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Abstract

In this paper, we give pointwise estimates of a Voronoi-based finite volume approximation
of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Voronoi-Delaunay decompositions of the sphere. These
estimates are the basis for a local error analysis, in the maximum norm, of the approximate
solution of the Poisson equation and its gradient. Here, we consider the Voronoi-based finite
volume method as a perturbation of the finite element method. Finally, using regularized
Green’s functions, we derive quasi-optimal convergence order in the maximum-norm with
minimal regularity requirements. Numerical examples show that the convergence is at least
as good as predicted.
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1 Introduction

The study of numerical solutions of Partial Differential Equations (PDEs) posed on spheres and other
surfaces arise naturally in many applications. It is especially important in geophysical fluid dynamics,
where a sphere is usually adopted as a domain. For instance, in weather forecasting and climate modeling,
PDEs are used and discretized through finite differences, finite elements, and finite volume methods on
a spherical domain [27, 55, 30].

The efficiency and accuracy of the approximate solutions depend on certain characteristics of the
discretization of the sphere and of the differential operators. In the present work, we start by looking
at the approximations of solutions of the Poisson problem on the unit sphere using spherical icosahedral
geodesic grids [51, 56, 4, 30], i.e., grids that come from an icosahedron inscribed on the sphere, with
its vertices and faces projected onto the spherical surface. We obtain a spherical triangular grid whose
edges are geodesic arcs and satisfy the so-called Delaunay criterion i.e., maximizing the smallest angle
[28, 26, 32]. Following [2, 50], the mentioned construction will allow us to define two types of grids on S*:
a triangular Delaunay (primal) decomposition and a Voronoi (dual) decomposition. In what follows, we
will consider such grids in a more general way, not necessarily restricted to those directly built from an
icosahedron. Therefore, we will refer to them as general Voronoi-Delaunay decompositions of the sphere
throughout this paper.

Voronoi-based finite volume methods are very popular and allow great flexibility. However, the finite
volume scheme may not be formally consistent, yet can still lead to second-order convergence results,
leading to what is sometimes called supra-convergence [3, 14, 6, 48, 44, 37, 15]. Error estimates of
the first order of convergence for approximate solutions of planar Voronoi-based finite volume method
in the H! and L?-norm have been reported by [45, 25, 24, 19, 23]. Second-order accuracy in the L2-
norm using planar dual Donald decompositions, which uses the triangle barycenters as vertices of the
dual grid, were considered in [33, 42, 10, 11] and for general surfaces in [34, 35]. These latter works

*Department of Mathematics, The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, Hong Kong SAR. Corresponding
author (Ipoveda@math.cuhk.edu.hk)
Hnstituto de Matemdtica e Estatistica, Universidade de Sao Paulo, Brazil



explicitly use properties of the barycentric dual cells, i.e., the quadratic order is obtained by using the
centroid of triangles, and therefore these constructions cannot be generally extended to the arbitrary
Voronoi-Delaunay decompositions.

Previous work [42, 10, 8, 57] also usually have an extra requirement in the regularity of the exact
solution (belong to H3 or W3P), which is excessive compared to the requirements in finite element
methods [7, 12, 49]. However, [22] has reported a sufficient condition to decrease the regularity of
the exact solution (is in H?) but imposes an added regularity requirement on the forcing source term,
which is in H' to get the optimal convergence order. The authors also highlighted that, except for
one-dimensional domains or the solution domain has a boundary smooth enough, the H'-regularity of
the source term does not automatically imply the H3-regularity of the exact solution.

On the sphere, [20] show a quadratic order estimate in the Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition on S?
in the L?-norm and a Spherical Centroidal Voronoi Tesselation (SCVT) optimized grid [17, 18] is used
as their Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition and the excessive regularity assumption in the exact solution.
Based on this, as a first minor result of this work, we show more general error estimates than given in
[20] applying the approach of [22], i.e., decreasing the regularity in the exact solution and imposing a
minimum regularity in the source term. Thus we obtain the desired order of convergence. We conclude,
as in [20], that the proof cannot be extended to Voronoi-Delaunay decompositions in general due to the
explicit use of the criteria of the SCVT. In general, determining a quadratic convergence order in the
L2?-norm is an open issue for the Voronoi-based finite volume method. Several efforts have been made to
answer this question and are limited to topological aspects; for example, [47] gives a partial answer and
an important improvement in relation to what is known so far.

The topic of this paper is the convergence analysis for approximate solutions of the Voronoi-based
finite volume method in the maximum-norm, extending existing results for the plane [22, 58, 9] to the
sphere. We do not know that advances in this direction have been previously described in the literature,
particularly for Voronoi-Delaunay decompositions on S?. We opted to consider the Voronoi-based finite
volume method as a perturbation of the finite element method, an approach widely described in the
literature [42, 22, 43].

The main idea is to use the standard error estimation procedures developed for the finite elements
on surfaces such as [13, 38, 36] along with the use of the regularized Green’s functions on the sphere.

The main result of our work is the proof of the sub-linear convergence order of a classic finite
volume method on general spherical Voronoi-Delaunay decompositions, for the Poisson equation, in the
maximum norm. This result tightens the gap between theoretical convergence analysis and existing
empirical evidence for the convergence of such schemes in the sphere. Empirical evidence indicated the
possibility of linear convergence; however, here, our results contain a logarithmic factor caused by the
use of linear functions in the primal Delaunay decomposition, which apparently cannot be avoided, as
also was initially examined in Euclidean domains via finite element methods by [54, 49, 53] and more
recently described in [39, 40, 41]. Additionally, linear convergence order in the maximum norm is proved
for SCVT grids.

The outline of the paper is as follows: in Section 2, we briefly introduce some notation and the model
equation used in this work. Section 3 is devoted to the usual recursive construction of the spherical
icosahedral geodesic grids. In Section 4, we establish the classical finite volume method and discrete
function spaces. The error estimates for the discrete finite volume scheme are given in Section 5. Section
6 gives numerical experiments and final comments.

2 Problem setting

In this section, we start defining the model problem, some notations, and function spaces that will be
used throughout the paper. Let S? := {x € R3 : ||x|| = 1} be the unit sphere, where || - || represents the
Euclidean norm in R3. Let V, denote the tangential gradient [21] on S? defined by,

Vu(x) = Vu(x) — (Vu(x) - gz ) fige ,

where V denotes the usual gradient in R? and Mgz « represents the unit outer normal vector to S? at
x = (w1,m2,23). We shall adopt standard notation for Sobolev spaces on S? (see e.g., [29]). Given
1 < p < > and k non-negative integer, we denote the Sobolev spaces by,

26 = {uto): [ lutopasto) < oo}

S2
WhP(S?) = {u e LP(S?) : V2u € LP(S?), for 0 < |a| <k},
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where V§ = V¢ Vi3 VE5 is the multi-index notation for the weak tangential derivatives up to order £,

where a = (a1, ag, ag) is a vector of non-negative integers with |a| = a; + as + a3. The function space
WkP(S?) is equipped with the norm

1/p
a,, ||P <
ey = | (Sosioize ISl ) for 1< p <o

maxo<|a|<k || VoullL=(s2), for p = oo.

We set H*(S?) = W*2(S?) along with the standard inner product
(u,v) = / u(x)v(x)ds(x), for all u,v € L*(S?),
S2

where ds(x) is the surface area measure. Additionally, we define the zero-averaged subspace of H'(S?)
as

HY(S?) = {u e H'(S?) /S u(x)ds(x) = 0} :

equipped with the H'-norm. Throughout this paper, we use C, as a generic positive real constant, which
may vary with the context and depends on the problem data and other model parameters. Also, we will
use the notation a < b, which means that there is a positive constant C', independent of the mesh size,
such that a < Cb.

We now introduce the Poisson equation to be considered. Let f € L?(S?) be a given forcing (source)
satisfying the compatibility condition,

. f(x)ds(x) = 0. (2.1)

The model problem consists of finding a scalar function u : S — R satisfying
— Agu(x) = f(x), for each x € $?, (2.2)
where —A = =V, - V, denotes the Laplacian on S*. We impose [., u(x)ds(x) = 0 to ensure uniqueness

of solution. For any u,v € Hg(S?), we define the bilinear functional A : Hg(S?) x H3(S?) — R such that

Au,v) = . Vsu(x) - Vsu(x)ds(x). (2.3)

The bilinear functional is well-defined on the space Hg(S?) x H}(S?) and is continuous and coercive, i.e.,
there are positive constants Cy and C such that

|.A(U,U)| < COHVSU”LQ(S?)||VSUHL2(S2)7 for each u,v € Hé(Sz),
A(u,u) > Cl||Vsu||%2(S2), for each u € Hj(S?).

The variational formulation of (2.2) reads: find u € Hg (S?) such that
A(u,v) = (f,v), for each v € H}(S?), (2.4)
in which (f,v) = Jo f(x)v(x)ds(x) and the source data f satisfies (2.1).

As a consequence of the Lax-Milgram theorem [12, 7], problem (2.4) has a unique solution. This
solution is such that for some positive constant Cg,

IVl sy < Cslf 1), (2.5)

Moreover, we have the regularity property: for f € L?(S?) satisfying (2.1), the unique weak solution
u € H?(S?) N HL(S?) of (2.4) satisfies, for some positive constant Chg,

lullzzs2) < Crllfllz2(s2)- (2.6)

A detailed proof of (2.6) can be found in [21, Theorem 3.3 pp. 304].



3 Spherical icosahedral geodesic grids

In this section, we describe the discretization framework to approximate the sphere S?, following [4, 27,
30]. The spherical icosahedral grid can be constructed by defining an icosahedron inscribed inside S?,
which has triangular faces and vertices. Each edge of the original icosahedron whose vertices are on
S? is projected onto the surface of S2. We employ a recursive refinement of the grid by connecting the
midpoints of the geodesic arcs to generate four sub-triangles in each geodesic triangle. This procedure
may be applied to all geodesic triangles of the initial icosahedron to create a grid of desired resolution
(see Figure 1).
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Figure 1: Spherical icosahedral grids with levels 0, 1 and 2 with 12,42 and 162 vertices,
respectively.

3.1 Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition
Let d(x,y) denote the geodesic distance between x and y on S?, defined by
d(x,y) := arccos(x,y)gs € [0, 7],

where (-, )gs denotes the Euclidean scalar product in R3. We will use the notation mg(-) and m;(-)
for the standard measures of superficial area and curve length, respectively. Let Sy = {x;})¥; denote
the set of distinct vertices on Si where N = 22¢.10 + 2 is the number of vertices and ¢ is the level of
grid refinement [4]. We denote T;;; as a geodesic triangle with vertices x;,x;,x; € Sy and define the
spherical Delaunay (primal) decomposition on S? as the set Th = {Tijk :igk € ¥}, where X is the set
of indices such that i, j, k are adjacent neighbors in Sy. Here the subscript h denotes the main grid
parameter to be defined later. .

The dual Voronoi decomposition of 7y, is constructed following ([50, 2]). For each vertex x; € Sy,
1 <i < N, its associated Voronoi cell V; is given by

V,; = {xe S? 1 d(x,x;) < d(x,xj), foreach1<j <N, and j # i}.

Each Voronofi cell \N/Z consists of all points x € S? closer to x; than any other vertex of Sy. Voronoi cells
are open and convex polygons on S?, limited by geodesic arcs at their boundaries. In particular, every
two cells have an empty intersection, and vazl cl(V;) = S2, where cl(-) denotes the closure of the cell.

Further, given two adjacent vertices x; and x;, we denote by fij = cl(V;) N Cl(v_j) # () the geodesic
Voronoi edge on S? associated to the vertices x; and x;. Thus, for each vertex x; we can denote the set

of indices of its neighbors x; such that ml(fij) >0, i.e.,
AGi) = {] cj#iand Ty = cl(Vy) Nel(V;) # @} .

Each V; has smooth piecewise boundary AV, formed by the Voronoi dual edges f‘ij, with j € A(i), i.e.,
OV, = UjeA(i) fij. For x; and x; neighboring vertices with j € A(i), we denote by 7;; the Delaunay
edge joining vertices x; and x;, and by x;; and m;; the midpoints of the geodesic edges 7;; (Delaunay)
and l:ij (Voronol) respectively. By construction, each geodesic Delaunay edge 7;; is perpendicular to
geodesic Voronoi edge fij and the plane formed by fij and the origin, bisects 7;; at its midpoint x;;
(see [19, 50]). Therefore d(x;,x) = d(x,x;), for each x € fij, and we denote by ﬁxfij the co-normal unit
vector at the Voronol edge fij lying in the plane T, g2 tangent to S? at x. Finally, ﬁx,ﬁj is parallel to

X;Xj, i.e., ﬁx,f” || x;x; for each x € I';;, see Figure 2.



Figure 2: Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition on S? with levels 0 and 1, and the geometric
configuration of Voronofi cell and its associated triangles.

Remark 3.1. The Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition constructed as described above will be called a non-
optimized grid and denoted throughout this paper as Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition NOPT.

Remark 3.2. In the NOPT decomposition, the constrained cell centroids normally do not coincide with
the nodes. However, this can be an important property for discretization. Therefore, we will also consider
Spherical Centroidal Voronoi Tessellations (SCVT). These are constructed through an iterative method
(Lloyd’s algorithm, see [18, 19]). In the SCVT tessellation, the vertex generating each cell V; C S?, is
the constrained cell centroid x§, i.e., the minimum of the following function

F) = [y = xlPds(y).

Vi

Given a Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition, we consider some grid parameters previously defined in
[19, 20]. Let h; = max g d(x;,x) be the maximum geodesic distance between vertex x; and the points

in its associated cell \71 and h = max;—1,_. n h;.
In addition, we consider the following shape regularity or almost uniform conditions given by [45,
42, 12

Definition 3.3 (Almost uniform). We say that a Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition Vi = {xi, \~7¢}£V=1 on
S? is finite volume regular if for every spherical polygon V; € V, with boundary dV; = J JeAG) I';;, there
exist positive constants Cy and C1, independent of h such that
1 ~ 1 5 ~ 9
—h S ml(Fij) S Coh, and —h S ma(Vi) S Clh .
CO Cl
From now onward, we assume that the Voronoi-Delaunay decompositions NOPT and SCVT are
almost uniform grids on S2.

3.2 Geometric correspondence

We describe here geometric relations between S? and its polyhedral approximation Sj,, using the framework
given by [13, 34]. First, we assume that S? is approximated by a polyhedral sequence Sj, formed by the
decomposition T (planar triangles) as h goes to zero. The smooth and bijective mapping P : S;, — S?
is defined as radial projection of any point x* € S;, onto the spherical surface, i.e., P(x*) = x*/|x*||
(Figure 3). Observe that, by construction, the vertices (Sy = {x;}}¥,) of the polyhedral S;, belong to
the surface of S? i.e., Sy = S, NS?. This implies that Sy, = Uz‘jkez Ty, and S? = Uijkez Tijk, where X
is the set of neighboring vertices in Sy. Notice that the polyhedral of level zero is the initial icosahedron.
We also consider the following spherical shell in R3:

Qo= {x* € R¥\ {0} : 1 — Ch* < |x*|| < 1+ Ch?},

with C' chosen such that S? and Sy, are contained in €2;,. For functions u € H?(S?), we denote by u®* the
extension of u to Q, given by u}(x*) = u(P(x*)), for each x* € Sj,. The following result has been shown
in [19, Proposition 1, pp. 1677]:



Figure 3: Radial projection of polyhedral S, on sphere S2.

Proposition 3.4. For any x* € ), and x = P(x*) € §%, and i,j € {1,2,3},
Vu(x) = Vu(x), V(9;us(x)) = Vs (0s,iu(x)) — (0s,5u(x))is2 «,
I |V () = VaP(x), - [[x*[?0:0;u (x") = 8i0;u (x),

where 0; denotes partial derivative with respect to x; and 0s; denotes the i-th component of the tangential
deriwative, fori=1,2,3.

The following result compares the norms of functions defined on S* and Sy,. A proof is given in [13].
Proposition 3.5. Let u € W2P(S?) with 1 < p < oo. There exist positive constants Co, Cy and Co such
that for h small enough,

1 —Q
aﬂullm(fﬁw <@ lze s < Collullpog,,,
1 —Q
19l oty < 19T o) < Gl Pt ot

—Q
Hvau ||Lp(Tijk) S 02 Z ||v?u||Lp(’fijk)7
0< ]| <2
where T is the extension of u to Q, restricted to Sy, and V* V¢ denote the usual derivatives and

tangential derivatives up to order 2.

4 A Voronoi-based finite volume method

In this section, we seek an approximate solution of (2.2) via a finite difference/volume scheme. First,
from Gauss theorem, we have that

_ / Aqu(x)ds(x) = — | Vau(x) i, g dv(x),
V; oV,

where i v, denotes the co-normal unit vector on dV; at x, and dy(x) is the geodesic length measure.

Since 8\~/i = UjeA(i)fij, we have that
-3 [ Ve g, 60 = [ s,
je() T Vi

We denote the continuous flux of u across the edge fv] by

.7?2'3' (u) := *A Vu(x) 'ﬁx,fijde(X)’ (4.1)

i

and define its central difference approximation
= = un(%5) — un(x)
F.(up) = —my(l;,) —2L v 7
l]( h) l( Z]) ||Xj _XiH

Additionally, for each cell \71‘, let f; denote the mean value of the data f on \71‘, i.e.,

1
ma(vi) /‘71 f(x)ds(x). (4.3)

i =

6



The Voronoi-based finite volume scheme is defined as

(Lis,n(un))i =

> Fijlun) = fi, for1<i<N, (4.4)

ma(v ) JEA()

where Ly j, is a discretization of the Laplacian, uy, is an approximate solution and f; is defined in (4.3).
To emphasize the dependence of the grid, we always will use the subscript h. The finite volume scheme
(4.4) is conservative, since we have that,

Z Z}—”uh —0

=1 jeA(t

which follows from F,;; = —F; if the vertices x; and x; are neighbors with m;(T';;) > 0.

4.1 Discrete function spaces

In this subsection, we introduce some local function spaces on S?, as in [21, 13, 34]. We define the
Lagrange finite element space on a polyhedral Sy, as

P1(Sh, Tn) == {ﬂh € C’O(Sh) : ﬂh|T.,kaiS linear affine for each T;;i, € 77L} ,
ik
and the corresponding lifted finite element space on S?,
Pl(SZ,ﬁ) = {uh € C°S?) :up =1y 0 P, for each wy, € Pl(Sh,Th)} ,

where P~1 denotes the inverse of the radial projection P. For the approximation of functions on H}(S?),
we consider Uy, the the zero-averaged subspace of P1(S?, T;,) given by

T (S?) = {uh CPy(SETY) : /S up (x)ds(x) = o} .

Notice that, from Proposition 3.4, we can get U, C HZ(S?) endowed with the Hl-norm. As in [42, 43],
we define the piecewise constant function space associated with the dual Voronoi decomposition given
by

Vi(S?) := {U € L*(S?): v‘\; , is constant in each V; for 1 <i < N}.

We introduce interpolation operators ﬁh and ﬁ; mapping functions defined on S? onto ﬁh and ‘~/h,
respectively. Note that, given the function values at the vertices of the Voronoi grid, the operators are
uniquely defined. The following interpolation estimates will be used in our analysis and are shown in

[20, Proposition 3, pp. 1677].

Proposition 4.1 (Interpolation estimates). Assume u € W2P(S?) N H}(S?) for 2 < p < o0 and v €
H?(S?) N H(S?). Then, for h small enough, there exist positive constants Cy and Cy independent of h
such that,

llu — ﬁh(u)HWk‘p(SZ) < Cuh® *|lullwen(sz),  for each k € {0,1},
[v =10}, (0)[| L2 s2) < Ovhlv| g2 (s2).-

We also define the linear transference interpolation Th : ﬁh — IN/;L as
Ih (up) Zuh x;)xi(x for each uy, € ﬁh,

where y; represents the characteristic function corresponding to the cell \N/i, with 1 <7 < N.

In order to show basic estimates, we shall need the following inverse estimate for finite element
functions (see e.g., [12, 7, 13]), which follows from the almost-uniformity of the decomposition 7. The
proof is valid on S? under conditions of Propositions 3.4 and 3.5, cf. [13, Proposition 2.7, pp. 812] or [36,
Lemma 3.4, pp. 524].



Lemma 4.2 (Inverse estimate). Let ﬁ be an almost uniform Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition on S2.
Assume that I, m are non negative integers with I < m and 1 < p,q < oo, such that U, C Wl7p(Tijk) N
W™ 4(T;;1). Then, there exists a positive constant C independent of h, such that vy, € Uy, satisfies,

||Uh||wm,p(T o< ChZ—m—z(l/q—l/p)th”WLq(Tij

We establish the following auxiliary result for later use in the analysis.

Lemma 4.3. Let ka € Th be a geodesic triangle of an almost uniform Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition

on S? and 7, Tij C BT”k Then, for1 < g < oo and vy, € Uh, there exists a positive constant C independent
of h, such that

[ 10460 = Tufon) lar () =0, (1.50)
lon = Tn ()l o,y < Chllonllwra,, (4.5b)

ijk)

n)

Proof. Let x;; be the midpoint of 73; C BTijk, we define ’T( as the geodesic between the points x;;

and x, with n € {i,j}. We know that I (v,)(x) = vh(xn) for each x € i(j-n), where n € {4,j} and

Tij = ﬁ(;) u i(j) We can immediately derive the following estimates,

[ 060 = Tuon)larte) = [ fone) = nx)ldn 0 + [ [on) = on e

o 78
= /~ vp(x)dy(x) — /~.<?> [on (x:) + vi(x;5)]dy(x)
- / on(x)dy(x) = %mz@j)[vh(x» +on (%)), (4.6)

where my(7;;) denotes the length of 7;;. Let v}? be the lift of v, to the spherical shell Q;;, :=
{x* €Qn:Px*) e ’Tijk}, with vy (x) = v§}(x) for all x € S%. Also let x;; be the midpoint of [x;, x;]
(the segment goes from x; to x;) such that x;; = P(x};). Now, assume that v € C1(Qyj%), by Taylor’s
Theorem for v,? around x;; and integrating over 7;;, we obtain

[ nar( = [ oR)drt) = iy )ufsi)

1
b [ Tt = xi) - )t ).
:Fij 0

the second term in the right-hand side vanishes by parity of va (y) for any y € [x,x;;] and a symmetry
of 7;; with respect to the midpoint x;;. It follows that,

[ enar) = (s oft ).
Tij
Substituting the expression above into (4.6), one obtains

/ [on (%) = T (o) () ]dy (%) = ma (733 o2 (i) —

ij

S ons) + wn(x5)] = 0,

Q

which follows from vj}(xs;) = vil(x};) and v}(x};) = 3[vn(x;) 4+ va(x;)]. This shows the identity (4.5a).

i
For (4.5b), we consider Q;, Q; and Qj the three spherical polygonal regions makeup by the intersection
of the triangle T;;, with the Voronoi cells associated to each vertex x;,x; and xy, i.e.,

Qn = Tijk n {'/n, fOI‘ n e {i,j, k}
For x € Q; we have Ij,(v3)(x) = vp,(x;). Then

|vp (%) — vp(x:)] = ‘/ Vv,?(xi +t(x—x;)) - (x —x;)dt

< lx = x| max HVvh )

x*€[x,x ’



where U}SB is the radial extension of vy, to the spherical shell £, we used its Taylor expansion and [x, x;]
is a segment that connects x with x;. For 1 < ¢ < co and, by integrating over Q,;, we get

’ ds(x
x*€[x,x

/N‘Uh(X)—Th(Uh)(X)‘qu(X)S/Q [lx — x| max HVvh

< C’hq/~ m@xHVv;?(y)qus(x)

i Y

Recalling Definition 3.3 and Lemma 4.2 with m =1 =1 and p = 0o, we can have

lon =i}, g, < ChIma(Q)IVERI . 5, < CRIB2 IV L 6
< CHIR RV, &, < CRUVLIG, g,

The estimates similarly hold for Qj and Qk. Combining these results, we get that
lon =Tn(n)ll Lo,y < CRIVsRll Lo,
which completes the proof. O

Let us now introduce some discrete norms and seminorms for functions on U k. Similarly to [19, 16, 5],
for 1 < p < oo, we denote

||uh||0’p7h = Zma i) |un (%),
up (%) — un(x;) 7
[unld .1 Z Z d(xi, x;) ||;_X.|| =1
i=1 jEA(7) v J

lunllf pp = lunllo o + lunlf ,p-
In the case p = 2, we omit p in our notation and simply write || - [|o.2.n = || - lo,.n and || - |12 = | - 1,1
for the norms and | - |1,2,, = | - |1, for the seminorm. Furthermore, for the case p = 0o, we can use the
usual notational convention for the max-norm, i.e., || - | Lo (s2), for functions on Uy.

Proposition 4.4. For u;, € ﬁh, there exist positive constants Cy and C1, independent of h such that,

1
50||Uh||0,p,h < lunllrs2y < Collunllop,n, (4.7a)
1
F|Uh|1,p,h < Vsun|Les?y < Cilunliph, (4.7b)
1

with p € {1,2}.

Proof. About p = 2, we cite [20, Proposition 4, pp. 1678] and [42, Lemma 3.2.1, pp. 124]. About p =1,
from Proposition 3.5, for the extension ES,E of up, to €, restricted to Sy, we have

Jo, et <€ [ e jase) (4.5)

Note that @} is linear in planar triangle T,k € Tp, and assume that mq(Tij5) = Zne{i%k} me(Sn),
where S,, denotes the triangular regions in T}, shown enclosed by dashed lines in Figure 4. Then, by
numerical integration formula with second-order accuracy, we compute that

> / X)|ds(x*) = ma(Sk)[un (xi;)| + ma(Si)[an (G )l + ma(S;)[un (<31,

nefi,jk}



Figure 4: Geometric configuration of planar triangle T, € 7j, with vertices x;,x; and x;, and
its circumcenter denoted by q;ji.

where x7;, x7; and xj; represent the midpoints of each edge of T;j;,. Then, we have

Up (%) + Un(x;) p(x;) + T (xk)

ne{zz;k}/ [h (") ds(x") = ma(Sk) HmalS) 2
+ ma(S;) w
< M) 7y e E M)
L ma(S) ;ma(S 2 1 0] (4.9)

Notice that

ma(Sk)-Ql—ma(Sj) — ma(Qi>7 "”a(Sk)‘;ma(Si) — ma(Q]) and ma(Si)-&Q-ma(Sj) — ma(Qk)-

In fact, we have Qn = P(Q) for n € {i,j,k}. Thus, gathering (4.8) and (4.9), and summing up all
triangles of T, we obtain

unlsen = 3 [ lnldst) < czma Dlun(e)| = Clln o
Tijkeﬁ ik

which yields the right-hand side of (4.7a). Similarly, we can obtain the left-hand side. The inequality

(4.7b) follows by using the fact that @, is linear on each T;;, € 7. Furthermore, Vu;, is constant

on each Ty, € Tp; then the result is given by using the numerical integration and central difference

approximation with the second order of accuracy. O

4.2 A variational formulation

We now describe a variational formulation for the finite volume scheme. For (up,vp) € ﬁh X ﬁh, we
define the total flux bilinear form Ay, : U, x V), — R such that

N
Ap(un, In(vn)) = > vn(xi) Z Fij(un), (4.10)
i=1 JEA(D)
and its discrete version N
An(un Tn(vn) =D wn(xi) Y Fijlun), (4.11)
i=1 JEA()

10



where J%ij and F;; are defined in (4.1) and (4.2) respectively. So, an approximation uy, € U of (4.4) is
defined as the unique solution of the discrete problem: find u;, € U} such that

Zh(uh,fh(vh)) = (f,Th(Uh)), for each v, € ijh, (4.12)

In other words, we have, in each Voronoi volume, that Ay, (up, x;) = fi, where the values of f; are defined
in (4.3).

Proposition 4.5 ([45, 19]). Let V), = {x;, \71}11\;1 be an almost uniform Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition

on S?. Consider F;; as the discrete flur defined in (4.2). Then, for the solution u, € U, of problem
(4.12), there are positive constants Cy and Cy such that

A (un, Tn(vp)) < Colun|1,n|vnl1,n,  for each vy, € Un,

An(un, Tn(un)) > Chlunl? .
Here | - |1,5, denotes the discrete seminorm with p = 2.

The following result establishes an estimate of the stability of scheme (4.4), which is an immediate
consequence of the proposition above.

Proposition 4.6. Let f € L*(S?) satisfying the compatibility condition (2.1). A unique approzimate
solution uy, € Uy, of the discrete problem (4.12) satisfies,

lun|in < C| fllz2s2)s (4.13)

where C' is a positive constant independent of parameter h.

4.3 Geometric error estimates

In this subsection, we present two bounds concerning the geometric perturbation errors in the bilinear
forms. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let Au(-,-) and Au(-,-) be the total fluz bilinear forms defined in (4.10) and (4.11)
respectively. Assume that up, € Uy is the unique solution to the discrete problem (4.12). Then, for
each vy, € Uy and p > 1 with 1/p+ 1/q = 1, there exists a positive constant C, independent of h, such
that

Ap (un, In(vr)) = An(un, In(vn))| < CR?(|V supl| o (s2) | Vsvnl| pags2)-

Proof. This estimate was established for p = ¢ = 2 in [20, Lemma 4, pp. 1686]. The same proof applies to
show the estimates for general p and ¢ using a Holder inequality and norm equivalence from Proposition
4.4. O

We establish the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let x € S? and wy, € ﬁh, then there exists a positive constant C, independent of h, such
that
|Aswp (x)] < Ch||Vswy||. (4.14)

Proof. Take a planar triangle T, € 75, and its radial projection Tz—jk = P(Tijk), using x = P(x*) € Tijk,
for x* € Ty;,. Without loss of generality, to simplify calculations, assume this triangle lies on a plane of
constant third coordinate a3, so that T3 of x* = («F, x3,75) € Ty, with fixed T3, can fully define the
planar triangle in terms of the variables (z},z3)!.

By construction, we have 1 — Ch? < ||x*|| < 1, for h small enough. Let wy, : R®\ {0} — R be linear
(affine) on Tk, that is, wy(z}, 25, T5) = axt + bay + ¢T3 + d = ax] + bxd + e, where e = ¢T5 + d is
constant and a, b, c,d, e € R. In spherical coordinates, we get that

x] =rcosfsing, zx3=rsinfsing, x3=rcosp, withd e [-m, 7], € [-F, 7],

where ) *
r=|[x*||, 0= arctan (i—i) , ¢ = arccos (9%3) .
1

! Any other planar triangle of the grid can be obtained in this representation by rotations of the sphere.
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Then, for 73 fixed, we can write,
wp (2], x5, Ty) = ax] + bxs + e = aT; cos O tan ¢ + b sinf tan ¢ + e.

Notice that wp(r, 0, ¢) is constant for given fixed 6 and ¢, and therefore is invariant with respect to r on
Tk, thus wy, € Uy. Now,

1
rsin ¢

, 1
V'LU}L(T, 97 ¢) = Farwh (Tv 97 ¢) + 0 aawh (rv 97 d)) + ¢;8¢wh(’ra 0; ¢)7

where {7, 5, d_;} are the local orthogonal unit vectors in the directions of increasing r, 8, and ¢. Observe
that O,wp,(r,0,¢) = 0, so

th(T, 9) ¢) = 6

-1
tan ¢ (—aZ, sin 6 + b cos 0) + = sec ¢ (% cos 0 + bTS sin 6)
Py an ¢ (—axy sin 0 + bT3 cos )+¢r sec” ¢ (aT5 cos O + bxy sin 6)

By a similar calculation, we can find that
Awy, (1,0, ¢) L Pwp + —— 0wy +
wp(r = 0wy + ——dgwp + ———
h\"5 Uy r2 ¢ WYh sin2 ¢ o Wh

2
=3 tan ¢ sec? ¢(aT cos O + bT; sin ) —
1 cos¢

r2 sin ¢

m tan ¢(aTy cos O + bT5 sin 0)

sec? ¢(aT; cos O sec” ¢ + bT sin 0)

1

2 2
= — tan ¢ sec” ¢(aTx cos O + bxssinf) —
r2 ¢ o(as 3 ) 2 sin® ¢

tan ¢(aZy cos O + bT5 sin 0)
1 1 sing
72 sin? ¢ cos ¢

= %tan d(Vwp(r,0,9) - ¢_;)

(aT5 cos 0 + bz sin 6)

Then, for ¢ € [—%, %], and r is in the shell, i.e., 1 — Ch? < r < 1+ Ch?, we have that

| Awy (1,0, ¢)| < ' tan %

2
T—cnz [Vwn (1,0, 9)|,

Observe that
1

h _ 2 214 h h\3 _ 3
Therefore,
|Aw(r, 8, ¢)| < Chl|Vwn(r,6,9)].
Taking r = 1, and using Proposition 3.4, we arrive at (4.14). O

Lemma 4.9. Assume p > 1 such that 1/p+ 1/q = 1. Let Vy = {x;, V;})\, be an almost uniform
Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition on S*. Let A(-,-) and Ap(-,-) be the bilinear forms defined in (2.3) and

(4.10) respectively. Also, assume that up € Uy is the unique solution of problem (4.12). Then, there
exists a positive constant C, independent of h, such that

| A(un, vn) — A (un, I (vn)| < CR2||Vsun | Lo (s2) | Vsvn | ogs2). (4.15)
for each vy, € ﬁh.

Proof. Given uy, € l'_th, then uh|T~k € Wz’p("_NFijk) for each Tijk e ﬁ Multiplying —Agup by v, € Tj’h
ij
and by using Gauss Theorem, we have

_ /Tjk Agup(x)vp(x)ds(x) = /Tjk Vo (x) - Vvp (x)ds(x) _/

_ Veun(x) -1 5 on(x)dy(x).
9Tk
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From definition of A(-,) and summing up all ’Tijk € ﬁ, we get

A(un,vn) = Z l/N —Asup(x)vp(x)ds(x) + /(ﬁ- ) Vsup(x) -ﬁ'xﬁijkvh(x)d'y(x) . (4.16)

_ — T..
Tijk€Th ik

From Lemma 4.3, we consider again the spherical polygonal regions Qi, Qj and Qk made of the intersection
of the geodesic triangle T;;; with the three Voronoi cells associated to each vertex of the triangle, i.e.,
Qn =V, NTyjk, n € {i,,k}, with boundaries

9Qn = (0Va NTij) U (OTy6 NV,), n € {i,j.k}.
Now, multiplying —A uy, by Th(vh) €V, and integrating over Tijk, follows that
- /~ Agun()Th () (®¥)ds(x) = > [ Vaun(x) - VI (o) (x)ds(x)
Tijk i Qn
J n=1,j,k

-3 [ Vant 5 Tulen) ()
n=i,j,k oQn

== > | Vi) -1 g Ta(vn)(x)dy(x).
n=i,j,k’ 9Qn

Rearranging the boundary aQn with n € {i,7,k}, we have
- [ Agun ()T (vp) (x)ds(x) = — / _ Veun() i g Tn(on) (x)dy(x)
Tijk 0Tk Y

- > /a o Vaun(x) - K, g, Tn(vn) (x)dy(x).

n=i,jk

Now, summing up all geodesic triangles of ﬁ and using duality principle, i.e., each edge of ’Tijk intersects
to a unique dual Voronoi edge, we get

- ZN/T Asuh(xﬁh(vh)(X)ds(X) =— ZN /{ﬁ Vsup(x) -ﬁx,@jﬁh(vh)(x)d’y(X)

ToneTn 7k Tijk€Tn o
N ~
- Z - Vsup(x) - 1, g In(von) (x)dy(x).
i=1 i

The last term above on the right-hand side is the bilinear form ./zlvh(~, -). Therefore

An(un, T(vn)) = Y [_ /T | Agun (x)Ty (o) (x)ds (x) + /8 - Vsuh(x).ﬁxﬁwkfh(vh)(x)d’y(x) .

ijk

Tijke%vh
(4.17)
Then, we subtract (4.17) from (4.16) to obtain
| A(un, vn)— «‘Th(uhﬁh(vh))‘ < >0 L Aan()[va(x) = Ta(vn) (x))ds(x)
Tijkeﬁ Tin
+ > /  Veur(x) i 5 [oa(x) — T () (x)]dy(x) | -
For each 7;; € 8Tijk the function V,up(x) - i T [vn(x) — I (v)(x)] is anti-symmetric with respect to

the edge’s midpoint, and therefore as shown in Lemma 4.3 its integral along the edge vanishes. It follows
that

Al ) = A T )| < | 30 [ A Golon) ~Tu(wn) (st

'Tv:jkGTh ik
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Finally, invoking Lemma 4.8, the Holder inequality, Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 4.3, we arrive to

A(up, vp) — ﬁh(uh,fh(vh))’ < Z | Asup (x)[|on(x) *Th(vh)(X”dS(X)
TijkGﬁ Tisk
<ch S [ IVeunlllon(x) = Tu(on) (x)lds(x)
Ti]‘keﬁ Tisk
< Ch?| Vsun| Lo s2) IV svnll La(s?)-

This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 4.10. Assume that f € LP(S?), with p > 1 satisfies the compatibility condition (2.1). Then, for
each vy, € Uy, with 1/p+ 1/q =1 there exists a positive constant C, independent of h, such that

|(.08) = (£Tu(n)| < ChIS o) IV vl o), (4.18)

Proof. By applying the Holder’s inequality with 1/p + 1/¢ = 1 and using Lemma 4.3, we obtain

oo = ET@| = | X [ 760 [0 - Talon) )] st
Tijkeﬁ Tijn€Tn
< Ch Z Hf”Lp(Tijk)HvsvhHL‘?(ka)
T'ijkeﬁ
< Chflles2) IVsvnllLagsz)-

Therefore, we get (4.18). O

5 Error analysis

In this section, we establish the estimates of convergence order of the approximate solutions of FVM
in classical H!, L?-norm and max-norm using the framework of [22, 20, 34] for Voronoi-Delaunay
decomposition on S? and highlight that the estimated convergence rates depend on the position of
vertices of the geometric setting.

5.1 Classical H! and L? estimates

The following result provides an error estimate of the finite volume solution u; in the H' and L2-
norms with minimal regularity assumptions for the exact solution u and is valid for Voronoi-Delaunay
decompositions in general on S2.

Theorem 5.1. Let V, = {Xi,{/i}fil be an almost uniform Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition on S?.
Assume that f € L*(S?) satisfies (2.1) and the unique solution u of (2.4) belongs to H*(S*) N Hy(S?).
Let F;; be the discrete flur defined in (4.2), such that the discrete problem (4.12) has unique solution

up, € l?h. Then, there exists a positive constant C, independent of h, such that

IVsenllzz sy < Ch ([lulluzs2y + 1 fllz2s2)) » (5.1a)
lenllr2@s2)y < Ch|fllr2(s2) + Ch?|ull r2(s2), (5.1b)

where €5, = u — uy,.

Proof. Firstly, for (5.1a) we consider the coercivity of A(-,-), and define @, = II,(u) — uy. Then by
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Proposition 4.1 and triangular inequality, we get
IV (u = un)l[F2s2) < [A(w = up, u—up))|
= A= unyu = ()| + 1A, n) = Aluns on)|
= A = wnyw = Tl ()| + [Al, 9n) = A, T (o)
[ n Taton)) = An(un T (on)|

+ ‘«Zh(Uh,Th(%) — A(up, @h)’
=L+ 1+ I3+ 14,

(5.2)

where the hidden constant in “<” comes from the coercivity of A(-,-). For I, applying the continuity
of A(+,) and Proposition 4.1, we have

I = |A(u — up, u — ()| < C||Vi(u—un)| r2gs2) | Vs (u — Tn(w)]| 22
< Ch|IVs(u — un)llr2s2) lull m2(s2)- (5.3)

For I, from right-hand sides of variational problems (2.4) and (4.12) and putting p = ¢ = 2 in Lemma
4.10, we find

I, = ‘A(Uy‘Ph) - Xh(uhjh(%))‘ =|(fson — In(en))| < Chllfllz2 )| Vsenll 2 s2)-
About I3, by Lemma 4.7, equation (4.13) and Proposition 4.4 follows that

I3 = )Xh(uhyfh(@h» - jh(ﬂhih(@h))‘ < CR*||Vsunllp2s2) || Vsonllpzse)

(5.4)
< CR?||fll 22 | Vsenll L2 (s2)-
Similarly, for I; we use Lemma 4.9 to get
Iy = ’uzh(uiufh(@h)) — A(un, sﬂh)‘ < Ch?||Vsun| r2s2) I Vsenll L2 (5.5)
< CR?| fll2) IV senllLzs2)-
Gathering (5.2) and inequalities (5.3)—(5.5), we have an expression as
IVs(u = un)lfagey < ChIVs(u—un)llr2e2)llull 22y + Chllfll z2s2) I Vs @nll z2(s2) (5.:6)

+ CR?(| fll z2(s2) IV sl L2 s2)-
Using Young’s and triangle inequalities, and Proposition 4.1, we find
19 = un) 2y = € (Vo= un)lFager) + IVoinliaen) ) + b2 (e + 112 )
+ A FlI 722
= e (I, (= un) 322y + Ch fullfgz ea) ) + b2 (lulldre ooy + 1132 en) )
+ A FlIZ2s2)-
Taking e small enough, we arrive to

IV = un)l3 a2y = B2 (ulldregee) + 1 en) ) + B4 1 e ey

Finally, for h small enough, we obtain (5.1a).
In order to prove (5.1b), we derive an error estimate following classical duality argument: for u—uy €
H}(S?), from (2.4), there exists a unique weak solution w € H?(S?) N H(S?) satisfying

A(v,w) = (v,u —wuy), forallve Hy(S?).
Taking v = u — uj, and by using the regularity estimate (2.6), we have

lwllg2s2) < Cllu — unllL2(s2)- (5.7)
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Now, assume that wy, = ﬁh(w) € [7;“ we obtain
lu—un |22y = (u—un,u—up) < |A(u — up, w)
= |A(u — up, w — wp) + A(u, wp) — A(up, wp)]
< |A(u — up, w — wy)| 4+ |Au, wp) — Ap(un, I (wp))]
+ [An (un, Tn(wn) = Ap(un, Tn(wn)))|
+ [ Ap (un, Ty (wp)) — Alup, wy,)]
=L+ 1L+ I3+ 1.
About I, by equation (5.1a), Proposition 4.1 and inequality (5.7), we have

I, = |A(u — Up, W — U}h)| < C”VS(U - uh)HL2(S2)Hvs(w - U}h)”Lz(Sz)

2 (5.8)
< Ch? (Jlull gzs2) + £l 22s2)) 1w — unllp2s2)-
For Iy, by Lemma 4.10 and expression (5.7), we have
I, = \,A(u7 wh) - jh(uh,fh(wh)ﬂ < Ch||f||L2(S2) ||'LL — uhHLz(Sz). (5.9)
Analogously for I3, using Lemma 4.7, equations (4.13) and (5.7) follows that
I3 = ‘ﬁh(uh,n(wh)) — .Zh(uh,ﬂfh(wh))‘ < Oh2||fHL2(S2) Hu — uh||L2(52). (5.10)
Finally, by Lemma 4.9 along with estimates (4.13) and (5.7) yields the expression
I4 = ‘/Th(uhjh(wh)) - A(uh, wh)’ S Ch2||f||L2(g2)Hu - uh||L2(S2). (511)
Combining (5.8)—(5.11) with & > 0 small enough, we have
lu — unll72s2) 2 (Bl fll2s2y + B2 fllz2(s2) + PP ull 2 s2)) lu — unll L2 (s2)-
Dividing by ||u — up|/2(s2) encloses the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 5.2. Notice that the convergence rate in the L?-norm is lower than that obtained in FEM. As
we will see in the numerical experiment, the errors of the finite volume solutions behave better than
the estimates given above. Meanwhile, no known standard method exists to increase the convergence
estimate in the L?-norm by using Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition in general.

The dominant term in the bounds of Theorem 5.1 is given by Lemma 4.10. One way to gain extra
power in the convergence rate is to use the SCVT optimizations in the standard decomposition. A
quadratic order estimate was reported by [20]. Still, we will illustrate below that a decrease in regularity
in the exact solution is possible using the techniques investigated by [22].

The following lemma is a simplified version of a result given by [20, Lemma 1, pp. 1682], assuming
that the density function p is equal to 1.

Lemma 5.3 ([20]). Let Vi, = {x;, V;}¥.| be an almost uniform Spherical Centroidal Voronoi-Delaunay
decomposition (SCVT) on S%. Then, for any w € H?(S?) N HL(S?), there exists a positive constant C,
independent of h, such that

/V[w(x) — T () ()]s < Ch2ma(V) 2wl e -

In light of the lemma above, we have the following result.

Lemma 5.4. Let f € HL(S?) be a function that satisfies the compatibility condition (2.1) and V), =

{x4, Vi}N.; be an almost uniform Spherical Centroidal Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition (SCVT) on S?.

Then, for each w € H?(S?) N H(S?), there exists a positive constant C, independent of h, such that
(£, T w) = (@) < R fll s ool 2 e,

where ﬁh and ﬁ; are the interpolation operator on spaces ﬁh and ‘7h respectively.
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Proof. By definition of the inner product we have

(F.n(w) - ) = / 7() [n(u) () — w9 dso)

17k€T

al ~
+3 [ 1760 =Pt ) = T )] s
+Z/ Pu(f) [ws) ~ T35 ) ()] s

=1 + Iy + I,

where P, (f) denotes the L2-projection of the function f on V. For Iy, by using Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Proposition 4.1, we obtain

1/2 1/2
n< Yy (/T 17 Pdsts >) (/ i‘k|ﬁh<w><x>w<x>2ds<x>) 12)

Tisn€Tn
< Ch2||fHL2(S2)Hw||H2(SQ)-

Analogously, for I,

i(/ Pa(f) ()| ds(x ) (/ w(x) — T (1) () s ))1/2

N (5.13)
< Ch Y IVefll oy lw = () g,y < CRA ISl w22
i=1

Finally, for I3, using Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 4.4, we have that

N
I < CR Y Pa(f)]g,ma (V)2 llwll 45,

=1

N R A2 /N 1/2 (5.14)
<cw (zmaw» Pufls | ) (Z Hwnmm)

i=1 =1

< CR|| 2 lwll a(s2)-

Combining (5.12)—(5.14) we obtain the result. O

We will show below a subtle modification of the proof given in [20], assuming that the exact solution
u € H?(S?) N H}(S?) and source term f € Hg(S?).

Theorem 5.5. Let V), = {xi,{/i}i]il be an almost uniform Spherical Centroidal Voronoi-Delaunay
decomposition (SCVT) on S*. Assume that f € Hg(S®) and that u € H?*(S*) N H{(S?) is the unique
solution of (2.2). Let F;; be the discrete flux defined in (4.2), such that the discrete problem (4.12) has

a unique solution uy € Uy. Then, there ezists a positive constant C, independent of h, such that
lenllL2s2y < CR? (lull 2y + 111l gs2y)
where e, = u — Uy,

Proof. The proof is analogous to (5.1b) in Theorem 5.1, now using Lemma 5.4 into equation (5.9) to
guarantee an extra power in the term I, i.e.,

I = |(fy0n = Ta(wn) )| < ORI Sl o a2y < O flls ooyl = wnll oo,

where wy, = ﬁh (w). Therefore, the quadratic order is shown and completes the proof of the theorem. [J
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5.2 Pointwise error estimates

In this subsection, we find error estimates in the maximum norm for problem (2.2). We shall use the
variational formulation (2.3) for regularized Green’s functions. We consider some properties of these
auxiliary functions along with punctual estimates of FEM on surfaces defined by [13, 38].

5.2.1 Regularity properties of Green’s functions

The lemma below has fundamental properties of the regularized Green’s functions on S?. The proof is
detailed in [1, Theorem 4.13, pp. 108].

Lemma 5.6 ([1]). There exists G(x,y), a Green’s function for the Laplacian on S? satisfying, for each
u € C?(S?) and x,y € S* with x # vy,

1
uy) = gy [ uas = [ Gl A utis)

and there ezist positive constants Cy, C1 and Co such that

G y)] < Co(1 + [Ind(x,y)]),

1 1
< _ < —
IV:G(x,y)| < C4y [A;G(x,y)| < Cy FIEEIER

d(x, )]’
where Vg and Ag denote the tangential gradient and Laplacian acting on a function of x. Finally, G(x,y)
satisfies
G(x,y)ds(x) = 0. (5.15)
S2
From now on, we denote by G¥(x) the Green’s function G(x,y). Further, we consider the notation
gY to refer to the discrete Green’s function defined as

g7 (x) := . G*(2)0” (z)ds(z), (5.16)

where §Y(z) represents the discrete Dirac delta function at the point y.
We now present a proposition by Demlow [13, Proposition 2.8, pp. 813], as it will be used further in
the analysis.
Proposition 5.7 ([13]). Consider vy, € ﬁh and fixy € Tijk C S2. Let ﬁ’yiﬂ_,k be a unit vector on the
v, Tij
tangent plane Ty g2 at y. Then, there exist 0¥ and 8¥ . both independent of vy, such that for some
positive constant C,

,Q —m—2(2=t
189 o ) + 187 oy < O 205

)

form € {0,1} and 1 < p < co. Further, there exists positive generic constants Coy and Cy, such that

lun(y)| < Co

)

/~ 0¥ (x)vp(x)ds(x)

Tijk

<Gy

Vsun (Y) ' ﬁ}’7;fijk

/~ v (x) Vs - 872 (x)ds(x)],

Tijk

where 8% = |||, 7, withy = P(y")-

Let us now introduce a variational formulation for the discrete Green’s functions. Fix y € S?, then we
consider two kinds of regularized Green’s functions g3, g7 € C*°(S?) satisfying the following variational
problems:

A(v,g) = (v,6¥), for each v € H}(S?), (5.17a)
A(v,g)) = (v, V-8, for each v € HL(S?). (5.17Db)
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Accordingly, we define g7 ,, 9y, € Uy, as the solutions for the finite element approximate problems

A(wn, g3 1,) = (wp,6%), for each wy, € Un, (5.18)

and
A(wn, g7 ) = (wn, Vs - 6%, for each wy, € Uy, (5.19)

The finite element approximation g , € U, n with n € {0, 1} is taken to be the unique solution of problem
A(wn, g3, — gy, ;) =0,  for each wy, € Up. (5.20)

Notice that g, , satisfies (5.15) from the structure of the space Uy, for n € {0,1}. On the other hand,
the term ¢¥ — g , satisfies the error estimates in H' and L*-norm [13]. These discrete Green’s functions

appear because we will need some additional a priori estimates, which are well studied in the literature
by [13, 38, 49, 52].

Lemma 5.8. Let g3, be a discrete Green’s function and gf;h € U, its finite element approximation with
n € {0,1}. Then, we have:

IVs(g] — 91 w2y < C, (5.21a)
IVsgi 22 s2) + |98 [lw21(s2y) < ClInhl, (5.21b)
IVagy llzz@2) < Clinh|'/2. (5.21c)

where C' are positive generic constants independent of h. Here the factor |Inh|'/? has order O(h=") for
n € (0,1).

Proof. We omit the details of (5.21a) and (5.21b), but we highlight that these proofs are detailed in [13,
Lemma 3.3, pp. 819] and [38, Lemma 5.2, pp. 10]. About (5.21c), let gg’h € Uy, be the finite element
approximation of gJ. From equation (5.18) follows that

IVsgp pll72(s2) = A 1> 95.0) = (90,00 0)-

From discrete Sobolev inequality (see e.g., [7, Lemma 4.9.2; pp. 124] or [36, Lemma 3.12, pp. 527]), there
exists a positive constant C, such that

98 ()] < ClIn B2V o3 122, (5.22)
Therefore, we obtain (5.21c). O

Now, we can show a weak stability condition of approximate solutions of (4.4) in the max-norm.

Proposition 5.9. Assume that uy € ﬁh is the unique solution of (4.12). Then, there exists a positive
constant C, independent of h, such that

lunllLoe(s2y < Clln h\1/2||f|\L2(s2)-

Proof. From Proposition 5.7, there exists ¢ supported in Tijk € T such that lun(y)| = [(un,dY)| =

’A(uh,g&h)’. In virtue of continuity of A(-,-) and Lemma 5.8, we have

[un ()] = [A (uns 68 4 )| < CIVsunlzaen I Vsg8 allr2ez) < Cln k12| unll2(ee)-
Finally, we get the desired inequality by applying Propositions 4.6 and 4.4. O

We now state and show the main results of this section.

Theorem 5.10. Let 9}1 = {Xi,vi}g\il be an almost uniform Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition on S2.
Assume that f € L*(S?) satisfies (2.1) and the unique weak solution u of (2.2) belongs to W (S?) N
H?(S*) N H{(S?). Let F;j be the discrete flux defined in (4.2), such that the discrete problem (4.12) has

a unique solution up € Up. Then, there exists a positive constant C, independent of h, such that
lenllzoes2y < ChIm A (ull ey + 1.f | z2s2)) + Ch2 [Jullwe.(s2),

where e, = u — uy,.
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Proof. We shall fix y € S? and consider a discrete Green’s function g satisfying (5.15) and the problem
(5.17a). We also consider the finite element approximation gg’ . € Uy, satisfying the problem (5.20). By

Proposition 5.7, there exists ¥ supported in Tijk € ﬁ, we then have
(= wn)()] < [ = T (@) ()]| + ([ () = wn) ()
[ n) = ) 98 (st

= N = T () e ) + [A(TTn () = wn, )|

< |(u = M) (y)| +

(5.23)
< = T () o2y + [A (T C) — w05 — 3|
+ A (Tin () = un 5 )
=1 + I + Is.
About I, using Proposition 4.1 with p = co, we have
Iy = [fu = T () (s < CRullywoe o2)- (5.24)
For I, from (5.20), we obtain
I =0. (5.25)

Finally, for I3, utilizing the continuity of A(,-) and Proposition 4.1, Theorem 5.1 and inequality (5.21c)
from Lemma 5.8, we have

Iy < O|| V(I (u) — un)||z2s2)[IVsgg pll L2 s2)
< C (Vs = T (W) z22) + Vs (w = un)llz2e2) ) Vo83 1 l2(e) (5.26)
< Chl A (ull 22y + £l L2 2)) -
Combining (5.24)-(5.26) and (5.23) for A > 0 small enough, we find
(= un)(3)] < ChI A (full grageey + 11 fllz2gey) + Ol ey
Finally, taking the maximum value leads to the desired result. O

Notice that the finite volume scheme (4.4) is included in the estimate of H'-norm. Further, the
result above is not optimal concerning the regularity required of the exact solution [22]. This excessive
regularity can be removed as follows: put the restriction in the weak solution w of (2.2), belonging to
W?2oo(S?%) N H}(S?). Next, estimate a maz-norm for the tangential gradient of the solutions by using
Propositions 4.1, 5.7, and Lemma 5.8. Finally, compute the error estimates of approximate solutions in
the max-norm.

In order to prove that, the following result provides a pointwise error estimate for the tangential
gradient of the approximate solution.

Theorem 5.11. Let V, = {xi,\7i}iN:1 be an almost uniform Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition on S2.
Assume that f € L>(S?) satisfies (2.1) and that the unique weak solution u of (2.2) belongs to W*>°(S*)N
H{(S?). Let Fi; be a discrete flur (4.2), such that the discrete problem (4.12) has a unique solution

Uup € ﬁh. Then, there exist positive constants C and hqg independent of u, such that for 0 < h < hg < 1,
[Vsenllooos2) < Chlnh] ([[uflw2.(s2) + | fllLoe(s2)) -

where g, = u — uy,.

Proof. We will proceed via a duality argument: we fix y € S? and consider ﬁy T
Tij

unit vector, and from Proposition 5.7, there exists oy supported in ’T”k Let g be a discrete Green’s
function satisfying (5.15) and the variational problem (5.17b). Also, we consider the finite element

€ Ty s> a tangent
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approximation gy , as the unique solution of (5.20). From the triangular inequality, we have

Vis(u = up)(y) -

Y1 ijk

w)(y) -0y 5,

= up)(y) -0y 5

= Vs (1 = Tn () | s (s2)

(
| ) = w) (9. - 6 x)s(x

_‘V U—Hh

(
’V (I, (u)

ijk

+
(5.27)
=11V = T ()| ) + [ AT () = un, )|
= U1V (= T ()l o2y + | AT () = w67 = 7,)]
AT ) = g7 + A= un ) )|
=5+ L+ I3+ 14
About I, applying Proposition 4.1, we have
I = Vo (u = TIn(w))[| 2 (g2) < Chllullwz.(s2).- (5.28)
For I, from (5.20), we obtain
Iy = | AT (u) — un, gY — g )| = 0. (5.29)

For I3, using the continuity of A(-, -), Proposition 4.1, the triangular inequality and equations (5.21b)
and (5.21a) from Lemma 5.8, we have

I3 < CO||Vo(u = T(w)) | oo (s2) | V65l 52
< O Va(u = Ha() [ =e2) (IVs(g} = o)) + 1Ve0] ) (5.30)
S Ch(l + |1n h|)||u||Wzoo(S2)

Now about I, by using the linearity of A(-,-) and adding up and subtracting the total fluxes Ay (-, -)
and Ap(-,-), we obtain

11 < [ A, 67) = A Talg} )| + [ CansTag ) = AnCuns Tu(91 1))

+ ‘Xh(uhjh(gfh)) - A(uh,gf,h)’ (5.31)
=1I41+ 14+ Is3.

For 1,1, applying Lemmas 4.10 and 5.8 for f € L>°(S?) and g€ U, we find that

Iyq = ‘(fv 9 n _Th(gih))‘ < Chl|flle ) IV sg) pllLrs2)
< Ch(1 + [Inh))|| fllpee(s2)-

(5.32)

For I, 2, by using Lemma 4.7 and collecting the inequalities (5.21a) and (5.21b) from Lemma 5.8, we
arrive at

L1 < CR2(|Vunl Lo s2) I V9] i s2) < CRP(1 + | Inh|) |V sun| oo (s2) - (5.33)
Similarly, for I4 3, from Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 5.8, we obtain
Lis < OW | Vaun e ) Ve8] sy < CR2(1+ | A [ Vsun o= eo)- (5.31)
Notice that from triangle inequality, we obtain

IV sunll Lo s2) < [IVs(u = un)llpoes2) + [IVsull Lo s2). (5.35)
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Thus, gathering all the estimates (5.32)-(5.35) into (5.31), follows that
Iy < Ch(1+|Inh|)||fl ey + CR*(1 + [Inh]) (|Vs(u — up)|| poes2) + || Vstl e s2)) - (5.36)

Finally, combining (5.36) with (5.27)—(5.30), for hy € R4, such that 0 < h < hg < 1 and by applying the
maximum value, we find

IVs(u = up)|| oo s2) < ChlInh| (Jlullw2s2) + [ fll=(s2)) »
which leads to the desired result. O
Now, we show error estimates for approximate solution in max-norm.

Theorem 5.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.11. Then, there exist positive constants C' and
ho independent of u, such that for 0 < h < hy <1,

lenll Lo (s2y < ChlInh| (Jullw2.0s2) + [ fllL=s2)) »
where e, = u — uyp,.

Proof. We proceed similarly to Theorem 5.11. We fix y € S2, and from Proposition 5.7, there exists
a smooth function ¢¥ supported in T;jx € Ts. Let gf be a discrete Green’s function satisfying (5.15)
and the variational problem (5.17a). We also consider the finite element approximation gg) , as a unique
solution of the problem (5.20). By using triangular inequality, we have

(= wn) ()] < (o= ) (3)| + | (T () = wn) ()]

< = Tl + | [ (o) = ) (8" (s

< o = Tl () ) + [ AT () =, )| (5.37)

<l = Tl ()| ey + | AT () — i, 5 — 1)

+ | AT () = u, g )| + Al = un g5,
=L+ 1+ Is+ Iy
For I, from Proposition 4.1, we have
Il = ||u — ﬁh(u)HLx(Sz) S C]’LQHUHWzoc(Sz) (538)

For I, from (5.20), we have
I = ATy (u) — un, g3 — g&h) =0. (5.39)

For I5, using the continuity of A(-,-), Proposition (4.1) and Lemma 5.8 with (5.21c), we obtain
I — ‘A(ﬁhm) - u,ggyh)) < Ch|In A2 |u]| yra.oe g2 (5.40)

About Iy, analogously to Theorem 5.11, by using the linearity of A(-,-) and the total fluxes .Zh(-, -) and
Ap(-,-), we have

I < ‘A(u, 9on) — jh(uh,fh(gg,h))‘ + ’Zh(uhﬁh(ggh)) — A (un, Tu(g1)
[ A o, Tag5)) = Aln, 63,)] (5.41)
=D+ 14+ 143,
For 14, by using Lemmas 4.10 and 5.8, we find
Iy = \A(uag&h) - ﬁh(Uh,Th(g&h))\ - \(f, 9on *Th(g(}):h))‘ < Ch| || f|| oo s2)- (5.42)

For 142, Lemma 4.7 yields

Lo = ‘Xh(uhjh(gg,h)) - “Zh(uh’Th(gg,h))‘ < CP?| I h| ||V sun|| oo (s2).-
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Applying Theorem 5.11, there exists hy € R4 such that for all 0 < h < hg, we have
IV sun| Lo (s2) < Ch|In k| (Jullwz.oe(s2) + | fllnoe(s2)) + [|Vsull Lo (s2).-

Then
Lo < CR?|Inh||ul|prz.o (s2).- (5.43)

As for I, 3, using Lemma 4.7, we have
I3 < CR?|Inhl||ul|pz.o (s2).- (5.44)
Consequently, for h > 0 small enough and gathering (5.41) with (5.42)—(5.44), we have
Iy < ChlInAl[| f[| Lo s2)- (5.45)

Finally, combining (5.37) with (5.38)—(5.40) and (5.45), we find

(= wn) ()] < ChI A (Jullw.esz) + 1 ) -
Therefore, applying the maximum value yields the expected result. O

To end this section, we can get an additional estimate using a Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition
SCVT.

Theorem 5.13. Let V), = {Xi,\?i}fil be an almost uniform Spherical Centroidal Voronoi-Delaunay
decomposition (SCVT) on S*. Assume that f € H{(S?) and that u € W>>(S?) N H*(S?) N Hy(S?) is
the unique solution of (2.2). Let F;; be the discrete flux defined in (4.2), such that the discrete problem

(4.12) has a unique solution uy, € Uy. Then, there exist positive constants C and hg, independent of u,
such that for 0 < h < hg < 1,

llenll Lo (s2y < CR||ullwz.ces2) + Ch ([|ull m2gs2y + I f 1z s2)) 5
where €, = U — Up,.
Proof. From triangular inequality, Proposition 4.1, Lemma 4.2 and Theorem 5.5, we then obtain
lu = un | L @) < llu = T (w)]| oo s2) + [ITTn (1) = wnl| L= 52

< CR2|Ju|w.e g2y + CR YTy (1) — up|p2(s2)
< OR?||ullwz.o(s2) + Ch ([[ull g2 g2y + | fll 1 s2)) -

For h small enough, the proof is complete. O

6 Numerical example and final remarks

This section illustrates an example of the FV approach of the Laplace-Beltrami operator using the
recursive Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition. We consider three types of grids: the non-optimized grid
(NOPT) and two of the most used grid optimizations in the literature [46], the Heikes and Randall
optimized grids (HR95), proposed in [30, 31], and the Spherical Centroidal Voronoi Tessellations (SCVT)
described by Du and collaborators in [18, 19]. We consider the SCVT grids with constant density function
(p =1). To verify the error estimate ep,, we shall use the example defined in [31]. The exact solution u
in geographic coordinates (¢, 6) is defined as

u(¢,0) = cosf cos* ¢, (6.1)
and the forcing source as,

f(,0) = — cos B cos® Olcos? ¢ — 4sin ¢ cos ¢ sin ¢ cos ¢

6.2
—12cos? ¢ + 16 cos? ¢ cos? ¢]/ cos® ¢, (6:2)

where ¢ € [—7/2,7/2] is the latitude and 6 € [—m, 7] is the longitude.
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Figure 5: Errors €5 and numerical convergence rates C'R in the finite volume approximation
for problem (6.2) with exact solution (6.1) in H', L?, max and W1 *°-norm using grids NOPT,
SCVT and HR95 with different refinement levels.

Approximate solutions were obtained using the finite volume scheme (4.4). Figure 5 shows error
estimates and convergence rates of the approximate solution of the problem (6.2) in H', L?, W* and
max-norm using three types of grids and different refinement levels. The numerical convergence rate CR
with respect to the norm || - ||+ is given as

In Jlenllx —Inllen—1]l|
In2 ’

where ¢,, = u — uy, denotes the error of the n-th level.

Firstly, by using grid NOPT, we observe that the numerical convergence rate is just about O(h) in
H'-norm and matches with the theoretical convergence rate predicted in Theorem 5.1. Analogously, from
Theorem 5.11, we have that the theoretical prediction for the solution error is O(h|In k) in W1*°-norm.
At the same time, the obtained logarithmic factor is not detected numerically.

Furthermore, the numerical convergence rates for problem (6.2) indicate that the error given in
L? and max-norm tends to be quadratic order as we refine the grid NOPT. In general, the difference
between the right-hand sides of the variational problems (2.4) and (4.12), when using non-optimized
Voronoi-Delaunay decomposition, is a dominant factor for optimal convergence rate (just about O(h)),
as predicted in Theorems 5.1 and 5.12 respectively. To our knowledge, no existing analytical results
confirm the quadratic order in these norms for general Voronoi-Delaunay tessellations.

However, observe that the numerical convergence rate for SCVT is just about O(h?) in the L2-
norm, as had been shown by Du in [20]. Here, we modify the proof by using a minimal regularity

CR = formn=2,...,N,
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requirement in the exact solution and highlight that the quadratic order error estimates depend on the
geometric criterion of the SCVT. The numerical convergence rates in max-norm is also O(h?). This latter
case is under study, and results will be presented elsewhere. Note also that the best behavior of error
estimates is given in H'-norm in both optimized grids. Thus, there exists a degree of superconvergence
of the approach on gradients. To date, there seem to be no existing theoretical criteria that prove these
behaviors and consequently, this brings a good challenge for future research. Extensions of the analysis
to HR95 grids are our current investigation.
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