T).

Similar as in the previous section, we evaluate the integral over wg and consider the four
types (a)-(d) of the basis functions of Sy (7) listed in Remark 5.5. As before, the cases (a)
and (b) are straightforward and we omit to present this computation.

Case (c): Since edges in Eyq do not carry degrees of freedom for S o (7)) we can restrict
to inner edges E' € &g. In particular this implies £ # E’. We have to consider two
non-trivial subcases

(c.i) Tg and Tg share two tetrahedra,
(c.ii) Tg and Tg share one tetrahedron.

Case (c.i): W.lo.g. the edge F’ is shared by K; and K and we set q = EN E’ for
q €V (FE),ie E' =|zq] for some z € V. The basis functions for the velocity for this edge
are given by

+1
wl AI;;' E’El on K S 7dE/a
BE’ = Wy ’ .
0 otherwise,
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where p € N2, |u| = k — 2. Next, we compute

(pk P, div BY; )L o) :/ PP Oy )\‘;(JFEI,E’.
wEﬂwE/

From the same analysis as in (5.3), we conclude that this integral vanishes unless p = q and
p = (k—2)el. In this case, we have

. —1)' _
/ p,’ff;degf:Z(lK,)| ( / PEY (0= 20k i ) O
wENwgr % K;

i=1

2

Z / (1=2X) A7) (1) Owy Ak, (5.8)

i=1

Since the facets F; C 0K; opposite to z, i = 1,2, lie in one plane, the function ¢ : K1 UKy —
R, g0|Ki = Ak, .z, ¢ = 1,2 is affine on K; U K5 and the sum on the right-hand side in (5.8)
vanishes due to the alternating sign.

Case (c.ii): Let K = wgNwgr. In this case E, E' are edges of K with empty intersection.

By repeating the arguments in (5.3), it follows that the integral [, p Ii div (Bgf) vanishes.

Case (d): Let z € Vg, in particular z ¢ V (F). In this case the basis function is given
by
Bf | e = Wg)\];{z
for K € T,. It follows that the integral fw pkEfi div B! is zero by repeating the arguments in
(5.3). ’
The following proposition summarizes the findings of Section 5.

Proposition 5.8 Let k > 1 and let E € £ be a critical edge in T. For p € V(E), the
critical pressures pf;l as in Def. 5.4, Def. 5.7 satisfy

(pk P, div )Lz(g) =0, Vv € Sko(T).

Consequently, if T contains a critical edge E € Eq, then pk P, p € V(E), are critical
pressures and the pair (Sko (T),Pr_10(T)) is not inf-sup stable.

6 CR stabilization for critical edges

In this section, we consider critical edges EF € £ which are contained in the nodal patch w, of
some z € V. We show that the associated critical pressures pkE;p p € V(F), are eliminated

by testing by, (pk L > with some non-conforming Crouzeix-Raviart functions which are
locally supported in w,. We distinguish between odd and even polynomial degree.
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6.1 Stabilization for even polynomial degree

In the following, we prove for even k& > 4 that those critical pressures for the conforming
(Sko (T),Pr_10(T)) Stokes element which have been defined in the previous section are
“eliminated” by basic Crouzeix-Raviart elements.

Theorem 6.1 Let k > 4 be even. Let E € & be a critical edge and assume that there is
a tetrahedron K € Tg, which has E as an edge. Let w, € R3, ¢ = 1,2,3, denote three
linearly independent vectors. For p € V (F), consider the critical pressure function pfﬁ
defined in Definition 5.4 (if E € Eq) or Definition 5.7 (if E € Esq). Then any function

P € span {pkEﬂ peV (E)} which satisfies

(p,divv) gy = 0, Vv € span {BISR’KWZ 1< < 3} ;

1s the zero function.

Proof. We choose K = K, where K7 is as in Definition 5.4 and Definition 5.7, respec-
tively. Then,

: 1 :
/kaE’Fi div <B,SR’KW£> = _W /K Plgg’i’) (1 —2\gp)div Z Qr(l —2Xgy) — 1 | wy

YEV(K)

/ 03) 2/\K,p) le Z (Lk—f—l - Lk)/ (1 - 2)\K,y) Wy
k + 1 |K| YEV(K)

03
5D |K| / "1 =2kp) | Y (L — L) (1= 2Xky) O, Arcy

yEV(K)

~(k+ 1) KT, Z OwiAicy /KP(O V(1= 20p) (L — Le) (1= 22icy))
K)

We employ an affine pullback xxy : K — K to the reference element which depends

on the summation index y € V(K) such that X;{}y (p) = P = (1,0,0)" and therefore

Ak pOXKy (X) = 1. Fory € V(K)\ {p}, we require in addition that x y satisfies X;(?y (y) =
= (0,1,0)" and Axy 0 Xk (X) = . Then,

1
E, . CR,K
[ s5) - 25ty 5

with

{fK (U= 20) (Lo — L) (1=2m)  y=p. 6.1)

Jie PEY (1= 200) (Liga = L) (1 = 2a) y € V(K)\{p}.
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These integrals are computed in Appendix B. From there, we get

D y =p,
b={ e Ve . 02

Hence, by taking into account that k is even, we have

) 1 1 kE+1
/ p div (BJSR’KWZ> =il 5 Ow AKp — E  Owky
0 K
yeV(K)\{p}

We use > cyx) Aky = 1, and obtain

k+3 1
£ div (B w,) = 0w A
/ka—1 Wb, Wy k+12’f( W AK,p

The assertion is proved if there exist two vectors s,t € R3 such that the Gram’s matrix
m = (O Ak p)pevr) € R¥? is regular. Let v € V(K)\V(E) and E = [p,q]. We choose

re{s,t}
s=q—pandt=q—vtoobtain s Axp = —1, OsAxq = 1, OAkp = 0, OAkxq = 1. This

implies that m is regular and the theorem is proved. m

6.2 Stabilization for odd polynomial degree

In this section, we prove an analogue to Theorem 6.1 for odd k. However, we need more
Crouzeix-Raviart functions in order to eliminate the critical pressures as can be seen from
the following theorem.

Theorem 6.2 Let k > 3 be odd. Let E € £ be a critical edge and assume that there is a
tetrahedron K € Tg such that there are two facets F,G € F(K) which satisfy

For p € V(FE), consider the critical pressure functions pkE;pl defined in Definition 5.4 (if
E € &) or Definition 5.7 (if E € Esq). For any F' € Fo, let wi' € R®, 1 < ¢ <3, denote
some basis in R3. Then, any function p € span {pkEfi peV (E)} which satisfies

(p.divv) 2 =0 Vv € span {BER’F’wf’ 1< (<3,F e{F, G}}
is the zero function.

Proof. We will use the two facets F, G with corresponding Crouzeix-Raviart functions
as test functions and derive the assertion. First, let F' € F be such that £ C F. We recall,
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that B,SR’F has support on two tetrahedra K, Ky and K; U Ky = wg Nwp. For s € R3\ {0},
we compute

2
(e (5273)), -3
=1

where v; is the vertex in V (K;) opposite to F'. For a single summand we get

U9 (1= 22k, p) div (Qr(1 — 2Ak,,)8) ,

[ PP = 2h00) div (@i (1= 2209
K;
=2 (as)\Ki,Vi)/ P(O i (1 - 2)\K p) Qk (1 - 2)\K vl)
K;

2 |K| "
_ SV (1= 2X8) (Liesr — L) (1 — 2)e),
g @) [ PO (0 20) (s = 1) (1209
where we used an affine pullback yg, : K — K; which satisfies Xk (P) =P = (1,0, 0)" and

X[_{,Ll- (vi) = v = (0, 1,O)T. Recall the computations (6.1), (6.2) from the previous section.
Then,

(D

DN | —

/ P,i(i’:f) (1—2Xp) (Lig1 — Li)" (1 = 2)¢) =
K

The combination of these computations leads to

2
CR,F o
(pim v Bs) | Z

=1
= Las (/\Kl,vl - /\K2,V2> .

~

(k+1)|K

/ PO (1= 22k, p) div (Qu(1 — 2Ag, ,)S)
K;

Since the right-hand side does not depend on p, the test functions BCR s, s € R3, are not
sufficient to eliminate both critical functions plC P.peV(E).

Next, we choose a facet for another Crouzeix-Raviart function. Let K := K; and G €
Fo\{F } be an inner facet which satisfies £ ¢ G. This implies

TeNTeg ={K}.
Let y denote the vertex in K opposite to G and hence y € V (F). Next, we compute
1
div Bt = [ POY (1= 20p) di 1—2)
(v, div ey = T P (1= 20000 div (@ (1= 2)).

For p =y, we employ an affine transform yx : K — K with & (p) =P = (1,0, O)T. Then,

1
(pk P div BCR Gt> (6.2)

p , |
= 2 (0ky) / POY (1 205) Q4 (1—22) 2 L (0ky)
Gl ;

L2(Q)
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For p # y, we employ an affine transform yx : K — K with i (p) =D = (1,O,O)T and
Xx' (¥) =9 =(0,1,0)". Then,

(pk R, div Bt ) 8tAKy)/ POV (1—22) Qf (1 - 22g)
K

I

@1 (@),
(k+1) ‘K’

We define the Gram’s matrix

_ |:as (/\Kl,vl - /\KQ,VQ) at)\f{,y :|
aS (AK1,V1 - AI(Q,V2> %at)\K,y 7

and choose s as the unit vector which is orthogonal to the facet F' and points into K,. In
this way, Os (Ak, vy — Akyve) =: 0 < 0. We choose t := y — u for some u € V(K)\ {y}.

Hence, Oy gy = 1 and
o {0 1 }
0

Since k > 3 this matrix is non-singular and this implies the claim. m

A Non-conforming Crouzeix-Raviart functions in higher
dimensions

The construction of non-conforming Crouzeix-Raviart functions in three dimensions is based
on the definition of the univariate polynomial Q) € Py ([—1,1]) in (3.6). In this section, we
generalize this construction to arbitrary dimension d > 2 and Q) in (3.6) will be a special
case for d = 3.

Let K C R? be a closed simplex with vertices z;, 1 < i < d + 1, which form the set
V (K). The (d — 1)-dimensional facet in 0K opposite to z € V (K) is denoted by F, and
the facets are collected in the set F (K). The barycentric coordinates Ak 4, z € V (K), are
characterized by the conditions Ax, € Py (K), Ak, (¥) = 0,y for all y,z € V (K).

Our goal is to define a polynomial Qu) € Py ([-1,1]), d > 2, kK > 1, such that the
composition Qg (1 —2Ak,) satisfies

Qd,k (1 — 2AK,Z)|FZ =1and VF € .F(K) \ {Fz} . / Qd,k (1 — 2)\K,z) q = 0 \V/C] € Pk,1 (F) .
F
(A1)

Following the construction in Section 3, the non-conforming Crouzeix-Raviart functions for
even polynomial degree k > 2 are supported on a single simplex K and given by

BORE . { (Zzev Qax (1 — 2>\Kz)> —1 on K,
dk =

0 otherwise.
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For odd polynomial degree £ > 1 they are supported on the two adjacent simplices Ky, Ky
of an inner facet F' and given by

BORF . { Qar (1 —2X\g,) for K € {K;, Ky},
dk =

0 otherwise,

(A.2)

where Ak, denotes the barycentric coordinate for the vertex z € V (K) opposite to F.
Properties (A.1) allow us to repeat the arguments in the proof of Theorem 3.5 which
then imply that BCRK and BC?I;F belong to the Crouzeix-Raviart space CRp5* (T) for a
conforming snnphClal finite element mesh 7 of a d-dimensional polytope 2.
Finally, we construct the polynomial ()q;. For ease of notation, we set m = d — 2 and
define the polynomial Py, € Prym ([—1,1]) as a linear combination of Legendre polynomials

m
Peym = E Bt Lito-
(=0

The coefficients (3 , are defined as the solutions of the linear system

(l+Ek+n)!
= <n< .
Zﬁkf €+k—n) 5n,m7 O_n_m, (AS)

Q"n'
where we use the convention that u!/v! =0 for p > 0 and v < 0.
Lemma A.1 Let d > 2 and set m = d — 2. The polynomzial
Qax = P
belongs to Py ([—1,1]) and satisfies the conditions in (A.1).

Proof. Let C\¥ € P, ([—1,1]) denote the Gegenbauer polynomials for & > —1/2, a # 0.
We combine [12, 18.7.9] with [12, 18.9.19] to get for £ < n

o 2O /240
LQ-—EQTQFZ . (A.4)

We use [12, Table 18.6.1] to obtain

ora+20,,  (n+0)!
2000 (n—0)! 2 (n—0)!

LY (1) =

Thus,

(k+ 0+
Qay (1) = k+m Zﬁk é’Lk+£ Zﬁ’”’gm I (k +€m)m)

Condition (A.3) for n = m shows Qqx (1) = 1. Since Qqx ((1 —2Ax )|y ) = Qax (1) the
first condition in (A.1) follows.
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Next, we prove the second condition in (A.1). For z € V (K), let F € F(K)\ {F,}. We
employ an affine pullback yx : & — K to the reference element

~

K::{x:(xi)leeR‘éo\x1+...+$d§1}

in such a way that F' := {x = (:zc,-)f:1 eK|xg= O} is mapped to F. Then, it is sufficient
to prove

/ Qar (1 —2zy) 2 .. 2y drg_y ... dxy =0, Vo= (o) e N&TL ol <k —1.
P

(A.5)
We set o = (a;)"", and define
1—x1 1—x1—x2 l—x1—x2—...—4_2
G (z1) : / / / ey drgy .. ds.
Hence, condition (A.5) is equivalent to
/<%ku—2my;@gma_o
0
By using integration by parts, one derives that this condition is equivalent to
1
O—/j@ml—ﬂm) (1) dzy = }:261%”1—2xxw4mm) (A.6)
0

1
+ Q_m/ Pker (1 — 2.171) G(m) (331) dl’l.
0

The integral in the definition of G can be evaluated explicitly and we get
/' /|

O(L — gy) T

= Tt

Clearly, G € P11 ([0,1]) and GV (1) = 0 for all 1 < ¢ < m. We use this, G™
Pr—1 ([0,1]), and the orthogonality relations of the Legendre polynomials in (A.6) to get the
equivalent condition

Z 2-¢p™ 0 (1) GV (0).

However, the property Pk(fyj) (1) = 0 for 1 < ¢ < m follows from the first conditions
n=0,1,...,m —1 in the definition of f;, in (A.3). m

Remark A.2 The m-th order derivative of Pyi,, in the definition of Qqr can be avoided
by employing the relation (A.4) for Gegenbauer and Legendre polynomials. We get with
m=d—?2

2m)! —
Qax = (27”77”3' Zﬂk écki/£2+nT)
T 4=0
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where CV is set to zero for v < 0 and we emphasize that the superscript (1/2 4+ m) does
not denote a derivative but is the parameter in the Gegenbauer polynomial related to the
corresponding weight function (1 —x*)™ in the orthogonality relation. The coefficients By
can be expressed explicitly

(—1)™ 2 (M) (2K + 20+ 1)

[T 2k + 1)
(the verification that By, satisfy (A.3) is quite tedious and skipped) so that we obtain the
fully explicit formula

m)l [ " 1 m—t (M A(1/24m)
dk =" E H (2k +7) (—1) / Chtiom -

r=0+1
=0 \rx20+1

Bre =

B Computing some integrals involving Jacobi polyno-
mials

In this appendix, we evaluate the integrals I, defined in (6.1).
Lemma B.1 For anyy € V (K), the integral I, in (6.1) is explicitly given by

e y =D,
Iy—{ =DM yev(E)\ {p}-

Proof. We start with y = p. We evaluate the inner integral explicitly and apply
integration by parts to get

1 1—x1 1—z1—xo
I, = /0 P;i(i’i) (1 —221) (Liys — Lp)" (1 — 229) (/0 /0 1d$3d$2) dy

1 1
- 5/ (21— 1)* POV (1= 221) (Liyr — Li)" (1 — 221) dy
0

1 1
=~ (21— 1’ POV (1= 221) (Liws — Li)' (1 — 221)

4 0
1 [ 2 5(0,3) ! /
— 7 [ (@ =0? P (= 22)) (Laa = L) (1 = 200) dy
0
= LPOY (1) (L — L) (1
= P (1) (L — L) (1)

1 / !
+5 (@ -1 POY (1 —220)) (L — L) (1 = 2m0)

0

1 [ "
(VRN V)

-~

g(x1)
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Since g € Px_1, the orthogonality properties of the Legendre polynomials imply that the last
term vanishes. Hence,

1
[p = ZPIE(E? (1) (Lk+1 - Lk>/ (1)

- é (2 = 1* PO (1 - 2:[:1))/ (L1 — L) (1 — 2ay)

x1=0

The endpoint properties of the Legendre and Jacobi polynomials (cf. (3.9), (3.5)) imply that

the second term vanishes and
7 k+1

p =
4
Next, we consider the integral for y # p. We get again by integration by parts

1 1—x1
L= [ a2 ([0 n ) (L - L (- 20 de )

DN | —

1
/ P,E(f:f) (1 —2y) <(1 — 21 — 29) (L1 — L) (1 — 2:152)) L= da;
0

1—x1
P,§0 01— 21‘1)/ (Lis1 — Li) (1 = 222) dwaday
0

s~

—~

L1 — L) (1) /1 PO (1= 22)) (1 — 1) day
) 0
PO (1= 221) (Ligy — L) (1 — 2a0) 37" diry
1
(Lt — L)’ (1)/0 POD (1 221) (1 — 1) day

PO (1 = 22)) (Lppy — Ly) (221 — 1) dy,

S~

+ +
] = BJIPA e B NG bJIPA
é\“w

where we used (Lyy1 — Lg) (1) = 0 for the last equality. Again by the orthogonality proper-
ties of the Legendre polynomials, the last summand is zero and we get

kt1 e [ pO®
I, = g k-1 with ¢ 1= 1 P (t) (t+ 1) dt. (B.1)

We employ [12, 18.9.5] for f =2, a =0, n =k, i.e.,
(2k +3) P = (k 4+ 3) P 4+ kP*Y),
to obtain

k 2k 4+ 3
Ui
E+3" ' k3

Ll = —

1
/ PO (1) (¢ + 1) dt.
—1
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The last integral has been computed in [5, Lem. C.1], and we obtain

(2k +3)

e 4 (1) k+1)(k+2)(k+3)

R

For k£ = 0, it holds Péo’g) (x) = 1 and 1p = 2. Tt is easy to verify by induction that
u, = 4(—=1)" / (k + 2) satisfies the initial value and the recurrence. The combination with
(B.1) leads to the assertion. m
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