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Abstract

We study a nonconforming virtual element method (VEM) for advection-diffusion-
reaction problems with continuous interior penalty (CIP) stabilization. The design of
the method is based on a standard variational formulation of the problem (no skew-
symmetrization), and boundary conditions are imposed with a Nitsche technique. We use
the enhanced version of VEM, with a “dofi-dofi” stabilization in the diffusion and reaction
terms. We prove stability of the proposed method and derive h-version error estimates.

1 Introduction

The Virtual Element Method (VEM) is a paradigm for the discretization of problems in
partial differential equations [2, [3], that is experiencing significant success in a quite large
range of applications; see for instance [27] and [8] and the references therein. In this paper,
we consider the VEM to approximate the solution to diffusion-reaction-advection scalar prob-
lems. As it is well-known, these are elliptic problems which, however, displays severe numerical
difficulties when the diffusive term, carrying ellipticity, becomes “small” with respect to the
others. In particular, standard Galerkin schemes, such as the basic version of the Finite El-
ement Method (FEM), typically exhibit unphysical oscillations of the discrete solution in the
advection-dominated regime, unless extremely fine meshes are employed. In addition, it is
worth noting that a similar situation occurs in more complex fluid-dynamics problems, e.g.
the Oseen and the Navier-Stokes equation. Thus, the scalar diffusion-reaction-advection prob-
lem may represent also a useful playground for the development of numerical methods for the
above-mentioned applications. Many stabilizing techniques have already been developed in the
framework of the FEM. To mention only a few of them, we recall upwind Discontinuous Galerkin
schemes [20], 28], T3], Streamline Upwind Petrov-Galerkin (SUPG) and variants [I4], Continuous
Interior Penalty (CIP) [21] 16} [15], and Local Projection Stabilization (LPS)[23], 25]. All these
approaches aim to offer a quasi-robust method with respect to the diffusion parameter. From
the theoretical viewpoint, a method is quasi-robust if, assuming sufficiently regular solutions
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and data, it is possible to derive error estimates that are uniform in the diffusion parameter,
with respect to a norm that gives a suitable control on the convective term. Nowadays, the last
above-mentioned three methodologies have their VEM counterparts: for instance, see [9] [10] [5]
for SUPG, [24] for LPS and [7] for CIP (regarding other polygonal technologies, one may refer
to [19, [18]).

This contribution aims to develop, analyse, and numerically test CIP methods using non-
conforming VEMs, see [I]. Hence, we expand upon the results of [7], which focuses on the
H'-conforming case instead.

A reason for our interest in the nonconforming setting is that the design, implementation and
analysis of nonconforming VEMs are independent of the spatial dimension. Furthermore, we
highlight that nonconforming methods are used to avoid locking phenomena in the simulation
of incompressible fluids (e.g. for FEM: the Crouzeix-Raviart element). In this regard, as
previously noted, our present contribution can be viewed as a first step towards the design of
quasi-robust methods for incompressible fluid problems.

Our nonconforming methods exhibit the following distinctive features compared to [7], which
also entail deviations within the stability and error analysis guidelines developed there.

o We discretize the standard variational formulation of the problem: we do not need to
skew-symmetrize the discrete advection form.

o We use Nitsche’s method to impose Dirichlet boundary conditions as in [7], but we propose
a symmetric version of it, which is robust in the vanishing advection limit.

Indeed, in such a situation, only the symmetric version of the Nitsche method, which lead
to an adjoint consistent discrete scheme, allows to maintain optimal L2-error estimates for
regular problems. We also remark that, to the best of our knowledge, for nonconforming VEMs
no analysis of the Nitsche method has been developed yet, not even for the standard Laplace
equation.

The paper is organized as follows. After presenting the continuous and discrete problems in
Section [2] we develop stability and convergence analysis of the CIP-stabilizad nonconforming
VEM in Section [3] Finally, numerical tests are shown in Section [d] Throughout the paper, we
use standard notation for Sobolev norms and semi-norms.

2 The Continuous and the Discrete Problem

2.1 Continuous Problem

Given a polytopal domain Q C R?, d = 2,3, with boundary I', we consider the steady
advection-diffusion-reaction equation with non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition

{—5Au+,@-Vu—|—cru=f in Q, 1)

u=g onl.

For simplicity, we assume that the diffusion and the reaction coefficient € and o, respectively, are
two positive constants, while the advection coefficient 8 € [W1:°°(Q)]¢ is such that div(8) = 0.
Finally, f € L2() and g € Hz(I'). We introduce the Sobolev space

V,={ve HY Q) s.t. v|r =g},

where the restriction to the boundary is intended in the sense of the trace operator. We assume
that the boundary I is split into two disjoint parts

IF'm={xel|(B(x) n) <0} and Tow ={xecl|(B(x) n)>0},

where n is the outward unit normal vector to the boundary I'. Integrating by parts the first
term in , we derive a weak formulation for problem :

find u € V; such that:
(2)

ca(u,v) + b(u,v) +oc(u,v) = Flv) Yo eV = HLHQ).



The forms a(-,-): Vg x V=R, b(-,-): V; x V= Rand ¢(-,-): V5 x V — R are defined as

a(u,v) = / Vu - Vo dQ) forallu e V,,v eV, (3)
Q
b(u,v) ::/(,B-Vu)vdﬂ forallu e Vy,veV, (4)
Q
c(u,v) = / uvdQ forallu e V,veV. (5)
Q

Finally, the linear operator F(-): V' — R is defined as

F(v) ::/vadﬂ. (6)

It is well know that standard Galerkin schemes for discretizing could produce unsatisfactory
solutions. In particular, if the mesh size is not sufficiently small, the numerical solutions may
exhibit spurious oscillations. One possibility to overcome this difficulty is to insert in the weak
formulation a term that penalizes the jump of the gradient of the functions. This idea was
originally proposed in [21I] and we will explain the details in the following sections. From now
on, we assume that the parameters in equation are scaled so that

18l oe (e = 1. (7)

Since we are mainly interested in the advection-dominated case, we also assume that the diffu-
sion coeflicient ¢ is such that € < 1. In the estimates in the rest of the paper, we keep track of
the dependence on € and h. Thus, we will use the notation < - for < C'-, with hidden constant
C > 0 independent of h and e.

2.2 Notation and Polynomial Approximation Results

We consider a sequence {€,}), of tessellations of the domain € into non-overlapping poly-
topes. From now on, let E denote an (open) element of the mesh Qj,, and e facet (edge if
d = 2, face if d = 3) of the element E. Moreover, let |E|, hg, and n” denote the volume, the
diameter, and the unit outward normal of the element F, respectively. We also write n® for
the restriction of n* to the facet e C OE. We define the mesh size as h = suppcq, hg.

The set of the facets of a tessellation 2} is denoted with &£,. This set is split in internal
facets and boundary facets &, = £ U Sff . For any scalar-valued function v, whose restriction
v¥ to each element E € Q, is sufficiently smooth, we define the (vector-valued) jump [v] and
the (scalar-valued) average {v} on each facet e € £), e C OENOE’ as

E E’
[o] = oPnF + 0P 0P, o=

(8)

Similarly, for any piecewise smooth vector-valued function v, we define the (scalar-valued)
jump [v] on each facet e € £), e C OENIE’ as

[v] =" - nP + o7 - nP. (9)

We also introduce the notation V}, for the elementwise gradient operator.
We suppose that { €, }, fulfils the following assumption.

(A1) Mesh assumption. There exists a positive constant ¢ such that, for any E € {Qy, },,
e F is star-shaped with respect to a ball Bg of radius > ohg;
o any facet e of E has diameter h, > ohpg;
o for d = 3, every face e is star-shaped with respect to a ball B, of radius > g he;

¢ the mesh is quasi-uniform, i.e., any element has diameter hg > oh.



We introduce some basic spaces that are useful below. Given two positive integers n and
m, and p € [0, +o0], for any E € Q, we define

o P, (E): the set of polynomials on E of degree < n (with P_;(E) = {0}),

o P,(e): the set of polynomials on e of degree < n (with P_;(e) = {0}),

o Pp():={qeL*Q) st qlg€Pu(E) foral EecQ},

o WmP(Qy) = {v € L*(Q) st vlgp € W™P(E) forall E € Q,} equipped with the

broken norm and seminorm

[0]5ym.p () = > 10l%ymp () » [V ymp () = > [off. sy, 1< p<oo,
E€Qy EeQy
[vllwme @) = max vllwm.e(E) [olwm.e ) = max [olwmpy, ifp=o0,

We introduce the following polynomial projections:

e the L%-projection I1%¥: L2(E) — P, (E), given by
/ qn(v — T2F)dE =0 for all v € L*(E) and ¢, € P, (E),
E

with obvious extensions for functions defined on a facet I1%¢: L2(e)
vector-valued functions II%# : [L?(E)]? — [P, (E)]? and T12¢: . [Lz( ))?

P, (e), and for
[P ()]

%
%
« the H'-seminorm projection IIY¥: H'(E) — P, (E), defined by

/ V- V(v—TIYVEv)dE=0 forallve HY(E) and ¢, € P,(E),
E

/ (v—TIYEv)ds =0.
OFE

The global counterparts of these operators, I1% and IIY, are defined, respectively, as
(20| = 1% Py, (IIYv)|p =Y v forall E € Q.
We recall a classical result for polynomials on star-shaped domains (see, for instance, [I1]).

Lemma 2.1 (Polynomial approximation). Under assumption (A1), for any E € Qy and for
any sufficiently smooth function ¢ defined on E, we have that

o — I F ol wmom S by ™ |@lwer(m) smeEN, m<s<n+1,p=1,...,00,
o =TI Eollm e S R ™ els p ssmeN,m<s<n+1,s>1,
IV — H%’EVgOHm,E <ShE Yol ssmeEN, m+1<s<n+2.

We also have a counterpart of this result for projections defined on a facet.

Lemma 2.2. Let e € & be an internal facet and let E,E' € Q, be such that e C OE N
OE'. Moreover, let 1%¢ denote the L?(e)-orthogonal projection onto P,(e). Then, for every
sufficiently smooth function ¢ defined on E U E’, we have that

_1
o — 1% “olloe S Zf 2(\<p|m,E—|—|gp\m7E/) mneN,1<m<n+1. (10)

Proof. Considering the element F, for m,n € N, with 1 <m <n + 1, we have

—1 2 1/2
Pl 1% llo.e + h e — NGE | p)

le — I%%pllo.e < llo — Mo Folloe < (hp
S/h |(p|mE

Since the same estimate applies also to the element E’, bound follows. O



Figure 1: Degrees of freedom for a penthagon.

2.3 Virtual Element Spaces
Given an element F € Q;, with ng facets, and a positive integer k, we define the space
VB = {v, €HY(E) st. Vu,-nP €Py_i(e) forallecC dE,

Avy, € Pk(E>, (’Uh — HkV7E’Uh, ﬁk) =0 forall ]/Q\k S ]P)k(E)/]P)k,Q(E)} .
(11)
Contrary to the classical virtual element space presented in [2], the space th "¢(E) contains
functions that are solutions of a PDE with Neumann boundary conditions. The space is
the enhanced version of the space originally proposed in [I]; more details can be found in [I7].
The following set of linear operators represents a set of degrees of freedom (DoFs) for the space
vEme(EB):

o EF*: the moments up to the order k — 1 on each facet e C IE:

v
1 S — S,
M%,Q(Uh) = M /vh <h> ds, €| <k-1, (12)

where s is expressed in the local d — 1 coordinates on e, s, is the barycenter of e, and £ €
N9-1 is a multi-index with d — 1 components;

o PEF. the moments up to the order £k — 2 on E:

1 Tr—x «
5 on) :=@/vh (hEE) dE. ol <k-2, (13)
E

where zz is the barycenter of F, and a € N? is a multi-index with d components.

In particular, for £ = 1, the basis functions for the space th’"C(E) are associated only with the
facet DoFs; for k > 2, there are also the interior DoFs. In Figure [T we show the DoFs on a
penthagon for k£ = 1,2, 3.

The dimension Ng of the space V;"""“(E) is

(k—1)(k-2)

kng + ifd=2,

Ngp =
(k+ 1)k (k+ Dk(k—1)

n
2 " 6

Remark 2.1. For any vy, € V,f’"c(E), the projections H%Evh, Hkv’Evh, and H%ﬂVuh are com-

putable in terms of the DoFs of vy,; see for instance [T} [I7].

ifd=3.

For every mesh €, we introduce the global virtual element space as

Voo () == {on € WH(Qn) st ol € VP(E) VE €y,

0 (14)
/[[vh]] nqds=0 VgePr_1(e) Vec&}.
We remark that we do not impose full continuity across the element boundaries. On each
interior facet, we only require that the moments up to order k — 1 are preserved. Therefore,
VEme(Q,) ¢ HY(Q). The global DoFs are as follows:



o &¥: the moments up to the order k — 1 on each e € & :

2
1 S — S,
lton) = 1 o (h> ds, 0 <k-1,

where £ € N~ is a multi-index with d — 1 components;

o PF: the moments up to the order k — 2 on each E € Q, :

1 _ (o2
p(vp) = —= [ op r-re dE, |a|<k-2,
|E| JE hi

where a € N? is a multi-index with d components.

The dimension of V,*"¢(Qy,) is

b+ B DEZ2 g ifd=2,
) k+ Dk k+ Dk(k—1
2 Dk gy BHDMEZ D01 =3,

where |&| and |Q,] are the number of facets and of elements, respectively. Letting vz be the

DoFs-interpolant of a sufficiently smooth function v into V: ne

interpolation error estimate, see [I, [I7].

(Qp,), we recall the following

Lemma 2.3 (Approximation with nonconforming virtual element functions). Under assump-

tion (A1), for any v € H*(Q) N H**Y(Qy,), there exists vz € Vi (), such that for all E € Qp,

v = vzllo.e + hellV(v —vn)lloe S hi  vlsire,

where 0 < s < k.

2.4 Virtual Element Forms and the Discrete Problem

In this section, discretize the problem and the bilinear forms presented in Section 2.1} As
usual in VEM, since we do not have an analytic expression for the functions in V:’M(Qh), the
terms entering in are not computable. Hence, we have to devise some counterparts of these
terms. First, we note that the forms a(-,-) , b(-,-) and ¢(+,-) can be decomposed into local
contributions as

a(u,v) = Z a(u,v),  blu,v) = Z bE (u,v),  clu,v) = Z cFu,v).  (15)

EcQy, EcQy EecQy

The local bilinear form a(-,-) is discretized by replacing the gradient with its projection into
the space [Py_; (E)]%. We define the bilinear form af’(-,-): V*"(E) x V;""(E) — R as follows:

af (up,vp) == /E )" Vg, - T 5 Vo, dE + SE (T — 11 P )y, (I - 107" )vy) (16)

where SE(-,-): VF"(E) x VP"(E) — R is the standard dofi-dofi stabilization form pre-
sented in [2] [6], which is computable and satisfies the fundamental properties

aslupl? g < SE(vh,vp) Yoy, € V;P"(E)

(17)
SE(vp,vn) < ool g Yoy, € Ker(Pg),
for two positive constants o, and o*, independent of h. Here, Pg : V,f M(E) — Py(F) denotes
any projection operator into the space of constant functions.
In the first integral of , VHZ’E could be used instead of H%_Elv, since in the case of
a constant diffusion coeflicient, both choices lead to optimal convergence rates. However, in a
general heterogeneous situation, the appropriate term to use is H%ﬂv, see [4].



The local convective term b% (-, -) is discretized by b (-,-): V" (E) x V;"""*(E) — R defined
as

bf(uh, vp) = / (B VHk uh)Hz’Evth. (18)
Finally, the bilinear form ¢ (-, ) is discretized by ¢Z(-,-): V" (E) x V;""(E) — R defined as
cElup,vp) = / 109 Pup I Popd B + |E| SP((1 = TP Yup, (I — 117 )vp) . (19)

E

In order to ensure stability and to impose boundary conditions, we also need to introduce
some extra terms. To get stability, we also introduce the bilinear form dZ(,-): V}f TR x

VEr(E) - R
1
aF (unon) = — /a e [0 {100y Ydls | (20)

The reasons behind this bilinear form will become clear in Lemma [3.3] below and are related to
the nonconformity of the method. Following [I6], [I5], we also introduce a VEM version of the
local CIP-stabilization form, in order to ensure stability in the advection-dominated regime. It
is defined as

T (up,on) = Y Je /h2 [VITup] [VIIQun] ds + ve he ST ((1 — TP un, (1 — Ty P )uy,) -
eCOE\D €
(21)
The parameters v, and g are defined as

Yo = kelBlli=ey » 18 = KElBli=(om) (22)

where k. and kg are positive constants to be chosen. We stress that, whenever 8 = 0 inside
an element E, the corresponding parameters 7. and yg are zero, and hence J,f (up,vp) = 0. In
order to complete the definition of our method, we need to impose the boundary conditions.
We do this using a Nitsche-type technique, which locally consists of adding the form

NhE(Uh,vh) = <H0 B th h>8EﬂF _ 5<Uh,H2’E1Vvh . ’I’I,E>8Eml—‘
: ‘ 23
S Z <Hk’_1uh,H2’_1vh> + (8- n P T Fu, T F v o, ; (23)

E eCOENT

see [20] 22] for more details. By adding these terms together, we define the complete local

bilinear form A% : VE(E) x VE(E) - R as

Agp(uh, vp) = eal (up, vp) + b (un, vn) + ok (un, vn) + dF (un, vn) + NE (up, vn) + JE (un, vp) -

(24)
By summing over all the mesh elements, we obtain the global versions of the bilinear forms

an(n, vp) 1= Z af, (un, vn) , b (un, vn) = Z by, (un,vp) ,

EEQ, EeQy,
ch(un,vn) == cf (un,vn), di(un, vn) = df (un,vn)
EeQyp, EeQy
Tn(un,vn) = JE (un,vn) Ni(un,vn) = > N (un,vn)
EeQ, EeQ,
and
Amp uh,vh Z Ac1p uh,vh (25)
EcQy



The local load term is defined as

T (vn) = / FIPo,dE — e(g, 1YY Vo, - nP)gpar
E

€ . (26)
+ = Z <97H2’_10h>e +{IB- nE| g,Hg’vaaEmrm )
ohg
eCOENT
and the global one as
Frlvn) = Z Fir (vn).
EcQy

Eventually, the discrete problem reads as follows:

find uy, € th’nc(Qh) s.t. (27)

Acip(uh, 'Uh) = fh(vh) for all Vp € V}f’nc(Qh).

3 Theoretical Analysis

Due to the nonconformity of the virtual element space and due to the projections entering
formulation 7 the solution u of the continuous problem does not solve the discrete
problem (27). However, if u € H*(Q) N H, +(9), it solves the following problem, which is strictly

connected to (27):
.de(u’ vp) = F(vn) + Blu,vp) for all vy, € th’m(Qh) . (28)
The form on the left-hand side of is defined as
.,Zcip(u, vp) = ea(u,vy) + b(u,vp) + o c(u,vp) —|—./\7h(u, vp) + jh(u, vn) (29)

where Ny, (u, vy,) and Jy, (u, vy) are sums over all mesh elements E of the local contributions

NE (u,v3) = — e(Vu-n vp)opnr — e(u, Hi’_Eleh n®)opnr
€
= S @ o)+ (B P, T F v asnr, (30)
ohg
eCOENT
and )
JE (u,vp) = 3 Z 'ye/ hZ [Vu] [VIIQup] ds, (31)

eCOE\T ¢
respectively. On the right-hand side of , the load term F (vp,) is defined as the sum over all
mesh elements F of the local contributions

FEwn) = [ fondE - (g, 5 90y - 0o
E

€ €

s D (@I + (18- nPlg. I Pon) opar, .
E
eCOENT

and form B(u, v ), which arises from the nonconformity of the method, is defined as

3.1 Preliminary results

In this section, we present some results that are useful in the following analysis. Some of
them are already known for conforming virtual element spaces. The first one is an inverse
. . . . k,nc
inequality for functions in V,""(E).



Proposition 3.1 (Inverse inequality). Under assumption (A1), for any E € Q) we have

Le Shgllvnllos Yun € Vi (E).

v,

Proof. An integration by parts gives

lonl? 5 = / Vo, - Vo, dE = —/ vy, AvpdE —|—/ vp Vo - n ds. (33)
’ E E OE
Since Awy, is polynomial we have (see for instance [6]])
| Avpllo.r < Cahp! |vnl1E, (34)

for a constant Ca > 0 independent of hp. Therefore, for the first term on the right-hand side

of (33)), we get
= [ on 80ndE < unllo | Avnlo.e < Cahiz! [enllo elonls e (35)
E

For the second term, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the multiplicative trace inequal-
ity, we obtain

/ v, V- n” ds < ||Uh||o,aE vah ’ nEHO oF
OF ' (36)

1 1
< Collonlld p (5 lonllo.s + lonlie)® Vom0, o

for a positive constant Ct, > 0 independent of hg. The multiplicative trace inequality and
give

Nl

Vo 02|y o < Cslonlf s (o

1,5 + | Avsllo,5)

[N
—~
w
3
~

1
< Culvnli g (P5' lonl1e + Cahg'lonl1,e)

_1
< Ci, V1 4+ Cahg?|vpli,E,

for Cy, > 0 independent of hg. Hence, with Cy := max{Cy,,Cy,}, we obtain

N

_1 1
/ v Vo, -nP ds < C2\/1+Ca hg? ||Uh||(iE (hEIHUh
OFE

lo,p + |’Uh|1,E) |vn 1,2 (38)

From (33), (35), and (38)), using the Young inequality ab < %aQ + 2b? for any n > 0, we get

Nl

_1 1
0.8+ CiV1+Cahg?|vnllg g (hp'lvallo.s + lvalie)

1 _
0,E + Cf\/ 14+ Ca <2nhEl'Uh||0,E + ghElehHO,E + g|vh|1,E) .

lunl1e < Cahg'llon

< Cahg'lon

Choosing n = 1/(C?y/1+ Ca), we conclude
lonl1e < (2Ca + C/ (1 + Ca) +1) hig'lvnllo, 5,
and the proof is complete. O

The second result is an inverse trace inequality for functions in th’nC(E ) with internal DoFs
equal to zero.

Lemma 3.1 (Inverse trace inequality). Under assumption (A1), for any E € Qp we have

2
lonlloe S (hE Z ||H2’€1vh||g,e> Yo, € VE(E) such that T vy, = 0.
eCOE
ISeveral of the results we quote have been proven in the references for d = 2. Nevertheless, these results can
be extended to d = 3 in a straightforward manner.




Proof. Thanks to the orthogonality of the H%E projection in L?(E), we have
0,E 0.E
lonlls, & = (I = T )onI3 g + T on 13 - (39)

We now remark that the techniques leading to [I2, Lemma 2.18] also apply to the nonconforming
space th’"C(E). Therefore, using Hg’_EQ'Uh =0, we have

T onll5, 5 S e Y TR onll5 e - (40)
eCOE

In addition, Lemma [2.1 gives
0,E
I =I5 )onll§ & S s lonli s - (41)

Using integration by parts, recalling that Avy, € Py(E) and (Vuy, - n¥)|, € Pr_1(e), exploiting

estimates (34)), and we obtain
lal} g = */ vp AvpdE +/ v, Vo, - nP ds
7 E oF

= —/ H%Evh AvpdE + Z Hgflvh Vo, -nf ds
E

eCOE "Y€
42
< IE vl Aulog + 3 I vl [Vor -], e
eCOE
1
2
— 0,e
S (hEl Z ||Hk—1vh||g,e> [vnl1,E-
eCOFE
It follows that
— 0,e
onlt e S he' D TS onlff e (43)
eCOE
Hence, from and , we get
0,E 0,e
(T =T 5 )onlle e S he Y TS onllG e (44)
eCOFE
Collecting , , and concludes the proof. O

We now construct an Owsald-type interpolation operator 7 that maps piecewise (sufficiently)
smooth functions into the nonconforming space V,f "(Qp). Recall the definitions and
of the local DoFs. To define the global DoFs, we thus average the local DoFs at interelement
boundaries. More precisely, the interpolant is constructed as

o= > et + >0 D uE)eE, (45)

e€&y |€|<k—1 EeQ |a|<k—2

where {pf} is the set of basis functions associated to the DoFs at the mesh skeleton £¥, and
{p%} is the set of basis functions associated to the interior DoFs. For an interior facet e € &},
e C OE N OFE', the coefficient 1£(v) is defined as

1

He(v) = 5 (Wp,e(v) + 1 o (v) (46)

while for a boundary edge e € &, \ £}, it is simply defined as

pe(v) = g o(v). (47)
Therefore, considering and , on any edge e we get
¢ (mv) = {TI0° v} = TI0° ({v}). (48)

The main result of this section is the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.1. Letp € Pr(Qy,) be a (discontinuous) piecewise polynomial, and let 7 : Py (Qp) —
VEme(Q,) denotes the Oswald’s interpolant. We have that

II=m)plge She D>, NP5, VYEE€Qn, VpePu().
eCOE\T

Proof. We introduce the difference
d={I-7)p.

We restrict our attention to an element E € €, and consider d¥ := d|g. From (48] we get

1 S

L0 () mP) itegT

Oe E k—1 ;

I~ d" = 2
0 ifecCT.

(49)

We now observe that the interior DoFs of d¥ are equal to zero, so that Hg’idE =0, see .
Hence, from Lemma and , we obtain

ldZoe S {he D> IR dZ 3, | < (ke D IS ([0]-no)IE .

=
[N

eCOE\D eCOE\T
i i (50)
2 2
Slhe D M)-nl5e | = (e D l0IG.
eCOE\D eCOE\T
O]

Lemma 3.2. Under assumption (A1), for every E € Qy, we have

Impllo.e < lIpllo,peey  for all p € Pr(2n),
where D(E) = {K € Q), s.t. [0ENJIK| > 0}.

Proof. As in Lemma 3.3 of [7], the proof easily follows from the triangle inequality ||7pllo,5 <
7m0 — pllo.g + |IPllo. £, together with Theorem and a polynomial trace inequality. O

Remark 3.1. We remark that Theorem and Lemma are actually valid also for v € L?(Q
such that v € Vf’"C(E) for every E € j,. In particular, in this case, the proof of Lemma
requires the application of the Agmon inequality and Proposition [3.1] instead of the polynomial
trace inequality.

3.2 Inf-Sup condition

The goal of this section is to prove the following inf-sup condition for the discrete prob-

lem , namely

Aci Vh, 2 nc
th”cip S sup M v'Uh € th’ (Qh)v (51)
ZREVETE(Qy) ”Zthp
where the norm || - ||cip in V;""(Qy,) is defined by
lvallZp = > loallZip,e (52)

EcQy,
with

0,E
thngip,E =€ ||Vvh||8,E +h|B - VI, Uh”%,E +o ||Uh||(2)E

€ 0,
T5h Z ITLE on
eCOENT

10,F 53
2 18 PP E o2 ppere, + JE o). O3

11



We divide the proof of in two parts. In the first part (Lemma , we estimate the
diffusion, reaction, and inflow boundary terms in |jvp||%,, with Acip(vs,vs). In the second part
(Lemma , we estimate the convective term in [lvp||%,. In order to do so, we would like to
take wy, locally defined by

@l = hB - VIV Py

as the second argument in A, (-, ). This is not possible, since wy, & V,f’"c(Qh), and we take
its Oswald interpolant wwy, instead. Then, the difference between wj;, and wwy, is controlled

thanks to the jump term. We combine these two results and conclude the proof of the inf-sup
condition in Theorem

Lemma 3.3. Under assumptions (A1), given vy, € V}f’m(ﬂh), we have

3
Aap(ons0n) 2Vl + ollonlF+ 30 = 30 I w3,
EcQy eCOENT

1
+ ) B nPRIPonl§ spar,, + Ja(on,vn) -
EEQ}L

Proof. We take the same v, in both arguments of Ay (-, -) and obtain
Acip(Vn, vn) = € an(vn, vn) + bp(vn, vn) + 0 cp(vn, vr) 4 dn(vn, vr) 4+ Nu(vn, vn) + Ty (v, vn) -
The diffusion term is easily estimated using the orthogonality of the projectors and prop-
erty of the stabilization form:
ean(vn,vn) > ase || Vo,
where &, = min{l,a.}. For the reaction term, using and the Poincaré inequality for
- H%E)vh, we have
O’Ch(ﬂh, Uh) 2 Co&*O'”UhH%.

for a positive constant Cy independent of ¢ and h. Therefore, we get
ean (v, vn) + ocn(vn, vp) > awe || Vion|ls + Codual|vn |3 - (54)

For the convective term, by integrating by parts, we obtain

1 1
by (vh, vn) =5 / (B - VipILv,) MvpdE — 5/ v,(B - Villjv,)dE
Q

+ = Z / vhH%Evhds
EGQh
1
=3 Z / (8 - n)I) P o, 0O P v ds — di (v, vn),
Beq, JoENT
where the last step follows from simple algebraic manipulations and from the definition of

dp(-,-). Combining the terms on T, in the expression above with those in Ny, (-,-) gives

b (vh, vr) 4 din(vh, ) 4 Nu(vn, vn) Z 18 - nE|21'[2’Evh||(2),6]3mF
EGQh
+ > Y Il —2e Y @ Ve nF vosnr
Eth ecaEmF EecQy,

For the last term on the right-hand side, we use the estimate

25(H27_]51Vvh . nE7vh>3Emp = 2¢ Z <H2’_E1Vvh Hk L Uh)e

eCOENI
2 e
< 2e6hp||TI0F Vo, - n HaEmpLW > It onls.
eCOENT
< 2660y [T Vor 2 g+ ——— > IS uall3,
25hE
eCOENT
€ 0,e
§2550tr||vvh||(2)7E+W Z ||Hk;_1vh||g,ea
eCOENT
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where Ci, is the inverse trace inequality constant for polynomials. Therefore, with the choice,
e.g., 0 = a,/(4Cy), we obtain

1
br(vh, vn) + dn(vn, i) 4 Nu(vn, vn) Z 118 - n"2 T vs I8 o per
EEQh
0,e 2 &* 2
+5 Z = > IRl — - clVavnlls-
Eth ecaEnF

This, together with , and noting that
> 18- n PRI onl pper = D 18- 0PI EonE ppr,
EeQy, EeQy,
gives the result. O
Lemma 3.4. Given vy, € th "(Qy,), let us define the function
wy, = hw (B, - Villuy), (55)

where B, is the L?-projection of B in the space of piecewise linear functions [P1(Q)]%. Then,
under assumptions (A1), if the mesh size satisfies h > €, we have

Acip(vhv wh) > Cy h”,B . thgvhng -G -Acip('Uha Uh) s (56)
for C1,Cs > 0 independent of € and h.

Proof. From Lemma wp, defined in satisfies the following estimate, which will be used
throughout the rest of the proof:

lwallo,z < AlBy - VallRvsllop(E) » (57)

We proceed element by element. By definition of the local bilinear form AClp( -), we have that

Agp(vh, wp) = eaf(vh,wh) + J,f(vh,wh) + achE(vh,wh)
+ Ni¥ (0, wn) + b (0n, wp) + dfy (vn, w,) (58)
= Tl +T2+T3+T4+T5+T6
We estimate each of these six terms separately.

Estimate of (T1). Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the properties of ap(-,-), the inverse
inequality for virtual functions, estimate , and recalling that ¢ < h, we get

1 1
T = EahE(vh,wh) > —¢ af(vh,vh)2 af(wh,wh)2

1 1

2 —€2||[Vonllo,e €2 ||Vwn|lo,e
> —e3||Vonllo.z e2h ™ wnlo,p
>
~Y

1 1
—2||Vupllo,g 2By, -

Estimate of (T2). We first split JF(-,-) using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
T2 = JhE(”Uh,wh) Z 7JhE(’Uh,Uh)% Jf(wh,wh)% .

Using inverse and inverse trace inequalities for polynomials, the inverse inequality for virtual
functions, the properties of the L? projection, and , we get

JhE(wh, wp) Z Ye / h2 |[[Vhﬂkwh]]|2 ds +vg hg Sf(([ — HZ’E)wh, (I- HZ’E)wh)
eC8E\F e

Sh HVthwh||(2),D(E) +h |Vl g
Sht ||H2whH(2),D(E) +h7Hwnllf &

S hil”wh“g,D(E) S hlBy, - vhHgUh“%,D(D(E)) )
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from which we conclude
Ty 2 —JE (vn, 0n)2h2 |8y, - thgvhﬂo D(D(E)) - (60)
Estimate of (T3). From the properties of cZ(-,-) and (57), we get

Ty = ocy, (v, wh) 2 —U||Uh||0,E ||wh||0,E

1 (61)
2 —llvnllo,z h2 118y, - ViIldvnllo,pe)

where we used h? < 1 to simplify later developments.
Estimate of (T4). For the Nitsche term, we have to control four different terms:

Ty = N (v, wp) = —€<HZ’_E1Wh n¥ w)opar — (v, HZ’Elvwh n®)opnr
€
+ Sho Z <H261vh’ﬂk 1Whe + (1B~ "E|Hk Uh7H Fwn)ornr,,
EeCGEﬂF

=I0N T INe N NG -

We remark that AP (-,-) is different from zero only if F has at least one facet on T
For 7, , we use Chauchy-Schwarz inequality, the inverse trace inequality for polynomials and
for virtual functions, esitmate (57)), and the assumption & < h, and derive

a2 —el|TI) Yt V'UhHOBEﬂI‘Hwh”O()EmF

(62)

2 —eh” kl

Z _65 ||VU}L||O,E hE ||,8h : V/LHEJU}L||O7D(E)

For 7, we use the orthogonality of Hg °,» the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, inverse trace and
inverse inequalities, and € < h, to obtain

NN, = —¢€ Z (IS o, I Vo, - ).

eCOENI
2= > I onllo. T
eCOENT
> —eh7: > |Impe
~ (63)
eCOENI
>—ch™ > I valloellwnllos
eCOENT
1
g 2 1
Z_(E) Z an’fﬂh”&eh””ﬁh'
eCOENI

For np,, thanks to orthogonality, we remove the Hz’_el projection on the second term and we
proceed similarly to the previous cases:

3 3
=5 D (S, wn)e 2 —= > T

eCOENI eCOENT
1

_ e 2 0,e

2-h () Y I nloclwnlo.s o)
eCOENT
1
13 2 1

R~ (%) > Ime W18y - Vallvnllopm) »

eCOENT

where we have used again h < 1.
For ny,, using |8 - nf| < 1, we have that

1
v, 2 18- nP R

in in

_l 1
—h7z |[|B - nP 210 Puplo,0mnr,,

18- n” |21

2
Z -

B -

in
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Gathering f gives
1

e 1
Tz - (HIvollos+ (5) 3 IS walloe + 18- nZ I onloomer, )
oh
eCOENI (66)

-hZ By, - VallRvwllop(s) -

Estimate of (Ts). The definition of the bilinear form by(+,-) implies that

Ts = by (v, wp,) = (6 VHk Uh,s Hk wh)O,E
= (6 . ka’ Vh, wh)O,E + (/8 . VH%E’U}I, (Hg’E - I)wh)O,E
0,E
= (8- VI, "vn, hBy, - VI op) ©7)
(ﬁ VHk Vh, Wh — hﬁh VHk Uh)
+ (8- VI Py, (I — Dwp),

=:ng, t+ 1B, T 18, -

0,FE

For ng,, we add and subtract (8- VHk U, hB - VHk Uh)o,E and we use the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to obtain

= (8- VIIY v, hB), - VIIQup )0,k
=18 VI Pon|§ 5 + (8 - VI Pon, h(B), — B) - VI P vn)o, i
> h||B - VI o2 5 — ChE|B - VI Fvyllo 5 B2 Bl ek | VILY Popllo, 5
>h|B- VH%E%H(QLE ~Ch? 18- VH%EvhHO,E h? 1Bl w0 (E))4

(68)

where in the third step we have used ||3,, — ,8||[Loo )t S hIBlwree(my)a-
For ng,, recalling the definition of wj and using the Young mequahty to split the two terms,
we get

N8, (B VI Fo, (7 — )(5h'VH2’Evh))O’E

h
218 VIE R~ lr — D)8y VILEu)|3

For the second term on the right-hand side, we use the fact that 8, - VII{v, € Py (). Theo-
rem [3.1] gives

(69)

hll(w = DBy, - VIR 152 S B2 D~ 184 - Vallioa] I - (70)
eCOE\T

The triangular inequality and the definition of the jump bilinear form give

WY By ViRl e S h° Y 1By = B) - Valloallg . +5° > I8 - Vallioa]l3

eCOE\D eCOE\D eCOE\D
Sh? > B = B) ViIRualllg . + 8> > A2 IVaIRua]ll3 .
eCOE\D eCOE\I
SE2E YT B, = B) - VaIwn] 2.+ > TE (wnvn)
eCOE\T E'CD(E)

(71)
where we used that 72 < 7, (since 7. < 1, see ) On each e, the argument in the first sum
on the right-hand side of the previous inequality is controlled using the trace inequality and
standard estimates on B € [Wh>°(Q)]4:

hz”[[(ﬂh -B)- Vhﬂ‘évhﬂllﬁ,e S h4|6|[2W1’°°(EuE’)]dh71”thgvh”g,EuE’
S h|/6|[2wle(EUE/)]d HHgvhHg,EuE’ (72)

S h|/3|[2W1100(EuE/)]dth”g,EuE/ ]
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where E and E’ are the two elements sharing the edge e. Combining with , we obtain
for ng,

h 0E
N8, = — §||ﬂ - VI ”hHg,E

_C(h|ﬂ‘[2W1v°C(D(E))]d||vhH(2),D(E) + Z Jiy (Uhavh))'
E'CD(E)

(73)

It remains to control ng,. Since B), € [P1(E)], it holds (B, - VI F oy, (7 — I)wh)o 5 =0.
Hence we have

ng, = (8= By) - VI Py, (7 = Dwy)

2 =18 = B1) - VI vnllo,p 1B (By, - VI vn) o, -

2 —\ﬂ|[W1,w(E)]dh||VHk Eonllo.z hlIBy, - ViIvnllo,p(k)

2 —1Blwre@yallvnlld o) -

Collecting , and , from we get
h /
T> 18- VI ul s —C( X I (vnwn)
E'CD(E)

(75)

+h= (8- VI vn o, b2 Bl myallon o,
+ BB Ly oy 0813 oy + 1Bl ey lon 3 o ) -

Estimate of (Tg). The last term that we have to estimate is related to dp(-,-). We use the
Cauchy-Schwarz and the trace inequality for polynomials:

Ts = d¥ (vp,, w) Z B - [0, J{T1%wy, }ds
eC@E\l" €
Z = > 18- [Mvallloel{TRwn o,
eCOE\I"
2= > (18- nP B oo + 18- n 110 villo.e ) A= wn o, pus
eCOE\T
1 mt ’ 1
2= > (8- vylo. + 118 - n® A" valo ) ¥ 18y - allfonlo,pmom)
eCOE\T
(76)
By collecting the estimates of all six terms and adding over all elements, we obtain
Aeip(vn, wn) = *||5 VaITon[§ — C( > (€2 IVunllo.s + T (vn,vn) % + [lvnllo, e
EeQy
1
€\2 1
()" 2 It vl + 118 - P A" BB - VI o,
eCOENT (77)
+ Jn(vn,vn) + Y (h|/6|[2W1=°O(E)]d + |B|[W1’°°(E)]d> lonll3.

EeQy,

+ 3 hEg, - vIF

EeQy,

lenllo.z) -

Above, we have also used the property that, due to assumption (A1), summing over the
elements, each element is counted only a uniformly bounded number of times, even when the
terms involve norms on D(E) or D(D(E)).

We now notice that the triangular inequality, standard approximation results, and an inverse
estimate give

hE|18, - VII®

h (||f5 VIL Pvp o, + |IB|[Wlw°°(E)]d||Uh”07E) : (78)
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Hence, from , using and the Young inequality (with suitable constants) for the first
and the last summations on the right-hand side, we get

€
Acip (v, wn) >Cy b|B - VaILwp|[§ — Cy (€|\thh||§ +olonld+ > She > Imt onls.
EeQ, ' F ecoEnr

1 E
+ 3 B nE BP0l penr, + a(on,vn)) -
EcQy,

From Lemma we now obtain

Acip(vn, wr) > C1 h||B - ViIIhus||2 — Co Acip(vh, vs) -

Whenever h > ¢, we also need the following estimate.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that h > e. For any vy, € V¥7¢(Qy,), let wy, be defined as in . Then,

[wnlleip < llonllcip
with hidden constant independent of €, h, and vy,.

Proof. From the definition of wy, and h > ¢, for the gradient term in the || - ||cip norm, we have

ellVwnllg g < eh™ S el (B - VIR Zon)l5. 5 S kB, - Vallivnll3 oz - (79)

For the L? term, we have that

0,E
ollwnll3, S ollhm(By, - VI F o) o5 < allvnlls o) - (80)
The convective term in the norm is estimated by
R\ B - VI w3 5 < BT Pwnllg g S 2lBY - VAol o) - (81)

The boundary terms are estimated by

> Sl < =
eCOEND

Sellr(By, - H%Evh)HOE hl1By, - Valljvnllg D(E) >

(82)
and

118 - n*|2 11" W S HTHIE hllﬂh VaIlon 1§ o) (83)

We gather (79), (80), (81), (82), (83), together with estimate (60 for the term J/F(wy,ws),
add over all elements, and obtain
lwnllZy, S ollvalls + Y AlBL - Vallpvalld &
EEQ,

and the result follows from estimate . O

We are now able to prove the inf-sup condition .
Theorem 3.2 (Inf-sup condition). Under assumptions (A1),

Acip (’Uhv Zh)

onleip S sup for all vy, € V}f’"c(Qh), (84)

ZREVETE(Q),) ||ZhHCip

Proof. We distinguish two cases: h > ¢ and h < e.
If h > e, given vy, € V’“”C(Qh), we define the function z; = wj, + kvp, where wy, is given
by , and « is a sufficiently large constant. Combining Lemma with Lemma gives
Acip(Vn, 2n) = Acip(Vn, wn + £vn) 2 [|vn |z, -

This, together with Lemma [3.5] gives the inf-sup condition in the case h > e.
If h < ¢, from Lemma [3.3] E the definition of the norm || - ||Cip, and the estimate

E
h|B - VH% Uh||0E 5||VH EvahHOEv

we obtain Aeip(vn, vs) 2 |[vn]|4, and the proof is complete. O

cip
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3.3 Error Estimates

In this section, we derive error estimates under the following smoothness assumption on the
terms appearing in .

(A2) Smoothness assumption. The solution of the continuous problem wu, the right-hand
side f, and the advective field 8 in satisfy

we HX Q)N HY(Q) N H Y (Q), fe H 2(), B e [WE ().
Let uy be the discrete solution of . Then, thanks to the inf-sup condition , for the
error u — up, we prove the following result.
Proposition 3.2. Under assumptions (A1), we have
lw — unlleip S llezlleip + 17 + 15 + N + 1 + ne +na + 0y + 10, (85)

where ez :=u — uz and ur € V:’m(ﬂh) is the interpolant function of u defined in Lemma .
Moreover, in the right-hand side of we have defined

nr = ||]'-_ Fhllcip~ »
ng = ||B(u7 ')Hcip* )

Na =€ la(u, ") — an(uz, -)|lcip~ ,

m = ||b(u, ) — bp(uz, ')”cip* ) (86)
nc = O'”C('LL7 ') - Ch(“’I? .)||Cip* )
Na = |dn(uz, )| cip ,

nar = [N (u, ) = Na(uz, ) leips
s = | Jn(u,) = Jn(uz, )leips = [Tz, ) leips
where || - ||cipx denotes the dual norm of the norm || - ||cip-
Proof. Setting e, := up — uz, thanks to the triangular inequality, we have
lw = unllcip < llezlleip + llenlleip -

Hence, we only have to bound the second term of the right-hand side. Using the inf-sup
condition, and , we have that

Acip(up — uz,vp Fn(vn) — Acip(uz, vp
Heh”cip = sup Clp(H || : ) — sup ( )| ”m.p( )
Uhev,f’nc(ﬂh) Uh||cip UhEV:’nC(Qh) Vh ||cip ( )
- . ~ 87
_ sup fh(vh) - ‘F(Uh) — B(U, ’Uh) + Acip(“, Uh) - Acip(uIa Uh)
R €V, () [[on lcip

Estimate (85) now follows from considering the definitions of Aeip(-,-) and Acip(-,-) given in
(25) and (29)), respectively. O

We proceed by estimating each of the terms on the right-hand side of . We start with
the interpolation error in the CIP norm.

Lemma 3.6. Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), we have the following estimate:
lezlZp < Z eh* |uffir p+ Z R uff g g (88)
EeQy EeQy,

Proof. The proof can be developed along the lines of [7]. The only slight differences lie in
the treatment of the following Nitsche terms, for which we use a trace inequality and the
interpolation estimate in Lemma [2.3] to obtain

€ 0,e 0,e €
Z %<Hk_1elvnk_1el>e§ Z %HEI

eCOENT eCOENT

9 9
2o S slezld i+ SlezB g S P b s,

18



and

> 1B -nFmyFer, ) Per). S h1 TR
eCOENI;,

! HEI”%,E < A |U|i+1,E-

O

Now, we estimate the term 7z defined in (86]), which enters into play because of the non-
conformity of our method.

Lemma 3.7 (Estimate of ng). Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), we have the following
estimate: y
" 1/2
ng Sezh ( Z |U|k+1 E) . (89)
EEQ}L
Proof. Thanks to the definition of the space V,f’m(ﬂh) and Lemma we get
B(u,v) Z /Vu vp]ds = Z /I—Hg"1 YVu - [op]ds
ecgd V¢ ecgd ¢

= e [T )T (o] - [T s

e€g) ¢
1 1
< S XTI )Vullo,e ¥ [on] — [T “vn] flo.c
eegy (90)
< Z e pk2 |ulkt1,E ez h%‘vhh,E
E€Qn
<erhk Z [ulkt1, 2| vn|cip, &
EcQp
1 1/2
Setpk ( D fulfa, E) [valleip
EcQy,

where we have used that each element is counted a finite number of times. Estimate follows

from . ]

Some of the other quantities in can be estimated exactly as in [7]. We group them in
the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8 (Estimates of 74, 7, ns and nx). Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), we have

the following estimates:
N 1/2
Na S €2 hk( Z |u|i+1,D(E)) )
EeQy,

1/2
Te Sth( Z |U\i+1,E> )

EeQy,

1 1/2
ns s hk+2( Z |u|z+1,E) ;

EeQy

1 1/2
e SR (N AR s)

EeQy,

(91)

Proof. We refer to [T, Sect. 3.3]. We observe that, for nz, the terms containing g cancel with
each other (cf. and (32))), therefore the estimate contains only f. O

In the following three lemmas, we detail the proofs of the estimates for the remaining terms

in .
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Lemma 3.9 (Estimate of n;,). Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), the term ny satisfies

1/2
(2 1Bl el i) - (92)

EecQy,

Proof. We have

ZEth(ﬁ Vu,vn)oe — (8- VH,c uI,Hk Uh)
T = sup

e ol
We proceed locally element by element. For any fixed element E € €, we have

(B Vu,up)o.e — (B - VI Puz, Iy vy )05
= (B -V(u—uz),vn)oe+ (I - H%E)(ﬂ -Vuz), (I — H%E)Uh)O,E
+ (8- V(I -1 )uz, L) up)o p
=T +T5H+ T,

We consider each of the three terms. On the first one, we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
the interpolation estimate, and the definition of || - ||cip, z, and obtain

T = (B V(u—uz),vn) S IBllne=(myelu — uzlisllvnllog S PEIBln~ By [ulkr1,ellvnlcp.e -
For the second one, we have

(I =) (B - Vuz), I — 11" )on)o.r

(I =TRE)(B - V), (I =T P )on)o.p + (T =T F)(B - V(ug —u)), (T — HO’E)vh)o,E
(T =TE) (B - Vu)lo.e + I|(T = TRF)(B - V(uz — u))llo.e) | (T - TT")

hE|B - Vuly,e + 118l L (myalu — uzl1,5) [|vn]lcip,2

(
(
< (
<
S BBl e mal itk e llvnlcip. 2

The third term can be estimated as

1% = (B V(I = TP )ug, T P on)o i
S Bz (el (I = TP Yuz|y, g | T Fop o,
S Bl e (11 = TP Yuly,p + (1 — T P) (u — uz)

S IFB o (el tlit 1, 2| vnleip, 2 -

£) T Popllo.

Estimate follows from the above three bounds, and from summing over all the elements
E € Qy. O]

Lemma 3.10 (Estimate of n4). Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), the term ng can be
estimated as follows:

1/2
Na < hk( Z ‘u|i+1,D(E)) ‘ (93)
EeQy,

Proof. We have

_% ZEth ZeC@E/F f B - [Muz]{Ivs }ds
Ndg = sup .

wevpn fonlln

20



Again, we proceed element by element. Using also a trace inequality for polynomials, we
estimate the numerator of the quotient above as follows:

- > 5[ e M= Y 5 [ 6 fu- Muzl{nfun)as

eCOE\D e eCOE\T e
1 0 0 1 0 0
= > 5 | B lu—pu]{Tva}ds + > 5 [ B [Mi(u—uz)]{Ilvn }ds
eCOE\T ¢ eCOE\T ¢
1 _1
S Bl D, (b2 |u—Tuly g + b2 ||u = Tullo, e
E'CD(E)

1 _1
+ 072 (u — uz)llo,z) 2 |vnllo, ey
N hk|u|k+1,D(E)th”cip,D(E) .
Estimate follows from the bound above, by summing over the elements and taking into

account, as already noticed for , that each element is counted only a uniformly bounded
number of times. O

Lemma 3.11 (Estimate of ny). Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), the term nxn can be
estimated as follows:

1/2
v S ER (Y Julas) (94)
EecQy

Proof. We have

1
NN = sup Z s(Hg’iVuI nf —vu-nf v,

VR EVITE(Q,) {th”CiP E€Q), eCOENT

+ Z elur — u, IIY" Vo, - nP),

eCOENT
3
o > wmun e+ > (B n (= T ), T ). )|
Ohg
eCOENT eCOENT iy

We consider an element E € €. Thus, we need to estimate four different terms:

Z 6(1‘12’?1Vu1 nF —vVu-nf ). + Z e(uz — u,l'[g’_E1Vvh -nf),

eCOENT eCOENT
€
+ 5 E (u— uI,Hgflvwe + E (18- nE\(U - HQ’EUI),HZ’E%% (95)
Ohg
eCOENT eCOENTy,

= Tjg,l + TJI\%Q + Tﬁ,z’) + TJJ\?A :
For T]]\_?,l’ we have

0,E
T]%‘,l = Z E<HkL1vuI'nE —Vu-nE,vh>e

eCOENT
0,E
< > elVu—TRE Vuzloellvnllo.e (96)
eCOENT
_1
S eht (IVu =I5 Vuzllos + 1 Ve - TEE Vazlig) Y oo

eCOENI

Since it holds (cf. Lemma [2.1] and Lemma [2.3)):

IVu =I5 Vuz o, < |[Vu — TE Vullo g + [T (Vu = Vuz)|o.k

< Wl
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and

[Vu — IYF Vuz)y g < [Vu - TLE V| g + 005 (Vu — Vur)|1 g
g‘Vﬁt—]IOEIV%41E-¥h/1HII (VMA—JVUI)HQE

S B Mulgge

we get

T8y SehFlulipreh™ > lualloe

eCOENT
_1
SebFlulerreh™ Y (llon — 5 vnllo.e + 1119 “vnlo.c)
eCOENT (97)
S ehflulkir e <|Uh|1,E+ > h_5|H2’61vh||o,e>
eCOENI

S s%hk‘u|k+1,E||vhHCipﬁE ’

where, in the penultimate step, we have used the inequality established in the proof of Lemma

For Tﬁg, we get

E 0,E E
Tyo= Z e(uz — u, IL 7, Vo, - n™),

< > ellu—uzlloe hF T Voulo,
eCOENT

Z eh™2

GCBEF‘IF
Ser (
S

1
g2 ¥ [ulkt1, EHUhHCIP,

A

“Hu—uzllo,g) lvallcip, &

For TE .. we have
N,3»

€ 0,e
TN 3= 5 E (u—uz, 1% vp)e
eC@EﬁF

: :
g 0,
||’LL—UI||U e) <5h § ||Hk—elvh||(2),e>
E
eCBEﬁF eCOEND

llw— UI||3,6> [vnlleip,
E eC@EﬂF

1
—1 ((u—uzlf g+ h 72w =zl ))* llvalleip.

Nl=

(99)

h* Julisr,Bl[vn|cip, -
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Finally, for T]{?, 4, We get

TE,= Y (1B nPl(u—T0 uz), 1) ).

eCOENTin
S Y =T ugllo 18- nF I Puno.e
eCOENI;,
0,E 0,E
< Z (HU_Hk u”O,e"‘ ”Hk (U_UI)He) ”Uthip,E (100)
eCOENT iy

< (h—% i — Tl + B2 lu— T0Euly g + b2 TP (4 — ug)

0.5) llonllip,

< (hH = Tl + 0~ T Puly o 4 5 = uzlo g ) o lep,
SR 3 ful g | onleip, s -

Estimate now follows by considering estimates @— and summing all the local con-
tributions. O

Combining Lemmas [3.6 with Proposition we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.3. Let u be the solution of problem and up, € V,f’"c(Q;L) be the solution of the
discrete problem ([27). Under assumptions (A1) and (A2), it holds true that

1 1 1/2
lu—unlle S (3 H + 043 ( > %) . (101)
Ee€Qy,

with constants O depending on |ulyi1,5, |flrt g, and |[Bllwr+1. (g2, but independent
of h and €.

4 Numerical results
In this section we numerically test our method in two space dimensions, by considering two
model problems in the domain © = [0,1] x [0,1]. We use two different families of meshes:

e octag: meshes obtained by perturbing structured triangular meshes: each hypotenuse is
split into two edges, then all nodes are perturbed, finally one extra node (the midpoint)
is introduced on each edge; the elements of the obtained meshes are octagons;

e voro: Voronoi meshes.

octag voro

* * * *

Figure 2: Example of meshes used for the tests.

The analytic expression of the VEM solution uj, is unknown and we cannot compute the dif-
ference u — up, in closed form. Therefore, we consider the following quantities:
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e H!'—seminorm error

2
E
eyt = E HV(u—HZ’ uh)H ;
E
EeQy, 0,

e L?—norm error

o [5 o,

EcQy,

We also consider the error in the CIP-norm defined in :

= a2y~ 3 sHV(u—HZ’EumHzEM > (R ORS

EecQy, ’ 0,FE
2 0, 2
+ZaHu—Hk up, H ZHHE u—uh)‘
Eeqy, ee o O,e
2
+ Z HLB'”EﬁH%E(U—Uh)‘ . + J(u — up,u — up).
,e

ecEP, eClin

We assume that the analytic solutions of problem are the functions

1 z—0.5
ui(z,y) = 3 (1 — tanh ( 005 )) (first test),

x—1 —1
€0.05 — @0.05

us(z,y) = (y — 3?) (x > (second test) .

1 — evos
The first solution exhibit an internal layer in the middle of the domain. The second solution
vanishes along the whole boundary and has a boundary layer at * = 1. For both tests, the

parameter o is set to 1, while the convective coefficient is

Blo, y) = { —27 sin(n (z + 2y)) } |

7 sin(m (x 4+ 2y))

The Nitsche parameter is selected as § = 0.1, while for the parameters v, and vg, see , we
set ke = kg = 0.025.

Remark 4.1. The choice k. = kg = 0.025 appears in the numerical results of [16]. We also
remark that in [I5] it has been shown that these parameters should be scaled as k%, where
k is the order of the method. This highlights that the larger the discrete space, the less CIP
stabilization is needed.

Convergence rates of the schemes. We investigate the convergence rates of the approx-
imation error, choosing ¢ = 10~5 (hence the problem is in the advection-dominated regime).
We consider both the mesh families described above.

In Figure [3] we observe the results for u; and us, when the method orders are k = 1,2, 3.
Optimal rates of convergence in the L?—norm and H'-—seminorm can be appreciated. For
the CIP-norm and k& = 1, we observe a super-linear convergence rate. This behavior can be
explained by considering the error estimate of Theorem most likely, for such errors and
small €, the dominating part is the second one in the right-hand side of , which correspond
to a convergence rate of order %

Robustness with respect to the parameter e. We now numerically assess the robustness
of the method with respect to the advection parameter . For this purpose, we test the method
on a Voronoi tessellation with 1024 polygons. As expected, in Figure [d] we observe that the
CIP norm of the error is almost constant. Left column is related to wq, right column is related
to ug. Similar result not reported here have been obtained using other meshes.
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Figure 3: Convergences for uy (left column) and wus(right column).
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Figure 4: Results for various choice of ¢.
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