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A C° INTERIOR PENALTY METHOD FOR THE STREAM FUNCTION
FORMULATION OF THE SURFACE STOKES PROBLEM

MICHAEL NEILAN AND HONGZHI WAN

ABSTRACT. We propose a C? interior penalty method for the fourth-order stream function formulation
of the surface Stokes problem. The scheme utilizes continuous, piecewise polynomial spaces defined
on an approximate surface. We show that the resulting discretization is positive definite and derive
error estimates in various norms in terms of the polynomial degree of the finite element space as well
as the polynomial degree to define the geometry approximation. A notable feature of the scheme is
that it does not explicitly depend on the Gauss curvature of the surface. This is achieved via a novel
integration-by-parts formula for the surface biharmonic operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let T' be a smooth, simply connected compact oriented hypersurface in R without boundary and with
outward unit normal n. The surface Stokes problem seeks the fluid velocity w : I' = R3 with u-n =0
and the surface fluid pressure p : I' — R such that

(1.1a) —Pdivr(Er(u)) +u+ Vrp=f onT,
(1.1b) divpu =0 on I,

where f € L?(T')® with f-m = 0 is a given force vector, Er(u) is the deformation tensor, and P is the
tangential projection operator. Further details and notation are given in the next section. The zeroth-
order term is included in (ILTal) to ensure uniqueness of the velocity solution and to avoid technicalities
related to Killing fields, i.e., non-trivial tangential vector fields in the kernel of the deformation tensor
Er [1.

Surface (Navier)-Stokes equations arise in various application models including emulsion foams and bi-
ological membranes [29] [30], computer graphics [14], and geophysics [25, 27]. As such there has been
recent interest in developing finite element methods for incompressible fluids posed on surfaces. A nat-
ural choice are surface finite element methods (SFEMs) based on stable Euclidean H! x L? conforming
velocity-pressure pairs. In this approach, finite element spaces are defined on a discrete approximate
surface through polynomial mappings, and the tangential velocity constraint is enforced weakly via
penalization or Lagrange multipliers [16], 19, 2| 18]. While popular and relatively straightforward to
implement, this approach requires excess degrees of freedom, as the velocity is approximated by vectors
in all of R3, instead of tangential vectors. In addition, these methods may require a superparametric ap-
proximation of the outward unit normal of the surface to guarantee optimal-order convergence. Recently
it was shown in [I7] that the tangential component of the solution converges with optimal order using
standard isoparametric geometry approximations; however, L? errors are suboptimal if affine surface
approximations are used.

Alternatively, non-conforming velocity-pressure pairs have been proposed and analyzed in [1I, 22], where
the velocity is approximated using exactly tangential and Piola-mapped H (div)-conforming BDM spaces.
These schemes are analogous to the Euclidean finite element methods in [8]. The velocity spaces in these
schemes are exactly tangential to the discrete surface, but due to their nonconformity, additional edge-
integral terms are added to ensure their consistency and stability. An exception is the recent work [12],
where a H (div)-conforming space, based on the lowest-order Euclidean Mini element, is constructed that
possess sufficient weak-continuity properties to guarantee convergence without including edge-integral
terms.
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In contrast to SFEM, Trace FEM is a discretization technique for surface PDEs based on a background
(bulk) mesh in R3. In this framework, finite element spaces are defined on the three-dimensional mesh,
and the traces of such function are used as the approximating space. To ensure stability of the resulting
scheme and algebraic system, penalty terms are included in their formulation. While quite advantageous
for dynamic and coupled fluid computations, this approach requires extraneous DOF's, as the spaces are
defined on a 3D geometry.

Another discretization technique, and the focus of this paper, is based on the surface stream function
formulation. If T’ is simply connected, then there exists a unique stream function ¢ € H?(T') with
fF ¢ = 0 such that u = curlp¢. Formally substituting this expression into (LIal) and taking the curl of
the resulting equation yields

(1.2) %A%ng—divF((K— 1)Vr¢) = —curlp f,

where K is the Gauss curvature of I'. SFEM and TraceFEM discretizations for (I.2)) based on a Ciarlet-
Raviart mixed formulation (cf. [6]), are proposed and analyzed in [23] 26| B [2]. This approach introduces
an auxiliary unknown ¢ = Ar¢, and utilizes surface Lagrange finite element spaces in its discretization.
Thus, while the numerical method is relatively simple to implement, and is supported in current finite
element software, the mixed formulation results in a relatively large number of unknowns and a saddle-
point structure. In addition, such mixed methods require the computation of an approximate Gauss
curvature, which may require higher-order approximations of the surface outward normal [3 2]. Finally,
the extension of the Ciarlet-Raviart discretization technique towards the Stokes problem on surfaces
with boundary is less clear, as boundary conditions for the auxiliary variable ¢ may not be explicitly
given.

In this paper, we propose and analyze a SFEM method for the surface Stokes problem (I Ia]) based on a
primal C? interior penalty (IP) method applied towards the formulation (I2). Similar to C° IP methods
in the Euclidean case [I5] 4], the proposed scheme uses continuous, piecewise polynomial spaces as the
approximation spaces, and consistency and symmetry is enforced by interelement contributions of jumps
and averages. This construction is done on an approximate surface I';, defined via a polynomial-mapped
approximation of I". A notable feature of the proposed scheme is that it does not require an explicit
approximation of the Gauss curvature. This is achieved through the use of a novel surface Hessian-type
operator and integration-by-parts formulas. As a result, coercivity and continuity properties of the
proposed method mostly follow the same arguments as its Euclidean counterpart. We show that the
method converges and derive explicit error estimates with respect to both the finite element degree k
and the degree of the geometric approximation £,.

One advantage of the C° IP method is that the discretization represents a positive definite system in-
volving a single unknown. In addition, the discrete velocity is recovered by simply taking the tangential
curl of the discrete stream function. This numerical velocity is thus exactly tangential to the (approxi-
mate) surface and does not need any ad hoc penalization techniques to enforce this constraint. Potential
disadvantages of the stream function approach (compared to a velocity-pressure-based formulation) is it
requires I' to be simply connected. Furthermore, as the stream function formulation is fourth-order, the
condition number of any (primal) discretization is expected to scale like O(h~%), where h is the mesh
width.

Recently, several finite element methods for the surface biharmonic operator have been proposed and
analyzed. Closely related to the present work is [2I], where the authors propose and analyze the lowest-
order C° IP method for the surface biharmonic problem on affine approximations. A variation of this
approach, utilizing a surface gradient recovery operator, is presented in [5]. These discretizations are
based on standard integration-by-parts formulas of the surface biharmonic operator, leading to bilinear
forms involving the products of Laplacians. Such approaches can be easily formulated towards the
fourth-order problem (LZ), although the stability and convergence of the scheme is unclear due to
the indefinite low-order terms in the PDE. This approach also leads to schemes where approximate
Gauss curvatures are required, which may require higher-order geometry approximations or additional
computational resources [3| [2, BI]. The approach we take in this manuscript circumvents these issues
through an integration-by-parts procedure.



¢° IP METHOD FOR SURFACE STREAM FUNCTION 3

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we set the notation and provide
integration-by-parts identities for the surface biharmonic operator. In Section Bl we define the discrete
surface approximation I'j, and mappings between I' and I'j,. Section H states the C° IP method and
proves the continuity and coercivity of the corresponding bilienar form. In Section B we derive estimates
of the geometric inconsistencies of the scheme, and in Section [6 we prove error estimates of the C° IP
method in a discrete H2 norm and H™ norms (m = 0,1). Numerical experiments are given in Section
[[ Finally, some of the technical proofs in the paper are provided in the appendix.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let I be a smooth, simply connected compact oriented hypersurface in R? without boundary. We denote
by Us a d-neighborhood of I' with § > 0 sufficiently small such that the signed distance function d is
well-defined in Us (with d < 0 in the interior of T'). Set n = Vd to be the outward unit normal of T,
extended to Us, where the gradient is understood as a column vector. The Weingarten map is H = D?d,
the Hessian matrix of d. The tangential projection operator is given by
P=I-n®n.
The closest point projection is
p(@) = v — d(z)n(a).
Given a scalar function ¢ : I' = R, we set its extension ¢¢ : Us — R as ¢°(z) = ¢(p(z)) for x € Us.

This definition is extended to vector fields component wise (so that (¢°); = ¢5). The surface gradient
of ¢ is

Dy
(2.1) VY = PVY© = | Dyt |,

D3y
Le., D;1 is the jth component of V. The surface curl operator of 1 is

curlpy) = n x V.
For a vector-valued function v = [v1, ve,v3]T, its Jacobian Vv satisfies (Wv); ; = 27”3 fori,5 =1,2,3.
The surface Jacobian and surface deformation tensor are defined, respectively, as
Vrv =PVv°P,

(2.2) 1
EF(U) = 5 (VF’U + VF’UT) .

The surface divergence operator is defined as the trace of the Jacobian, divpv = tr(Wpv), and the scalar
curl operator is curlpv = divp(v X n).
Next, we provide notions of several second-order operators that will be used throughout the paper.

Definition 2.1. We define the nonsymmetric surface Hessian Q%z/} : T — R3*3 of a scalar function v

such that (D?1)); ; = D;D;i) for i,j = 1,2,3. The projected surface Hessian V¢ : T' — R**? satisfies

(V%z/})i ;= (VrVre), ; for i,j = 1,2,3. Finally, we define the second-order (Hessian-like) operator
HF (’Q/J) = EF(CIII‘].F’(/J),

where we recall Ep(-) is the surface deformation tensor given by ([22)). The Laplace-Beltrami operator
is the trace for either D*(-) or VZ(-), i.e.,

3
Artp = dive Ve = tr(VE) = tr(Di) = Y D34,
=1

Remark 2.2. Note that V3¢ is symmetric (cf. Lemma 23 and [9]), whereas D) is not. In particular,
there holds [I3, Lemma 2.6]

(2.3) (Df¢)T — Diyp = n ® (HVry) — (HVry) @ n.

The next two lemmas provide explicit relationships between the three notions of the surface Hessian
operators.
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Lemma 2.3. There holds for ¢ : T' = R,
(2.4) Viy = PD%*) = PV2y°P.
Proof. To prove the first inequality in (Z4]), we first consider a vector-valued function v = [v1, va, v3]T :
I' — R3. Then since PT = P, the ith row of Wv°P is
(Vo°P);. = (Vof)TP = (PV)T = Vo],
which implies
VF’UI

Vv =PVoP =P | Vo]
vag

Setting v = V) proves the first equality in (24):

, DD,y DyDyy D3Dyy ,
VFUJ:P ngzw ngzw Q3Q21/’ =PD .
DDy DyDgtp D3 Dgip

To prove the second equality in (2.4, we use the product rules
V(fg)=gV[T+ [Vg,
V(f-9)=VfTg+VgTf,
and the identity n - Viy* =n - Ve =0 on I to conclude
V(Vry)© = V(PVy©)
=V(Vy© = (n-Vy)n)

(2.5) = V)¢ —nV(n - Vy9)T — (n-Vy°)Vn
=V*° —n® (VnTVy° + V3n)
=PV*)° —n@ (HVY®).

Since P2 = P and Pn = 0, there holds

Vi = PV (V)P = PV2Y°P.

Lemma 2.4. For a vector & = [£1,&2,&]T € R3, define the 3 x 3 skew-symmetric matriz

0 =& &
€>< = mSkW(&) = 53 0 —51 .
& & 0
Then there holds

(2.6) Vrcurlpy = n*Viy = n* D*y,
(2.7) Hr(¢) = %(nXV%w - Vign*) = % (n*D*) — D*yTn*).

Proof. Note that
n*P=n"=Pn*, and HP =H = PH.
Thus, using the identity n x Vry = n*Vry = —(Vry)*n, we have
Vreurlry) = PV (n x Vi) P
=P (n*V(Vr¢)® — (Vry)“H) P
=n" (V(Vry)°) P — P(Vry)“H.

Next, a direct calculation shows
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n1 (n3éa —n2s)  no(nse —&3nz)  n3(&ens — naks)
P(P&)* = | ni(&ni —nsét) no (ni€s —nséy) ng(ni€s —&ing)
ni(neéi — ant)  na(&ine —niée)  ng (n2és —nie)

=(Exn)@n  VEER?
Hence, using Hn = 0 we obtain
P(Vry)*H =P (PVy®)  H = (Vy* x n) @ nH = 0,

and therefore,

Vreurlry = n* (W(Vry)°) P.
We then use (23] and ([24]), along with n*n = 0 to obtain

Vrcurlpy = n* (PV*)° —n® (HVY®)) P
= n*PV?Y°P = n*Viy.

The other equalities in (Z6)-(27) then follow from the identities (€X)T = —€*, V& = PD?*y, and

n*n = 0. O

2.1. Integration-by-parts identities for the surface biharmonic operator. In this section, we
derive integration-by-parts identities for the biharmonic operator AZ(-) := Ar(Ar(-)) over a a simply
connected sub-domain S C I' with boundary. Such results will motivate the design of the C interior
penalty method discussed in the next section. Our starting point is a well-known integration-by-parts
identity.

Lemma 2.5. Let S C T, and let pg denote the outward unit co-normal of 3S. Then there holds for all
sufficiently smooth functions ¢, on S,
(28) [wpio=- [ opw+ [ ovutm+ [ ovne): =123
S S S as
Repeated applications of Lemma immediately yield the following result.
Lemma 2.6. There holds for sufficient smooth functions ¢ and 1,

(2.9) /S(A%QWP:/S(AF@(AFW _/as AP¢(VP¢'HS)+/BS(VFAP¢'HS)¢-

In addition, applications of Lemma also lead to an integration-by-parts identity involving the pro-
jected surface Hessian operator VZ(+). The derivation of the following lemma is a bit more involved, and
its proof is given in Appendix [Al

Lemma 2.7. There holds for sufficiently smooth functions ¢,1,

/ (Arg)y = / (Vio: Vi + KVre- Vry)

(2.10) o o

_ / HIV2GV + / (VrAre- pws)y,
as as

where K is the Gauss curvature of .

Finally, we derive an integration-by-parts identity for the biharmonic operator such that, when applied
to the surface stream function problem (L2), the integrands over S do not explicitly depend on the
Gauss curvature of I'.

Lemma 2.8. There holds for sufficiently smooth functions ¢ and 1,

[ @torw =2 [ (H(0): H(w) + KVro - Vew)
(2.11) 7% o

—2/ (tSHr(o)ps)(Vry - ps) —2/ (H%V%Qﬁs)(ts-vrib)-l-/ (VrAre - ps)v,
as as P

S
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where ts = ng X pg is the tangent vector of dS. Consequently, if ¢ € HX(T') satisfies (L2), then there
holds for all smooth ¥,

/ (Hr(9) : Hr () + Ve Vi) — / (ELHr (6)11) (Vi - pis)
S oS

g [ (@K =296+ Vedro) us)v - [ (ubViots)(ts Viw) = - [ culefu,
o8 o8 S

Proof. We begin with the following pointwise identity, which holds for all sufficiently smooth tangential
vector fields w [19)]:

(2.12)

Pdin(VF’U,T) = Vp(dinu) + Ku.
Setting u = curlr¢, so that divru = 0 and VruT = —VZ¢n* (cf. [2.0)) yields
—Pdivp(Vi¢n*) = Kcurlpg.

We then take the dot product of this expression with curlri, integrate over S, and integrate by parts
to obtain

/ KVr¢-Vry = / Kcurlr¢ - curlpy
s s
= /(V%qﬁnx) : (Wrcurlpry) —/ (Vigpn™ pg) - curlpe)
5 as

— [(VBon*): *20) - [ (VRots)-curlry.
s as
We then write, on 9.5,
curlpy) = n x Vry = (us - Vry)ts — (ts - Vry)us,
to arrive at
[ Vo ro= [ (Von®) s (v Vh)
(2.13) o o
- / (t5Vidts)(ps - Vi) + / (n§Vidts)(ts - Vry).
oS a8

Inserting this identity into ([2.10) and applying the algebraic identities

1
B (Vig: ViY — (VEgn™) : (n*Viy)) = Hr(¢) : Hr (),

1
3 (nLViops — tLVigts) = tLHr(¢)ps,

then yield
/S (A2 = /S (V2o : Vag + (Vign®) : (n* V)

- / (WEV2dpus + ELV20ts) (Vi - prs) + / (VrAr - ps)i
a8 oS

= /S (Hr(9) : Hr(9) + (Vidn®) : (n* Vi)

_/ (ugv%qﬁus+th%¢ts)(pr-us)+/ (VrAr¢ - pug)
as Py

= 2/ (Hr(¢) : Hr(¢) + KVr¢ - Vi)
S

—2/ (tEHr(o)ps)(Vry - ps) —2/ (H%V%Ws)(ts-vrib)-l-/ (VrAre - ps)y.
s a5 s

Thus, (2II) holds. The identity (212) follows from (2.I1]) and a simple application of the divergence
theorem.
O
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3. APPROXIMATE GEOMETRIES AND MESHES

Let ', be a polyhedral approximation of I' with triangular faces, and assume ', C Us and d(z) = O(h?)
for all # € T';. The set of faces of ', is denoted by 7, which we assume to be shape-regular. For
simplicity in presentation, we assume 7y, is quasi-uniform and that the vertices of each T' € T, lie on
I, i.e., I'y is the continuous, piecewise linear interpolant of I'. We set hy = diam(T) for all T € Ty,
denote by &5, the set of edges in Ty, and set he = diam(é). Note the quasi-uniform assumption implies
héththorallfeﬁandéegh.

For k, € Nand T € Ty, let {z; }jv:k{ C cl(T) (with Ny, = (k92+2)) be the standard Lagrange nodal points

of T, and let {éz}jv:kf C Py, (T) be the associated nodal basis functions, i.e., ¢;(Z;) = &; ;. We then

define the approximate closest-point projection

Pr,|7(7) = Zp(fi)éi(ff) z € cl(T),

so that pg,|7(%;) = p(Z;) for i = 1,..., Ny, i.e., px, |7 is the ky-degree Lagrange interpolant of I'. The
high-order mesh and associated surface are then defined as

77“99 = {pkg(T) VT € ﬁ}, Ph,kg = int U Cl(T) ,
T€7-h,kg

whose set of edges are given by
Enky = {Pr, (€) Ve € &}

We set hy = hy and he = he, where T' = py,, (T) and e = py, (€).

To simplify the presentation, we will drop the subscript k, and simply write 75, I'n, and &, for Ty ,,
Chk,, and & ,, respectively. We let nr denote the outward unit normal of T' € Tr, let pr be the
outward unit co-normal of 9T, and set t7 = ny x pur. We also let nj, be the outward unit normal of
Ty, so that ny|r = ny for all T € Ty,. Likewise, we let pp and tp, be defined such that puplor = pr and

tn|lor = tr for all T € T,. By properties of the Lagrange interpolant, we have (cf. [10])
(3.1) ”dHL“’(Fh) S hkg+17 [n® — nhHLw(Fh) = hk-“’,

where we use the notation A < B to mean A < ¢B for some constant ¢ > 0 independent of h. We also
use A~ B to mean A < B and B < A.
We also map these mesh objects onto the exact surface I' via the closest-point projection. Define

TE={T"=p(T): T €Ty}, E={et:=ple): e &}

We let mpe denote the outward unit normal of T € T)f (so that n|pe = npe), let ppe denote the outward
unit co-normal of 9T, and set ;¢ = npe x ppe. Let p and ¢ be defined such that p|ysre = ppe and
tlgre = tpe. In the rest of the paper, we will drop the superscript e and simply write nge, n, pre, ete.
for their respective extensions.

We use the notation

W 0s = 3 / vox, and [lzs, = V& Pens
ses, VS

where &}, is either a set of faces or edges, and o is either a product, dot product, or Frobenius product
depending on whether ¥ and x are scalar, vector, or matrix-valued functions.

For e € &, with e = 0T NIT- (Ty € Tp), we define the average of a piecewise smooth scalar, vector,
or matrix-valued function w across e as

fuble = 5(ws +w),

where wy = w|p, . For a piecewise smooth vector-valued function v, we define its jump across e as

[Plle = vy ps v o,
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where py = pr, is the outward unit co-normal of 9T’ restricted to e. Analogous definitions of averages
and jumps are extended to the mesh 7%

3.1. Mappings between I', T, and T,. For a scalar function 1 defined on the exact surface I, we
recall that its extension ¢¢ : Us — R is given by ¢ = ¢ o p. For a scalar function ¢ defined on the
discrete surface I'y,, we let ¢ : I' — R be defined by

12) = 1/} O Th,
where zy,(x) (with « € T') satisfies p(xp,) = z, i.e., ) = p|;h1 We then set the lift of ¢ : ', = R as
' =1pop  onUs.

Next for « € Ty, let pp,(x) satisfy pp(x)dop(x) = do(p(x)), where do and doj, are the surface measures
on I' and T'j, respectively. In particular, we have

Wi = /w v e L(D),
Iy I
and so
/ W= / (i)t Ve L Th).
Iy N

Likewise, for « € e € &, let pe satisty pe(x)dsp(z) = ds(p(x)), where ds and dsy, are the measures on
e’ = p(e) and e, respectively. These functions satisfy [10, [7]

pn(e) = n(z) -nu(2) [ [(1 - d(@)ri(z)) @ Ty,

i=1
He = |the| = ‘(P - dH)te|7

where {k;} are the principal curvatures and t. = ¢;|.. Recalling (3.1]), we have

(3.2) l1-n-ny= %(n ‘n—2n-ny, +ny-np) = %|n —ny |2 = O(h?k9),
and so

(3-3) 1= pn| = O(RFs*1).

Likewise we have

(3.4) 1= o] = Ok ),

From these estimates and the chain rule (cf. Lemma [C1) we have for all v € H'(T) (cf. [10, (2.15)—
(2.17)])

19l z2ery = 19 ) Loy, Ve lcacry = [IVe9 ey,
¥l 2oy = 119 | Ly orey-
Likewise, for ¢» € H™(T') with m > 1, there holds

(3.5a)

m

(3.5b) Wlgmery S 10w, and [ g e S Z 1| g3 (1) -

Jj=1 j=1
By properties of the Lagrange interpolant, we also have (cf. [I0, (2.18)—(2.20)])

(3.6) 191l 27y = 191l L2 (1), Ve, ¥l 2y = Ve, @l Loy,

191l 2207y = 19l Loom)
where T' € T;, and T € T}, satisfy T' = py,, (T) and ¥ = ¢ o py,, .
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Lemma 3.1. The following estimates hold on each T € Ty,:

(3.7) IPan| poer) S h's,
(3.8) IPrnll o () S h*s,
(3.9) [ — PHhHLoo aT) ~ < prot,
(3.10) et = ol e oy S 1
(3.11) [t = tall oo (o) S B*

Proof. The estimates B.7)—(B.8) and BI10)-BII) follow from (3I)). The proof of B.3) is found in [24].
(]

4. THE CY INTERIOR PENALTY METHOD

For an integer k > 2, we define families of finite element spaces defined on the affine mesh, the polynomial-
mapped mesh, and the surface mesh:

Vh = {’JJ € Co(fh) : &'T S ]P)k(T) vT S 7_71}, Vi = {w S CO(Fh) : ’Q/J 0 Pk, S Vh},
Vi ={¢ e C°(T): YopeWp},
where Py (T) denotes the space of polynomials of degree < k on T. We further set Vj, o = Vi, N L2(Ty,),

where L3(T'y,) is the space of square integrable functions with vanishing mean. Likewise, we define the
spaces of piecewise smooth functions

W ={weC'T}): wly € H(T) VT € Ty}, W ={weC'T}): wlr € H(T) VYT € T},
={w e C'(T) : w|pe € H3(TY) VT* € T}'},
and note the obvious inclusions Vi, € W, V;, € W, and V,f C W¥. Similar to above, we set Wy =
W N LE(T).

To derive the CY IP method, we assume for the moment that ¢ is a smooth solution to (L2)). We use
the identity 2I2) with S =T* € 7,f and sum over elements to obtain, for all ¥ € V}/,

( / He (o /T Vg Vry - / uTz)(er-uTe)>,

where we used the continuity of ¢). Using the temporary smoothness assumption of ¢, we have

/ (curlp f)y =

T¢eT}!

> | EeH @) wr) = [ @ H @R}l

TCeTS efegy,
We then add standard symmetry and stabilization terms to obtain the identity

(1) = /Curlrfi/f— Z / Hr(¢) : Hr(¢) + /VF¢ Vry — Z /{{tTHF B Vry]

TteT! eleEl

- /{{tTHF )W} [Vrgl +0 > b, / [Vral[Vry] =: aj, (6, ¢),

e 65,‘; 65,‘;

where o > 0 is a penalty parameter.
This calculation motivates the method: Find ¢}, € V}, ¢ satisfying

(4.1) ah(¢h, ¢) = fh(w) = fh . curlrh¢ Vw S Vh)o,

'y



10 M. NEILAN & H. WAN

where fj is an approximation of f, defined on I'j, and

an(én, ) : /Hrh (¢n) : Hr,, (¥ / Vr,én - Vi, ¢ — Z/{{tTHFh (Pn)pn }[Vr, ]

TETh eelp

-3 / {8 Hr, ()}, 0n] + 0 S B / Ve, onl[Vr, ]

el eclp

Without loss of generality, we assume f, - ny = 0.

4.1. Stability and Continuity estimates. To start the analysis of the C° IP method (@.I]) we define
the following three norms on Wy:

lol3n = D IHr, ) Zeer) + 1V Iz, + Y b IVE 872,

TeThH eclp
1150 = 10050+ Y hell{Hr, () HI72(e):
eelyp
1%, = 1B+ D Wl + D Wlelinm).
TETh TEThH

Analogous norms are also defined on the exact surface I':

lol3 = > IHe @) 2oy + IVedllZamy + Y Aot IVee]lFe ey,

TeeTE eleEl
1015 = 119015+ > hee [KHR () B3 2(c0);
etegtl
100 = 1+ Y Wleaey + Y hieldlhs -
rier; rieT;

The following proposition states some standard trace and inverse estimates.
Proposition 4.1. Let T € Ty, and T* € T,. Then there holds

[0y S hp' 10lBay + hr Ve, bldam Vo € HAT),
||¢||L2 aT*) S hT1||¢||L2 (T*) + hTHVF@/’HL?(T/Z Yy e H' (Té)-

Moreover, for any ¢ o pi, € Py(T) with T € Ty, and k € N, there holds (with T = py, (T)) the inverse
estimates (m € N)

(4.3) 9l amery S bz 10l czery, 10 o erey S hg™ 19 L2 ey

Proof. The proof of the first trace inequality ([#.2) follows from the standard trace inequality on affine
faces and mapping the result to T using (B.0). The second inequality in (£2) follows from the first
and an equivalence of norms in [B3]). Likewise, the inverse inequalities ([£3) follow from the inverse

(4.2)

inequality on affine faces and (B.3)—(B.6). O
Proposition 4.2. There holds
(4.4) Do IVEYGery S50 and Y VR | Faey S 1015 V0 € Va

TETh T eT!

Consequently, we have the following norm equivalences:

(4.5) [Dll2n = Wl2n = Wla,,  and ¢l = 'l = [¥'ln V¥ € Vi

Proof. The proof of ([&4) is given in Appendix [Bl The norm equivalences given in (£3]) then follow from
(@A) and the inverse and trace estimates in Proposition 11 O
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Lemma 4.3. There holds for all ¢, x € W,

(16) lan (¥, )| < (L4 o)|¢l2nlx]2n Vi, x € W,

' lai (¥, 0] < (14 0) |2 ]x]- v, x € W
Moreover, for any o € (0,1), there exists oo > 0 such that for o > oq, there holds
(4.7) a3, <an(,9) V€ Vi, and allYf|3 < ap(f9f) V€ Vi

Consequently, there ezists a unique solution to (@Il provided o is sufficiently large.

Proof. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
|lan (¢, )| < Z | Hr, (¢ ||L2(T) [ Hr, (x )||L2(T) + ||VF;L7/J||L2(F,L) ||VF;LX||L2(F}L)

TET
1
37 b I Hr, 0 M e b 19 e
ecéy,
1
+ ) R Hr, 0O mn Yl 2 o) b |||[Vrh¢]|||Lz(e
ecéy,
1 1
+ > (0h) 2 Ve ooy (0h ) 1TVl 2
ecéy,

< T+ o)l nlxlzn-

The second inequality in (£.6) is proved similarly.
Next, by Proposition £l we find

™ he [T Hr, Dpn} 2oy < C S I, 0|20y Vo6 € Vi

eclp TETh
for some constant C' > 0 independent of h. Consequently, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

2 [T, T, 0] <€ 3 e (e e, (D oy +2 7 3 A 19,01,

e€&, V¢ e€ly eclp
_ — 2
<Ce Y N Hr, @) Tary +e Y b IV )l 72
TETh ecéy,

for any € > 0. Given a € (0,1), we choose 1 — Ce = a and take g = o + ¢~ L. Then for o > oy,

= 3 W ey + IVr ey =2 3 [ AR, (9} V0]

TeT, ecEp V¢
- 2
oy he Ve YllITe g
ecly
2
> > | He ()22 0y + @ IVE ¥l 72,y = Co Y I1He, ()72
TeTh TEThH
_ - 2 - 2
—e ' ) R Ve Yllza g o D ke Ve Yl
eely eely
> al|y13,,-
The second coercivity result in ([@T) follows from the exact same arguments, but using the second
inequalities in ([@2)—([@3) instead of the first. O

5. GEOMETRIC CONSISTENCY ESTIMATES

In this section, we derive estimates related to the geometric inconsistencies of the scheme. As shown in
the next section, these involve the disparities between the linear (source) forms £(-) and £5(-), as well
as the bilinear forms af,(-,) and ax(-,-). An upper bound of the former is given in the next result. Its
proof is found in Appendix
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Lemma 5.1. There holds for all ¥ € Vy,

(5.1) 1L@") — ()| < If — Fyll2y 19 1w,
where

3 P
(5.2) F! = (I - dH)™! (I— %@W) L.

Remark 5.2. Note that, by @), ||Ff — ffllr2ay S APt fillr2r), and therefore ||f — Ff|l2r) S
If = Fhllezy + BR | fill ).

To prove analogous results for the discrete bilinear forms af (-, -) and ap(-,-), we require two technical

preliminary results. The proofs of the next two lemmas are given in Appendix

Lemma 5.3. There holds for all ¢ € W*,

(5.3) [(Hr(4))¢ = Hry () | 27y S B 19 ],
(5.4) 1(Vr)® = Vet 20y S WP [l
(5.5) W2 |([Vee])® — [Ven ¥l 2 ey S BE 1l
(5.6) R || ({7 He ()u})® — {8 Hr, (0 pn Bl 2oy S BEo b

Lemma 5.4. For v, x € H3(T'), the following integral estimates hold:

(5.7) ((Hr ()%, (Hr(x)) = Hr, (X)), < RF T 1 are ooy X s (.
(5.8) ((Vry)©, (Vrx)© — Vrh,Xe)phr < RE ) s oy X e oy,
(5.9) (e Hr ()pB), ([Vex))© = Ve xT1) g, S B2 ms oy X s (ry-

Lemma 5.5. There holds for ¥, x € W,

(5.10) |ah, (05, x) = an(¥. )| S B 1 La X o

Proof. The bilinear forms af(-,-) and a(-,-) each consists of four terms, and the estimate (G.I0) is
derived estimating each of them using Lemma For example, using (53) and B3]), we have for
Yix €W,

/ Hr 1/12 HF /HF;L HFh,(X)
TEETK TETh
= 5[ () ) - o (00 e, 0
TteT}!
< 3 (IHr (") = i (Hr () ey | He () e
TYETy

+ g, (Hr,, ()| 2oy | (Hr,, (0)° — HF(XE)HL?(T’-])) S P Ll -

The other terms are handled in the exact same way, but using ([B.4)-(G6) and B3)—B4). O

Lemma 5.6. There holds for 1, x € H3(T),

(5.11) |ah (%) = an(¥°,x)| S (B + B2 D) [l s oy s oy
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Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma [55] the bilinear forms af (-,-) and a(,-) each consists of four
terms, and the estimate (511 is obtained by utilizing Lemma [5.4] For example,

/FHP(W /Hrh : Hr, (x°)

- / (He () < (Hr0O)) — [ Hr (6°) < Hr, (%) + / (un — D(HRW))" : (Hr()*

I'n

- / ((Hr())° — Hr, (49)) - (Hr(x)° - / (e (9))° = (Hr, () — (Hr(x)°)

—/F (Hr, (¥°) = (Hr(4))°) : (Hr, (x°) = (Hr(x))°) +/ (n = 1) (Hr (¥))° : (Hr(x))"-

Ty
We then apply B3), (&71), and (E3) to obtain

‘/FHFW) / Hr, (¥°) : Hr, (X°)

Shbs +1||¢||HS(F)||X||H3(F> + 2Rl Ik + B e lIx 2y
S PE ] ars oyl s oy
The other terms in |af, (¥, X) — an (), x°)| are handled similarly, but using (5.8)—(E3) and (E.2)-(5.6).
O

6. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

Let 7, : C(T') — Vi denote the standard Lagrange nodal interpolant onto the space of piecewise
polynomials of degree < k with respect to the affine mesh 7. We then set 7, : C(T',) — Vj, to be the
corresponding interpolant on the polynomial-mapped mesh, defined such that 7,y = (ﬁh (Yopy g)) o p,:gl.

Likewise, we define 7f : C(T') — V;f to be miy) = (7rh (o p)) o p|1?h1, the lifted interpolant on I'. This
interpolant satisfies (cf. [10, (2.23)])

(6.1) v — 7Tll;7/}|Hm(Tf) SR e, 0<m<r

for all ¢ € H"(T*) with 2 < r < k + 1. Consequently, by the trace inequalities in Proposition Bl and
the definition of | - |2 there holds

(6.2) [v —mele S 2 1¢llarey Vo€ H(D),
and [ vla < Impvle S Imhdlle S 19llae -

Theorem 6.1. Let ¢ be the exact solution to ([(L2), and let ¢y, € Vi, o solve the C° IP method @&I). If
¢ € H™(T) with 3 <r <k+ 1, then there holds

(6.3) [6 = dhllz < (072 + W)@l e oy + 1 = Fyllzacry,
where Ff is given by (5.2).

-) (cf. Lemma [3]) and Strang’s lemma, we obtain

1e
16— ¢kl 5 jng <|||¢—wu|2+ aup B0 _ah(w’xw + sup OO 2 000],
XEVh

Proof. Using the coercivity and continuity of a

XEVa IxIl2 IxI2

Taking 1) = 7,¢¢ in the infimum and applying (5.10), (5], (5.1), (62) and the stability bound ||} ¢|l2 <
[l zr2(r) vields

|af;(wf;¢,xf>—ah<wh¢e,x>\> + sup L) — o)
XEVh

l6 — &5l < [ 16 — mhole + sup
" " 4P

XEVi Ix“ll2
Slo —mhole + W |mdlu + |f — Fiillzzcr
S 2l me ey + BBl w2y + |1 F — Fiellz2r)-
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O

Next, we derive error estimates in lower-order norms using a duality argument. In order to do so, we
require the following elliptic regularity result. Its proof is given in Appendix

Lemma 6.2. Let m € {0,1} and x € H=™(I). Let u € H*(T") with [u =0 satisfy
1
gA%u +divp((K — 1)Vru) = x on T

Then, there holds v € H*=™ (L) with |[ul gra—mry S IxI[5-m(r)-

Theorem 6.3. Let ¢ be the exact solution to (L2) and let ¢y, € Vi 0 solve the C° IP method [@)). If
¢ € H™(T') with 3 <r < k+1, then there holds for m € {0,1},

|VE (o — ¢2)HL2(F) S (W phot2mm g pRotr=2 g p2Re 1) 16| ey + || f — Fill 2oy,
where m = m for k >3, and m = 1 for k = 2. In particular, if ¢ € H**Y(T') there holds
. , (h? +hRatt 4 h2Ra=1) [|0] s oy + 1f — Fyll 2y if k=2,
IVE' (¢ = dp)lley S - R _— , .
(RFtrmm g phat2mm g p2Re D) 6] grsr oy + || f = Bl 2y if k> 3.
Proof. Let uw € H*(T') with [ u = 0 satisfy
1
§A%u +divp((K — 1)Vru) = (=Ap)™ (¢ — ¢%) € H-™(T) onT (m =0,1),
so that by Lemma[6.2 u € H*~™(T') with
(6.4) ull fra-mry S IAP)™ (b = $R)l-m(ey S IVE (S = b3l 2(0)-
Note that, by the consistency of the scheme,
ap(,u) = (U, (~Ar)" (6= ¢1))p VW EW,

and therefore

IVE (¢ — i)l Z2 )

(6.5) —a

— (6= = ) + [A(0) = ()] + [on(n, i) — (0}, o)
=1+ 1+ Is.

Let us estimate each term in (6.5) separately. First, note that
(6.6) lu —mpule S B2 ull ga-mry S R T2VE(S = 65l z2 (-
Then, by the continuity estimate of a (-, ) in Lemma 3] and (6.3)), there holds
I = a (6 — ¢, v — myu)
6.7) $ 16 — ohlahu — whulz
N ((hT_m + RPN )| gy + B2 f — F£||L2(F)> IVE (¢ — d5) | z2(r-
Next, due to (5.I), the stability bound |rjulsy < ||ullgz2(r) and (G4),

(6.8) I = U(myu) = bh(myu) SIF = Fyllzz Imhule S 1F = Fillo2m) IVE (@ = dh)llzz(o)-



¢° IP METHOD FOR SURFACE STREAM FUNCTION 15

Now, we consider the following in (G35]),
Iy = ap(dn, mhu®) — ag, (¢, Tu)
= [an(én, mnu® — u®) = g (dh, mhu — )] + [an(on — ¢, u°) — @i (0}, — &, u)]
+ [an(97,u%) — ajy (6, u)]
=:tI31+ 132+ I33.
Estimate I31: Applying (L3), (€2) and (63) yields
16— dhle < 16— mdlm + Imh¢ — dhllm
(6.10) SE 2Ny + I — bl + 1 — ol
S (W24 0510l ey + | F = Fill L2 r)-
Therefore, |64l S ¢l + | — F 22y, and so by EI0), (@) and @),
I3 = ap(dn, mhu — u®) — aj (¢, Thu — u)
(6.11) S Wl dglalmyu — uln
S P (9] gy + 1 F = Fillzeay) IVE (6 = 63l L2 (o)-
Estimate I3 5: Using (.10), (610), (43), and (©4),
I3 = an(pn — ¢°,u®) — aj, (¢f, — ¢, u)
(6.12) < WPy, — dlululm
S 0Fe (=2 W6l + 1F = ey ) IVE (6 = 64 | 2qr)-
Estimate I3 3: By (G11) and (6.4)),
I3 = an(¢°, u®) — aj, (¢, u)

(6.13) S (R*F = WY 1] s oy [l s oy

< (W 4 W) 6l | VR (6 — ) 2y
Combining (69), ([€11), (612) and GI3) yields

I /S ((hkg+2—m + hr—2+kg + h2kg + h2k9—1 + hkg-l-l) ”Q/)HH’”(I‘)

(6.9)

(044 + (RRat2mm o phe) | f — F;f||L2(r)> IVE (¢ — é5)ll L2y
ShP (W27 4+ W72+ B5 ™) |l ey + I1f = Fillrew)) IVE (6 — éh) 22y
It follows from ([@3), (67), ([€8) and (GI4) that
IVE (¢ — di)ll L2y S (B2 4 RFo P27 4 phat2mm 4 phatr=2 4 p2Ra =) || || oy
+ (PP 14 BY) || f = Fyll oy
S (R B2 Rt 2 2R 6] ey + || F = Fill 2
[l

Corollary 6.4. Let ¢ be the exact solution to (L2) and let ¢p, € Vi o solve the C° IP method (@I]).
Define u := curlr¢ and uy, := curly, ¢p. If ¢ € HFY(T), then
lw — Ppunl| 2y S (B + B* ™ 4+ B2~ Y)|[6]l grsa oy + | F = Fill L2y,
where
Ppup op = u;, (P — dH)uy,
is the Piola transform of wup with respect to the closest point projection p.
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Proof. Using (C2) below, we can conclude Ppuy, = Pp(curlr, ¢) = curlrgf. Therefore by applying
the result from the particular case m = 1 in Theorem yields

[|w — PpUh||L2(F) = ||curlr¢ — curlpgbf;HLz(p)
= |ln x Vr(¢ — ¢p)ll2(r
S (WP 4+ BFs 4 n2R9 =)l s oy + 11 F — F |l 2r)-

7. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In the numerical experiments, we consider an ellipsoid I' = {z € R? : ¥(z) = 0: U(z) = 27 + 23/2 +
x3/2 — 1}, and take the stream function solution as ¢(z) = e*'(cos(xa) + z3) and the pressure solution
as p(z) = x12923. We determine the velocity u = curlr¢ and the force f on the right hand side of
(LIal) through Mathematica. These expressions for u and f are well-defined on R?, and we respectively
take u°® and f° to be these expressions defined on I'p. In all of the numerical experiments, we take
frn = f°, and note that (cf. Lemma [5.1] and Remark [5.2])

(7.1) If = Fyll2ay S pRt

Using NGSolve [28], we solve the C° IP method (I for various values of k and k, while varying h,

and also compute the approximate velocity function u;, = curlr, ¢5,. We compute the errors on I'y,, and

therefore we need to map both the exact stream function ¢ and velocity u to the discrete surface I'y,.

Ideally, this would be accomplished via the closest point project and the Piola transform with respect
to the inverse of the closest point projection, respectively:

& = pop, Pplu—uh(l—n®nh

n-np

)= wop)

Unfortunately, an explicit formula for the distance function of the ellipsoid is unknown, and therefore its
closest point projection is unavailable. Instead, based on [11l Section 4.2], we make the approximations

_ V¥(x) - U(z) N Sy s

() = oo @) = oo Pl)=z—d@n(x), zelL

V¥ ()] V¥ ()]

We then have |d(z) — d(z)| = O(d) = O(h¥st1), and
V¥(p(z))  V¥(z)
VU(p(z))|  [VE(z)]
Therefore [p(z) — p(z)| = O(h*s*+1), although p(x) does not necessarily lie on T
Similar to above, we let

< lp(z) — 2 = O(R* ™).

In(z) — ()| =

¢°¢(x) = e*'(cos(x2) + x3), x €Ty,
be the canonical extension of ¢ and set

¢ =9 op,
as the approximate extension to ¢. These extensions satisfy |¢¢(z)—¢¢(z)| < hFot! and |¢¢(x)—¢(z)| <
hks+1. Therefore, Theorem 6.3 with m = 0 and (1)) yield

- h2 + hkg—i-l + h2kg—1 k=2
(72) ||¢ - ¢hHL2(Fh) 5 { pE+1 + JZE + h2ke—1 L >3

and the same orders of convergence hold for |[¢*° — ¢p||z2(r,)-
We map the exact velocity u to I'j, using an approximate Piola transform

= (nop)®mny, -
sui= (I — ——F—— e .
Pp-1u ( (7op) 1 (uop)
Note that [Pp-1u — Pp-1u| = O(d) = O(hFs*1), and so ||Pp-1u — up|r2(r,) has the same order of
convergence as stated in Corollary

(73) ||75p71u - uh||L2(F) S hk + hk9+l + h2k9_1'
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However, [u® — Pp-1u| = O(h*) on Iy, and therefore Corollary 6.4 only yields
(7.4) [ — w2y S BF + R,

The errors for ||¢¢ — énllz2r,) and ||75p71u —upl|z2(r,) are provided in Table[Il For the velocity error,
we see rates of convergence that are in agreement with (73)), except in the case k;, = 1, where we observe
second-order convergence, instead of first order. This suggests that the term h%%s—1 in (7.3) leads to an
estimate that is not sharp.

For the stream function error, we see rates of convergence of order O(h*+1) for k > 3 in the isoparametric
setting k, = k, which is in agreement with the theoretical estimate (7.2]). However, we also observe the
optimal order O(h*) in the case k = 3 and k, = 2, and the order O(h*) for k = 4 and k, = 2. Similar to
the velocity error, we also observe second-order convergence in the case k; = 1. The rates of convergence
for k =4 and k, € {3, 4} are unclear, as we observe a degradation of the error, possibly due to round-off
error and the poor conditioning of the system.

Next, we list the errors [|¢°® — ¢p|z2(r,) and [|u® —up| z2(r,,) in Table2l Here, we see exact agreement
with the expected rates of convergence of the velocity given in (T4). Likewise, the stream function error
convergence rates conform to the theoretical estimate (7.2)), except in the case k; = 1, where we observe
second-order convergence.
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TABLE 1. Convergence rates of the computed stream function ¢; and velocity u,. We
list the theoretical rates of convergence (T2) and (73] in blue.

k kg h ||p¢ _¢h||L2(Fh) Rate ||75 71u—uh|\Lz(Fh) Rate

0.2 0.05767 1) 0.07858 1)

L 01 0.01424 2.01775 0.02016 1.96237
0.05 0.00376 1.91772 0.00531 1.92421
) 0.025 0.00093 2.00579 0.00131 2.01714
0.2 0.01297 ®) 0.03828 ©)

, 01 0.00353 1.87457 0.01015 1.91519
0.05 0.00097 1.85711 0.00279 1.86280
0.025 0.00022 2.10957 0.00066 2.07626
0.2 0.08097 1) 0.08958 1)

L 01 0.02028 1.99731 0.02264 1.98393
0.05 0.00547 1.88983 0.00611 1.88769
0.025 0.00135 2.01742 0.00151 2.01603
02  8.47941e-05 3) 0.00094 3)
5 o 01 6.31325e-06  3.74751 0.00012 2.90593
0.05  3.63872e-07  4.11687 1.49323¢-05 3.07424
0.025  2.70954e-08  3.74731 1.84384e-06 3.01764
0.2 0.00039 @) 0.00290 3)
5 01 2.88117¢-05  3.78754 0.00037 2.94548
0.05  2.04527e-06  3.81629 4.91400e-05 2.94155
0.025  1.27143e-07  4.00776 6.14542¢-06 2.99931
0.2 0.07802 ®) 0.08622 ®)

. ol 0.01955 1.99660 0.02179 1.98379
0.05 0.00526 1.89306 0.00587 1.89232
0.025 0.00130 2.01383 0.00145 2.01115
02  6.40078¢-05 3) 0.00015 3)

, 01 5.45770e-06  3.55188 1.73855¢-05 3.19389
0.05  3.08108¢-07  4.14678 2.13295¢-06 3.02696
A 0.025  1.78093e-08  4.11273 2.41951e-07 3.14006
02  7.94347e-06 @) 0.00014 @)
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TABLE 2. Convergence for the stream function ¢, and the velocity uw,. We list the
theoretical rates of convergence (T2) and (Z4) in blue.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 27
We start with applying ([2.3]) to obtain the identity
D,D?¢ = D,D,D;é +n;(HVrD,¢); — n;(HVrD,;0); i,j=1,2,3.

Furthermore, @3) and Di¢n = 0 also yields nTD7:¢ = —Vr¢TH. Using these two identities and
Lemma then get

[ aton -

Z/ (D,D.D,6+ m(BVrD,0); — 1, (Ve D,0)) Db + [ (Trideo - us)o

Py} as

3

-y ( [ 2:D,0)@,0:0) ~ [ @D, Dves(E)n, ~ [ S(Qigjaﬁ)m(us)j)

i,j=1

n Z /n] HVrD,0): Dw+/ (VrArg - ps)y

i,j=1

— [ Dro: DR+ [ VreT((DH - B2 Ve
S S
+/ (VrArg - ps)i —/ LD GV rip.
Continuing, we use (Z3]) and the identity nTD? r® = —Vr¢TH once again to obtain
/S (Afp)y = /S (Dt¢ : (DEY +n @ (HVry) — (HVpy) @ n)
n / VeoT(a(H)H - B)Vew+ [ (Vedro-ps)o - [ ukDiovis
a8 a8
/ D2 D2y + / nTD2GHV
n / VeoT(a(H)H - B Vv + [ (Vedro-ps)o - [ ukDiovis
a8 a8
/D b : D%¢+/VF¢T(tr(H)H—2H2)VF¢
S

+/ (VrAre - pus)y —/ pLD} GV .
as as
Finally we calculate
D¢ : DRy — Vig : Vigh = DR : DYy — (PDEg) : (PDRY))
= ((I-P)D?¢) : D3
= (nTD%¢) - (nTD3¢)) = VpgTH? V.
and use the identity tr(H)H — H? = KP [19], to obtain the desired result.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

The proof of (@4 relies on a discrete Korn-type inequality for surface BDM spaces, which we now define.
Recall 7y, is the set of faces of the polyhedral approximation to I', and 7, = {px,(T) : T € Tn}. Let
T C R? be the reference simplex with vertices (0,0), (1,0),(0,1), and for T € Ty, let Fz : T — T be
an affine diffeomorphism. We then set Frr = py, o Fr : T—>Te Tn where T = py, (T) We also set
Fre=poFr:T —T" € T,X where T* = p(T).

For an integer k > 1, let Pk(T) denote the space of polynomials of degree < k on the reference triangle.
The BDM spaces defined on the polynomial-mapped surface mesh and the exact surface mesh are given
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by, respectively,

(B.1) Sn={qe€ H(divr,;Th) : qlr = Pr,qG, 3G € [Pr_r(D)]?> VT € T},
(B2) S5, ={q € H(dive;T) : qlr = Pped, 3G € [Pr—1 (7)) VT € T},
where

DFT N N DFTE ~

Prrq = 4, Pr,q=
"4 JAet(DF;DFr) ™ det(DF], DFye)

are the Piola transform of ¢ with respect to Fr and Fre, respectively.
B.1. Relationships between the surface Langrage and BDM spaces. We write x = Fr(Z) with
zeT and z € T, and to ease the presentation, we set
A= A(z) = DFp(z).
Lemma B.1. There holds curly, v € ¥, for all ¢ € Vi, and curlpy € $¢ for all ¢ € V£

Proof. We only prove the first assertion, as the second is proved identically.
We first show that curlr, |7 = Pp,.q for some g € [Py_1(T)]? VT € Ty. Fixing T € Tp, we calculate
using the chain and product rules,

(B.3) Vi = (ATA)'AT = C

Next, let ¢ € Vj, and let ¢ € Py(T") be related via 9|7 (2) = (&) with & = Fr(&). The outward normal
of Ty, restricted to T is npy =t X t1/|t2 X t1|, where we assume that Fr is the bijection such that ¢; is
the jth column of A. We also set
0 1
5= (_1 O) |

We then have by the chain rule and (B3],
(curlp, )(z) = niVi(z) = nXCTVH(E) = njCTS  curl(2),

where c/u\rhﬁ(:%) = (94 /Dig, —p/Di1)T. A short calculation reveals nXCTS™ = DFr /|ty x t1] =

DFr/y/det(DF]DFr), and so

DFr
det(DFIDFr)

(curlp, ¥)(z) = < c’u\rw}> (#) = Pp,curly.

Thus, curly, ¥|r = Pr,q for some g € [Pr_1]2.
It remains to show curlp, v € H(divp;T), ie., curlp, ¢ has co-normal continuity. To this end, let
e =0Ty NIT_ € &, be an edge with Ty € 7. Let py and ni be the outward unit co-normal and

normal, respectively, of 9Ty restricted to e, and set 1 = ¢|p,. We also let t1 = pr X ny to be the
vector tangent to e and note that £, = —t_. On e we have

(Curll“hi/]+) T4t (Curth¢—) M- = (’I’L+ X VFh¢+) T4t (’I’L_ x VFN/’—) K-
= (pg xny) Vr, g + (B- Xn_) - Vr, 9
=t -Vp, ¢y +t_ - Vp, - =0,

where we used the continuity of ¢ in the last equality. Thus we conclude curlr, ¢ € H(divr, ;T), and
so curlr, ¥ € Xp,. [l
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B.2. Proof of inequalities (£4).

Proof. We start with the discrete Korn inequality in [20]:

[N

(B.4) ||vrhq||m<msnErhanmw(Z hln[qniz(e)) e, Vg€ Sa,
ecly

where, on e = 9T NIT- € &, [q] = g+ — q-—.
Using Lemma [B.] we take ¢ = curlr, ¢ € ¥}, to obtain

1

2
(B5) || Vr,curly, ¢l 2(7,) S [ Hr, (D)l 2273 + (Z ht |[Curlrh¢]|iz(e)> + Ve, ¥llezr,)-
eely

On e = 9T} N 9T, we use the fact that {tr., pr,,nr, } is an orthonormal basis to write
curlp, ¥+ = (pry - Vi, ¥+)tr, — (try - Vi, ¥1) pr, .
Thus, using the continuity of v, we have
[curlp, ] = ((pr, - Vo, ¥4) try — (bry - Vo, 04) pry ) — (- - Vo, - )t — (br— - Vi, - ) pp—)
= [Vr, ¥ltr, — (tr, - Vi, 01) (o, + pr) -
It then follows from Lemma [B.1] and Proposition [£.1] that

S lleurle, 6112200y S 7 IVe, 811220 + 190, 0022, -

eely eely

We apply this estimate to (B.3), obtaining

1/2

1 —

[V, carlp, | L2(7,) S 1Hr, (V)] 2(7) + 072 (Z he 1||[VF;J/J]||%2(e)> + IV Ylia@,) S 1¥ll2,n-
ecéy

Finally, we use (2.6) and the identity m; n; = —P}, to get
2
W, curle, of* = tr ((n V3, 0)7 (0 V3, 0) ) = tr (=VE, ¥nyn V3, v) = V3, 0",
and so [|[VE, ¥lc2(r) S I¥ll2,n. Thus, the first inequality in (@4) holds. The proof of the second
inequality is nearly identical, so is omitted. ([l

APPENDIX C. PROOFS FOR RESULTS IN SECTION

The proofs of Lemmas [B.IH5.4] require an intermediate result, which provides relationships between
differential operators on I' and T'j,. This result is essentially found in |21, Appendix C] and follows from
the chain rule. For completeness we provide the proof.

Lemma C.1. There holds on T'y,

(C.1) Vr, ¥ = Py(P — dH)(Vry')*,
curlr, ¥ = n) Py (P — dH)(Vry*)°
(C.2) — <1 _nemn > (I — dH) " *(curlpy?)e,
n-np

VE, ¥ =Pr (Vi) — dH(VEY')® — d(VEY“)°H + d®H(Viy')°'H) Py,
(C.3) — (Pyn) @ (H(Vry)*)Py, — (PLH(VIYY)®) @ (Pyn)
— dP, VH(Vy* )Py,
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where

8H1 k
(C.4) (VHv);
Z 8333

Proof. Identity (CI)): Since 1* is constant along normals, we have 1 = ¢ o p. Likewise, we have
n = nop. Thus, taking the gradient of )¢ = ¢ o p yields

V¢t = (I - dH)PVY o p
(C.5) = (I-dH)(Pop)(Vy‘op)
= (I - dH)(Vry*)*.
Consequently,
Vr, ¥ = PVt = P, (I — dH)(Vrht)©,
or
(Vi) = Pp(I— dH)Vr'.

Identities (C2)): The first identity in (C2]) follows from (CJ) and the definition of the surface curl
operator. To prove the second identity in (C.2)), we recall

curlp, ¥ = n Py (P — dH)(Vry')* = (curly, )’ = n;P,(P — dH)Vry'.
Note that
—nXcurlpy)’ = —n*n* VY’ = PVt = Vgt
Thus,
(curlp, v)’ = —n; P, (P — dH)n* curlpy*
=(-nn*+ dn;HnX)curlpz//.
Now a direct calculation shows
Hn* — (Hn™)" = (V-n)n* = tr(H)n™.
Consequently by the skew-symmetry of n*, there holds
n; Hn™ = n;n* (tr(H)I — H).
Thus, we have
(curlr, )" = nyn* ([dtr(H) — 1] — dH) curlpy*
= ((n-np)I—nen,)([1 - dtr(H)]I+ dH)curlpy’.
Noting that
(I—dH)([1 - dtr(H)|]I+ dH) =1 — dtr(H)I + &*(tr(H)H — H?)
=1-dtr(H)I +d°KP,
and 1 — dtr(H) + d>K = (1 — dk1)(1 — dk2), we have
(curlp, 1) = (1 — dry)(1 — dk2)((n - )T — n @ np,) (I — dH) curlpep

— un (1 -~ Z?:h") (I — dH) ' curlpe’.

Identity (C3): We take the derivative of

L L
oL (@) = (VBT 0(0)), = (TP Ve (), = D T @) S (pla),



24 M. NEILAN & H. WAN

and use the chain rule to compute

3
2,06y, _ 2 10\e Z
(C.6) (V20 = (1= dE)P(VZ0)"(T - +; vy)g 8%8%
We have
0%py ony, on; ony, 0%ny,
= ——n; —Np—=—= —N; -
8$i8$j 8$j k 8IEZ J 8171 8:1718517J
O0H; i,
= —Hng?’Li — nka — njHi,k —d 8:17j 5
and so
3 9%pr
l; Vd} kaxzax]
(C.7) B

= —(n® (H(Vy")) + H(n - (V")) + (H(VY)) @ n + dVH(VY)),
= —(n® (H(Vry)©) + (H(Vry)) @ n+dVHE(Vry)),

where we used the fact that ¢’ is constant along normals in the last equality. Combining (C.6)-(C.7)
and the identity HP = PH yields

Vit = (I - dH)P (V") *P(I — dH)
— (n® (H(Vry)®) + (H(Vry)®) @ n 4+ dVH(Vre)©).
Recalling V2! = PV2y'P, we have
VAt = (VEY)© — dB(VEY")© — d(Vi') H + d®H(VEy')°H
— (n® (H(Vry")®) + (H(Vry)) @ n+ dVH(Vryt)©),
and therefore,

Vi, ¥ = Pu(Viy")*Py, — dPLH(V?YL)P), — dP, (Vi) HP), + d°P,H(Viy')°HP,
— ((Ppn) @ (H(VryH)9)Pp, + (PLH(VrY')) ® (Pyrn) + dPL,VH(VEy ) Py).

To ease notation in the rest of this section, we set

(C.8) M:=(1-dH)"', N=1-2%"" 1. ,-Y(P_dH),
n-np

so that the second identity in Lemma reads
curly, ¥ = u, NM(curlpy®)¢ (¢ € HY(T),)) = curlp, ¢° = up, NM(curlp)® (¢ € HY(T)),
and we also have
(curlpy®)® = L(curlr, 1)).
We also note that

(C.9) [P —L| < hFt!, and [T-M]| < hFet
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C.1. Proof of Lemma [5.1].

Proof. We make a change of variables to obtain

() — () = / b fL - (curlp, ) — / f - curlpy!

Applying (C2), we have
[ i eurte 0 = [ £ (NMeurlyo)
T T
= /F(curlpw)TM <I _ D ®"> £t

n-np

e )

= [ (curlpy9)T -
_ /F (curlpy!)TM (I
— /F(curlm/)e)T (Mn) ® (Pyn)) ff,

where we used ff; -my, = 0 in the last equality. Since Mn = n and (curly?) - n = 0, we conclude

/FH}:lf}l; - (curlr, v)" = /F(CUI“IFU)Z)TM (I - w) = /FF,f - curlpy?,

n-np
and so
o Y] ¢ ¢ ¢
bh(p) —L(yY7) = /(Fh = f)-curlpy” <|[f — Fy |l 2y [¥" -
r
C.2. Proof of Lemma 5.3l

Proof.
e Estimate (2.3): By 27,

n* (VEe)© — (V) n*).

(ny Vi, ¥ = Vi vn)).

(Hr(¥))* =

HFh (dje) =

—~

N~ N —

Then, the triangle inequality, (8] and a change of integration domain (cf. (83)) yield

| (Hr (1)) = Hr, (V°)|lL2(73)
1 e e 1 e e
< §an(v%¢) —ny Vi V% 2Ty + §H(V%¢) n* — Vi v n |27

1 1
< Z X _ X 2 el ;o - % 2 e o2 e ,
(C.10) - 2H(n ;) (VEv) Iz (r) + 2th (Vi) = Vi, ¥°) |l L2(73)

1 . 1 . .
+ 5 (VE0) (0 = i) ) + 51 (VE9) = VE, ) |2
SN VR N2 + [(VE0)® = VE, ¥° 27
S WUVEG ey + 1VEY = (VE,8) D27y

25
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Note that from (C.3)),
(VE,4°)" = Vig
= P, V2P, — Vi) — Py, (dHVZY + dVEH — PHVZ0H) P,
= (Ppn) @ (HVry)P), — (PLHVIY) @ (Ppn) — dPR, VHV Y P,
Vih(n —np) @ np +n, @ (n—np) Vi +np, @ (n—ny,)Vig(n —ng) @ ny,
— Py (dHVEY + dViyH — *HVEH) Py,
— (Ppn) @ (HVrY)P, — (P HVrY) @ (Pyn) — dP, VHV Y Py,
Thus, B.1) and B1) imply
©1) VR~ (V) ) S B IV oy + W Vo) S R Tl
and (5.3) follows from (CIQ) and (CI1)).

e Estimate (5.4): By (CI) and PVry = Vry we have
(Vr, )" =P (P — dH)Vry
— V) + (P, — P)Vrt) — dP,HV .

Hence, due to a change of integration domain, [B.I]) and the definition of || - |,
I(Vre)® = Ve, 8l e,y S IHVPY = (Ve 0) Nlzawy S 05 Vrdllzey S 05 14l

e FEstimate ([B3): For an edge e € &, we write e = 9T N JT- with Ty € Tp. Recalling Vr, ¢°¢ =
P, (P — dH)(Vry)© and Ppup = pp, we have

Vi, ] = (P — dH) [((Vrv)) " pr, + ((Vro)) ™ - pr |

= (P —dH) [(Ve))" pr, + (Vo) ") - pr]
(P — aH)([Vre])* + (P —dH) [((Vrw)")" - (o, — ) + (Vo)) - G — )]
where we used the continuity of (P — dH). We then have

= (VreD® = Vo, 0D age, ) < A7 1= @ = D] AT0ED | o,

(C.12) +|h 2@ —dB) [(Vee) D) - (ur, — pe) + (Veo) )" (e = 150 | 2,
= Il + IQ.
To bound I, we use P([Vr¢])¢ = ([Vr¢])¢ and BI) to obtain

(C.13) I S Rt |2 ([Vry]) S R )

HL2 Eh)

Next we write
(P — dE)((Vre)¥) - (ure — pge)) = ((Vro)®)" - (Pury — pgy)
— dH((Vrg))" - (g — 1e )y
and apply [B.9) and B.I):
173 (P — dE) (Vre) ) - (e = 50)) |l e,y S B HIDT2 ((T00)) e,
It then follows from a trace inequality and the definition of | - |z that
(C.14) I S h* 9l
The desired estimate (5.5]) now follows from (C.12)—(C.14]).
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o FEstimate ([B.0): It is sufficient to show that

(C.15) he > @ He()w)® — 6 Hr, () pnll720m) S B 101E
TEThH

By similar arguments as in the proof of (5.3)), (8.10), and ([B.I1]), we have
[T Hr(¥)p)® — ¢} Hr,, () panl|72 o)
<& = tn) T(Hr () 172 o) + 18] (Hr ()¢ = Hr, (0)) 1|1 22007
+ 1t} Hr, (9°) (1 = ) 1220y
< bk ||(HF(¢))8||%2(6T) + [(Hr(¥))® = HFhWe)HQLz(aT) + h** || Hr, (@be)”%?(a:r)
S 02 (|91 32 oy + 9120 (are))-
Summing over T' € T, and applying Proposition 1] yields
B IE Hr))* — 8 Hr, (0 inFaory S 050 Y (10 + B2l e ) S B2 1ol
TETn TET

Thus, (CI5) holds and therefore (5.6]) holds.

C.3. Proof of Lemma 5.4l

Proof.

e FEstimate (&1): To prove the estimate, we first write the left hand side of (57)) in terms of w := curlp,
v := curlpx and w := curly, x°. We then prove estimates in terms of u, v, w, and finally transform
the result back to the right hand side of (5.7]). We divide the proof into seven steps.

Step (i), rewrite the left hand side of (&.1): By Definition [ZT]

(Hr(¥))® = (Er(curlry))® = (Er(u))”,
(C.16) (Hr(x))® = (Er(curlrx))® = (Er(v))*,

Hr, (x°) = Er, (curlr, x°) = Er,

Due to (CI8), the definition of Er(-) and the symmetry of (Er(u))¢,
((HR(6)°, (HE(0) — Hry (). = ((Br(w)*, (Br(®))* — Er, ().
= ((Ep(u))e, (Vrov)° — Vph,w)Th.
Step (ii),expand (Wrv)¢ in (CI7): Recall the matrix notations in (C8). By (C.2)), there holds
w = pup NMuo®,

w).

(C.17)

which implies v = (Lw) o p~!. Consequently,
Vv =PVovP
=Lop )V(wop )P +PV(Lop ') (wop )P,

where we use PL = L. By the chain rule (cf. [I2, (A.1) and (A.5)]), we have
(C.19) V(wop P = (VwP,NM)op *,
(C.20) PV(Lop Y)(wop )P = P(VLwP,NM) o p~_.

It follows from (CI])—(C20) that
(Vrv)® = LVwP,NM + PVLwP,NM

— (LVw + PVLw)P,NM.

(C.18)

(C.21)

In addition, using w = Pjw,

Vw = V(Phw) =P,Vw + VP,w.
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By setting H;, = Wny, (where the gradient is applied piecewise with respect to Ty), a short calculation
shows VPpw = —ny, ® (Hpw), and therefore

(C.22) Vw =P, Vw —n;, @ (H,w).
Due to (C27) and ([C22) and the identity PN = N,

(Vrv)® = (LP, Vw — (Ln,) @ (Hyw) + PVLw)P,NM
= (LVp,w — (Ln,) ® (Hyw) + PVLw)P,NM
=Vr,w+ [L —P,|Vp, wNM + Vi, w[NM — P}]
— (Lny) ® (Hyw)NM + PVLwP;, NM.

We plug (C23) into (C.I7) to obtain
((Hr ()%, (Hr(x))® = Hr, (X)) 7,
= ((EF (u))e, [L — Ph} VrthM)Th + ((Ep(u))e, Vph’w [NM — Ph} )Th

— ((Br(w))%, (Lny,) ® (Hyw)NM) -+ ((Er(w)), PVLwP;NM)
::Il +Ig+]3+[4

(C.23)

(C.24)

We now bound I; separately for each j € {1,2,3,4}.
Step (iii), estimate of Iy: Note that (Ep(u))¢(P —I) = 0. Thus, by Holder’s inequality, (B.I]) and

)

((Ep(u)) [L Ph]Vph wNM)
((Br(w))®, (1, (P = Py) — dpy, 1H +py, (1 = ) Py) Vi, wNM)
((Epw)) < ~1)Vr,wNM)
— ((Br(w))®, du, "BV, wNM) . + ((Br(w))®, g, ' (1 = pn) Vr, wNM)
g

S hR (B ( )) L2 llwll ey,

(C.25)

Step (iv), estimate of Iy: Writing N —Pj, = —(n-n,) "1 (Prn) ® ny, and applying (C9) and B0,

we obtain
I = ((Er(u))*, Vr,w[NM - Py])
< ((Br(w)*, Ve, w[N = Py]) o+ B5 | (Er(w)®|| 2oy [w e o)

e 1 e
= (B o (FrwPam) @) B w) e ol
h 7-}7/

(C.26) .
= ((Er(u))e(n —ny,), mVFthh(n — ’I’Lh)>

+ RFa (BEr(w)®l| 2o lwll m1r,)
S hngrlH(EF(u))e”L?(Fh)Hw”Hl(Fh)'

Th

Step (v), estimate of Is: By the Remark after |21, Lemma 3.2], for x € [W{(I')]3, there holds
(027) |(X7Phn)Th| 5 hngrl”X”Wll(Fh)'
Because (P — Py)(n — n;) = —Pny, — Ppn, there also holds

(C.28) |0 Prn) 7, | =[x, Prn)7s, + (6 (P = Pr)(n = na) 7, | S A5 Ixllwe )
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We then apply (BI) and (C28) to obtain
Iy = —((Er(w))®, (Lny) ® (th)NM)Th
= —((Br(w))®, uy, ' (Prp) ® (Hpw)NM)
+ ((Br(w))®, dpy, ' (Hny) @ (Hyw)NM)
= — (1, (Er(uw))"MNTH,w, Py, )
+ ((Er(w))®, dp;, ' (Hny) @ (Hpw)NM)
S W (B (W)l o) [wl o ry)-
Step (vi), estimate of I4: Using [12] (A.6)],
VLw = —;, ' (Lw) ® Vi, +n @ (Hw) + (Hw) @ n + (n - w)H + dVHwW),

(C.29)

which implies

PVLwPy,

= —p; ' ((Lw) @ Vup P, + (Hw) @ (Prn) + (w - (Pn))HP), + dPVHwWP},),

where we used PL = L, Pn = 0, PH = H and w = Ppw. Due to (C30), 1), the symmetry of
(Er(u))® and by (C.27)), we obtain

\Is| = | ((Er(w)), PVLwP,NM

(C.30)

=

|t ‘(u,:l(Er(u))eHw,Phn)Th‘
+‘( H(Er(w)® : (HP), w,Phn)Th’—l-’(u;l(Er(u))e,dPVHwPh)Th‘

)7,
< | (4, "Pr(Er(w)Law, Vi)

(C.31)
)

< (1 " Pr(Er (w) Lw, Vi) - | + 85| (Er ()| .y lwl ).
We now estimate the remaining term in the right hand side of (C31]). Applying the product rule and
Jacobi’s formula (cf. [I2], p.20]), we calculate
Vun = Hny, + Hyn — tr(H)n 4+ O(hFsth).
Therefore by (C27),
‘(”;lPh(Er(u))eLwa Vﬂh)n‘

S ’((Er(u))eLw, P, (Hn; + th))Th’

(C.32)
+ | (br(ED) (B (w)“Law, Pan) 1 |+ 55| (Br () L2y w2

S ‘((EF(U))GLwa P, (Hny, + Hh"))n‘ + BB (w) || o) 1wl (-
Note that Hn;, = HPny, and so by (C25),

(C 33) ‘ ((EF (u))eLwa Pthh)Fh ‘ = ‘ (HPh(Ef‘ (u))eLw, Pnh)l‘h, ‘
< PR (B (W) [l o lwll e -

Likewise, Hyn = H,Ppn and (C27) imply

(C.34) }((Er(u))eLw’Phth)Th’ = }(HhPh(EF(U))eLw,Phn)Th’

< B (Br() ] i o 0l -

It follows from (C31))-(C34) that
(C.35) L] S BE (B (W)l o |wll -
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Step (vii), combining estimates: Combining the estimates (C:24)), (C:25), (C.26), (C:29) and (C.35))
yields
(C.36) ((He @), (He())® = Hr, (X)) 7, S BB ()l o 1wl ).
By (C.I6) and B.3),
[(Er(w) Nl @, = IHr (@) ) S IHe @)@y S 10 lme ),
lwlarr,) = lleurle, x| a1,y S lleurlex|[ gy S lxllms -

Inserting these inequalities into (C.36]) completes the proof of (5.7).

e FEstimate (5.8): By (CI)),
(Vrx)® = Vr,x° = (I= Px(P — dH))(Vrx)® = (I - PyP + dPyH)(Vrx)“.

Note that
I-P,P=I-IT-n,@n,)I-n®n)
=nen+n,@n, — (n-np)n,dn
=n-np)@M—-—np)+(l—n-npn,dn+nQny,
and

((Vre)®,m @ ny(Vrx)©)p, = 0.
Then, by a change of integration domain, (3.1 and (3.2)),
((Vr9)®, (V) = Ve X)p, S P2l e oy ey + 25 H 1 are ey ey
< RE W) oyl o (-

e Estimate (5.9): As v, x € H*(T'), both Hr(v) and Vry are continuous, which imply {¢T, Hr (¢)ppe } =
t7. Hr(¢)pre and ([Vrx])® = 0. Thus, by (CI)),

(L Hr (@)pre 1) ([VexD® = [V XD,
= — (. Hr () pre)*, [P (P — dH)(VeX)T) .,

— (£} He () ), [PREL(V X)) o, — ((E Hr(6)pge ), [P (Vo) ]) s,
=IT+1I.

(C.37)

First, we estimate [ in (C37). Using
Ppy +p-)=Ppy —pre, +Pp_ —pie,
and (39), BI), (£2) and a change of integration domain, there holds
I = ((th He(@)pre), (P(ps + po)) - (dB(VeX)))e,
(C38) SR (IPhy — oo + 1= = i (e I (VRN 2o 1(VE0° 22cer)

S P2l ars oy [ 2 )

where we also used - np =0, PT =P and PH = P.
Next, we estimate 17 in (C.37). We make change of variables to obtain

IT = —((t3. Hr(Y)pre )%, [PR(VeX) D),
= - Z (/Lgl(tZEHF(w)“el)a (Pp’ﬁ- + Pﬂe_) . VFX)ez .

6’565,‘;
Recall pr =t4 X ny, we have

Pl = P(th xnb) = (n- nl) (5 x n) + (n-£4)(n x nb).
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Consequently, since t; = —t_, there holds

Ppl +Pu’ =(n-nl)#t. xn)+ (n-tL)(n xnl) — (n-n) L xn)— (n-t)(n xnt)

=, xn)(n-nf—n-nt)+n tL) (nxn{ —nxn)
=ty xn)(n-nf—1-((n-nt)-1))
+(n -t —1) (nx (0} —n) —nx (0’ —n)),
and so ‘Puﬂ +Put ’ < h?*s. We then apply trace inequalities to conclude
(C.39) 11 S W) s oy I a (y-
Finally, the result follows from (C.37)—(C.39).

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF LEMMA
To prove the regularity estimates, we require an intermediate result.

Lemma D.1. Let m € {0,1}. For any x € H~™(T'), there exists r € H*~™(T') such that curlpr = —y
and ||r{|g-m ey S Xl z-m ) -

Proof. Let ¢ € H'(T) satisfy —Apy = x. Elliptic regularity yields ¢ € H* ™(T) and [|¢|| g2-m ) <
x| zr=m(ry [13} Lemma 3.2]. We then set r = curlpy) € H'=™(T'), so that

curlpr = curlpcurlry = Ay = —x,
and [|7 | gi-m(ry S ¥l az-m @y S Ixllz-m0)- O

Proof of Lemma[6.2. Using Lemma[D.1l we let » € H'~™(T) satisfy curlpr = —x. Setting v = curlru,
we then have

—PdiVFEF(’U) + Vrs=r,
diVF’U = O,

for some s € L?*(T). Using the elliptic regularity of the surfaces Stokes problem v € H3~™(T') with
vl gra—m @y < |I7]| 1-m (1), along with the Poincare inequality [I3, Theorem 2.12], we have

lull ga—m @y S NVrullgs-mey S 0 < vllgs-mey S Irla-—m@) S Xz @)

Email address: neilan@pitt.edu
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