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Abstract

We consider fractional Sobolev spaces H?, 6 € (0,1), on 2D domains and H'-conforming
discretizations by globally continuous piecewise polynomials on a mesh consisting of shape-
regular triangles and quadrilaterals. We prove that the norm obtained from interpolating
between the discrete space equipped with the L?-norm on the one hand and the H'-norm on
the other hand is equivalent to the corresponding continuous interpolation Sobolev norm,
and the norm-equivalence constants are independent of meshsize and polynomial degree.
This characterization of the Sobolev norm is then used to show an inverse inequality between
H' and HY.

1 Introduction

Fractional Sobolev spaces arise frequently in both analysis and numerical analysis of partial
differential or integral equations. As examples, we mention the classical trace space H'/ 2(00)
and its dual H1/2(9Q) on the boundary of some domain €2, which are basic function spaces
in the analysis of boundary intgral equations, or the more general spaces H?(Q) for 6 € (0,1),
which arise, e.g., in problems involving fractional diffusion processes. These spaces can be
characterized as interpolation spaces between L? and H!, e.g.,

H(Q) = [L*(2), H ()]s := [L*(Q), H' ()]s,

where we use the definition of interpolation spaces via the K-method, cf. [6, 28, 30] and the
details in Section 2] below. This characterization is especially convenient, as the so-called
interpolation theorem allows to extend mapping properties of linear operators 7' : U? — V*
for i = 0,1 to the case T : U? — V?, where UY := [U°,U']y (same for V) is an interpolation
space. In the numerical analysis of the problems mentioned above, in particular for Galerkin
discretizations of partial differential or integral equations, discrete (i.e. finite dimensional)
subspaces Uy C U! are employed. We use the notation UY = (Ux,| - ||ye), 6 € [0,1], to
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emphasize that these spaces can be equipped with different norms. The special case arises
where mapping properties of a linear operator T' can be derived exclusively on discrete spaces,
ie,T: U}'V — VK, for i € {0,1}. Then, although one is ultimately interested in

T: Ug; — V]\ef,
the interpolation theorem only states

0 771 0 1,1

T: [UN,Ux]y = [VN: V-
By definition of interpolation spaces,
lonllve < lowlifvg vy, for all vy € Vy.
On the other hand, as Uy is finite dimensional, the estimate
HUNH[UR,,U}\,]Q < CHUNHUf\, for all uny € Uy (1.1)

is certainly true for some constant C' = Cy > 0 depending on N. A natural question in this
situation is whether Cy is in fact independent of N, or, in other words, if the norm obtained
by interpolating a discrete space equipped with two norms is equivalent to the continuous
interpolation norm, uniformly in the discretization parameter. From the aforegoing exposition
of the problem it is clear that finite element inverse estimates are an immediate application
where such results are employed. We will prove certain inverse estimates in fractional order
spaces in Section B.1] below. In Section 3] we comment on various applications where results
of this type are also employed.

One way to establish (ILI) with C' > 0 independent of N is presented in [2]: Assuming
that a projection Py : U° — Uy is available that is simultaneously bounded in U® and U!
uniformly in N, then (IJ) is valid. In the context of h-version discretizations, common quasi-
interpolation operators can be used as Py, e.g., the Scott-Zhang projector [27] in the case
of UY = L%(Q), U = HY(Q), Uy = SY(Ts). An application of this argument to p-version
(or spectral) discretizations would have to rely on the existence of projection operators that
are simultaneously bounded in L?(2) and H'(f2), uniformly in the polynomial degree. For the
single-element case of tensor product elements, such operators can indeed be constructed, cf. [11
12]. An extension to elements not having tensor product structure or to multi-element settings is
not immediate. In the present work, we do not construct such a projection operator, but rely on
the characterization of interpolation spaces as trace spaces, cf. [28, Ch. 40], stating that [U°, U]y
is the space of traces at 0 of suitable Banach-space valued functions U € C ([0,00),U 1) N
Cct ((O, 00), UO), in particular

oo
OO, ~ [ 72 (W +10.UC)E) d-
Using this characterization to show (ILI)) requires to construct a linear operator £ : U —
C ([0,00],U°) with the following 3 properties:
(i) lifting: Lupn(0) = up,

(ii) boundedness: fooo 21720 (HEU(Z)H(Q]l + ||8Z'CU(Z)H[2]0) dz S HUH[QUO’Ul]S,

(iii) conformity: £ : Uy — C(]0,00],Un).

In the single-element tensor-product case this avenue was successfully taken in [21] [7, [5 [@].
We also refer to the exposition in [8] and to works considering stable polynomial trace lifting
operators in the p and hp setting, cf. [4, 24].



1.1 Contributions of the present work

We will take on the multi-element case of meshes T consisting of triangles and /or quadrilaterals,
which we assume only to be admissible (i.e., no hanging nodes) and shape-regular. We consider
local polynomial degrees p = (px) i< and our discrete space will be the space Uy = SPL(T)
of globally continuous, piecewise polyonomial functions (possibly equipped with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions, indicated by a tilde SP1(7)), and continuous spaces U°? = L2(£2),
Ul = HY(Q) (possibly equipped with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions U; = H HQ)),
respectively. The main result of this work is then the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let T be a mesh of ) that fulfills Assumption[2.2 and p be a degree distribution
on T which fulfills Assumption[2:3. Then, for 8 € (0,1) there holds

(SPHT) M- 2@ P DI - lzsga)] , = G- gy, o)
[SPLT). - llz)s (SPHT, - )]y = (SP1T). I - iz,

with equivalent norms. The constants in the norm equivalences depend only on 0 and the shape
reqularity constants of T .

As mentioned in the beginning, interpolation spaces are defined via the K-method. Details
are given in Section 1] below.

1.2 Construction of the lifting operator

The proof of theorem [L.T] will be given in Section 53] below. It relies on the characterization
of interpolation spaces as trace spaces as given above, and hence on the definition of an appro-
priate lifting operator £ with the properties given above. We will construct the action of this
lifting operator in several steps. In a first step we will construct a single-element lifting oper-
ator A, mapping functions from the reference triangle T to the reference tetrahedron 730 , cf.
Lemma This will be done by an ubiquitous averaging process, cf. [19], which goes back at
least to [16]. This averaging process ensures the lifting property (i) and the boundedness prop-
erty n)\ locally. In a second step, homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on one or more
edges £ of OT will be taken into account, leading to liftings Az that vanish on the associated

faces of T3P , cf. Lemma B3l Finally, a Duffy transform will be used to transform the refence
tetrahedron T T3P into a prism P=Tx (0,1), which gives rise to the associated lifting operator
Ag , ¢f. Lemma 5.4l Applying this operator elementwise, we can construct conforming liftings
of “simple” discrete functions uy, € SP1(T), i.e., functions with local support (elements, edge-
or vertex-patches) which on every element of their support are copies of a certain “symmetric”
reference function. Consequently, we can lift such simple discrete functions in a conforming way
to ensure property (iii). It is obvious that SP*}(7) can be decomposed on an algebraic level into
such “simple” discrete functions by successively subtracting the degrees of freedom associated
with vertices and edges. However, in order to combine the bounded local lifting operators into
a globally bounded one, we need a decomposition which additionally is bounded in the norms
of interest. To that end, we will employ a result of our recent work [20], cf. Lemma below.

1.3 Applications

As already stated above, the result of Theorem [Tl can be used to prove finite element inverse
estimates on fractional order spaces, cf. Section Bl Such inverse estimates are widely employed
in finite and boundary element analysis, cf. [I8, [I7]. Various other available results in the
literature rely on our main result Theorem [LI We give a brief overview:



(i)

In [3], inverse estimates for the classical boundary integral operators associated to the
three-dimensional Laplacian are derived in the hp-setting based on the presently proved
Theorem [I.T] cf. [3 Cor. 3.2].

In [I5], p-explict bounds on the condition number of hp-boundary element methods are
derived, with Theorem [T proving crucial to obtain the needed estimates in fractional
Sobolev norms.

When considering discretizations of parabolic problems, (analytic) semigroups are the
natural setting. In this general theory, the regularity of the solution is governed by the
regularity of the initial condition, as represented by different interpolation spaces.

When considering discretizations of such problems via the method of lines, i.e., by first
performing a discretization of the spatial variables, one ends up with a semidiscrete semi-
group [29, Chapter 9], and the corresponding interpolation spaces are between spaces of
piecewise polynomial function. Thus, when discretizing in time, studying these spaces
becomes crucial to determine speed of convergence; see, e.g., [25].

This approach is used in [23], where an hp-finite element method with DG-Galerkin
timestepping is derived for a parabolic equation with fractional Laplace operator in space,
and exponential convergence in the number of degrees of freedom is shown. Theorem [I.T]
provides the crucial regularity for the spatially discrete semigroup.

2 Notation and preliminairies

The shorthand a < b expresses a < Cb for a constant C' > 0 that does not depend on parameters
of interest (in particular the mesh size h and the polynomial degree p). The notation a ~ b is
short for a < b in conjunction with b < a.

2.1

Functional setting

Let w C R? be polygonal domain, i.e., in particular Lipschitz and bounded. The Sobolev spaces
L?(w) and H'(w) are defined in a standard way, cf. [I, 28]. For v C dw a relatively open subset
of the boundary dw, we also define H}/(Q) as functions in H'(§2) with vanishing trace on 7, and

we use the standard notation H'(w) = ﬁéw(w) Fractional Sobolev spaces for # € (0,1) are
defined in two ways. The first way is based on the K-method of interpolation, cf. [6l 28] [30]. If
(Xo, |- llo) and (X1, || - |]1) are two Banach spaces with continuous embedding X; C X, define
the K-functional K2(t,u) := inf,cx, ||u — v + t?||v]|? and the norm

2 . > —20 12 dt
[ullfxg, x1), = ; TRt )

Then, we define the interpolation space

[XO,Xl]G = {u € Xo ‘ HUH[Xle]e < OO}

We will use the spaces [L?(w), H!(w)]p and [L?(w), ]TI% (w)]p. We will also use seminorms defined
by interpolation: if || - |3 = || - [|]3 + |- |3 with | - |; being a seminorm, then let k*(t,u) :=
infyex, |u—v||3 + t3|v|?, and define

e dt
2 o —201.2
|u|[Xo7X1]9 '_/0 t k (t’u) +°



The second way to define fractional order Sobolev spaces is by using Aronstein-Slobodeckij
double integral norms. Define

Il = Wl + iy, Tl o= [ [ It " dady,
and set
H(w) = {u € L2w) | llullgoq) < oo} :
Norms defined by interpolation and by double integrals are equivalent on fixed Lipschitz do-
mains, cf. [22]:
Lemma 2.1. Let & C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain and 6 € (0,1). Then,
H'(@) = [L*(@), H' (@),

with equivalent norms.

2.2 Discrete setting

For finite sets M, we denote by #M the counting measure, i.e., the number of elements in
M. For geometric objects M, we denote by hjs the Euclidean diameter of M, by das the
Euclidean distance to M, and by |M | the Lebesque measure of M. We consider finite partitions
(meshes) T of € into triangles and/or quadrilaterals K (elements), which we define to be open

sets. We will use the reference triangle T' given by the vertices v; = (0, %), vy = (1, —%),

vy = (-1, —%) The reference rectangle is given by

={en -1<e<1,-1/V3<n<2/V3}.

The set of all vertices of T is denoted by V and the set of all edges is denoted by £. Additionally,
we will use the set V" of inner vertices, i.e., vertices not lying on the boundary of 2 (again the
same definition for inner edges). We assume the following.

Assumption 2.2. 1. For each element K € T, there exists K e {S T} and a bijective
element map F : K — K that is Cl( K).

2. The Gramian G(z) := (Fj(x))" Fj.(z) has two eigenvalues which fulfill

h%( )\1(.%') h%( )\2(1‘) <
M) B N s )=

sup max <
zek

for some fized constant v > 0.

3. The intersection K1 N Ko of two distinct elements is either empty, exactly one point, or
exactly one edge. If the intersection is an edge e = Fi, (€j) = Fg,(€x), then Fgll oFr,le,
e — €; is an affine bijection.

4. Fach edge is either fully contained in 0 or in 052.



For a vertex V € V we define the vertex patch wy to be the (open) domain covered by all
elements having V as vertex,

wy = interior( U f),
VERK
and likewise we define edge patches. We stress that we will frequently abuse this notation and
use patches as collection of the elements defining them. For p € N we define polynomial spaces

PP :=span {z'y’ |0<i,jand i+j <p},
Q" := span {a'y’ | 0 <i,j < p}.

We also write PP and QP to indicate polynomials vanishing on the boundary of S. We write

PP(K) = {Pp i

N) N)
cm ﬂ)

op

For each element K € 7 we choose a polynomial degree px € N and collect them in the family
P := (PK) ey We define spaces of piecewise polynomials as

SPY(T) := {u € L*(Q) | uo Fi € PPX(K) for all K € T}

SPHT) == SPUT) N H' (Q),

SPYT) = SPUT) N H (Q).
For subpartitions 7', C 7T of elements belonging to the patch w, we define SPOY(T ), SPHT L),
and SP1(T|,) accordingly:

SPY(T,) = {u € L*(w) | uo Fx € PPX(K) for all K € w}
SPH(Tw) == SP(Tw) N H (),
SP(T,) = SPOT,) N H (w).
In addition, we will assume that the polynomial degree distributions of our meshes satisfy the
following assumption.

Assumption 2.3. If a triangle T and a quadrilateral S share an edge e, then the corresponding
polynomial degrees pr and pg satisfy

pr <ps or 2ps<pr.

We will switch between T’ and S using the Duffy-transformation
S—T,

Tp : 2 _
i (£,n)H<fj§ >

which collapses the upper edge of S into the vertex vi. We will make use of the notation
T. .= {(&n) €T | dg,(&,m) < €}. Whenever T. shows up, it is assumed implicitly that e is
small enough to ensure that fg has positive distance to Vo, V3. The proof of the following lemma
follows from elementary considerations, cf. [20, Lemma 5.5].




Lemma 2.4. With the Duffy-transformation Tp define the Duffy operator D : u — uo Tp.
Then we have the estimates

1/2
1Dull oz S 5 2ul oy S Tll oy + ol -

—1/2
I9Dull 28, < ldg*Vull 2y < 190l gy + V0l

We naturally embed R? into R3 and identify T, S, ¥, Vo, V3 as objects in R3. We fix a
reference tetrahedron 732 with top vertex v4 = (0,0, 1) and bottom face T, cf. Figure 2.1l The
lateral edge connectlng v; and V4 is called €}, and the face opposite to v; is called fj The edge
that fj shares with 7 is called & e34;. For € > 0, we denote T3D ={(x,2) € e 73D | z > €}

€4 V2

f1

~

T
Figure 2.1: Reference tetrahedron T3D. The top vertex vy is a right-angled corner.

Let Il H : R? — R? be the affine functions calculating the orthogonal projections onto

ex
the line spanned by €. and the plane spanned by ﬁ, respectively. Note that the lateral edges
€j, j € {1,2,3}, intersect in V4 at right angles, which implies

Mg |;, =va  forje{1,2,3}. (2.1)

Furthermore, for k # j and é\gm being the lateral edge shared by j/; and ﬁ,

g |5 =1 |5 (2.2)
The next result collects statements which are needed later on.
Lemma 2.5. For j, k € {1,2,3} and j # k there holds for o, f € R with —1/2 < 3,
gL+ ltat
12, % 0TIz || omy + 18, 4220 0 Tog | ) ~ 457l (2.3)
1/24a+8,
Immﬂ&wﬂﬂmTw)|MQf Oll 2y, (2.4)



where we recall that €3y, is the edge that ﬁ shares with T. Furthermore, we have for k € {1,2, 3}
and —1/2 < (8 the equivalence

ldZv o T, |l a7,y ~ [0(Fa)]. (2.5)

Proof. We may as well rotate and scale the setting to be able to use the standard Cartesian
coordinate system and the orthogonal projection I, onto the x-axis to show

11—z l—z— y
3,20 0 T I, 7 ~ / 0 / /. Pl =z — y — 2% (00 T, (2, 2))? dedyda

11—z l-z—y
:/ (1 — x)**v(x,0,0) / / (1 -2 —y—2)% dzdydx
=0

1 1 ) )
= 1— a+28+2 do ~ d}\+a+6 2
The remaining results in (23)—(24]) follow the same way. The result (2.5]) follows from the
observation (2.1]). s

3 Applications

3.1 Finite element inverse estimates

Inverse estimates are a common tool in the analysis of numerical methods. They allow for
control of Sobolev norms of discrete functions via weighted versions of weaker norms. If the
norms involved are of integer order (including dual ones), such estimates are usually proven
locally using norm equivalence on finite dimensional spaces. Consequently, arguments are more
involved in the case of fractional order norms, as those are non-local. A widely used approach
here is to characterize fractional order Sobolev spaces as interpolation spaces, cf. Section 21l In
this case it is necessary to know that the interpolation norm obtained from the discrete spaces is
equivalent to the norm obtained by interpolating the continuous spaces. In the case of Ap-finite
element spaces, our main Theorem [T applies.

For a positive, measurable function w on Q we define L?(Q;w) to be the space of func-
tions with finite norm ||f||%2(§2w = Jo f( ) dx. The next result can be found in [28§],

Lemma 23.1].

Proposition 3.1. Let wy,w; be positive, measurable functions on Q. For 6 € (0,1) it holds that
[L7(Q5w0), L*(Q;w1)]p = L (2 wp w])

with equivalent norms, with constants depending only on 6.

For a mesh 7 of Q and a space SP!(T), we define functions h,p € L>(Q2) by h|x = hx and
plk = Pk-

Lemma 3.2. For § € [0,1] there exists a constant C > 0, such that for any space SP(T) it
holds

||h1_0p_2(1_0)V’uh||L2(Q) < CHuhH[LQ(Q),Hl(Q)}g for all uy, € Sp’l(T).

Furthermore, this result is also valid if we use the discrete space gp’l(T) and the norm

1Nz @)@,



Proof. Obviously, |[Vwg| 120y < lwal| g1y for all wy € SP1(T). On the other hand,
”hp QthHL2 < CHwhHLQ(Q (3.1)

which follows from simple scaling arguments, combined with a p-explicit inverse estimate on
the reference element, cf. 26, Thm. 4.76]. Hence,

2
Ih = Op 2OV |72 = Z Ih =20 05up 72

Prop. B:EI 2
/ 2 ing 2@y = 0) [y + 20l o

2 00
—20—1 . -2 2 2 2
= Z/ t Uhe}s%,fl(ﬂ [[hip™=0; (un — Uh)HL2(Q) +t ”ajvhHLQ(Q) dt

“h /“t—%—l inf = ol + Ellonl % o) dt-
- 0 vhegp,l(’]’) ( ) ( )

On the right-hand side, we have the norm of uy, in the space [(S®(T), || - [l 12()), (S®H(T). | - g1 )] y
which is equivalent to [up||{z2(q),m1 (), according to Theorem [LIl The last statement of the
lemma clearly follows from the first one as [L2(2), H1(Q)]s C [L2(), H1(Q)]s. O

In the following, we assume a global quasi-uniform mesh and constant polynomial degree
distribution, that is

maxhyg < Cqy, min hg
KeT MKer

for some constant Cy, > 0, and px =p for all K € T.

Corollary 3.3. Let T be a quasi-uniform mesh and gp’l(T) have constant polynomial degree
distribution. Let 0 < 0 < p < 1. Then there exists a constant C > 0 (depending on Cqy) such
that

=
Wuuh”[LQ(Q),Hl(Q)}H < Cllunllrz,my, for all uy € SPH(T).

Proof. According to Lemma[3.2land obvious bounds, h'~fp=2(1-) lurllar@) < Cllunllizz), w1 @), -
Note that the reiteration theorem [6, Thm. 3.5.3] gives [L?(Q2), H()], = [HY(Q), H'(Q)]; with
s=(u—0)/(1—6). Hence, by common interpolation estimates, cf. [30, Thm. 1.3.3],

hO—H
HuhH[L2 Q),HL(Q)], ~ Huh” LQ(Q) HY(Q ”uh”m Q) ~ HuhH[L2 0), Hl(Q)}gm

4 Tools

In the present section, we collect different tools from the literature and our previous works.



4.1 Interpolation spaces

The first result of the following proposition can be found in [5, Thm. 6], while the second one
is a consequence of results available in [10], cf. also [20, Lemma 5.6].

Proposition 4.1. (i) There holds for 6 € (0,1) and p € Ny

[(QP,]] - HL2(§))7 (Qr, | - HH1(§))]9 = (97, - H[L2(§)7H1(§)}9) (equivalent norms).

and

[(ép7 [l - HL2(§))7 (ép7 [ - Hf{rl(§))]9 = (ép’ | - H[L2(§)7f{r1(§)}6) (equivalent norms).

(i1) Let iy C(?) — QP be the tensor-product Gauf-Lobatto interpolation operator. Then for
every 6 € [0, 1] there exists C > 0 such that for all p, q € Ny the following stability estimate
holds for the operator iy:

lipll Q2,110+~ (@4 Mo 5) < C(L+a/(p +1))*7"

Due to their scaling properties, it is often preferable to work with seminorms instead of
full norms. When working with interpolation spaces, the interpolation between seminorms
inherits these advantageous properties as is stated in the following proposition, taken from [20),
Lemma 4.1].

Proposition 4.2 ([20, Lem. 4.1]). Let X1 C Xy be two continuously embedded Banach spaces
with norms || - ||o and || - |1 :== H Y| |lo + |- |1, where |- |1 is a seminorm and H > 0. Introduce
the following two K -functionals:

K(u,t)? := inf [lu—v||§ +t|v| k(u,t)? := inf [lu—v||§ +t|v]].
(u,t)" = inf flu—vll + tfolly, (u,t)" = nf flu—vfl + tfvly
For 6 € (0,1) introduce the seminorm |- |9 and the norms || - |lo and || - ||; by
e dt
= [ Rwo T,
=0 t

b dt
HUHZ :/ t_QHKQ(uvt)_7
t=0 t

—20
lull = H*ull§ + [ulj-

Then there exists C > 0, which depends solely on 0 (in particular, it is independent of H ) such
that

C™Mullg < flull < Cllullp-

In the next result we construct a function realizing a quasi-optimal decomposition as required
in the K-functional for the pair L?(Q2) and H'(Q2), with additional local stability properties.

Lemma 4.3. Let w C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, 6 € (0,1), and C > 0. For u €
[L2(w), HY(w)]g, there is a function w : (0,00) — H'(w) such that

< dt
L2 (= 0 + Pl ) § S lelfisem o, (41)
Additionally, if W' C w with dist(w’,0w) > C' then
w2y S llullz2(qeewld,, @)<t))- (4.2)

10



Proof. Let p;(-) = t=2p(-/t), where p is a mollifier, i.e., a smooth function supported in the unit
ball and integrating to 1. It is known that, cf. [14, Sec. 2.5, Lem. 10],

e fllases) S5 I e uerzias @<y k£ €{0,1} k>,
1f = pe* fllzzcsy St (frer2ids@)<t})s

for any measurable open set S C R? with implied constants not depending on f or S. Employing
Stein’s extension operator F, we will show that the regularized function

w(t) := Xo,0/4 (t) - pr * Eu,
X[a,p] : R = R being the characteristic function of the interval [a, b], fulfills

- dt
/o 072 (1B~ w(O) ey + 20l 2)) T 2 1Bulaee),mee,

The boundedness properties of the extension operator E then imply (41]), while the local
boundedness properties ([A2]) follow in conjunction with the properties of the convolution with
pt given above. For the rest of this proof, K denotes the K-functional corresponding to the pair
L?*(R?) and H'(R?). Let t € (0,00) be fixed. Choose a function v € H!(R?) such that

[1Bu = v[|72gey + J0ll3n g2y < 2K(t, Bu)?.
Note that

— 0]l L2 @2y < —475HUHHI(R2) for t > <
v t) - pexv < C 1
” X[OC/Q( ) HLQ(W) ~ {tHva(m) for t < i

Then,
[Ew — Xj0,074/ () - pr * || L2 (m2)+tlX[0,074) (F) - pe * 0] 1 (2

S 1Eu = v 22y + [[v = X[0,0/4) () - pt * vl L2m2) + tl|0]| 51 (w2
S Eu — vl 2wz + vl g ge)-

Hence,
B = Xjo,c/4)(t) - pex Eullp2mey < [|Bu — Xj0,0741() - pr * || L2m2) + [ X[0,c/4) () - pr x (v — Bu)||p2(r2)

S Eu = xpo,0/4(t) - pex 0|l p2r2y + [[v — Bullp2g2)
SN Bu — vl 22y + vl m2)

as well as

IX[0,0/41(t) - Pt * Bull w2y < [IX[0,c/a)(t) - pr * vl mrwey + [IX[0,c/4 () - pr * (v — Bu)|| g1 r2)
S lollmgey + v — Bull g2 ge).

Hence,
1Bu = Xp0,0/4)(t) - e % Eullf2gey + [ x10,0/4(t) - pr* Bullfn gey S K(t, Bu)®.
Multiplying this last estimate by t2/~! and integrating in t shows the result. U

The next result states certain equivalences between fractional order norms defined by inter-
polation and by double integrals, on spaces including partial homogeneous boundary conditions.

11



Lemma 4.4. Let 6 € (0,1).
(i) Let £ C {€4,¢5,¢6} be a subset of the edges of T. Then, there holds
—0
[Wlgoeey + g0l oy S 10l ey, .
(i) There holds
—0

lliz2@).m @10 S Plaes) + 14500125

//“”

A\

Figure 4.1: Extension procedure in Lemma [£.4] for the function v from S to w.
Proof. First, note that

[Wlgo 7y < W0llgo 7y S 10lip2eay i, < W0lizeey, my,

Here, the first estimate follows by definition, the second from Lemma 2.1 and the last one from
Hé(T) C HY(T). Next, let ¢; € €. For vlg; = 0, a simple argument based on Hardy’s inequality,
cf. [20, Lem. 4.4 (iii)], shows that

Hdg_jlvHB(f) N HUHHl(T)-

Interpolating this estimate with |jv ) < |lv shows that

HL?(? HL?(:F)

—0
I 0l 2y S Mollpe ey

12



1

and the obvious estimate dA < Zg csd- " concludes the statement (7). To show (i), we extend

the function v given on S t(l a functlon v on a rectangle w such that the boundaries of S and w
have positive distance dist(S, dw) > 0. This extension is done by mirroring symmetrically along
certain edges, cf. Figure LIl In particular, as [|[v]|r2(,) < HvHLQ@) and [[v| g1y S HUHH1(§)’
the interpolation theorem gives

HUH[LQ(w),Hl(w)}e S HUH[L2(§),H1(§)]9-

Next, we apply Lemma [£3] with C = dist(§ ,Ow) to obtain a function w such that

Z dt
/0 2 (o = w2 + O ) T 1o, m e,

Note that the preceding two estimates imply

<29 2 -
At (o = w25, + P HoOI i g)) & < 100205 15 (4.3)
We denote S; = {x € §|da§(x) < t} and see

”w(t)HL2(St) N ”UHL2({mew\dSt(m)<t}) N ”UHL2(SQt)7

where the first estimate follows from Lemma [£3], and the last estimate follows from the local
stability of the specific extension of v, c¢f. Figure .1l Choose a smooth cut-off function y; with
lIxt|lzee < 1, SNsuppx: C Sy, Xt|St/2 =1, and HVXtHLoo(g) < t~1. Define w(t) == (1 — xp)w(t),

note w(t) € H(S) as well as

o = @Ol 2(8) < o = wb)ll 2z, + 0 Ollz2s) < o = wO)] 28, + lollz2(sa0)

HB®) 15, S U@, + 0@z < U@l ) + 10l 22 s 4
The definition of the interpolation norm, the preceding estimates, and (£3]) show
[ <Amr%0w DO )+ P10 2 5) o
< [T (lo =R+ PleEag) T+ [ 0l T
g?uwMQ)H%@G+[f¥*ﬂwﬁﬂ&g%,

Due to the L? and H' stability of the extension of v, Lemma 2.1} a simple substitution 7 = 2t,
and the trivial bound ||v||L2(§) < ||d§91)\|L2 §) We conclude for any fixed § > 0

§
_ dr
190,05, 7y, 5 oy + 20l + [ 7ol
It remains to bound the last integral on the right-hand side by Hd UH 12(3)- To that end, choose
0 > 0 small enough so that Ss # S and consider for T < § the (overlapping) decomposition
S, = SQ) U Sg) U 59) U S£4) given by
S(l) :(_1 _1+T) X (_1/\/§72/\/§)7 S
S¥ = (—1,1) x (=1/v3,-1/V3 + 1), S

—~

D= (1-7,1) x (~1/v/3,2/v/3)
D= (=1,1) x (2/V3 — 7,2/V3)

3

—~

3
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and note that

0 dr 1 dT
—20 —20
| o, < > / 2ol 0,

We will bound only the right-hand side term for j = 1, the three remaining terms can be
bounded similarly. Using Fubini, we see

5 2/v/3
- dr -
[ g0, 2 = [t [ [, P dyds s
2/V/3
:/ / 7291/ lv(=1 4 z,9)|* dy dr dx
1/V3

2/\/_
/ / —1+z,y)]* dy dz.
1/f

We conclude the proof by noting that for (z,y) € Ss there holds =% < distgg(x, Y). O

4.2 Decomposition of FEM spaces
The following result summarizes the main results of [20].

Lemma 4.5. Let T be a mesh of Q that fulfills Assumption[Z2 and p = (px) g7 be a degree

distribution on T that fulfills Assumption[Z.3. For all vertices V€ V'™ and edges e € E™ there
exist

(i) polynomial degrees qy and q. and associated spaces

Xoy ={ueP™(T T) | tlg, = 0,0 symmetric w.r.t. the line from V3 to the origin},

Xo, = { € P(T) | tleyue, = O

(ii) push-forward operators T, : X, — SP(T|y), w € {wy |V eV u{we | ee &M}, such
that for any € > 0 sufficiently small there hold the mapping properties
WS Il 2 S Ml + 1l oe
IVl 20 S IVl oy + IVl -
for all polynomials u € X,,, with constants depending only on e, and
such that every function u € gp’l(T) can be written as
u=u+ Y T (Uv)+ Y T () + Y ux, (4.5)
V eyint ec&int KeT

with functions u; € SYN(T), Uy € Xy, te € Xy, and ug € PPEN HY(K), all of them
depending linearly on u, and such that for 6 € (0,1) and 6 > 0 sufficiently small there holds

Hul” [L2(Q),HL(Q)]p ~ H ” [L2(Q),H(Q)]o’
2— 29 ~ 12
S 022 (v ey + 14500 12 + 10V 12z ) S T2
Vepint
2—-20 (|~ 2 ~
Z hwe (|u€| + ||d65U66u6||L2(T + H €HW1<><> )) ~ HUH LQ(Q) Hl(Q)]
eegint

KeT
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The implied constants depend only on 6 and . The result remains true if we use SPL(T) instead
of SPY(T) and HY(Q) instead of H* (). In this case, all vertices V €V and edges e € £ have
to be taken into account.

Proof. Depending on the type of the underlying patch, the operators T, are defined as either

Uo Fol K =T
(Top @)= 0K T
(Du)o Fy;;  if K'=8,

or

_ o Fit if K =T,
(Tweu)‘K’ = . ~ 1 e T ~
(ZLqe/2JDU)OFK’ if K :S’

and taking into account certain issues of orientation of the element maps Fg. Here, i) : C (§) —
Q, denotes the Gauss-Lobatto interpolation operator. These operators fulfill (i¢), which follows
by scaling arguments, Lemma[Z7] and a possible application of Proposition 1], (i7). Next, [20
Thm. 2.6] states that

u=ul+ Z uy + Z Ue + ZUK,
Veyint ec&int KeT

where u1 = u — Ipu with I being the Scott-Zhang projection operator. The proofs of [20,
Thm. 2.6, Cor. 6.2, Lem. 6.1] reveal that uy = T, (uy) for some function uy € Xy, and that

2— 20
Z h HUVH[L2 T) Hl (T)] + HUVHW1OO T) ~ H H[L2 Q) HI(Q)}
Vevint

The proofs of [20, Thm. 2.6, Cor. 6.4, Lem. 6.3] reveal that u, = T, (u.) for some function
Ue € X, and that

Z h2 2€H~€H[L2 - (fﬂe + ||ﬂe||$/[/1,oo(T ~ || H[LQ HI(Q)}G.
eegmt 6
The proof of 20, Thm. 2.6] reveals
2 —0 2 2
Z ’uK’HG(K) + HdaKuKHLQ(K) S ”uH[LQ(Q),ﬁl(Q)}g
KeT

Finally, Lemma [4.4] (i), shows the stipulated estimates. O

5 Proofs of the main results

5.1 Interpolation spaces as trace spaces

We recall that |28, Lemma 40.1] states the following: u € [Xo, X1]p if and only if there exists
a function v : (0,00) = X; with t!=?||v||; € L?(Ry, %) whose derivative v exists and satisfies
100" o € L2 (R4, 4) and limy—o v(t) = v(0) = u (in Xp). The following lemma shows that a
similar characterization can be achieved for the |- [g-seminorm.

Lemma 5.1. Under the hypotheses of Proposition [{.2 there holds the following for 6 € (0,1):

15



(i) Letu € [Xo,X1]p. Then, there exists a function v : (0,00) — X; witht'~%|v|; € L2(Ry, 4)
whose derivative v’ satisfies t*7%|[v/||g € L*(Ry, L) and lim;—ov(t) = u (convergence in
Xo). Moreover, for a C > 0 that depends solely on 6

/ t2(1_9)|v(t)|%% +/ t2(1_9)||v’(t)\|3% < Clulg.
t=0

(ii) Let v : (0,00) — X1 be such that t'=%v|; € L2 (R4, %) and '~/ || € L2(R4, %). Then
limy_,ov(t) exists (in Xo) and v(0) € [Xo, X1]g. Moreover, for a C > 0 depending solely
on 0

o0 B dt o0 B dt
[v(0)[3 S/ 2 e)fv(t)ﬁ—Jr/ 200 ()13
t=0 3 t=0 t

Proof. We modify the arguments presented in [28, Lem. 40.1].

Proof of ([i). Due to Proposition .2l we know that |u|y < co. For every n € Z pick v, € X3
such that
[ = vnllo + €"fon[1 < 2k(u, e") (5.1)

and define on (0,00) the function v as the piecewise linear interpolant with values v, at the
knots t,, = €". Note that for n — —oo there holds k(u,e") — 0, and hence also v, — u in Xj.
We conclude that lim_,ov(t) = uw in Xy. Next, in view of

k(u, A\t) < max{l, A\}k(u,t), A >0, (5.2)
we have for ¢ € (e”, e" 1)
lo(®)]1 < max{|vp|1, [vns1]1} < 2max{e "k(u, "), e” "V E(u, "t} < 2e "k (u,e).  (5.3)
Therefore, by exploiting (5.2]) we get

| RS £ et e ~ [T e )Y < 6
t=0 nez t=0

For v/, we note that on the interval (e, e™*!) we have v/(t) = 245—= and therefore for t €

(e )

1 2 _
I (Ollo < — " (lon1 = ullo + lon = ullo) < ——e ™" (k(u, ") + k(u, "))
2(1
< %e”lk(u, e,

so that

00 dt 0 dt
/ t2(179)H,U/(t)||g_ < 262(179)n672nk2(u, en) -~ / t72«9k2(u’t)_ — |u|g
=0 t el t=0 t

Proof of (). From v(t) — v(e) = ['/(s)ds, we infer for t > & the estimate

£

t t
lo(t) - v(@)]o < \/ / s?<1—9>uv/<s>||8@\/ / 140 ds < OZ (v, 1)1,
s=0 § £
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t
d

where Z(v,t)? := / s20=0) |10/ (s)]|2 iy By assumption, sup,.q Z(v,t) < oo. This shows that
s

limy_,0 v(t) =: v(0) ‘exists (convergence in Xy). Next, we estlmate k(v ( ),t) lnfweX1 lv(0) —
wllo +tw|r < ||v(0) —v(t)]|o + tlv(t)]1. The observation v(t f _oV'(s),ds implies with

Hardy’s inequality
1 t
[ lds
3 s=0

20 u(t) — w22 < [ ¢20e2 Tt [ 00y DR
0¢ t
t=0 t=0 t=0

so that

& dt & dt

v = [ TREOL0T < [P - o0+ 2R T
t=0 t =0 t
& dt
S [ O RS

t=0 t

This concludes the argument. O

5.2 Liftings from a triangle to a tetrahedron and prism

As laid out in Section [L2] we present now the lifting operator A from the reference triangle
to the reference tetrahedron. This operator is the first building block of our overall lifting
procedure.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a linear operator A : Lloc(f) — COO(T\?’D) with the following prop-
erties:

(i) If u is a polynomial of degree p > 0, then A is a polyonomial of degree p.
(i) If u is continuous at a point x € T, then (Au)(x,0) = u(x).

(iit) For every vy > —1/2 there is a constant C. such that

HdT {O}AUHH@SD) < C“f”“”p(f)-

(iv) Let f;é T x {0} be a face of T30 and € be the edge shared by f and T x {0}. Then, for
every v € R there is a constant C, > 0 such that

12 Aull 25 < Cylld2ull -

(v) Let € be an edge of 73D from the top (0,0,1) to the vertex v # (0,0,1). Then, for every
v < 3/2 there is a constant C, > 0 such that

—1/2
| Aull 2y < Colld ™ ull o .

(vi) Let f%\f x {0} be a face of T3P and € be an edge of T3P from the top (0,0,1) to the
vertex V # (0,0,1). For every 0 € (0,1) and k € N there is a constant Cyj, > 0 such that
for k € N3 with |k| = k > 1 there holds

k— % k 6
Ild=. 1{/02} O Aul| o spy + 145 G{O}akAuHLQ(f + [1dg +1/2- O Aull2e) < Coklul oz
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(vii) For every e >0 and j € NU{0}, there is C. j > 0 such that

HAUHWj,oo(TgD) S Ce,jH“”m(T)'

(viii) For e > 0 consider the set T., and for z € [0,1] the scaled versions (1 — z)T.. Then, for
arbitrary § with § > ¢ and k € N} with |k| < 1 there holds

H({“)kAu(-,z)HLoo((l_Z)ﬁ) N HUHL2(:T“) + Hun\k\,oo(ﬁ;)?
with a constant depending only on the difference § — €.

Proof. The lifting operator A will be defined by an averaging process. To that end, define for
(x,2) € T3P the mapping
T—T
ﬂww{

£ x+ 2€.

Fix a mollifier p € C*°(R2) with supp(p) C T and J7p(y)dy =1 and define

()= [ p€ulFn @6 = 5 [ o(*5 ) uis)as (5.5)

This formula is well defined as (x, z) € T3 implies Fix.2) (T) C T. We note that Au € C°°(T3P).
We calculate for j = 1,2, cf. [19, Lemma 1.4.1.4], for any constant ¢ € R

(0 Au)(x, 2) = / 0,0(&)le — u(Freny(€))] dE,
(s Au)(x,2) = /f,o@)[c—u(F(xz e =~ [ 90 € fe~ ulFen (€)] de.

and inductively we can conclude for |k| = k € N, k > 1, the basic estimates

1
x| € 5 [ fulo)lds (5:6)
z x+§T
% Au(x, 2)| < Cp—— pox: rcrélﬂlg/ - lc — u(s)| ds. (5.7)

Proof of (il). This follows at once as (x, z) — F(x,.)(£) is affine for fixed &.
Proof of (ii). This follows by inspection.
Proof of (iil). The estimate (5.6) and Cauchy-Schwarz imply

1 1
lAu(x, 2)|> < Z—Q/A]u(x—i—s)\2 ds < Z—Q/A\u(x—i—s)\2 ds.
%T 2T
Using Fubini, we get

1 1 ,

As T is convex, x € (1- z)f and s € 2T imply x +s € T, and we conclude

|
ldz, {o}Au”L2(T3D N Hu”;(f)/ ) 22 /zf dsdz < Cw”uHiz(f)

z=

18



Proof of (iv)). Let 7" = {X € T | 3z such that (x,2) € J/‘\} Consider z as a function of x.

Note that x +— z(x) is affine and has the form z(u,v) =1+ uz, + vz, for some z,, z, € R. For
x € T', it holds dg(x) ~ z(x) and hence also

ds(s) ~ z(x) forallsex+ ZTX)T\
We conclude

I Al ~ [ 60wt 2Go) x5 [ w602 [

lu(s)|? ds dx
z(2x),1’:

</ 2(x) 72 /Hz( de(s)? |u(s)|? ds dx

< e

where we wrote f(s) := dz(s)?" |u(s)|* and used the substitution s = x + z(x)§/2. We apply
Fubini and the substitution x’ = x + 2(x)&/2. Note that for x € 7" and € € T it holds x’ € T,
so that

)T
x)§/2) dg dx,

2 A2, // Flx+ 2(x)€/2) dx dé
Fx) ,
<L 14 €2 + Gaggja] 1 1082
~ Hd uHL2(T)

The last estimate follows from the fact that |1 4+ &12,/2 + &22, /2] = 2(€/2), which is bounded
from below away from zero uniformly in € € T'.
Proof of (¥). Parametrize € by z € (0,1) = (x(2), 2) = (x,2) and note dp(x,2) ~ z on €.

Furthermore, there is a constant a > 0 such that, extending u by zero outside T\,
1 R 1 z 2 R )
|Au(x,2)| S — [u(V + as)|ds = — |u(V + a(r cos ¢, rsin ¢))|r de dr.
Z2% JB.(0) =~ Jo Jo
The weighted Hardy inequality [31, Thm. 1.9.16] for 2y — 2 < 1 and Hoélder show
1 27 2
(28 AU”L2(e S / 212 < -1 / / w(V + a(r cos ¢, rsin ¢))|r d¢dr> dz

21
/ 2 / 2 cos ¢, zsin §))|? de dz

S gl
v
Proof of (vil). We follow [19, Lemma 1.4.1.4] and note that by (5.7) and Cauchy-Schwarz

k—1/2—-0 Ak < ,—3-20 _ 2
I R Ao S [ / 10 o) s

o —3—29 < 2
/A ' Ju(x) — u(s)|? /x » dzdxdsN]u\He(T).

19



To treat the second term on the left-hand side of (i), we use (5.6]) and the notation introduced
in the proof of ([vl). With Cauchy-Schwarz we calculate

k—0 k —2—-20 . 2
HdT {0}8 .AuH / z(x) [{+z(x)T’u< ) — u(s)|? ds dx

Ju(x) = u(s)” I dsdx < |ul?
T! Z(X)T ‘X — S’2+2€ HQ(T)

To treat the third term on the left-hand side of (), suppose that € is edge of the lateral face
f- From the one-dimensional trace inequality

x
x|v(z,0)| / lo(z,y)* dy + x / 0y v(z, s)|? ds
we conclude the trace inequality

k+1/2—0 (k+1)—0 qKk’
g™ O Aulfoy < Nldf 6 O Aully, 5+ Do 0K Aull]

|k/|=k+1 {0} s

and the result follows using the estimate for the second term on the left.
Proof of (vii). For j = 0 this follows immediately from formula (5.6]), and for j > 1 from

formula (5.7).
Proof of (viil). The formulas (5.6) and (5.7) and Holder’s inequality show that

05 Au(x,2)] S 57 M full a7 (55)

)
Using the Bramble-Hilbert Lemma [13] Lem. 4.3.8], and the Holder inequality we can even
conclude from formula (5.7))

< 273 mi — < 72 < 51 -
[VAu(x,2)| < 2z min /x+z? lc —u(s)|ds < z /x+z? |Vu(s)|ds < =z |]VuHL2(X+§T). (5.9)
2 2

For z sufficiently small (depending on § —¢) and x € (1—2)7. we have Fix.2) (T) = x+ %f c Ty,
and we conclude with the aforegoing estimates ((5.8) for [k| = 0 and (5.9) for k| =1)

10%AUC, ) e 1ty S Nl - (5.10)

The combination of (5.I0) for z sufficiently small and (5.8) for z not sufficiently small proves
the desired estimates. O

The operator A can be modified to vanish on lateral faces of T3P if u vanishes on the
corresponding bottom edges of T'.

Lemma 5.3. Let & C {€4,65,¢} and let F = {f] 3] e e EY be all lateral faces with edge in
E. There exists a linear operator Az L bo(T ) — COO(T3D ) with the following properties:

(i) If w is continuous at a point x € T, then (Agu)(x,0) = u(x).
(it) For every vy > —1/2 there is a constant C. such that

Hd7 {O}AEUHH@SD) < C“/HUHH@)-
1i) The function Azu vanishes on all faces in F.
&
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(i) If u is a polynomial of degree p > #g that vanishes on all edges in &, then Agu is a
polyonomial of degree p.

(v) For every s € (0,1) there is a constant Cs > 0 such that

1/2—s
1% oy T Al oy < Cu ([uleqey + 145 0l aqr))-

(vi) For every e >0 and j € NU{0}, there is C. j > 0 such that

| Agtullys e gm) < Cesllull 2z

(vii) For e > 0 consider the set Tz and for z € [0,1] the scaled versions (1 — z)T.. Then, for
sufficiently small € > 0 there is a & > € depending only on € such that for k € N% with

|k| <1 there holds for any u vanishing on & that

||8k./45u(-,Z)HLOO((l_Z)ﬁ) S ||UHL2@) + HUHV[/\kLoo(:T“&),
with a constant depending only on €.

Proof. If £ = (), then we set Ag = A the operator from Lemma If € is not empty, the
construction will be carried out in several steps.
Step 1. Define

ui(x,y, z) = Au(z,y, 2) — zAu(vy),
note that u;(v4) = 0 and therefore also

fk GJT" — uloHek]f ( 4) =0. (511)

Step 2. We will subtract edge contributions corresponding to all lateral edges of all faces in ]:
To that end, define the corresponding indices N = {j € {1,2,3} | €; is lateral edge of feF)
For j € N, let p;j(x,y,2) = 0 be the affine equation of the hyperplane orthogonal to e; and
passing through the point v;, and for convenience let p; be positive on T3P, We claim that
there is a constant ¢; # 0 such that for (z,y,2) € €; it holds p;(z,y,2) = cjz. Indeed, write
pi(x,y,2) = {j(x,y,2) + d;j with ¢; linear and d; € R. Parametrize €; by z — ¥, + zn; and
calculate p;(V; + zn;) = £;(v;) + 2;(nj) + d; = z{;(n;). Define

uZ(maya )_ul z,Y,z ch

JEN

uy(Ilg, (x,y, 2)),
p] Y, 2 ) ( 6]( ))
where II¢; is the affine function calculating the orthogonal projection onto the line spanned by

€;. Note that p;(x,y,z) is proportional to the distance of (z,y,z) € T3D to the hyperplane
pj = 0, and hence

pi(z,y,2) ~dg,(z,y,2) > 2 for (z,y,2) € T3P, (5.12)

Clearly, |Vp;(z,y,2)| ~ 1, and this shows that

z 1

< f 730, 5.13
PYER Z)I or (z,y,2) € (5.13)

%

~ di/\j ('Iaya Z)
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Step 3. We will subtract face contributions corresponding to all faces in F. Let f eF
be contained in the plane given by the affine equation pf(x,y) — z = 0, and for convenience

let pf(x,y) — z be positive on T30 Let Hf be the affine function calculating the orthogonal
projection onto this plane. Define

.Agu(x,y, Z) = UQ(JT,y,Z) - E © u2(Hf(x?y’ Z))
—~ pp(x,y)
fer

For fk € .7?, as ps. (x,y) — z is positive on fg’D, it holds
z

For a point (z,y, 2) € 73D, consider angles sina = z/dg, (2,9, 2) and sin 8 = dfk (z,y,2)/dg, (7, Y, 2).

Recall that ey, 3 is the edge that ﬁc shares with the base T' x {0} of the tetrahedron, and hence
«a + [ is constant. Furthermore, Py, (x,) — z is proportional to the distance of (z,y, z) € T3P

to the plane spanned by ﬁc, and hence

s (x,y) 2 Cdg (z,y,2) + 2 = dg (2,9, 2) (Csin f +sina) 2 dg (2,9, 2). (5.15)
Now, with (5.14)),
z z Zazpﬁ ('Iay) Zayp.}’f;C ('Iay) < 1
| Y | + |ay | = | 2 | + 2 | ~ ’
7. (@,y) ps (2, y) ps (2, y) Py, (z,y) s (2, y)
and also
z 1
0 N | = N .
ps (z,y) py(2,y)

We conclude, using (5.15]),
1

v; 'S T

(5.16)

The operator Ag is clearly linear and Agu € COO(T?’D ).

Proof of (). This follows by construction, as Au(x) = u(x) due to Lemma[5.2] (i), and the
correction terms are all multiplied by z.

Proof of (ii). Due to Lemma 5.2 (), (), () and (i), it follows for —1/2 <

1/2+
9%, oyt lla gomy + 1927wl +

5w ey S lull o) (5.17)
for j € N and ﬁ eF. Then,
HdTX{O}UZHL2 T3D) ~ S TX{O}U1”L2(,1’;3D) + Z]:V ”d%x{o}ul Ong”L2(rfaD) < Hu”LQ(’j}‘)? (5.18)
VIS

where we used (B.I2)) in the first inequality, and 2.3)) (with a« = 0,8 = v) and (B.17) in the
second one. On fk there holds dg,,, ~ dz, so that we obtain

€3+k
1/2+ 1/2+ 1 2+
1 uall ooy SN2l oy + D0 2w o Tl 7,
ng
J
(5.19)
1/2+ 1/2+
< Hdé‘;%,yu HL2 + Z Hd { Tuy OHe ”L2(fk) S ”uHL2(f)7
JEN
ik
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where we used (5.11]) and (5.12)) in the first inequality, and (23] (with « = 0,8 =) and (5.17)
in the last one. We conclude with (5.14]), (24) and (5I8]), (5I9)

Hd%x{o}AEu”LQ(fw) ~ Hde{o}u?HL2 7a0) T ) 4%, {0} "2 o I, Il 2 7ep)
ka}—

1/2+7 R R
S, oy ualliaggon) + 2 Mg Ml gy S el oy
ka}—

Proof of Gﬂﬂ) According to Step 1, uy vanishes in v4. We will now show that us vanishes
on all edges with indices in N. To that end, let j € N. For (z,y, z) € €; it holds according to
Step 2 that cjz = pj(x,y, 2), as well as u1 (g, (z,y,2)) = u1(V4) = 0 for k # j € N. Hence, for
(z,y,2) €€,

z
UQ($,y,Z) :ul(wayaz)_cjiulonej z,Y,z + ch Uloﬂék(x7y72’)

keN
w7 (5.20)
:Ul(waya )—U1 Z, Y,z ch ul V4) 0.
keN
k#j

Next, we will show that Agu vanishes on all faces in F. To that end, let j/; € F. For (x,y,2) € J/‘;
it holds z = P (z,y). Furthermore, if fk € F with k # j, then £;;, € N for the lateral edge
J
€r;, which is shared by f; and f;. Hence, for (z,y,2) € f;, [22) implies uQ(ka (x,y,2)) =
ug(ng_k(x,y, z)) = 0, as we have already demonstrated that us vanishes on all edges with
Js

indices in N. Hence, for (z,y,z) € ]/‘; € .7?,

z z
Afu(l",y, Z) = UQ(JT,y,Z) - u2(Hf (x?y’ Z)) - § u2(Hf (JT,y,Z))
7 (z,y) ’ ~ pj,(2,) k
J fLeF
k7
z
ZUQ(JT,y,Z)—UQ(JT,y,Z)— E UQ(ng,k(x,y,Z)) =0.
pf (xay) >
f)cE]: k
k#j

Proof of (iv)). If u is polynomial of degree p, then so is Au, and hence also u;. Furthermore,
Awu, and hence w1, vanish on & if u does.

As Tlg, is affine, p;(x,y,2) = 0 implies ui(Tlg, (2, y, 2)) = u1(V;) = 0. Polynomial division
shows that uo is indeed a polynomial of degree p, and due to construction it vanishes on 3 ,
cf. (£20).

Finally, note that Hfj is affine, and py, (z,y) = 0 implies (z,y,0) € .]/C; and hence U,Q(H]?j (z,y,0)) =
uz(x,y,0) = 0. Polynomial division shows that Agu is indeed a polynomial of degree p.

Proof of (@). At first, various applications of Lemma [5.2] give for j € N and ﬁg eF
3/2—s

1/2—s
Hd / VU1HL2 T3D) + Hd T {0}

Tx{0} ul”LQ(eJ +Hd

e Vurla < lulge + 1z ull o

||de{0} ez +ld Tx {0} Vutll 27,y S |“|HS(T)+”dg:s“”L2(f>
(5.21)

Specifically, the terms without derivatives on u; are bounded by Lemma[5.2] (vl and (), while
the terms containing Vu; are bounded by Lemma [5.2], (). Note that g, is affine, so that

‘V(U&Ongj)(.%',y, )‘ ~ \(Vul)or[ (1‘ Y,z )’ (522)
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We conclude with (23] (with o = =1, = 1/2 —s as well as a = 0,8 = 1/2 — ), (5.21),
and (ET2), (I

1/2—s 1/2—s
”d {O}VUQHLQ(TC*D = Hd {O}VU1HL2 T3D)
_1 1/2— S 1/2 s
+ > (I, il w0 T o om) + A2 o (V) © Tl )
JEN

1/2—s 1/2—s 3/2—s
S dex{o}vulup T3D) + Z <||dT><{0}u1||L (6] + HdT\X{O}VU1HL2(’e‘J)>

S |U|Hs(f) + Hdgsuup(f)

(5.23)
Furthermore, for (z,y,z) € 73D we have, cf. EI12),
z
df———— ~d5® dg! :
T p]((L',y,Z) T (ﬂj, y? Z) Vj (ﬂj, y? Z)
Together with (511), 23) (with « = —1,5=1/2 — s), and (52I]) we then conclude
1/2 _
I oy u2la gy < Nz g unllegry + D M2 gy lliay) S Tulgsy + Iz ull o gy (5:24)
JEN

ik
Note that, according to Lemma [5.2] (i),

[Vur(va)| < [VAuV)[ + [Au(Va)| S [lull 27

As d\Z,kl < 1 on fi, we conclude with (513), (5:22), Z3) (with a = —1,8 = 1/2 — s as well as
a=0,0=1/2-3s), 25) (with =1 —s), and (5.2])

1453, Fzll 2y S 1520 Vil

Tx{0}
141—s 1—
+ 3 (ldgtal; oy 0 Tg o + 50 (V1) o Tz, |2 7, )
JEN
j#k
+ H 71dT {0} ek||L2(fk) + ||dT {0} (VUl) © HekHL2 flc)
1/2—s 3/2—s ~ ~
+ Z (Il {O}ulup e+ 142 o Ve, ) + [V (@0)] + [ua(¥2)
J#k =0
= |U|Hs(f) + Hdg:sunp(f)-
(5.25)
As before,
[V(uz oIz )(2,y, 2)| ~ [(Vug) o Iz (2,9, 2)|. (5.26)

We employ (5.14), (516) 24) (with a = -1, =1/2—-saswellas a =0,8 =1/2 —s) and
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conclude with (5.23)-(5.25])
a2V Agul o gomy S N0 Yzl o om

Tx{0} Tx{0}
+ZA<’ e3+de><{0} f ”Lz(TSD +HdT ) (VuQ)onkHLQ(fSD))
freF
1/2—s
1L Fual pagomy + 32 (152 o w2l + 1455 Ve lagr)

ka}—
= |U|Hs(f) + Hdg:sunp(f)-
Proof of (). This follows by the consecutive construction of Azu via u; and ug, using
orthogonal projections onto lateral edges and faces and Lemma [5.2] (fi).
Proof of (vill). First, let 6 > £ > 0. Using Lemma 5.2 (i) and (¥1il), we conclude
101 (s 2l ey S Nl oy + Nl sy (5.27)

with an implied constant depending only on d —£. We proceed to consider uy. Using the triangle
inequality and estimate (5.27]), it suffices to consider the correction term

t; (x Y,z ) : i ul(ng(xayaZ))

pi(z,y,2)
for j € N and (z,y,2) with (z,y) € (1 — 2)Ts. With G12), (5.13), and (5.22) we conclude

|ur (I, (, 9, 2))|
Ty V)Tl (g )
(5.28)

(2,9, 2)| S lun(Ug, (2, 9,2))] and  |VEj(2,y,2)] S

We distinguish two cases for j € N:

e j € {2,3}. In this case, note that for (x,y,z) € T30 with (z,y) € (1 - Z)T\g it holds
I, (z,y,2) € ng for some € depending only on &, as well as dg,(z,y,2) 2 1. We
conclude with (528])

k
951,25 2)] £ 1ty 73y

with a constant depending only on . To bound further the right-hand side, we may use
point (1) of the present lemma in the particular case of & = ) as in this case u; = Ayu
so that

o1 g sy = DAntlhgrs e rmy < gz
e j=1. For [k| = 0, we use the first estimate of (5.28) and (£.27), as for (z,y,2) € T3D
with (z,y) € (1 — 2)T% it holds

o2 S e < 56 oD ooy S Mliagey + ez
zE

If |k| = 1, we note that our assumptions yield u(v;) = 0, and Poincaré’s inequality shows
ur (e, (2, 2))| < dv, (e, (2,9, 2)) [V [ o= )
as well as dg, (I, (z,y, 2)) < dg,(z,y,2). Finally, we conclude with the second estimate
of (5.28) for (z,y,2) € T3P with (z,y) € (1 — 2)T= and (5.27)
ky
0550, ) S [Vl ey € 510 (1901 Dl g rory S Nty + oy

z€[0,1]
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We arrive at

Hakug(-,z)HLw((lfz)Ag) S HUHL2@) + Hu”w\k\,oo(ﬁ;) (5.29)

for any € and § > ¢, with a constant depending on ¢ as well as § — €. Finally, let € > 0. For
fk € F consider the correction term

z
ps, (2, y)

for (z,y,2) with (z,y) € (1 — 2)T.. With (5.14), (5.16), and (5.26) we conclude that

|u2(11};C ('Ia Y, Z))|
d’é‘k+3 (x7 y? Z)

Tk(x’y’ Z) = u2(Hﬁc(x’y’ Z))

re(@,y,2)| € Jus(I; (e, 2))|  and [Vri(e,y,2)] S +|(Vua)(IT (2,9, 2))].

Again we distinguish two cases.
e k = 1. In this case, note that for (z,y,2) € T30 with (z,y) € (1 — 2)T. it holds

ka (z,y,2) € T\EQD for some g5 depending only on €, as well as as well as dg, ,,(7,y,2) 2 1.

Hence, using again point () of the present lemma, we conclude
k
|a Tk(xayazﬂ S Hu2||W\k\’0°(’f§2D) S HUHLQ(T)’

with a constant depending only on €.

e k € {2,3}. In this case, note that for ¢ sufficiently small there is some £ > ¢ such
that for (x,y,2) € T3P with (z,y) € (1 — 2)T; it holds for (z,7,2) = Iz (x,y,z) that

(%,7) € (1 — 2)T= For |k| = 1, given that uy vanishes on ¢, Poincaré’s 1nequality shows

—~ < -~ ~ -
|u2(ka ('1"’ y’ Z))| ~ d€k+3 (ka: (ﬂf, y? Z)) EIQ[%,}%] Hvu2||Loo(ﬁﬁ(1_z)fg)

as well as dgHS(ka(x,y,z)) < dg, ,(2,y,2). Finally, for [k| € {0,1}, we conclude

with (5.29)

k < . — < - ~
‘a Tk(l',y, )’ ~rn[a)i] H UQ”L‘X’(fkﬂ(lfaTg) ~ ”uHLQ(T) + Hu”W\k\ﬁX’(Té)

Together with triangle inequality, this shows the stipulated estimate. O

We define a reference prism P := T x (0,1), where T is the reference triangle.

~

Lemma 5.4. Let £ C {€4,¢5,¢5}. There exists a linear operator .AP L (T)— C>=(P) with
the following properties:

(i) If u is continuous at a point x € T, then (.Agu)(x,O) = u(x).
(ii) The operator .A? . L2(T) — L2(P) is bounded.
(iii) If u vanishes on an edge € € é’\, then .A?u vanishes on the face € x (0,1).

(iv) If u is a polynomial of degree p > ]5\ that vanishes on all edges in &, then A ( ,2) 1S a
polynomial of degree p for fized z.
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(v) A?u vanishes on the top face T x 1.
(vi) For every 6 € (0,1) there is a constant Cy > 0 such that

1/2—6 P —0
1422 3 VARl ) < Co (Julgo iy + 145l oy ) -

(vii) For ¢ > 0 sufficiently small there is a § > 0 with § > & such that for k € N3 with |k| < 1
there holds for any u vanishing on & that

10 ABu(, 2l ) S Nl oy + Nllyngmsyy  Jor all = € [0,1],
with implied constant depending only on €.

Proof. Denote by

L x z(1—2z)
T3P . P — T3P, y|l — ly(l—2)
z z

the Duffy transform and note | det dT3”| = (1 — 2)?. Let Ag be the operator of Lemma (.3 and
define

(.Agu)(x,y, z) = (1 —2)(Agu) o TP (x,y, 2).
Proof of (). This follows immediately from Lemma 5.3 ().
Proof of (il). This follows from Lemma [5.3] () by substitution.
Proof of (fi). This follows from Lemma (.3 () and the fact that the Duffy transform
maps the corresponding face of T3 where Agu vanishes to € x (0,1).
Proof of ([iv)). This follows from Lemma 5.3 ([v) and the definition of T3P.

Proof of (@). This follows by construction.
Proof of (vi)). By the product and chain rule,

R 0
V.A]gu = 0 +(1—2) (dT%D)T (VAzu) o 3D, (5.30)
—Aguo T3P

To bound the first term, we choose some € > 0 and calculate

[ Ao T oy P dudyds = [ 17 Agu(e . )P
2 T3D

1
1= dxdydz

< 1=20) 4 2 dadyd ~ul|? / dxdyd
S [ * Mgy, 2 dedytz 4 [ Agulieayey [ dwdy

o
(1-2)

where the last estimate follows from Lemma 5.3 (i) and (vi). To bound the second term
in (5.30), we use ||[dT3P |2 < 1 and substitution

20 = 2P (VAg) o T w2 oy 5 [ IV Agu(o.y.2) P oy
P

T3D

where the last estimate follows from Lemma [5.3] ().

Proof of (vil). For |k| = 0, this follows immediately from Lemma B3] (v), taking into
account that

HA?U(-,Z)HLDO@E) =(1- Z)HAg“u('aZ)H[,oo((l_z)fg)-
For |k| = 1, we additionally use the formula (5.30). O
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5.3 Liftings for decomposed FEM spaces

Lemma 5.5. Let K € T be an element and ug € SPY(T|k). Then there exists a function
v:[0,00) = SPY(T|k) such that v(0) = ux and, for 6 € (0,1),

dt —
/0 £2(1-0) <|]Vv( )H%?(K) + ||V (¢t )HLQ(K > : \W(ﬁqe(m + Hda[g(uKH%%K).

Proof. Set u = ug o Fix and p = pk. First, suppose that K is a square, i.e.,}? = §, such
that u € QP. We apply Lemma B [) with Xy = (97, || - |]L2(§)) and X1 = (QP,] - Hﬁl@))-

Accordingly, there exists a function v : [0, co] — QP such that

0 dt =R .
/0 200 (VB2 5 + 17 O25)) T S 1albexg, < il x,,

S Nl @), 23
+ld

(5.31)

~ |u|H0(S ||L2(S

where the penultimate estimate follows from Proposition 41 (@), and the last estimate from
Lemma A4, (ii). If K is a triangle, i.e., K = T, then in particular p > 3, and we use Lemma [5.4]

to define v := Agfu on P. Note that 7 vanishes at t = 1, and we extend it by zero on T x [1, 00).

Due to Lemma 5.4 ({f) and (i) it holds o : [0, 0c] — PP. Then, due to Lemma [5.4] [,

™ a(1-0) 1/2-0 g 4P &
/O PO (IF012, g, + 17 Oz, & = 1442 0 T AT, 5,

(5.32)
~ |u|H0(T + Hd uHLQ(T)
Independently of the shape of K we define v(t) := v(t/hg) o , such that v : [0,00) —
SPY(T|k). Scaling arguments transform the left hand sides of (IBBII) and (0.32) into
20-2 [T 2(1-6) 2 dt
e |00 (1900 ) + 10 @) T
while the right-hand sides transform into
B2 (e Bgo gey + Idateusc 2 ) -
The stated estimate follows. O

Lemma 5.6. Let w be a vertex or edge patch in T. If w is a vertex patch, set &= {es}. If
w is an edge patch, set £ = {es,es}. With the notation introduced in Lemma [{.0], let u € Xy
or i € X,. Then there exists a function v : [0,00) — SPX(T|,) such that v(0) = T,,u and, for
0 € (0,1),

- o dt
hw2+20/0 ey (HW(t)II%?(w)HW( )HLQ(w) S oy g Ty + 1 oy

where § > 0 is chosen according to Lemma[5.4) (vii).

Proof. Let € > 0 be chosen according to Lemma [5.4l Set v(t) := Agﬂ(t). Note that v vanishes
at t = 1, and we extend it by zero on T x [1,00). Then set v(t) := T,0(t/h,). We have
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v : [0,00) = SPL(T],) and v(0) = Tw((Agﬂ)(O)) = T,,u. Due to Lemma [5.4] we conclude
— * a(1— dt
7200 (1900) g + 1 Osc)

1
= / $2(-0) <|’VTw6(t)“%2(w) + thHTwT/(t)”%%w))

dt
0 t

dt
2(1-90) 2 ~ 2 ~/ 2 ~/ 2
~ /0 200 (VB ) + IV 2 ) + 17 Ony + 1T O ) T

1
1/2—-6 P~ - ~ dt
= 47 0y VAZ 2 ) + / PEONVTOG iy + 17 O iz 7

1
_ ~ ~ dt
S iy + 145 0 gy + [ 20 9>||w<t>||2wﬁ IO ey T

S [alfo ) + ldz"a + 1l ) + 1V o g, + 117

HO(T) ”L2 (T) L2(T) Loo(Ty)"

Here, the first estimate follows from Lemma 4.5 (ii), the second one from Lemma [5.4] (v, and
the last one from Lemma [5.4] (). O

Proof of Theorem[I 1. We will only treat the case of homogeneous boundary conditions, the
general case follows along the same lines. The canonical continuous embeddings

(ST Do )CLj(Q),

(SPHT), - lngey) © HY(Q)
immediately yield for all u € gp’l(T) the estimate

el ot (7102012 T e ~ (220, 71 )10

It therefore remains to show the converse estimate. To that end, we employ Lemma and

write
u=u+ Y T (Uv)+ Y To () + Y ux.

V eyint ec&int KeT

The map u — uy is linear and bounded in L?(2) and H'(), and hence also in [L2(Q), H' ()]s.
As it maps into S1(T), we moreover obtain

el g2 (7,2 ) ST el = 120, 2 )
and this also yields
N N < N
il o (). 2 ) (S22 T 1 o > 1220, 70 @)
We conclude that it remains to show that
_ ~ ~ < ~
et = walli o1 (7, 2 ) G 1 e > Tz, 72,0

For K € T, let vg be the functions constructed from ux by Lemma For V € V"t and
e € M denote by vy and v, the functions constructed from uy and u. by Lemma Define

Z vy + Z ve—i-ZvK

Veyint ec&int KeT
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and note that v : [0,00) — SP1(T) as well as v(0) = u — u;. Furthermore,

& dt
209 (|| Vo (t + v
| (190 By + I Oe)
<

dt
S [T (190 Ol + b O er) T

VeVlnt
dt
+ / 20 (I9000) By + 1060 ) T
eegmt
2(1-0) dt
£ 3 [ IV Ol + Ik @) T
KeT
I v (ravwi,e(fﬁud i 22y + 1120z, )
VeVlnt
+ 30 B ([l ) + ey el 2o gy + Nel P )
ec&int
+ Z ‘uKﬁ{@(K) + de;f(uK”%?(K)
KeT

~ HU’H [L2(Q), Hl(Q)]

Here, the first estimate follows using the finite overlap of the supports of the involved patches
and a coloring argument, the second one from Lemmas and [5.6] and the last one from
Lemma Hence, with Lemma [5.1] (i) we conclude that

[e— 2~ ~
[ = 80 () 2 P T 1 e = Il 0, 2 @),

and Proposition shows

_ ~ ~ < _ _ ~ ~
e = 1l o1 (7 11201 F L (T ol 1~ ll20@) + 1 = 0l G (7 2 )82 3T 1 o
S el @), @,

which concludes the proof. ]
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