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A C0 INTERIOR PENALTY METHOD FOR THE STREAM FUNCTION

FORMULATION OF THE SURFACE STOKES PROBLEM

MICHAEL NEILAN AND HONGZHI WAN

Abstract. We propose a C0 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 Γ be a smooth, simply connected compact oriented hypersurface in R
3 without boundary and with

outward unit normal n. The surface Stokes problem seeks the fluid velocity u : Γ → R
3 with u · n = 0

and the surface fluid pressure p : Γ → R such that

−PdivΓ(EΓ(u)) + u+∇Γp = f on Γ,(1.1a)

divΓu = 0 on Γ,(1.1b)

where f ∈ L2(Γ)3 with f · n = 0 is a given force vector, EΓ(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 (1.1a) 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
EΓ [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 H1 ×L2 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 [17] that the tangential component of the solution converges with optimal order using
standard isoparametric geometry approximations; however, L2 errors are suboptimal if affine surface
approximations are used.
Alternatively, non-conforming velocity-pressure pairs have been proposed and analyzed in [1, 22], where
the velocity is approximated using exactly tangential and Piola-mappedH(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 aH(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 R

3. 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 DOFs, 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 Γ is simply connected, then there exists a unique stream function φ ∈ H2(Γ) with∫
Γ
φ = 0 such that u = curlΓφ. Formally substituting this expression into (1.1a) and taking the curl of

the resulting equation yields

(1.2)
1

2
∆2

Γφ+ divΓ((K − 1)∇Γφ) = −curlΓf ,

where K is the Gauss curvature of Γ. SFEM and TraceFEM discretizations for (1.2) based on a Ciarlet-
Raviart mixed formulation (cf. [6]), are proposed and analyzed in [23, 26, 3, 2]. This approach introduces
an auxiliary unknown ψ = ∆Γφ, 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 ψ may not be explicitly
given.
In this paper, we propose and analyze a SFEM method for the surface Stokes problem (1.1a) based on a
primal C0 interior penalty (IP) method applied towards the formulation (1.2). Similar to C0 IP methods
in the Euclidean case [15, 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 Γh defined via a polynomial-mapped
approximation of Γ. 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 kg.
One advantage of the C0 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 Γ 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−4), 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 [21], where the authors propose and analyze the lowest-
order C0 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 (1.2), 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, 31]. The approach we take in this manuscript circumvents these issues
through an integration-by-parts procedure.
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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 3, we define the discrete
surface approximation Γh and mappings between Γ and Γh. Section 4 states the C0 IP method and
proves the continuity and coercivity of the corresponding bilienar form. In Section 5, we derive estimates
of the geometric inconsistencies of the scheme, and in Section 6 we prove error estimates of the C0 IP
method in a discrete H2 norm and Hm norms (m = 0, 1). Numerical experiments are given in Section
7. Finally, some of the technical proofs in the paper are provided in the appendix.

2. Preliminaries

Let Γ be a smooth, simply connected compact oriented hypersurface in R
3 without boundary. We denote

by Uδ a δ-neighborhood of Γ with δ > 0 sufficiently small such that the signed distance function d is
well-defined in Uδ (with d < 0 in the interior of Γ). Set n = ∇d to be the outward unit normal of Γ,
extended to Uδ, where the gradient is understood as a column vector. The Weingarten map is H = D2d,
the Hessian matrix of d. The tangential projection operator is given by

P = I− n⊗ n.

The closest point projection is
p(x) = x− d(x)n(x).

Given a scalar function ψ : Γ → R, we set its extension ψe : Uδ → R as ψe(x) = ψ(p(x)) for x ∈ Uδ.
This definition is extended to vector fields component wise (so that (ψe)j = ψej ). The surface gradient
of ψ is

∇Γψ = P∇ψe =



D1ψ
D2ψ
D3ψ


 ,(2.1)

i.e., Djψ is the jth component of ∇Γψ. The surface curl operator of ψ is

curlΓψ = n×∇Γψ.

For a vector-valued function v = [v1, v2, v3]
⊺, its Jacobian ∇∇v satisfies (∇∇v)i,j = ∂vi

∂xj
for i, j = 1, 2, 3.

The surface Jacobian and surface deformation tensor are defined, respectively, as

∇∇Γv = P∇∇veP,

EΓ(v) =
1

2
(∇∇Γv +∇∇Γv

⊺) .
(2.2)

The surface divergence operator is defined as the trace of the Jacobian, divΓv = tr(∇∇Γv), and the scalar
curl operator is curlΓv = divΓ(v × 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 D2
Γψ : Γ → R

3×3 of a scalar function ψ
such that (D2

Γψ)i,j = DjDiψ for i, j = 1, 2, 3. The projected surface Hessian ∇2
Γψ : Γ → R

3×3 satisfies(
∇2

Γψ
)
i,j

= (∇∇Γ∇Γψ)i,j for i, j = 1, 2, 3. Finally, we define the second-order (Hessian-like) operator

HΓ(ψ) := EΓ(curlΓψ),

where we recall EΓ(·) is the surface deformation tensor given by (2.2). The Laplace-Beltrami operator
is the trace for either D2(·) or ∇2

Γ(·), i.e.,

∆Γψ = divΓ∇Γψ = tr(∇2
Γψ) = tr(D2

Γψ) =

3∑

i=1

D2
iψ.

Remark 2.2. Note that ∇2
Γψ is symmetric (cf. Lemma 2.3 and [9]), whereas D2

Γψ is not. In particular,
there holds [13, Lemma 2.6]

(2.3) (D2
Γψ)

⊺ −D2
Γψ = n⊗ (H∇Γψ)− (H∇Γψ)⊗ 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 ψ : Γ → R,

(2.4) ∇2
Γψ = PD2ψ = P∇2ψeP.

Proof. To prove the first inequality in (2.4), we first consider a vector-valued function v = [v1, v2, v3]
⊺ :

Γ → R
3. Then since P⊺ = P, the ith row of ∇∇veP is

(∇∇veP)i,: = (∇vei )
⊺P = (P∇vei )

⊺
= ∇Γv

⊺

i ,

which implies

∇∇Γv = P∇∇veP = P



∇Γv

⊺

1

∇Γv
⊺

2

∇Γv
⊺

3


 .

Setting v = ∇Γψ proves the first equality in (2.4):

∇2
Γψ = P



D1D1ψ D2D1ψ D3D1ψ
D1D2ψ D2D2ψ D3D2ψ
D1D3ψ D2D3ψ D3D3ψ


 = PD2ψ.

To prove the second equality in (2.4), we use the product rules

∇∇(fg) = g∇f⊺ + f∇∇g,

∇(f · g) = ∇∇f⊺g +∇∇g⊺f ,

and the identity n · ∇ψe = n · ∇Γψ = 0 on Γ to conclude

∇∇(∇Γψ)
e = ∇∇(P∇ψe)

= ∇∇(∇ψe − (n · ∇ψe)n)

= ∇2ψe − n∇(n · ∇ψe)⊺ − (n · ∇ψe)∇∇n

= ∇2ψe − n⊗
(
∇∇n⊺∇ψe +∇2ψen

)

= P∇2ψe − n⊗ (H∇ψe).

(2.5)

Since P2 = P and Pn = 0, there holds

∇2
Γψ = P∇∇(∇Γψ)

eP = P∇2ψeP.

�

Lemma 2.4. For a vector ξ = [ξ1, ξ2, ξ3]
⊺
∈ R

3, define the 3× 3 skew-symmetric matrix

ξ× = mskw(ξ) =




0 −ξ3 ξ2
ξ3 0 −ξ1
−ξ2 ξ1 0


 .

Then there holds

∇∇ΓcurlΓψ = n×∇2
Γψ = n×D2ψ,(2.6)

HΓ(ψ) =
1

2
(n×∇2

Γψ −∇2
Γψn

×) =
1

2

(
n×D2ψ −D2ψ⊺n×

)
.(2.7)

Proof. Note that

n×P = n× = Pn×, and HP = H = PH.

Thus, using the identity n×∇Γψ = n×∇Γψ = −(∇Γψ)
×n, we have

∇∇ΓcurlΓψ = P∇∇ (n×∇Γψ)
e
P

= P
(
n×∇∇(∇Γψ)

e − (∇Γψ)
×H

)
P

= n× (∇∇(∇Γψ)
e)P−P(∇Γψ)

×H.

Next, a direct calculation shows
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P(Pξ)× =



n1 (n3ξ2 − n2ξ3) n2(n3ξ2 − ξ3n2) n3(ξ2n3 − n2ξ3)
n1(ξ3n1 − n3ξ1) n2 (n1ξ3 − n3ξ1) n3(n1ξ3 − ξ1n3)
n1(n2ξ1 − ξ2n1) n2(ξ1n2 − n1ξ2) n3 (n2ξ1 − n1ξ2)




= (ξ × n)⊗ n ∀ξ ∈ R
3.

Hence, using Hn = 0 we obtain

P(∇Γψ)
×H = P (P∇ψe)

×
H = (∇ψe × n)⊗ nH = 0,

and therefore,
∇∇ΓcurlΓψ = n× (∇∇(∇Γψ)

e)P.

We then use (2.5) and (2.4), along with n×n = 0 to obtain

∇∇ΓcurlΓψ = n×
(
P∇2ψe − n⊗ (H∇ψe)

)
P

= n×P∇2ψeP = n×∇2
Γψ.

The other equalities in (2.6)–(2.7) then follow from the identities (ξ×)
⊺
= −ξ×, ∇2

Γψ = PD2ψ, and
n×n = 0. �

2.1. Integration-by-parts identities for the surface biharmonic operator. In this section, we
derive integration-by-parts identities for the biharmonic operator ∆2

Γ(·) := ∆Γ(∆Γ(·)) over a a simply
connected sub-domain S ⊂ Γ with boundary. Such results will motivate the design of the C0 interior
penalty method discussed in the next section. Our starting point is a well-known integration-by-parts
identity.

Lemma 2.5. Let S ⊂ Γ, and let µS denote the outward unit co-normal of ∂S. Then there holds for all
sufficiently smooth functions φ, ψ on S,

(2.8)

∫

S

ψDiφ = −

∫

S

φDiψ +

∫

S

φψtr(H)ni +

∫

∂S

φψ(µS)i i = 1, 2, 3.

Repeated applications of Lemma 2.5 immediately yield the following result.

Lemma 2.6. There holds for sufficient smooth functions φ and ψ,∫

S

(∆2
Γφ)ψ =

∫

S

(∆Γφ)(∆Γψ)−

∫

∂S

∆Γφ(∇Γψ · µS) +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ.(2.9)

In addition, applications of Lemma 2.5 also lead to an integration-by-parts identity involving the pro-
jected surface Hessian operator ∇2

Γ(·). The derivation of the following lemma is a bit more involved, and
its proof is given in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.7. There holds for sufficiently smooth functions φ, ψ,∫

S

(∆2
Γφ)ψ =

∫

S

(
∇2

Γφ : ∇2
Γψ +K∇Γφ · ∇Γψ

)

−

∫

∂S

µ
⊺

S∇
2
Γφ∇Γψ +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ,

(2.10)

where K is the Gauss curvature of Γ.

Finally, we derive an integration-by-parts identity for the biharmonic operator such that, when applied
to the surface stream function problem (1.2), the integrands over S do not explicitly depend on the
Gauss curvature of Γ.

Lemma 2.8. There holds for sufficiently smooth functions φ and ψ,∫

S

(∆2
Γφ)ψ = 2

∫

S

(HΓ(φ) : HΓ(ψ) +K∇Γφ · ∇Γψ)

− 2

∫

∂S

(t⊺SHΓ(φ)µS)(∇Γψ · µS)− 2

∫

∂S

(µ⊺

S∇
2
ΓφtS)(tS · ∇Γψ) +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ,

(2.11)
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where tS = nS × µS is the tangent vector of ∂S. Consequently, if φ ∈ H4(Γ) satisfies (1.2), then there
holds for all smooth ψ,∫

S

(HΓ(φ) : HΓ(ψ) +∇Γφ · ∇Γψ)−

∫

∂S

(t⊺SHΓ(φ)µS)(∇Γψ · µS)

+
1

2

∫

∂S

((2K − 2)∇Γφ+∇Γ∆Γφ) · µS)ψ −

∫

∂S

(µTS∇
2
ΓφtS)(tS · ∇Γψ) = −

∫

S

curlΓfψ.

(2.12)

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

PdivΓ(∇∇Γu
⊺) = ∇Γ(divΓu) +Ku.

Setting u = curlΓφ, so that divΓu = 0 and ∇∇Γu
⊺ = −∇2

Γφn
× (cf. (2.6)) yields

−PdivΓ(∇
2
Γφn

×) = KcurlΓφ.

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

S

K∇Γφ · ∇Γψ =

∫

S

KcurlΓφ · curlΓψ

=

∫

S

(∇2
Γφn

×) : (∇∇ΓcurlΓψ)−

∫

∂S

(∇2
Γφn

×µS) · curlΓψ

=

∫

S

(∇2
Γφn

×) : (n×∇2
Γψ)−

∫

∂S

(∇2
ΓφtS) · curlΓψ.

We then write, on ∂S,

curlΓψ = n×∇Γψ = (µS · ∇Γψ)tS − (tS · ∇Γψ)µS ,

to arrive at ∫

S

K∇Γφ · ∇Γψ =

∫

S

(∇2
Γφn

×) : (n×∇2
Γψ)

−

∫

∂S

(t⊺S∇
2
ΓφtS)(µS · ∇Γψ) +

∫

∂S

(µ⊺

S∇
2
ΓφtS)(tS · ∇Γψ).

(2.13)

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

1

2

(
∇2

Γφ : ∇2
Γψ − (∇2

Γφn
×) : (n×∇2

Γψ)
)
= HΓ(φ) : HΓ(ψ),

1

2

(
µ

⊺

S∇
2
ΓφµS − t⊺S∇

2
ΓφtS

)
= t⊺SHΓ(φ)µS ,

then yield∫

S

(∆2
Γφ)ψ =

∫

S

(
∇2

Γφ : ∇2
Γψ + (∇2

Γφn
×) : (n×∇2

Γψ)
)

−

∫

∂S

(µ⊺

S∇
2
ΓφµS + t⊺S∇

2
ΓφtS)(∇Γψ · µS) +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ

= 2

∫

S

(
HΓ(φ) : HΓ(ψ) + (∇2

Γφn
×) : (n×∇2

Γψ)
)

−

∫

∂S

(µ⊺

S∇
2
ΓφµS + t⊺S∇

2
ΓφtS)(∇Γψ · µS) +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ

= 2

∫

S

(HΓ(φ) : HΓ(ψ) +K∇Γφ · ∇Γψ)

− 2

∫

∂S

(t⊺SHΓ(φ)µS)(∇Γψ · µS)− 2

∫

∂S

(µ⊺

S∇
2
ΓφtS)(tS · ∇Γψ) +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ.

Thus, (2.11) holds. The identity (2.12) follows from (2.11) and a simple application of the divergence
theorem.

�
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3. Approximate Geometries and Meshes

Let Γ̄h be a polyhedral approximation of Γ with triangular faces, and assume Γ̄h ⊂ Uδ and d(x) = O(h2)
for all x ∈ Γ̄h. The set of faces of Γ̄h is denoted by T̄h, which we assume to be shape-regular. For
simplicity in presentation, we assume T̄h is quasi-uniform and that the vertices of each T̄ ∈ T̄h lie on
Γ, i.e., Γ̄h is the continuous, piecewise linear interpolant of Γ. We set hT̄ = diam(T̄ ) for all T̄ ∈ T̄h,
denote by Ēh the set of edges in T̄h, and set hē = diam(ē). Note the quasi-uniform assumption implies
hē ≈ hT̄ ≈ h for all T̄ ∈ T̄h and ē ∈ Ēh.

For kg ∈ N and T̄ ∈ T̄h, let {x̄j}
Nkg

j=1 ⊂ cl(T̄ ) (with Nkg =
(
kg+2

2

)
) be the standard Lagrange nodal points

of T̄ , and let {φ̄i}
Nkg

i=1 ⊂ Pkg (T̄ ) be the associated nodal basis functions, i.e., φ̄i(x̄j) = δi,j . We then
define the approximate closest-point projection

pkg |T̄ (x̄) =

Nkg∑

i=1

p(x̄i)φ̄i(x̄) x̄ ∈ cl(T̄ ),

so that pkg |T̄ (x̄i) = p(x̄i) for i = 1, . . . , Nkg , i.e., pkg |T̄ is the kg-degree Lagrange interpolant of Γ. The
high-order mesh and associated surface are then defined as

Th,kg = {pkg(T̄ ) ∀T̄ ∈ T̄h}, Γh,kg = int


 ⋃

T∈Th,kg

cl(T )


 ,

whose set of edges are given by

Eh,kg = {pkg(ē) ∀ē ∈ Ēh}.

We set hT = hT̄ and he = hē, where T = pkg (T̄ ) and e = pkg (ē).
To simplify the presentation, we will drop the subscript kg and simply write Th, Γh, and Eh for Th,kg ,
Γh,kg , and Eh,kg , respectively. We let nT denote the outward unit normal of T ∈ Th, let µT be the
outward unit co-normal of ∂T , and set tT = nT × µT . We also let nh be the outward unit normal of
Γh, so that nh|T = nT for all T ∈ Th. Likewise, we let µh and th be defined such that µh|∂T = µT and
th|∂T = tT for all T ∈ Th. By properties of the Lagrange interpolant, we have (cf. [10])

(3.1) ‖d‖L∞(Γh) . hkg+1, ‖ne − nh‖L∞(Γh) . hkg ,

where we use the notation A . B to mean A ≤ cB for some constant c > 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 Γ via the closest-point projection. Define

T ℓ
h = {T ℓ := p(T ) : T ∈ Th}, Eℓh = {eℓ := p(e) : e ∈ Eh}.

We let nT ℓ denote the outward unit normal of T ℓ ∈ T ℓ
h (so that n|T ℓ = nT ℓ), let µT ℓ denote the outward

unit co-normal of ∂T ℓ, and set tT ℓ = nT ℓ × µT ℓ . Let µ and t be defined such that µ|∂T ℓ = µT ℓ and
t|∂T ℓ = tT ℓ . In the rest of the paper, we will drop the superscript e and simply write nT ℓ , n, µT ℓ , etc.
for their respective extensions.
We use the notation

(ψ, χ)Sh
=
∑

S∈Sh

∫

S

ψ ◦ χ, and ‖ψ‖L2(Sh) =
√
(ψ, ψ)Sh

,

where Sh is either a set of faces or edges, and ◦ is either a product, dot product, or Frobenius product
depending on whether ψ and χ are scalar, vector, or matrix-valued functions.
For e ∈ Eh with e = ∂T+ ∩ ∂T− (T± ∈ Th), we define the average of a piecewise smooth scalar, vector,
or matrix-valued function w across e as

{{w}}|e =
1

2
(w+ + w−),

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

[[v]]|e = v+ · µ+ + v− · µ−,
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where µ± = µT±
is the outward unit co-normal of ∂T± restricted to e. Analogous definitions of averages

and jumps are extended to the mesh T ℓ
h .

3.1. Mappings between Γ, Γh, and Γ̄h. For a scalar function ψ defined on the exact surface Γ, we
recall that its extension ψe : Uδ → R is given by ψe = ψ ◦ p. For a scalar function ψ defined on the
discrete surface Γh, we let ψ̃ : Γ → R be defined by

ψ̃ = ψ ◦ xh,

where xh(x) (with x ∈ Γ) satisfies p(xh) = x, i.e., xh = p|−1
Γh

. We then set the lift of ψ : Γh → R as

ψℓ = ψ̃ ◦ p on Uδ.

Next for x ∈ Γh, let µh(x) satisfy µh(x)dσh(x) = dσ(p(x)), where dσ and dσh are the surface measures
on Γ and Γh respectively. In particular, we have

∫

Γh

ψeµh =

∫

Γ

ψ ∀ψ ∈ L1(Γ),

and so ∫

Γh

ψ =

∫

Γ

(µ−1
h ψ)ℓ ∀ψ ∈ L1(Γh).

Likewise, for x ∈ e ∈ Eh, let µe satisfy µe(x)dsh(x) = ds(p(x)), where ds and dsh are the measures on
eℓ = p(e) and e, respectively. These functions satisfy [10, 7]

µh(x) = n(x) · nh(x)

2∏

i=1

(1− d(x)κi(x)) x ∈ Γh,

µe = |∇∇pte| =
∣∣(P− dH)te

∣∣,
where {κi} are the principal curvatures and te = th|e. Recalling (3.1), we have

(3.2) 1− n · nh =
1

2
(n · n− 2n · nh + nh · nh) =

1

2
|n− nh|

2 = O(h2kg ),

and so

(3.3) |1− µh| = O(hkg+1).

Likewise we have

|1− µe| = O(hkg+1).(3.4)

From these estimates and the chain rule (cf. Lemma C.1) we have for all ψ ∈ H1(T ) (cf. [10, (2.15)–
(2.17)])

(3.5a)
‖ψ‖L2(T ) ≈ ‖ψℓ‖L2(T ℓ), ‖∇Γh

ψ‖L2(T ) ≈ ‖∇Γψ
ℓ‖L2(T ℓ),

‖ψ‖L2(∂T ) ≈ ‖ψℓ‖L2(∂T ℓ).

Likewise, for ψ ∈ Hm(T ) with m ≥ 1, there holds

|ψ|Hm(T ) .

m∑

j=1

|ψℓ|Hj(T ℓ), and |ψℓ|Hm(T ℓ) .

m∑

j=1

|ψ|Hj(T ).(3.5b)

By properties of the Lagrange interpolant, we also have (cf. [10, (2.18)–(2.20)])

(3.6)
‖ψ̄‖L2(T̄ ) ≈ ‖ψ‖L2(T ), ‖∇Γ̄h

ψ̄‖L2(T̄ ) ≈ ‖∇Γh
ψ‖L2(T ),

‖ψ̄‖L2(∂T̄ ) ≈ ‖ψ‖L2(∂T ),

where T ∈ Th and T̄ ∈ T̄h satisfy T = pkg (T̄ ) and ψ̄ = ψ ◦ pkg .
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Lemma 3.1. The following estimates hold on each T ∈ Th:

‖Phn‖L∞(T ) . hkg ,(3.7)

‖Pnh‖L∞(T ) . hkg ,(3.8)

‖µ−Pµh‖L∞(∂T ) . hkg+1,(3.9)

‖µ− µh‖L∞(∂T ) . hkg ,(3.10)

‖t− th‖L∞(∂T ) . hkg .(3.11)

Proof. The estimates (3.7)–(3.8) and (3.10)–(3.11) follow from (3.1). The proof of (3.9) is found in [24].
�

4. The C0 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:

V̄h = {ψ̄ ∈ C0(Γ̄h) : ψ̄|T̄ ∈ Pk(T̄ ) ∀T̄ ∈ T̄h}, Vh = {ψ ∈ C0(Γh) : ψ ◦ pkg ∈ V̄h},

V ℓh = {ψ ∈ C0(Γ) : ψ ◦ p ∈ Vh},

where Pk(T̄ ) denotes the space of polynomials of degree ≤ k on T̄ . We further set Vh,0 = Vh ∩ L2
0(Γh),

where L2
0(Γh) is the space of square integrable functions with vanishing mean. Likewise, we define the

spaces of piecewise smooth functions

W̄ = {w̄ ∈ C0(Γ̄h) : w̄|T̄ ∈ H3(T̄ ) ∀T̄ ∈ T̄h}, W = {w ∈ C0(Γh) : w|T ∈ H3(T ) ∀T ∈ Th},

W ℓ = {w ∈ C0(Γ) : w|T ℓ ∈ H3(T ℓ) ∀T ℓ ∈ T ℓ
h },

and note the obvious inclusions V̄h ⊂ W̄ , Vh ⊂ W , and V ℓh ⊂ W ℓ. Similar to above, we set W0 =
W ∩ L2

0(Γh).
To derive the C0 IP method, we assume for the moment that φ is a smooth solution to (1.2). We use
the identity (2.12) with S = T ℓ ∈ T ℓ

h and sum over elements to obtain, for all ψ ∈ V ℓh ,

−

∫

Γ

(curlΓf)ψ =
∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

(∫

T ℓ

HΓ(φ) : HΓ(ψ) +

∫

T ℓ

∇Γφ · ∇Γψ −

∫

∂T ℓ

(t⊺
T ℓHΓ(φ)µT ℓ)(∇Γψ · µT ℓ)

)
,

where we used the continuity of ψ. Using the temporary smoothness assumption of φ, we have

∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

∫

∂T ℓ

(t⊺
T ℓHΓ(φ)µT ℓ)(∇Γψ · µT ℓ) =

∑

eℓ∈Eℓ
h

∫

eℓ
{{t⊺HΓ(φ)µ}}[[∇Γψ]].

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

ℓ(ψ) := −

∫

Γ

(curlΓf)ψ =
∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

∫

T ℓ

HΓ(φ) : HΓ(ψ) +

∫

Γ

∇Γφ · ∇Γψ −
∑

eℓ∈Eℓ
h

∫

eℓ
{{t⊺HΓ(φ)µ}}[[∇Γψ]]

−
∑

eℓ∈Eℓ
h

∫

eℓ
{{t⊺HΓ(ψ)µ}}[[∇Γφ]] + σ

∑

eℓ∈Eℓ
h

h−1
eℓ

∫

eℓ
[[∇Γφ]][[∇Γψ]] =: aℓh(φ, ψ),

where σ > 0 is a penalty parameter.
This calculation motivates the method: Find φh ∈ Vh,0 satisfying

ah(φh, ψ) = ℓh(ψ) :=

∫

Γh

fh · curlΓh
ψ ∀ψ ∈ Vh,0,(4.1)
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where fh is an approximation of f , defined on Γh, and

ah(φh, ψ) : =
∑

T∈Th

∫

T

HΓh
(φh) : HΓh

(ψ) +

∫

Γh

∇Γh
φh · ∇Γh

ψ −
∑

e∈Eh

∫

e

{{t⊺hHΓh
(φh)µh}}[[∇Γh

ψ]]

−
∑

e∈Eh

∫

e

{{t⊺hHΓh
(ψ)µh}}[[∇Γh

φh]] + σ
∑

e∈Eh

h−1
e

∫

e

[[∇Γh
φh]][[∇Γh

ψ]].

Without loss of generality, we assume fh · nh = 0.

4.1. Stability and Continuity estimates. To start the analysis of the C0 IP method (4.1) we define
the following three norms on W0:

‖ψ‖22,h =
∑

T∈Th

‖HΓh
(ψ)‖2L2(T ) + ‖∇Γh

ψ‖2L2(Γh)
+
∑

e∈Eh

h−1
e ‖[∇Γh

ψ]‖2L2(e),

|||ψ|||22,h = ‖ψ‖22,h +
∑

e∈Eh

he‖{{HΓh
(ψ)}}‖2L2(e),

|||ψ|||2Hh
= |||ψ|||22,h +

∑

T∈Th

|ψ|2H2(T ) +
∑

T∈Th

h2T |ψ|
2
H3(T ).

Analogous norms are also defined on the exact surface Γ:

‖ψ‖22 =
∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

‖HΓ(ψ)‖
2
L2(T ℓ) + ‖∇Γψ‖

2
L2(Γ) +

∑

eℓ∈Eℓ
h

h−1
eℓ

‖[∇Γψ]‖
2
L2(eℓ),

|||ψ|||22 = ‖ψ‖22 +
∑

eℓ∈Eℓ
h

heℓ‖{{HΓ(ψ)}}‖
2
L2(eℓ),

|||ψ|||2H = |||ψ|||22 +
∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

|ψ|2H2(T ℓ) +
∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

h2T ℓ |ψ|
2
H3(T ℓ).

The following proposition states some standard trace and inverse estimates.

Proposition 4.1. Let T ∈ Th and T ℓ ∈ T ℓ
h . Then there holds

(4.2)
‖ψ‖2L2(∂T ) . h−1

T ‖ψ‖2L2(T ) + hT ‖∇Γh
ψ‖2L2(T ) ∀ψ ∈ H1(T ),

‖ψ‖2L2(∂T ℓ) . h−1
T ‖ψ‖2L2(T ℓ) + hT ‖∇Γψ‖

2
L2(T ℓ) ∀ψ ∈ H1(T ℓ).

Moreover, for any ψ ◦ pkg ∈ Pk(T̄ ) with T̄ ∈ T̄h and k ∈ N, there holds (with T = pkg (T̄ )) the inverse
estimates (m ∈ N)

‖ψ‖Hm(T ) . h−mT ‖ψ‖L2(T ), ‖ψℓ‖Hm(T ℓ) . h−mT ‖ψℓ‖L2(T ℓ).(4.3)

Proof. The proof of the first trace inequality (4.2) follows from the standard trace inequality on affine
faces and mapping the result to T using (3.6). The second inequality in (4.2) follows from the first
and an equivalence of norms in (3.5). Likewise, the inverse inequalities (4.3) follow from the inverse
inequality on affine faces and (3.5)–(3.6). �

Proposition 4.2. There holds
∑

T∈Th

‖∇2
Γh
ψ‖2L2(T ) . ‖ψ‖22,h, and

∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

‖∇2
Γψ

ℓ‖2L2(T ℓ) . ‖ψℓ‖22 ∀ψ ∈ Vh.(4.4)

Consequently, we have the following norm equivalences:

‖ψ‖2,h ≈ |||ψ|||2,h ≈ |||ψ|||Hh
, and ‖ψℓ‖2 ≈ |||ψℓ|||2 ≈ |||ψℓ|||H ∀ψ ∈ Vh.(4.5)

Proof. The proof of (4.4) is given in Appendix B. The norm equivalences given in (4.5) then follow from
(4.4) and the inverse and trace estimates in Proposition 4.1. �



C0 IP METHOD FOR SURFACE STREAM FUNCTION 11

Lemma 4.3. There holds for all ψ, χ ∈W ,

|ah(ψ, χ)| ≤ (1 + σ)|||ψ|||2,h |||χ|||2,h ∀ψ, χ ∈W,

|aℓh(ψ, χ)| ≤ (1 + σ)|||ψ|||2 |||χ|||2 ∀ψ, χ ∈W ℓ.
(4.6)

Moreover, for any α ∈ (0, 1), there exists σ0 > 0 such that for σ ≥ σ0, there holds

(4.7) α‖ψ‖22,h ≤ ah(ψ, ψ) ∀ψ ∈ Vh, and α‖ψℓ‖22 ≤ aℓh(ψ
ℓ, ψℓ) ∀ψ ∈ Vh.

Consequently, there exists a unique solution to (4.1) provided σ is sufficiently large.

Proof. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

|ah(ψ, χ)| ≤
∑

T∈Th

‖HΓh
(ψ)‖L2(T ) ‖HΓh

(χ)‖L2(T ) + ‖∇Γh
ψ‖L2(Γh)

‖∇Γh
χ‖L2(Γh)

+
∑

e∈Eh

h
1
2
e ‖{{t⊺hHΓh

(ψ)µh}}‖L2(e) h
− 1

2
e ‖[[∇Γh

χ]]‖L2(e)

+
∑

e∈Eh

h
1
2
e ‖{{t⊺hHΓh

(χ)µh}}‖L2(e) h
− 1

2
e ‖[[∇Γh

ψ]]‖L2(e)

+
∑

e∈Eh

(
σh−1

e

) 1
2 ‖[[∇Γh

ψ]]‖L2(e)

(
σh−1

e

) 1
2 ‖[[∇Γh

χ]]‖L2(e)

≤ (1 + σ)|||ψ|||2,h |||χ|||2,h.

The second inequality in (4.6) is proved similarly.
Next, by Proposition 4.1, we find

∑

e∈Eh

he ‖{{t
⊺

hHΓh
(ψ)µh}}‖

2

L2(e) ≤ C
∑

T∈Th

‖HΓh
(ψ)‖

2
L2(T ) ∀ψ ∈ Vh

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

2
∑

e∈Eh

∫

e

{{t⊺hHΓh
(ψ)µh}}[[∇Γh

ψ]] ≤ ε
∑

e∈Eh

he ‖{{t
⊺

hHΓh
(ψ)µh}}‖

2

L2(e) + ε−1
∑

e∈Eh

h−1
e ‖[[∇Γh

ψ]]‖
2
L2(e)

≤ Cε
∑

T∈Th

‖HΓh
(ψ)‖

2
L2(T ) + ε−1

∑

e∈Eh

h−1
e ‖[[∇Γh

ψ]]‖
2
L2(e)

for any ε > 0. Given α ∈ (0, 1), we choose 1− Cε = α and take σ0 = α+ ε−1. Then for σ ≥ σ0,

ah(ψ, ψ) =
∑

T∈Th

‖HΓh
(ψ)‖

2
L2(T ) + ‖∇Γh

ψ‖
2
L2(Γh)

− 2
∑

e∈Eh

∫

e

{{t⊺hHΓh
(ψ)µh}}[[∇Γh

ψ]]

+ σ
∑

e∈Eh

he
−1 ‖[[∇Γh

ψ]]‖2L2(e)

≥
∑

T∈Th

‖HΓh
(ψ)‖

2
L2(T ) + α ‖∇Γh

ψ‖
2
L2(Γh)

− Cε
∑

T∈Th

‖HΓh
(ψ)‖

2
L2(T )

− ε−1
∑

e∈Eh

h−1
e ‖[[∇Γh

ψ]]‖
2
L2(e) + σ

∑

e∈Eh

he
−1 ‖[[∇Γh

ψ]]‖
2
L2(e)

≥ α‖ψ‖22,h.

The second coercivity result in (4.7) follows from the exact same arguments, but using the second
inequalities in (4.2)–(4.3) instead of the first. �

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 ℓ(·) and ℓh(·), as well
as the bilinear forms aℓh(·, ·) and ah(·, ·). An upper bound of the former is given in the next result. Its
proof is found in Appendix C.
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Lemma 5.1. There holds for all ψ ∈ Vh,

∣∣ℓ(ψℓ)− ℓh(ψ)
∣∣ ≤ ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)|||ψ

ℓ|||H ,(5.1)

where

(5.2) F ℓh = (I− dH)−1

(
I−

(Pnh)⊗ (Phn)

n · nh

)
f ℓh.

Remark 5.2. Note that, by (3.1), ‖F ℓh − f ℓh‖L2(Γ) . hkg+1‖f ℓh‖L2(Γ), and therefore ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ) .

‖f − f ℓh‖L2(Γ) + hkg+1‖f ℓh‖L2(Γ).

To prove analogous results for the discrete bilinear forms aℓh(·, ·) and ah(·, ·), we require two technical
preliminary results. The proofs of the next two lemmas are given in Appendix C.

Lemma 5.3. There holds for all ψ ∈W ℓ,

‖(HΓ(ψ))
e −HΓh

(ψe)‖L2(Th) . hkg |||ψ|||H ,(5.3)

‖(∇Γψ)
e −∇Γh

ψe‖L2(Th) . hkg |||ψ|||H ,(5.4)

h−
1
2 ‖([[∇Γψ]])

e − [[∇Γh
ψe]]‖L2(Eh) . hkg |||ψ|||H ,(5.5)

h
1
2 ‖({{t⊺HΓ(ψ)µ}})

e − {{t⊺hHΓh
(ψe)µh}}‖L2(Eh) . hkg |||ψ|||H .(5.6)

Lemma 5.4. For ψ, χ ∈ H3(Γ), the following integral estimates hold:

(
(HΓ(ψ))

e, (HΓ(χ))
e −HΓh

(χe)
)
Γh

. hkg+1‖ψ‖H3(Γ)‖χ‖H3(Γ),(5.7)
(
(∇Γψ)

e, (∇Γχ)
e −∇Γh

χe
)
Γh

. hkg+1‖ψ‖H3(Γ)‖χ‖H3(Γ),(5.8)
(
({{t⊺HΓ(ψ)µ}})

e, ([[∇Γχ]])
e − [[∇Γh

χe]]
)
Eh
. h2kg−1‖ψ‖H3(Γ)‖χ‖H3(Γ).(5.9)

Lemma 5.5. There holds for ψ, χ ∈W ,

∣∣aℓh(ψℓ, χℓ)− ah(ψ, χ)
∣∣ . hkg |||ψℓ|||H |||χℓ|||H .(5.10)

Proof. The bilinear forms aℓh(·, ·) and ah(·, ·) each consists of four terms, and the estimate (5.10) is
derived estimating each of them using Lemma 5.3. For example, using (5.3) and (3.3), we have for
ψ, χ ∈W ,

∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

∫

T ℓ

HΓ(ψ
ℓ) : HΓ(χ

ℓ)−
∑

T∈Th

∫

T

HΓh
(ψ) : HΓh

(χ)

=
∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

∫

T ℓ

(
HΓ(ψ

ℓ) : HΓ(χ
ℓ)− µ−1

h (HΓh
(ψ))ℓ : (HΓh

(χ))ℓ
)

≤
∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

(
‖HΓ(ψ

ℓ)− µ−1
h (HΓh

(ψ))ℓ‖L2(T ℓ)‖HΓ(χ
ℓ)‖L2(T ℓ)

+ ‖µ−1
h (HΓh

(ψ))ℓ‖L2(T ℓ)‖(HΓh
(χ))ℓ −HΓ(χ

ℓ)‖L2(T ℓ)

)
. hkg |||ψℓ|||H |||χℓ|||H .

The other terms are handled in the exact same way, but using (5.4)–(5.6) and (3.3)–(3.4). �

Lemma 5.6. There holds for ψ, χ ∈ H3(Γ),

∣∣aℓh(ψ, χ)− ah(ψ
e, χe)

∣∣ .
(
hkg+1 + h2kg−1

)
‖ψ‖H3(Γ)‖χ‖H3(Γ).(5.11)
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Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 5.5, the bilinear forms aℓh(·, ·) and ah(·, ·) each consists of four
terms, and the estimate (5.11) is obtained by utilizing Lemma 5.4. For example,∫

Γ

HΓ(ψ) : HΓ(χ)−

∫

Γh

HΓh
(ψe) : HΓh

(χe)

=

∫

Γh

(HΓ(ψ))
e : (HΓ(χ))

e −

∫

Γh

HΓh
(ψe) : HΓh

(χe) +

∫

Γh

(µh − 1)(HΓ(ψ))
e : (HΓ(χ))

e

=

∫

Γh

(
(HΓ(ψ))

e −HΓh
(ψe)

)
: (HΓ(χ))

e −

∫

Γh

(HΓ(ψ))
e :
(
HΓh

(χe)− (HΓ(χ))
e
)

−

∫

Γh

(
HΓh

(ψe)− (HΓ(ψ))
e
)
:
(
HΓh

(χe)− (HΓ(χ))
e
)
+

∫

Γh

(µh − 1)(HΓ(ψ))
e : (HΓ(χ))

e.

We then apply (3.3), (5.7), and (5.3) to obtain∣∣∣∣
∫

Γ

HΓ(ψ) : HΓ(χ)−

∫

Γh

HΓh
(ψe) : HΓh

(χe)

∣∣∣∣

. hkg+1‖ψ‖H3(Γ)‖χ‖H3(Γ) + h2kg |||ψ|||H |||χ|||H + hkg+1‖ψ‖H2(Γ)‖χ‖H2(Γ)

. hkg+1‖ψ‖H3(Γ)‖χ‖H3(Γ).

The other terms in
∣∣aℓh(ψ, χ)− ah(ψ

e, χe)
∣∣ are handled similarly, but using (5.8)–(5.9) and (5.4)–(5.6).

�

6. Convergence Analysis

Let π̄h : C(Γ̄h) → V̄h denote the standard Lagrange nodal interpolant onto the space of piecewise
polynomials of degree ≤ k with respect to the affine mesh T̄h. We then set πh : C(Γh) → Vh to be the
corresponding interpolant on the polynomial-mapped mesh, defined such that πhψ =

(
π̄h(ψ◦pkg)

)
◦p−1

kg
.

Likewise, we define πℓh : C(Γ) → V ℓh to be πℓhψ =
(
πh(ψ ◦ p)

)
◦ p|−1

Γh
, the lifted interpolant on Γ. This

interpolant satisfies (cf. [10, (2.23)])

|ψ − πℓhψ|Hm(T ℓ) . hr−m‖ψ‖Hr(T ℓ), 0 ≤ m ≤ r(6.1)

for all ψ ∈ Hr(T ℓ) with 2 ≤ r ≤ k + 1. Consequently, by the trace inequalities in Proposition 4.1 and
the definition of ||| · |||2 there holds

|||ψ − πℓhψ|||2 . hr−2‖ψ‖Hr(Γ) ∀ψ ∈ Hr(Γ),(6.2)

and |||πℓhψ|||H . |||πℓhψ|||2 . ‖πℓhψ‖2 . ‖ψ‖H2(Γ).

Theorem 6.1. Let φ be the exact solution to (1.2), and let φh ∈ Vh,0 solve the C0 IP method (4.1). If
φ ∈ Hr(Γ) with 3 ≤ r ≤ k + 1, then there holds

|||φ − φℓh|||2 . (hr−2 + hkg )‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ),(6.3)

where F ℓh is given by (5.2).

Proof. Using the coercivity and continuity of aℓh(·, ·) (cf. Lemma 4.3) and Strang’s lemma, we obtain

|||φ − φℓh|||2 . inf
ψ∈Vh

(
|||φ − ψℓ|||2 + sup

χ∈Vh

∣∣aℓh(ψℓ, χℓ)− ah(ψ, χ)
∣∣

|||χℓ|||2

)
+ sup
χ∈Vh

∣∣ℓ(χℓ)− ℓh(χ)
∣∣

|||χℓ|||2
.

Taking ψ = πhφ
e in the infimum and applying (5.10), (4.5), (5.1), (6.2) and the stability bound ‖πℓhφ‖2 .

‖φ‖H2(Γ) yields

|||φ − φℓh|||2 .

(
|||φ − πℓhφ|||2 + sup

χ∈Vh

∣∣aℓh(πℓhφ, χℓ)− ah(πhφ
e, χ)

∣∣
|||χℓ|||2

)
+ sup
χ∈Vh

∣∣ℓ(χℓ)− ℓh(χ)
∣∣

|||χℓ|||2

. |||φ − πℓhφ|||2 + hkg |||πℓhφ|||H + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)

. hr−2‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + hkg‖φ‖H2(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ).
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�

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 D.

Lemma 6.2. Let m ∈ {0, 1} and χ ∈ H−m(Γ). Let u ∈ H2(Γ) with
∫
Γ u = 0 satisfy

1

2
∆2

Γu+ divΓ((K − 1)∇Γu) = χ on Γ.

Then there holds u ∈ H4−m(Γ) with ‖u‖H4−m(Γ) . ‖χ‖H−m(Γ).

Theorem 6.3. Let φ be the exact solution to (1.2) and let φh ∈ Vh,0 solve the C0 IP method (4.1). If
φ ∈ Hr(Γ) with 3 ≤ r ≤ k + 1, then there holds for m ∈ {0, 1},

∥∥∇m
Γ (φ − φℓh)

∥∥
L2(Γ)

.
(
hr−m + hkg+2−m + hkg+r−2 + h2kg−1

)
‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ),

where m = m for k ≥ 3, and m = 1 for k = 2. In particular, if φ ∈ Hk+1(Γ) there holds

‖∇m
Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ) .

{ (
h2 + hkg+1 + h2kg−1

)
‖φ‖H3(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ) if k = 2,

(
hk+1−m + hkg+2−m + h2kg−1

)
‖φ‖Hk+1(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ) if k ≥ 3.

Proof. Let u ∈ H2(Γ) with
∫
Γ
u = 0 satisfy

1

2
∆2

Γu+ divΓ((K − 1)∇Γu) = (−∆Γ)
m(φ − φℓh) ∈ H−m(Γ) on Γ (m = 0, 1),

so that by Lemma 6.2, u ∈ H4−m(Γ) with

(6.4) ‖u‖H4−m(Γ) . ‖(∆Γ)
m(φ− φℓh)‖H−m(Γ) . ‖∇m

Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ).

Note that, by the consistency of the scheme,

aℓh(ψ, u) =
〈
ψ, (−∆Γ)

m(φ− φℓh)
〉
Γ

∀ψ ∈ W,

and therefore

‖∇m
Γ (φ− φℓh)‖

2
L2(Γ)

= aℓh
(
φ− φℓh, u

)

= aℓh
(
φ− φℓh, u− πℓhu

)
+ aℓh

(
φ− φℓh, π

ℓ
hu
)

= aℓh
(
φ− φℓh, u− πℓhu

)
+
[
ℓ(πℓhu)− ℓh(πhu

e)
]
+
[
ah(φh, πhu

e)− aℓh(φ
ℓ
h, π

ℓ
hu)
]

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

(6.5)

Let us estimate each term in (6.5) separately. First, note that

|||u − πℓhu|||2 . h2−m‖u‖H4−m(Γ) . h2−m‖∇m
Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ).(6.6)

Then, by the continuity estimate of aℓh(·, ·) in Lemma 4.3 and (6.3), there holds

I1 = aℓh
(
φ− φℓh, u− πℓhu

)

. |||φ − φℓh|||2|||u − πℓhu|||2

.
(
(hr−m + hkg+2−m)‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + h2−m‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)

)
‖∇m

Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ).

(6.7)

Next, due to (5.1), the stability bound |||πℓhu|||H . ‖u‖H2(Γ) and (6.4),

I2 = ℓ(πℓhu)− ℓh(πhu
e) . ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)|||π

ℓ
hu|||H . ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)‖∇

m
Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ).(6.8)
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Now, we consider the following in (6.5),

I3 = ah(φh, πhu
e)− aℓh(φ

ℓ
h, π

ℓ
hu)

=
[
ah
(
φh, πhu

e − ue
)
− aℓh

(
φℓh, π

ℓ
hu− u

)]
+
[
ah
(
φh − φe, ue

)
− aℓh

(
φℓh − φ, u

)]

+
[
ah(φ

e, ue)− aℓh(φ, u)
]

=: I3,1 + I3,2 + I3,3.

(6.9)

Estimate I3,1: Applying (4.5), (6.2) and (6.3) yields

|||φ − φℓh|||H ≤ |||φ − πℓhφ|||H + |||πℓhφ− φℓh|||H

. hr−2‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + |||πℓhφ− φ|||2 + |||φ − φℓh|||2

. (hr−2 + hkg )‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ).

(6.10)

Therefore, |||φℓh|||H . ‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ), and so by (5.10), (4.5) and (6.6),

I3,1 = ah
(
φh, πhu

e − ue
)
− aℓh

(
φℓh, π

ℓ
hu− u

)

. hkg |||φℓh|||H |||πℓhu− u|||H

. hkg+2−m
(
‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)

)
‖∇m

Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ).

(6.11)

Estimate I3,2: Using (5.10), (6.10), (4.5), and (6.4),

I3,2 = ah
(
φh − φe, ue

)
− aℓh

(
φℓh − φ, u

)

. hkg |||φℓh − φ|||H |||u|||H

. hkg
(
(hr−2 + hkg )‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)

)
‖∇m

Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ).

(6.12)

Estimate I3,3: By (5.11) and (6.4),

I3,3 = ah(φ
e, ue)− aℓh(φ, u)

. (h2kg−1 + hkg+1)‖φ‖H3(Γ)‖u‖H3(Γ)

. (h2kg−1 + hkg+1)‖φ‖Hr(Γ)‖∇
m
Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ).

(6.13)

Combining (6.9), (6.11), (6.12) and (6.13) yields

I3 .

(
(
hkg+2−m + hr−2+kg + h2kg + h2kg−1 + hkg+1

)
‖φ‖Hr(Γ)

+
(
hkg+2−m + hkg

)
‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)

)
‖∇m

Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ)

. hkg
((
h2−m + hr−2 + hkg−1

)
‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)

)
‖∇m

Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ).

(6.14)

It follows from (6.5), (6.7), (6.8) and (6.14) that

‖∇m
Γ (φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ) .

(
hr−m + hkg+2−m + hkg+2−m + hkg+r−2 + h2kg−1

)
‖φ‖Hr(Γ)

+
(
h2−m + 1 + hkg

)
‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)

.
(
hr−m + hkg+2−m + hkg+r−2 + h2kg−1

)
‖φ‖Hr(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)

�

Corollary 6.4. Let φ be the exact solution to (1.2) and let φh ∈ Vh,0 solve the C0 IP method (4.1).
Define u := curlΓφ and uh := curlΓh

φh. If φ ∈ Hk+1(Γ), then

‖u− Ppuh‖L2(Γ) . (hk + hkg+1 + h2kg−1)‖φ‖Hk+1(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ),

where
Ppuh ◦ p = µ−1

h (P− dH)uh

is the Piola transform of uh with respect to the closest point projection p.
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Proof. Using (C.2) below, we can conclude Ppuh = Pp(curlΓh
φh) = curlΓφ

ℓ
h. Therefore by applying

the result from the particular case m = 1 in Theorem 6.3 yields

‖u− Ppuh‖L2(Γ) = ‖curlΓφ− curlΓφ
ℓ
h‖L2(Γ)

= ‖n×∇Γ(φ− φℓh)‖L2(Γ)

. (hk + hkg+1 + h2kg−1)‖φ‖Hk+1(Γ) + ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ).

�

7. Numerical Experiments

In the numerical experiments, we consider an ellipsoid Γ = {x ∈ R
3 : Ψ(x) = 0 : Ψ(x) = x21 + x22/2 +

x23/2− 1}, and take the stream function solution as φ(x) = ex1(cos(x2) + x3) and the pressure solution
as p(x) = x1x2x3. We determine the velocity u = curlΓφ and the force f on the right hand side of
(1.1a) through Mathematica. These expressions for u and f are well-defined on R

3, and we respectively
take uce and fce to be these expressions defined on Γh. In all of the numerical experiments, we take
fh = fce, and note that (cf. Lemma 5.1 and Remark 5.2)

(7.1) ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ) . hkg+1.

Using NGSolve [28], we solve the C0 IP method (4.1) for various values of k and kg while varying h,
and also compute the approximate velocity function uh = curlΓh

φh. We compute the errors on Γh, and
therefore we need to map both the exact stream function φ and velocity u to the discrete surface Γh.
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:

φe = φ ◦ p, Pp−1u = µh

(
I−

n⊗ nh
n · nh

)
(I− dH)−1(u ◦ p).

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

ñ(x) =
∇Ψ(x)

|∇Ψ(x)|
, d̃(x) =

Ψ(x)

|∇Ψ(x)|
, p̃(x) = x− d̃(x)ñ(x), x ∈ Γh.

We then have |d(x)− d̃(x)| = O(d) = O(hkg+1), and

|n(x) − ñ(x)| =

∣∣∣∣
∇Ψ(p(x))

|∇Ψ(p(x))|
−

∇Ψ(x)

|∇Ψ(x)|

∣∣∣∣ . |p(x)− x| = O(hkg+1).

Therefore |p(x) − p̃(x)| = O(hkg+1), although p̃(x) does not necessarily lie on Γ.
Similar to above, we let

φce(x) = ex1(cos(x2) + x3), x ∈ Γh,

be the canonical extension of φ and set

φ̃e = φce ◦ p̃,

as the approximate extension to φ. These extensions satisfy |φe(x)−φ̃e(x)| . hkg+1 and |φe(x)−φce(x)| .
hkg+1. Therefore, Theorem 6.3 with m = 0 and (7.1) yield

‖φ̃e − φh‖L2(Γh) .

{
h2 + hkg+1 + h2kg−1 k = 2
hk+1 + hkg+1 + h2kg−1 k ≥ 3

,(7.2)

and the same orders of convergence hold for ‖φce − φh‖L2(Γh).
We map the exact velocity u to Γh using an approximate Piola transform

P̃p−1u :=

(
I−

(ñ ◦ p̃)⊗ nh
(ñ ◦ p̃) · nh

)
(uce ◦ p̃).

Note that |P̃p−1u − Pp−1u| = O(d) = O(hkg+1), and so ‖P̃p−1u − uh‖L2(Γh) has the same order of
convergence as stated in Corollary 6.4:

(7.3) ‖P̃p−1u− uh‖L2(Γ) . hk + hkg+1 + h2kg−1.
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However, |uce − Pp−1u| = O(hkg ) on Γh, and therefore Corollary 6.4 only yields

(7.4) ‖uce − uh‖L2(Γ) . hk + hkg .

The errors for ‖φ̃e − φh‖L2(Γh) and ‖P̃p−1u− uh‖L2(Γh) are provided in Table 1. For the velocity error,
we see rates of convergence that are in agreement with (7.3), except in the case kg = 1, where we observe
second-order convergence, instead of first order. This suggests that the term h2kg−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(hk+1) for k ≥ 3 in the isoparametric
setting kg = k, which is in agreement with the theoretical estimate (7.2). However, we also observe the
optimal order O(h4) in the case k = 3 and kg = 2, and the order O(h4) for k = 4 and kg = 2. Similar to
the velocity error, we also observe second-order convergence in the case kg = 1. The rates of convergence
for k = 4 and kg ∈ {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 ‖φce−φh‖L2(Γh) and ‖uce−uh‖L2(Γ2h) in Table 2. Here, we see exact agreement
with the expected rates of convergence of the velocity given in (7.4). Likewise, the stream function error
convergence rates conform to the theoretical estimate (7.2), except in the case kg = 1, where we observe
second-order convergence.
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Table 2. Convergence for the stream function φh and the velocity uh. We list the
theoretical rates of convergence (7.2) and (7.4) in blue.

k kg h ‖φce − φh‖L2(Γh) Rate ‖uce − uh‖L2(Γh) Rate

2

1

0.2 0.03561 (1) 0.24536 (1)
0.1 0.00851 2.06441 0.12290 0.99739
0.05 0.00231 1.88026 0.06283 0.96780
0.025 0.00057 2.00569 0.03075 1.03081

2

0.2 0.01295 (2) 0.03845 (2)
0.1 0.00353 1.87321 0.01019 1.91520
0.05 0.00097 1.85674 0.00280 1.86293
0.025 0.00022 2.10950 0.00066 2.07623

3

1

0.2 0.06046 (1) 0.24972 (1)
0.1 0.01490 2.02080 0.12343 1.01652
0.05 0.00411 1.85740 0.06292 0.97214
0.025 0.00101 2.02480 0.03076 1.03225

2

0.2 0.00014 (3) 0.00406 (2)
0.1 1.80827e-05 3.04799 0.00098 2.04314
0.05 2.29863e-06 2.97576 0.00026 1.91730
0.025 2.77898e-07 3.04814 6.16448e-05 2.08103

3

0.2 0.00040 (4) 0.00310 (3)
0.1 2.90516e-05 3.78777 0.00040 2.93645
0.05 2.06015e-06 3.81779 5.32761e-05 2.92893
0.025 1.28190e-07 4.00638 6.62167e-06 3.00822
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1

0.2 0.05748 (1) 0.24858 (1)
0.1 0.01416 2.02110 0.12329 1.01163
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0.025 0.00096 2.02019 0.03076 1.03186

2

0.2 0.00015 (3) 0.00395 (2)
0.1 1.85841e-05 3.04004 0.00097 2.01542
0.05 2.30884e-06 3.00883 0.00026 1.90815
0.025 2.77587e-07 3.5615 6.16184e-05 2.07937

3

0.2 1.87417e-05 (4) 0.00109 (3)
0.1 1.43958e-06 3.70253 0.00014 2.88171
0.05 8.56107e-08 4.07171 2.05907e-05 2.85533
0.025 6.32045e-09 3.75969 2.46611e-06 3.06168

4

0.2 4.21651e-06 (5) 0.00011 (4)
0.1 1.67527e-07 4.65358 8.62432e-06 3.73354
0.05 5.10129e-09 5.03738 5.29696e-07 4.02517
0.025 1.19894e-08 -1.23282 3.52220e-08 3.91061
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Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 2.7

We start with applying (2.3) to obtain the identity

DiD
2
jφ = DjDiDjφ+ ni(H∇ΓDjφ)j − nj(H∇ΓDjφ)i i, j = 1, 2, 3.

Furthermore, (2.3) and D2
Γφn = 0 also yields n⊺D2

Γφ = −∇Γφ
⊺H. Using these two identities and

Lemma 2.5 then get

∫

S

(∆2
Γφ)ψ = −

3∑

i,j=1

∫

S

(
DjDiDjφ+ ni(H∇ΓDjφ)j − nj(H∇ΓDjφ)i

)
Diψ +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ

=

3∑

i,j=1

(∫

S

(DiDjφ)(DjDiψ)−

∫

S

(DiDjφ)Diψtr(H)nj −

∫

∂S

(DiDjφ)Diψ(µS)j

)

+

3∑

i,j=1

∫

S

nj(H∇ΓDjφ)iDiψ +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ

=

∫

S

D2
Γφ : D2

Γψ
⊺ +

∫

S

∇Γφ
⊺(tr(H)H−H2)∇Γψ

+

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ −

∫

∂S

µ
⊺

SD
2
Γφ∇Γψ.

Continuing, we use (2.3) and the identity n⊺D2
Γφ = −∇Γφ

⊺H once again to obtain
∫

S

(∆2
Γφ)ψ =

∫

S

(D2
Γφ :

(
D2

Γψ + n⊗ (H∇Γψ)− (H∇Γψ)⊗ n
)

+

∫

S

∇Γφ
⊺(tr(H)H−H2)∇Γψ +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ −

∫

∂S

µ
⊺

SD
2
Γφ∇Γψ

=

∫

S

D2
Γφ : D2

Γψ +

∫

S

n⊺D2
ΓφH∇Γψ

+

∫

S

∇Γφ
⊺(tr(H)H−H2)∇Γψ +

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ −

∫

∂S

µ
⊺

SD
2
Γφ∇Γψ

=

∫

S

D2
Γφ : D2

Γψ +

∫

S

∇Γφ
⊺(tr(H)H− 2H2)∇Γψ

+

∫

∂S

(∇Γ∆Γφ · µS)ψ −

∫

∂S

µ
⊺

SD
2
Γφ∇Γψ.

Finally we calculate

D2
Γφ : D2

Γψ −∇2
Γφ : ∇2

Γψ = D2
Γφ : D2

Γψ − (PD2
Γφ) : (PD

2
Γψ)

= ((I−P)D2
Γφ) : D

2
Γψ

= (n⊺D2
Γφ) · (n

⊺D2
Γψ) = ∇Γφ

⊺H2∇Γψ.

and use the identity tr(H)H−H2 = KP [19], to obtain the desired result.

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 4.2

The proof of (4.4) relies on a discrete Korn-type inequality for surface BDM spaces, which we now define.
Recall T̄h is the set of faces of the polyhedral approximation to Γ, and Th = {pkg (T̄ ) : T̄ ∈ T̄h}. Let

T̂ ⊂ R
2 be the reference simplex with vertices (0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), and for T̄ ∈ T̄h, let FT̄ : T̂ → T̄ be

an affine diffeomorphism. We then set FT = pkg ◦ FT̄ : T̂ → T ∈ Th where T = pkg (T̄ ). We also set

FT ℓ = p ◦ FT : T̂ → T ℓ ∈ T ℓ
h where T ℓ = p(T ).

For an integer k ≥ 1, let Pk(T̂ ) 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



C0 IP METHOD FOR SURFACE STREAM FUNCTION 21

by, respectively,

Σh = {q ∈H(divΓh
; Γh) : q|T = PFT

q̂, ∃q̂ ∈ [Pk−1(T̂ )]
2 ∀T ∈ Th},(B.1)

Σℓh = {q ∈H(divΓ; Γ) : q|T = PF ℓ
T
q̂, ∃q̂ ∈ [Pk−1(T̂ )]

2 ∀T ∈ Th},(B.2)

where

PFT
q̂ =

DFT√
det(DF ⊺

TDFT )
q̂, PF

Tℓ
q̂ =

DFT ℓ√
det(DF ⊺

T ℓDFT ℓ)
q̂

are the Piola transform of q̂ with respect to FT and FT ℓ , respectively.

B.1. Relationships between the surface Langrage and BDM spaces. We write x = FT (x̂) with

x ∈ T and x̂ ∈ T̂ , and to ease the presentation, we set

A = A(x̂) = DFT (x̂).

Lemma B.1. There holds curlΓh
ψ ∈ Σh for all ψ ∈ Vh and curlΓψ ∈ Σℓh for all ψ ∈ V ℓh .

Proof. We only prove the first assertion, as the second is proved identically.
We first show that curlΓh

ψ|T = PFT
q̂ for some q̂ ∈ [Pk−1(T̂ )]

2 ∀T ∈ Th. Fixing T ∈ Th, we calculate
using the chain and product rules,

(B.3) ∇∇x̂ = (A⊺A)−1A⊺ =: C

Next, let ψ ∈ Vh and let ψ̂ ∈ Pk(T̂ ) be related via ψ|T (x) = ψ̂(x̂) with x = FT (x̂). The outward normal
of Γh restricted to T is nT = t2 × t1/|t2 × t1|, where we assume that FT is the bijection such that tj is
the jth column of A. We also set

S =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
.

We then have by the chain rule and (B.3),

(curlΓh
ψ)(x) = n×

T∇ψ(x) = n
×

TC
⊺∇̂ψ̂(x̂) = n×

TC
⊺S−1ĉurlψ̂(x̂),

where ĉurlψ̂(x̂) = (∂ψ̂/∂x̂2,−∂ψ̂/∂x̂1)
⊺. A short calculation reveals n×

T C
⊺S−1 = DFT /|t2 × t1| =

DFT /
√
det(DF ⊺

TDFT ), and so

(curlΓh
ψ)(x) =

(
DFT√

det(DF ⊺

TDFT )
ĉurlψ̂

)
(x̂) = PFT

ĉurlψ̂.

Thus, curlΓh
ψ|T = PFT

q̂ for some q̂ ∈ [Pk−1]
2.

It remains to show curlΓh
ψ ∈ H(divh; Γh), i.e., curlΓh

ψ has co-normal continuity. To this end, let
e = ∂T+ ∩ ∂T− ∈ Eh be an edge with T± ∈ Th. Let µ± and n± be the outward unit co-normal and
normal, respectively, of ∂T± restricted to e, and set ψ± = ψ|T±

. We also let t± = µ± × n± to be the
vector tangent to e and note that t+ = −t−. On e we have

(curlΓh
ψ+) · µ+ + (curlΓh

ψ−) · µ− = (n+ ×∇Γh
ψ+) · µ+ + (n− ×∇Γh

ψ−) · µ−

= (µ+ × n+) · ∇Γh
ψ+ + (µ− × n−) · ∇Γh

ψ−

= t+ · ∇Γh
ψ+ + t− · ∇Γh

ψ− = 0,

where we used the continuity of ψ in the last equality. Thus we conclude curlΓh
ψ ∈H(divΓh

; Γh), and
so curlΓh

ψ ∈ Σh. �
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B.2. Proof of inequalities (4.4).

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

(B.4) ‖∇∇Γh
q‖L2(Th) . ‖EΓh

q‖L2(Th) +

(∑

e∈Eh

h−1 ‖[q]‖
2
L2(e)

) 1
2

+ ‖q‖L2(Γh)
∀q ∈ Σh,

where, on e = ∂T+ ∩ ∂T− ∈ Eh, [q] = q+ − q−.
Using Lemma B.1, we take q = curlΓh

ψ ∈ Σh to obtain

‖∇∇Γh
curlΓh

ψ‖L2(Th) . ‖HΓh
(ψ)‖L2(Th) +

(∑

e∈Eh

h−1 ‖[curlΓh
ψ]‖

2
L2(e)

) 1
2

+ ‖∇Γh
ψ‖L2(Γh).(B.5)

On e = ∂T+ ∩ ∂T−, we use the fact that {tT±
,µT±

,nT±
} is an orthonormal basis to write

curlΓh
ψ± = (µT±

· ∇Γh
ψ±)tT±

−
(
tT±

· ∇Γh
ψ±

)
µT±

.

Thus, using the continuity of ψ, we have

[curlΓh
ψ] =

((
µT+

· ∇Γh
ψ+

)
tT+ − (tT+ · ∇Γh

ψ+)µT+

)
− ((µT− · ∇Γh

ψ−) tT− − (tT− · ∇Γh
ψ−)µT−)

= [[∇Γh
ψ]]tT+

−
(
tT+

· ∇Γh
ψ+

) (
µT+

+ µT−

)
.

It then follows from Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 4.1 that

∑

e∈Eh

‖[curlΓh
ψ]‖2L2(e) .

∑

e∈Eh

‖[[∇Γh
ψ]]‖2L2(e) + ‖∇Γh

ψ‖2L2(Γh)
.

We apply this estimate to (B.5), obtaining

‖∇∇Γh
curlΓh

ψ‖L2(Th) . ‖HΓh
(ψ)‖L2(Th) + h−

1
2

(∑

e∈Eh

h−1
e ‖[[∇Γh

ψ]]‖2L2(e)

)1/2

+ ‖∇Γh
ψ‖L2(Γh) . ‖ψ‖2,h.

Finally, we use (2.6) and the identity n×

hn
×

h = −Ph to get

|∇∇Γh
curlΓh

ψ|
2
= tr

((
n×

h∇
2
Γh
ψ
)⊺ (

n×

h∇
2
Γh
ψ
))

= tr
(
−∇2

Γh
ψn×

hn
×

h∇
2
Γh
ψ
)
=
∣∣∇2

Γh
ψ
∣∣2 ,

and so ‖∇2
Γh
ψ‖L2(Th) . ‖ψ‖2,h. Thus, the first inequality in (4.4) holds. The proof of the second

inequality is nearly identical, so is omitted. �

Appendix C. Proofs for Results in Section 5

The proofs of Lemmas 5.1–5.4 require an intermediate result, which provides relationships between
differential operators on Γ and Γh. 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 Γh,

∇Γh
ψ = Ph(P− dH)(∇Γψ

ℓ)e,(C.1)

curlΓh
ψ = n×

hPh(P− dH)(∇Γψ
ℓ)e

= µh

(
I−

n⊗ nh
n · nh

)
(I− dH)−1(curlΓψ

ℓ)e,
(C.2)

∇2
Γh
ψ = Ph

(
(∇2

Γψ
ℓ)e − dH(∇2

Γψ
ℓ)e − d(∇2

Γψ
ℓ)eH+ d2H(∇2

Γψ
ℓ)eH

)
Ph

− (Phn)⊗ (H(∇Γψ
ℓ)e)Ph − (PhH(∇Γψ

ℓ)e)⊗ (Phn)

− dPh∇H(∇Γψ
ℓ)ePh,

(C.3)
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where

(C.4) (∇Hv)i,j =

3∑

k=1

∂Hi,k

∂xj
vk.

Proof. Identity (C.1): Since ψℓ is constant along normals, we have ψℓ = ψℓ ◦ p. Likewise, we have
n = n ◦ p. Thus, taking the gradient of ψℓ = ψℓ ◦ p yields

∇ψℓ = (I− dH)P∇ψℓ ◦ p

= (I− dH)(P ◦ p)(∇ψℓ ◦ p)

= (I− dH)(∇Γψ
ℓ)e.

(C.5)

Consequently,

∇Γh
ψ = Ph∇ψ

ℓ = Ph(I− dH)(∇Γψ
ℓ)e,

or

(∇Γh
ψ)ℓ = Ph(I− dH)∇Γψ

ℓ.

Identities (C.2): The first identity in (C.2) follows from (C.1) and the definition of the surface curl
operator. To prove the second identity in (C.2), we recall

curlΓh
ψ = n×

hPh(P− dH)(∇Γψ
ℓ)e =⇒ (curlΓh

ψ)ℓ = n×

hPh(P− dH)∇Γψ
ℓ.

Note that

−n×curlΓψ
ℓ = −n×n×∇Γψ

ℓ = P∇Γψ
ℓ = ∇Γψ

ℓ.

Thus,

(curlΓh
ψ)ℓ = −n×

hPh(P− dH)n×curlΓψ
ℓ

=
(
− n×

hn
× + dn×

hHn
×
)
curlΓψ

ℓ.

Now a direct calculation shows

Hn× − (Hn×)⊺ = (∇ · n)n× = tr(H)n×.

Consequently by the skew-symmetry of n×, there holds

n×

hHn
× = n×

hn
×(tr(H)I−H).

Thus, we have

(curlΓh
ψ)ℓ = n×

hn
×
([
dtr(H)− 1

]
I− dH

)
curlΓψ

ℓ

= ((n · nh)I− n⊗ nh)
([
1− dtr(H)

]
I+ dH

)
curlΓψ

ℓ.

Noting that

(I− dH)
([
1− dtr(H)

]
I+ dH

)
= I− dtr(H)I+ d2(tr(H)H−H2)

= I− dtr(H)I+ d2KP,

and 1− dtr(H) + d2K = (1− dκ1)(1 − dκ2), we have

(curlΓh
ψ)ℓ = (1− dκ1)(1 − dκ2)((n · nh)I− n⊗ nh)(I − dH)−1curlΓψ

ℓ

= µh

(
I−

n⊗ nh
n · nh

)
(I− dH)−1curlΓψ

ℓ.

Identity (C.3): We take the derivative of

∂ψℓ

∂xi
(x) =

(
∇p(x)∇ψℓ(p(x))

)
i
=
(
∇p(x)⊺∇ψℓ(p(x))

)
i
=

3∑

k=1

∂pk
∂xi

(x)
∂ψℓ

∂xk
(p(x)),
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and use the chain rule to compute

(∇2ψℓ)i,j =
(
(I− dH)P(∇2ψℓ)e(I− dH)P

)
i,j

+

3∑

k=1

(∇ψℓ)ek
∂2pk
∂xi∂xj

.(C.6)

We have

∂2pk
∂xi∂xj

= −
∂nk
∂xj

ni − nk
∂nj
∂xi

− nj
∂nk
∂xi

− d
∂2nk
∂xi∂xj

= −Hj,kni − nkHi,j − njHi,k − d
∂Hi,k

∂xj
,

and so

3∑

k=1

(∇ψℓ)ek
∂2pk
∂xi∂xj

= −
(
n⊗ (H(∇ψℓ)e) +H(n · (∇ψℓ)e) + (H(∇ψℓ)e)⊗ n+ d∇H(∇ψℓ)e

)
i,j

= −
(
n⊗ (H(∇Γψ

ℓ)e) + (H(∇Γψ
ℓ)e)⊗ n+ d∇H(∇Γψ

ℓ)e
)
i,j
,

(C.7)

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

∇2ψℓ = (I− dH)P(∇2ψℓ)eP(I− dH)

−
(
n⊗ (H(∇Γψ

ℓ)e) + (H(∇Γψ
ℓ)e)⊗ n+ d∇H(∇Γψ

ℓ)e
)
.

Recalling ∇2
Γψ

ℓ = P∇2ψℓP, we have

∇2ψℓ = (∇2
Γψ

ℓ)e − dH(∇2
Γψ

ℓ)e − d(∇2
Γψ

ℓ)eH+ d2H(∇2
Γψ

ℓ)eH

−
(
n⊗ (H(∇Γψ

ℓ)e) + (H(∇Γψ
ℓ)e)⊗ n+ d∇H(∇Γψ

ℓ)e
)
,

and therefore,

∇2
Γh
ψ = Ph(∇

2
Γψ

ℓ)ePh − dPhH(∇2ψℓΓ)
ePh − dPh(∇

2
Γψ

ℓ)eHPh + d2PhH(∇2
Γψ

ℓ)eHPh

−
(
(Phn)⊗ (H(∇Γψ

ℓ)e)Ph + (PhH(∇Γψ
ℓ)e)⊗ (Phn) + dPh∇H(∇Γψ

ℓ)ePh
)
.

�

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

M := (I− dH)−1, N := I−
n⊗ nh
n · nh

, L := µ−1
h (P− dH),(C.8)

so that the second identity in Lemma C.1 reads

curlΓh
ψ = µhNM(curlΓψ

ℓ)e (ψ ∈ H1(Γh)) =⇒ curlΓh
ψe = µhNM(curlΓψ)

e (ψ ∈ H1(Γ)),

and we also have

(curlΓψ
ℓ)e = L(curlΓh

ψ).

We also note that

(C.9)
∣∣P− L

∣∣ . hkg+1, and
∣∣I−M

∣∣ . hkg+1.
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C.1. Proof of Lemma 5.1.

Proof. We make a change of variables to obtain

ℓh(ψ)− ℓ(ψℓ) =

∫

Γ

µ−1
h f

ℓ
h · (curlΓh

ψ)ℓ −

∫

Γ

f · curlΓψ
ℓ

Applying (C.2), we have

∫

Γ

µ−1
h f

ℓ
h · (curlΓh

ψ)ℓ =

∫

Γ

f ℓh · (NMcurlΓψ
ℓ)

=

∫

Γ

(curlΓψ
ℓ)⊺M

(
I−

nh ⊗ n

n · nh

)
f ℓh

=

∫

Γ

(curlΓψ
ℓ)⊺M

(
I−

(Pnh)⊗ (Phn)

n · nh

)
f ℓh

−

∫

Γ

(curlΓψ
ℓ)⊺ ((Mn)⊗ (Phn))f

ℓ
h,

where we used f ℓh · nh = 0 in the last equality. Since Mn = n and (curlψℓ) · n = 0, we conclude

∫

Γ

µ−1
h f ℓh · (curlΓh

ψ)ℓ =

∫

Γ

(curlΓψ
ℓ)⊺M

(
I−

(Pnh)⊗ (Phn)

n · nh

)
f ℓh =

∫

Γ

F ℓh · curlΓψ
ℓ,

and so

ℓh(ψ)− ℓ(ψℓ) =

∫

Γ

(F ℓh − f) · curlΓψ
ℓ ≤ ‖f − F ℓh‖L2(Γ)|||ψ

ℓ|||H .

�

C.2. Proof of Lemma 5.3.

Proof.

• Estimate (5.3): By (2.7),

(HΓ(ψ))
e =

1

2

(
n×(∇2

Γψ)
e − (∇2

Γψ)
en×

)
,

HΓh
(ψe) =

1

2

(
n×

h∇
2
Γh
ψe −∇2

Γh
ψen×

h

)
.

Then, the triangle inequality, (3.1) and a change of integration domain (cf. (3.3)) yield

‖(HΓ(ψ))
e −HΓh

(ψe)‖L2(Th)

≤
1

2
‖n×(∇2

Γψ)
e − n×

h∇
2
Γh
ψe‖L2(Th) +

1

2
‖(∇2

Γψ)
en× −∇2

Γh
ψen×

h ‖L2(Th)

≤
1

2
‖
(
n× − n×

h

)
(∇2

Γψ)
e‖L2(Th) +

1

2
‖n×

h

(
(∇2

Γψ)
e −∇2

Γh
ψe
)
‖L2(Th)

+
1

2
‖(∇2

Γψ)
e
(
n× − n×

h

)
‖L2(Th) +

1

2
‖
(
(∇2

Γψ)
e −∇2

Γh
ψe
)
n×

h ‖L2(Th)

. hkg‖(∇2
Γψ)

e‖L2(Th) + ‖(∇2
Γψ)

e −∇2
Γh
ψe‖L2(Th)

. hkg‖∇2
Γψ‖L2(T ℓ

h
) + ‖∇2

Γψ − (∇2
Γh
ψe)ℓ‖L2(T ℓ

h
).

(C.10)
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Note that from (C.3),

(∇2
Γh
ψe)ℓ −∇2

Γψ

= Ph∇
2
ΓψPh −∇2

Γψ −Ph
(
dH∇2

Γψ + d∇2
ΓψH− d2H∇2

ΓψH
)
Ph

− (Phn)⊗ (H∇Γψ)Ph − (PhH∇Γψ)⊗ (Phn)− dPh∇H∇ΓψPh

= ∇2
Γψ(n− nh)⊗ nh + nh ⊗ (n− nh)∇

2
Γψ + nh ⊗ (n− nh)∇

2
Γψ(n− nh)⊗ nh

−Ph
(
dH∇2

Γψ + d∇2
ΓψH− d2H∇2

ΓψH
)
Ph

− (Phn)⊗ (H∇Γψ)Ph − (PhH∇Γψ)⊗ (Phn)− dPh∇H∇ΓψPh.

Thus, (3.1) and (3.7) imply

‖∇2
Γψ − (∇2

Γh
ψe)ℓ‖L2(T ℓ

h
) . hkg‖∇Γψ‖L2(T ℓ

h
) + hkg‖∇2

Γψ‖L2(T ℓ
h
) . hkg |||ψ|||H ,(C.11)

and (5.3) follows from (C.10) and (C.11).

• Estimate (5.4): By (C.1) and P∇Γψ = ∇Γψ we have

(∇Γh
ψe)ℓ = Ph(P− dH)∇Γψ

= ∇Γψ + (Ph −P)∇Γψ − dPhH∇Γψ.

Hence, due to a change of integration domain, (3.1) and the definition of ||| · |||H ,

‖(∇Γψ)
e −∇Γh

ψe‖L2(Γh) . ‖∇Γψ − (∇Γh
ψe)ℓ‖L2(Γ) . hkg‖∇Γψ‖L2(Γ) . hkg |||ψ|||H .

• Estimate (5.5): For an edge e ∈ Eh, we write e = ∂T+ ∩ ∂T− with T± ∈ Th. Recalling ∇Γh
ψe =

Ph(P− dH)(∇Γψ)
e and Phµh = µh, we have

[[∇Γh
ψe]] = (P− dH)

[(
(∇Γψ)

e
)+

· µT+
+
(
(∇Γψ)

e
)−

· µT−

]

= (P− dH)
[(
(∇Γψ)

+
)e

· µT+
+
(
(∇Γψ)

−
)e

· µT−

]

= (P− dH)([[∇Γψ]])
e + (P− dH)

[(
(∇Γψ)

+
)e

· (µT+
− µeT ℓ

+

) +
(
(∇Γψ)

−
)e

· (µT−
− µeT ℓ

−

)
]
,

where we used the continuity of (P− dH). We then have
∥∥h− 1

2

(
([[∇Γψ]])

e − [[∇Γh
ψe]]
)∥∥
L2(Eh)

≤
∥∥h− 1

2

[
I− (P− dH)

]
([[∇Γψ]])

e
∥∥
L2(Eh)

+
∥∥h− 1

2 (P− dH)
[(
(∇Γψ)

+
)e

· (µT+
− µeT ℓ

+

) +
(
(∇Γψ)

−
)e

· (µT−
− µeT ℓ

−

)
]∥∥
L2(Eh)

=: I1 + I2.

(C.12)

To bound I1, we use P([[∇Γψ]])
e = ([[∇Γψ]])

e and (3.1) to obtain

I1 . hkg+1
∥∥h− 1

2 ([[∇Γψ]])
e
∥∥
L2(Eh)

. hkg+1|||ψ|||H .(C.13)

Next we write

(P− dH)
(
(∇Γψ)

±
)e

· (µT±
− µeT ℓ

±

)
)
=
(
(∇Γψ)

±
)e

· (PµT±
− µeT ℓ

±

)

− dH
(
(∇Γψ)

±
)e

· (µT±
− µeT ℓ

±

),

and apply (3.9) and (3.1):
∥∥h− 1

2 (P− dH)
(
(∇Γψ)

±
)e

· (µT±
− µeT ℓ

±

)
)∥∥
L2(Eh)

. hkg+1
∥∥h− 1

2

(
(∇Γψ)

±
)e∥∥

L2(Eh)
.

It then follows from a trace inequality and the definition of ||| · |||H that

I2 . hkg |||ψ|||H .(C.14)

The desired estimate (5.5) now follows from (C.12)–(C.14).
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• Estimate (5.6): It is sufficient to show that

h
∑

T∈Th

‖(t⊺HΓ(ψ)µ)
e − t⊺hHΓh

(ψe)µh‖
2
L2(∂T ) . h2kg |||ψ|||2H(C.15)

By similar arguments as in the proof of (5.3), (3.10), and (3.11), we have

‖(t⊺HΓ(ψ)µ)
e − t⊺hHΓh

(ψe)µh‖
2
L2(∂T )

≤ ‖
(
te − th

)⊺
(HΓ(ψ))

eµe‖2L2(∂T ) + ‖t⊺h
(
(HΓ(ψ))

e −HΓh
(ψe)

)
µe‖2L2(∂T )

+ ‖t⊺hHΓh
(ψe)

(
µe − µh

)
‖2L2(∂T )

. h2kg‖(HΓ(ψ))
e‖2L2(∂T ) + ‖(HΓ(ψ))

e −HΓh
(ψe)‖2L2(∂T ) + h2kg‖HΓh

(ψe)‖2L2(∂T )

. h2kg (|ψ|2H2(∂T ℓ) + |ψ|2H1(∂T ℓ)).

Summing over T ∈ Th and applying Proposition 4.1 yields

h
∑

T∈Th

‖(t⊺HΓ(ψ)µ)
e − t⊺hHΓh

(ψe)µh‖
2
L2(∂T ) . h2kg

∑

T ℓ∈T ℓ
h

(
|ψ|2H2(T ℓ) + h2|ψ|2H3(T ℓ)

)
. h2kg |||ψ|||2H .

Thus, (C.15) holds and therefore (5.6) holds.

�

C.3. Proof of Lemma 5.4.

Proof.

• Estimate (5.7): To prove the estimate, we first write the left hand side of (5.7) in terms of u := curlΓψ,
v := curlΓχ and w := curlΓh

χe. 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 (5.7): By Definition 2.1,

(HΓ(ψ))
e = (EΓ(curlΓψ))

e = (EΓ(u))
e,

(HΓ(χ))
e = (EΓ(curlΓχ))

e = (EΓ(v))
e,

HΓh
(χe) = EΓh

(curlΓh
χe) = EΓh

(w).

(C.16)

Due to (C.16), the definition of EΓ(·) and the symmetry of (EΓ(u))
e,

(
(HΓ(ψ))

e, (HΓ(χ))
e −HΓh

(χe)
)
Th

=
(
(EΓ(u))

e, (EΓ(v))
e − EΓh

(w)
)
Th

=
(
(EΓ(u))

e, (∇∇Γv)
e −∇∇Γh

w
)
Th
.

(C.17)

Step (ii),expand (∇∇Γv)
e in (C.17): Recall the matrix notations in (C.8). By (C.2), there holds

w = µhNMve,

which implies v = (Lw) ◦ p−1. Consequently,

∇∇Γv = P∇∇vP

= (L ◦ p−1)∇∇(w ◦ p−1)P+P∇(L ◦ p−1)(w ◦ p−1)P,
(C.18)

where we use PL = L. By the chain rule (cf. [12, (A.1) and (A.5)]), we have

∇∇(w ◦ p−1)P = (∇∇wPhNM) ◦ p−1,(C.19)

P∇(L ◦ p−1)(w ◦ p−1)P = P(∇LwPhNM) ◦ p−1.(C.20)

It follows from (C.18)–(C.20) that

(∇∇Γv)
e = L∇∇wPhNM+P∇LwPhNM

= (L∇∇w +P∇Lw)PhNM.
(C.21)

In addition, using w = Phw,

∇∇w = ∇∇(Phw) = Ph∇∇w +∇Phw.
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By setting Hh = ∇∇nh (where the gradient is applied piecewise with respect to Th), a short calculation
shows ∇Phw = −nh ⊗ (Hhw), and therefore

∇∇w = Ph∇∇w − nh ⊗ (Hhw).(C.22)

Due to (C.21) and (C.22) and the identity PhN = N,

(∇∇Γv)
e =

(
LPh∇∇w − (Lnh)⊗ (Hhw) +P∇Lw

)
PhNM

=
(
L∇∇Γh

w − (Lnh)⊗ (Hhw) +P∇Lw
)
PhNM

= ∇∇Γh
w +

[
L−Ph

]
∇∇Γh

wNM+∇∇Γh
w
[
NM−Ph

]

− (Lnh)⊗ (Hhw)NM+P∇LwPhNM.

(C.23)

We plug (C.23) into (C.17) to obtain

(
(HΓ(ψ))

e, (HΓ(χ))
e −HΓh

(χe)
)
Th

=
(
(EΓ(u))

e,
[
L−Ph

]
∇∇Γh

wNM
)
Th

+
(
(EΓ(u))

e,∇∇Γh
w
[
NM−Ph

])
Th

−
(
(EΓ(u))

e, (Lnh)⊗ (Hhw)NM
)
Th

+
(
(EΓ(u))

e,P∇LwPhNM
)
Th

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4.

(C.24)

We now bound Ij separately for each j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.
Step (iii), estimate of I1: Note that (EΓ(u))

e(P − I) = 0. Thus, by Holder’s inequality, (3.1) and
(3.3),

I1 =
(
(EΓ(u))

e,
[
L−Ph

]
∇∇Γh

wNM
)
Th

=
(
(EΓ(u))

e, (µ−1
h (P−Ph)− dµ−1

h H+ µ−1
h (1 − µh)Ph)∇∇Γh

wNM
)
Th

=
(
(EΓ(u))

e, µ−1
h (P− I)∇∇Γh

wNM
)
Th

−
(
(EΓ(u))

e, dµ−1
h H∇∇Γh

wNM
)
Th

+
(
(EΓ(u))

e, µ−1
h (1 − µh)∇∇Γh

wNM
)
Th

. hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖L2(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).

(C.25)

Step (iv), estimate of I2: Writing N−Ph = −(n ·nh)
−1(Phn)⊗nh, and applying (C.9) and (3.1),

we obtain

I2 =
(
(EΓ(u))

e,∇∇Γh
w
[
NM−Ph

])
Th

.
(
(EΓ(u))

e,∇∇Γh
w
[
N−Ph

])
Th

+ hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖L2(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh)

= −

(
(EΓ(u))

e,
1

n · nh
(∇∇Γh

wPhn)⊗ nh

)

Th

+ hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖L2(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh)

=

(
(EΓ(u))

e(n− nh),
1

n · nh
∇∇Γh

wPh(n− nh)

)

Th

+ hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖L2(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh)

. hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖L2(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).

(C.26)

Step (v), estimate of I3: By the Remark after [21, Lemma 3.2], for χ ∈ [W 1
1 (Γh)]

3, there holds

(C.27) |(χ,Phn)Th
| . hkg+1‖χ‖W 1

1
(Γh).

Because (P−Ph)(n− nh) = −Pnh −Phn, there also holds

(C.28) |(χ,Pnh)Th
| = |(χ,Phn)Th

+ (χ, (P−Ph)(n− nh))Th
| . hkg+1‖χ‖W 1

1
(Γh).
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We then apply (3.1) and (C.28) to obtain

I3 = −
(
(EΓ(u))

e, (Lnh)⊗ (Hhw)NM
)
Th

= −
(
(EΓ(u))

e, µ−1
h (Pnh)⊗ (Hhw)NM

)
Th

+
(
(EΓ(u))

e, dµ−1
h (Hnh)⊗ (Hhw)NM

)
Th

= −
(
µ−1
h (EΓ(u))

eMN⊺Hhw,Pnh
)
Th

+
(
(EΓ(u))

e, dµ−1
h (Hnh)⊗ (Hhw)NM

)
Th

. hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖H1(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).

(C.29)

Step (vi), estimate of I4: Using [12, (A.6)],

∇Lw = −µ−1
h ((Lw) ⊗∇µh + n⊗ (Hw) + (Hw)⊗ n+ (n ·w)H+ d∇Hw),

which implies

P∇LwPh

= −µ−1
h ((Lw) ⊗∇µhPh + (Hw)⊗ (Phn) + (w · (Phn))HPh + dP∇HwPh),

(C.30)

where we used PL = L, Pn = 0, PH = H and w = Phw. Due to (C.30), (3.1), the symmetry of
(EΓ(u))

e and by (C.27), we obtain

|I4| =
∣∣∣
(
(EΓ(u))

e,P∇LwPhNM
)
Th

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
(
µ−1
h Ph(EΓ(u))

eLw,∇µh
)
Th

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
(
µ−1
h (EΓ(u))

eHw,Phn
)
Th

∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
(
µ−1
h (EΓ(u))

e : (HPh)w,Phn
)
Th

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
(
µ−1
h (EΓ(u))

e, dP∇HwPh
)
Th

∣∣∣

.
∣∣∣
(
µ−1
h Ph(EΓ(u))

eLw,∇µh
)
Th

∣∣∣+ hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖H1(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).

(C.31)

We now estimate the remaining term in the right hand side of (C.31). Applying the product rule and
Jacobi’s formula (cf. [12, p.20]), we calculate

∇µh = Hnh +Hhn− tr(H)n+O(hkg+1).

Therefore by (C.27),
∣∣∣
(
µ−1
h Ph(EΓ(u))

eLw,∇µh
)
Th

∣∣∣

.
∣∣∣
(
(EΓ(u))

eLw,Ph(Hnh +Hhn)
)
Th

∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
(
tr(H)(EΓ(u))

eLw,Phn
)
Th

∣∣∣+ hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖L2(Γh)‖w‖L2(Γh)

.
∣∣∣
(
(EΓ(u))

eLw,Ph(Hnh +Hhn)
)
Th

∣∣∣+ hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖H1(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).

(C.32)

Note that Hnh = HPnh, and so by (C.28),
∣∣∣
(
(EΓ(u))

eLw,PhHnh
)
Γh

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
(
HPh(EΓ(u))

eLw,Pnh
)
Γh

∣∣∣
. hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))

e‖H1(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).
(C.33)

Likewise, Hhn = HhPhn and (C.27) imply
∣∣∣
(
(EΓ(u))

eLw,PhHhn
)
Th

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
(
HhPh(EΓ(u))

eLw,Phn
)
Th

∣∣∣
. hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))

e‖H1(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).
(C.34)

It follows from (C.31)–(C.34) that

|I4| . hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖H1(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).(C.35)
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Step (vii), combining estimates: Combining the estimates (C.24), (C.25), (C.26), (C.29) and (C.35)
yields

(
(HΓ(ψ))

e, (HΓ(χ))
e −HΓh

(χe)
)
Th

. hkg+1‖(EΓ(u))
e‖H1(Γh)‖w‖H1(Γh).(C.36)

By (C.16) and (3.5),

‖(EΓ(u))
e‖H1(Γh) = ‖(HΓ(ψ))

e‖H1(Γh) . ‖HΓ(ψ)‖H1(Γ) . ‖ψ‖H3(Γ),

‖w‖H1(Γh) = ‖curlΓh
χe‖H1(Γh) . ‖curlΓχ‖H1(Γ) . ‖χ‖H3(Γ).

Inserting these inequalities into (C.36) completes the proof of (5.7).
• Estimate (5.8): By (C.1),

(∇Γχ)
e −∇Γh

χe = (I−Ph(P− dH))(∇Γχ)
e = (I−PhP+ dPhH)(∇Γχ)

e.

Note that

I−PhP = I− (I− nh ⊗ nh)(I− n⊗ n)

= n⊗ n+ nh ⊗ nh − (n · nh)nh ⊗ n

= (n− nh)⊗ (n− nh) + (1 − n · nh)nh ⊗ n+ n⊗ nh,

and (
(∇Γψ)

e,n⊗ nh(∇Γχ)
e
)
Γh

= 0.

Then, by a change of integration domain, (3.1) and (3.2),
(
(∇Γψ)

e, (∇Γχ)
e −∇Γh

χe
)
Γh

. h2kg‖ψ‖H1(Γ)‖χ‖H1(Γ) + hkg+1‖ψ‖H1(Γ)‖χ‖H1(Γ)

. hkg+1‖ψ‖H1(Γ)‖χ‖H1(Γ).

• Estimate (5.9): As ψ, χ ∈ H4(Γ), bothHΓ(ψ) and∇Γχ are continuous, which imply {{t⊺
T ℓHΓ(ψ)µT ℓ}} =

t
⊺

T ℓHΓ(ψ)µT ℓ and ([[∇Γχ]])
e = 0. Thus, by (C.1),

(
({{t⊺

T ℓHΓ(ψ)µT ℓ}})e, ([[∇Γχ]])
e − [[∇Γh

χe]]
)
Eh

= −
(
(t⊺
T ℓHΓ(ψ)µT ℓ)e, [[Ph(P− dH)(∇Γχ)

e]]
)
Eh

=
(
(t⊺
T ℓHΓ(ψ)µT ℓ)e, [[dPhH(∇Γχ)

e]]
)
Eh

−
(
(t⊺
T ℓHΓ(ψ)µT ℓ)e, [[Ph(∇Γχ)

e]]
)
Eh

=: I + II.

(C.37)

First, we estimate I in (C.37). Using

P(µ+ + µ−) = Pµ+ − µeT ℓ+ +Pµ− − µeT ℓ−
,

and (3.9), (3.1), (4.2) and a change of integration domain, there holds

I =
(
(t⊺
T ℓHΓ(ψ)µT ℓ)e, (P(µ+ + µ−)) · (dH(∇Γχ

)e
))Eh

. hkg+1
(
‖Pµ+ − µeT ℓ+‖L∞(Eh) + ‖Pµ− − µeT ℓ−

‖L∞(Eh)

)
‖(∇2

Γψ)
e‖L2(Eh)‖(∇Γχ)

e‖L2(Eh)

. h2kg+1‖ψ‖H3(Γ)‖χ‖H2(Γ),

(C.38)

where we also used µ · nh = 0, P⊺ = P and PH = P.
Next, we estimate II in (C.37). We make change of variables to obtain

II = −
(
(t⊺
T ℓHΓ(ψ)µT ℓ)e, [[Ph(∇Γχ)

e]]
)
Eh

= −
∑

eℓ∈Eℓ
h

(
µ−1
e (t⊺

eℓ
HΓ(ψ)µeℓ), (Pµ

ℓ
+ +Pµℓ−) · ∇Γχ

)
eℓ
.

Recall µ± = t± × n±, we have

Pµℓ± = P(tℓ± × nℓ±) = (n · nℓ±)(t
ℓ
± × n) + (n · tℓ±)(n × nℓ±).
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Consequently, since t+ = −t−, there holds

Pµℓ+ +Pµℓ− = (n · nℓ+)(t
ℓ
+ × n) + (n · tℓ+)(n× nℓ+)− (n · nℓ−)(t

ℓ
+ × n)− (n · tℓ+)(n× nℓ−)

= (tℓ+ × n)
(
n · nℓ+ − n · nℓ−

)
+ (n · tℓ+)

(
n× nℓ+ − n× nℓ−

)

= (tℓ+ × n)
(
n · nℓ+ − 1−

(
(n · nℓ−)− 1

))

+
(
n · (tℓ+ − t)

) (
n× (nℓ+ − n)− n× (nℓ− − n)

)
,

and so
∣∣Pµℓ+ +Pµℓ−

∣∣ . h2kg . We then apply trace inequalities to conclude

II . h2kg−1‖ψ‖H3(Γ)‖χ‖H2(Γ).(C.39)

Finally, the result follows from (C.37)–(C.39).

�

Appendix D. Proof of Lemma 6.2

To prove the regularity estimates, we require an intermediate result.

Lemma D.1. Let m ∈ {0, 1}. For any χ ∈ H−m(Γ), there exists r ∈H1−m(Γ) such that curlΓr = −χ
and ‖r‖H1−m(Γ) . ‖χ‖H−m(Γ).

Proof. Let ψ ∈ H1(Γ) satisfy −∆Γψ = χ. Elliptic regularity yields ψ ∈ H2−m(Γ) and ‖ψ‖H2−m(Γ) .

‖χ‖H−m(Γ) [13, Lemma 3.2]. We then set r = curlΓψ ∈H1−m(Γ), so that

curlΓr = curlΓcurlΓψ = ∆Γψ = −χ,

and ‖r‖H1−m(Γ) . ‖ψ‖H2−m(Γ) . ‖χ‖H−m(Γ). �

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Using Lemma D.1, we let r ∈H1−m(Γ) satisfy curlΓr = −χ. Setting v = curlΓu,
we then have

−PdivΓEΓ(v) +∇Γs = r,

divΓv = 0,

for some s ∈ L2(Γ). Using the elliptic regularity of the surfaces Stokes problem v ∈ H3−m(Γ) with
‖v‖H3−m(Γ) . ‖r‖H1−m(Γ), along with the Poincare inequality [13, Theorem 2.12], we have

‖u‖H4−m(Γ) . ‖∇Γu‖H3−m(Γ) . ‖n× v‖H3−m(Γ) . ‖r‖H1−m(Γ) . ‖χ‖H−m(Γ).

�
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