arXiv:1610.06054v2 [math.NA] 6 Jun 2017

Japan J. Indust. Appl. Math. manuscript No.
(will be inserted by the editor)

Approximating surface areas by interpolations on
triangulations

Kenta Kobayashi - Takuya Tsuchiya

Received: date / Accepted: date

Abstract We consider surface area approximations by Lagrange and Crouzeix-Raviart
interpolations on triangulations. For Lagrange interpolation, we give an alternative
proof for Young’s classical result that claims the areas of inscribed polygonal sur-
faces converge to the area of the original surface under the maximum angle condition
on the triangulation. For Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation we show that the approxi-
mated surface areas converge to the area of the original surface without any geometric
conditions on the triangulation.
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1 Introduction

Let Q c R? be a bounded domain with polygonal boundary 9Q. For a sufficiently
smooth function defined on Q, for example f € C!(Q), the area A(f) of its graph
z = f(x,y) is computed (and defined) by

ACf) = fg J1+ IV ooR dx

If the smoothness assumption is weakened, however, the definition of A(f) becomes
rather complicated. (For the definition of surface area given by Lebesgue, see Sec-
tion 2Z31) The length of a curve is defined as the limit of the length of its inscribed
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polygonal curves. On the contrary, the area of a surface cannot be defined as the limit
of inscribed polygonal surfaces. In the 1880s, Schwarz and Peano independently pre-

sented a well-known counter-example.

S

5
i
(}
(i
i

2nr

WX
)
My
1:
[

D
i
(
}(’g
G

%
¢
A
¥

j
{
)
:
&

K
y
\

5

&

%
i
i

(4
4
0
\&g&

0
[
|
§

/
I
G
i

Fig. 1 Schwarz—Peano’s example, called “Schwarz’s lantern”.

Let Q be a rectangle of height H and width 2nr. Let m, n be positive integers.
Suppose that this rectangle is divided into m equal strips, each of height H/m. Each
strip is then divided into isosceles triangles whose base length is 27r/n, as depicted
in Figure [ Then, the piecewise linear map ¢, : 2 — R? is defined by “rolling
up this rectangle” so that all vertices are on the cylinder of height H and radius r.
The cylinder is then approximated by the inscribed polygonal surface, which con-
sists of 2mn congruent isosceles triangles. Because the height of each triangle is
\/(H/m)2 + r2(1 — cos(m/n))? and the base length is 2rsin(x/n), the area Ag of the
inscribed polygonal surfacel] is

H
Afg = 2mnrsin al \/(—)
n m

sin Z 7412 (m\2 (sin 3 4
=2nr EnJHz‘FT(E)( ”n .
n

2 2
s

+r2(1 — cos —)
n

2n

If m,n — oo, we observe

4.2 2
lim Ap = 27rr\/H2 + % lim (ﬁ) ,

m,n—0oo mn—oco \ 2

and in particular,

lim Ag =2nrH if and only if lim ﬁz =0.
m,n—00 m,n—oo
The example given by Schwarz and Peano has convinced mathematicians of the
need to impose some geometric assumption on such triangulations to approximate
the surface area by Lagrange interpolation. The known geometric conditions on tri-
angulations are as follows: Let {r;};?, be a sequence of triangulations of £ such

! The sum of areas of triangles. The subscript ‘E” of Ag stands for ‘Elementary’.
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that limy,« |7x| = 0, where |74 := maxke,, diamK. For a given continuous function
f e CQ),its Lagrange interpolation on the triangulation 7 is denoted by J fk f. We
denote by A;(f) the surface area of the graph z = f(x,y) in the sense of Lebesgue.
We also denote by Ag(I" ﬁk f) the surface area of the Lagrange interpolation 1° ﬁk f-

Minimum angle condition. Let # be the minimum inner angle of a triangle
K € 7;. Suppose that there exists a contant 8y, 0 < 6; < xr/3, such that

0 <@, VKer, k=12,---.

Then, {7} is said to satisfy the minimum angle condition. Rademacher showed [15]],
[16] that if {r;} satisfies the minimum angle condition, then, for f € W"*(Q), we
have

lim Ap(I7.f) = Au(f). (1.1

Maximum angle condition. Let ¢}/ be the maximum inner angle of a triangle
K € 7;. Suppose that there exists a constant 6,, /3 < 6, < m, such that

<6, VKer, k=1,2,---.

Then, {74} is said to satisfy the maximum angle condition. Young showed [20] that if
{7} satisfies the maximum angle condition, then we have (I.I)) for f € Whe(Q).

Note that the minimum and maximum angle conditions were rediscovered by
researchers of finite element methods some 50 years after Rademacher and Young
[10]. For the above mentioned results, readers are referred to [4], [17], [18].

Recently, the authors presented the following result.

Circumradius condition. Let Rx be the circumradius of the triangle K € 7.
Suppose that

lim max Rg = 0.
k—oo Kety

Then, {1} is said to satisfy the circumradius condition.

Let R,,, be the circumradius of the triangles in Schwarz’s lantern. It has been
shown in [10] that

lim Ag =2nrH ifandonlyif lim R,, =0,
m,n— oo m,n— oo

and (I.I) was proved under the circumradius condition for f € W21(©). From these
facts, we can infer that the circumradius condition is the best possible geometric
condition of triangulations to assure the convergence in (LI)).

One of the aims of this paper is to give an alternate proof of Young’s result using
the modern theory of finite element methods. That is, in Section[3 we will show (L.1)
for f € W(Q) under the maximum angle condition using the results given in [[T1].

Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation is defined using integrals of the given function on
the edges of triangles. The other, more important aim of this paper is to show that
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the surface area Ay (f) is approximated by the Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation ITCkR f
without any geometric conditions on the triangulation. To this end, we develop the
error analysis of Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation in Section[dl Using the error analysis
of Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation, the main theorem (Theorem [5.0)) of this paper is
stated and proved in Section[3l In Section [6] we will show that the results obtained
in Sections 3 and [3] for the graphs of functions on € hold for parametric surfaces.
Finally, in Section [ZL we present the results of numerical experiments to confirm
the theoretical results. We also mention some concluding remarks regarding further
research.

2 Preliminaries
2.1 Notation and the basic definitions

Let R? be the d-dimensional Euclidean space. We denote the Euclidean norm of x €
R4 by [x|. Let R := {I : R - R : [is linear} be the dual space of RY. We always
regard x € R? as a column vector and a € R% as a row vector. For a matrix A and
x € RY, AT and x7 denote their transpositions. For a differentiable function f with d
variables, its gradient Vf = gradf € R is the row vector

of  of

ox;” 7 dxy

Vf:fo:z( ), X = (x1,..., %) .

Let Ny be the set of nonnegative integers. For 6 = (1, ...,04) € (Np)4, the multi-
index &° of partial differentiation (in the sense of distribution) is defined by

o'l
=0, =————=, |0l:=061+..+0a
ox|'...0x}
If d = 2, we use the notation f, and f; instead of 6 f/0x and Jf/dy, respectively.

Let Q c R? be a (bounded) domain. The usual Lebesgue space is denoted by
LP(Q)for 1 < p < oco. Fora positive integer k, the Sobolev space W*?(Q) is defined by
WhP(Q) := {v e LP(Q)|6°v € L(€), |6] < k}. The norm and semi-norm of W*#(<2)
are defined, for 1 < p < oo, by

1 1
o= (ST ) e =S w2 )
k.,p.Q -= 0,p,Q ’ k.p.Q = m,p,Q2 ’

6=k 0<m<k

and |Vl e 0 1= max {CSS sup |56V(X)|}, [Vl 0.0 := max {[v]p.e 0}
|6]=k xeQ 0<m=<k

Letf: Q— RYwithf=(f',---, fO).If fl e WoP(Q),i=1,---,d, we write f as
f € WhP(Q; RY). Their norms are defined similarly.
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2.2 Triangulation of bounded polygonal domains and Lagrange and
Crouzeix—Raviart interpolations

Throughout this paper, K is a triangle in R?. Let Q ¢ R? be a bounded polygonal
domain. A triangulation 7 of Q is a set of triangles that satisfies the following prop-
erties.

- 0= UK.
Ket
- If K, K, € 7, we have either K| N K; = 0, or K; N K, is a vertex or an edge of

both K; and K.

Because of the second property, the triangulations discussed here are sometimes
called face-to-face triangulations. For a triangulation 7, the fineness |7| is defined
by
|| := max diamK.
Ker

We denote by #; the set of all polynomials with two variables whose orders are
at most 1. For a triangulation 7 of £, we define the set S, of all piecewise linear
continuous functions by

S:={feC@ | flx e PL.VK €7}

Let x;, i = 1,2,3 be vertices of a triangle K. Let e; be the edge of K opposite
to x;. For a continuous function f € C(K), the Lagrange interpolation I é fePion

K is defined by f(x;) = (If(f)(x;), i =1,2,3. It is clear that, for f € C(E) and a
triangulation 7 of Q, we can define the Lagrange interpolation 7t f € S as

Itf|l, =Tkf. VKer
Next, let the polynomial §; € Py, i = 1,2, 3 be defined by

f 0;(x)ds = 1, f 0,x)ds =0, i#J

Using the barycentric coordinate 1;(x) on K, this can be written as
1
0i(x) := ﬂ(l = 24(x)).
€

For a function v € W!!(K) on K, the (non-conforming) Crouzeix—Raviart interpola-
tion 7¢Rv is defined by

3

IRy = Z(fvds)@i.

i=1

Note that I ng is well-defined because the trace operator y; : WLH(K) — L'(e)) is
continuous. Moreover, we have

f(v—ngv)dszo, i=1,2,3.

€



6 Kenta Kobayashi, Takuya Tsuchiya

The Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation 7' g"v € P, may be defined using this equality.
The global (non-conforming) Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation 7R f € L®(Q) on 7 is
defined by

TR =TEf.  VKer

Note that 7SR f is not continuous in general. Let K, K> € 7 be two adjacent triangles
in 7. Then, on e = K| N K,, TSR £ is continuous only at the midpoint of e. In Figure[2
we show the graphs of Lagrange and Crouzeix-Raviart interpolations of the function
f(x,¥) = Va? —x2, a = 1.1 on a triangulation on Q := (—=1,1) x (=1, 1), similar to
the one depicted in Figure[ll

Fig. 2 Lagrange and Crouzeix—Raviart interpolations.

For the definitions of Lagrange and Crouzeix—Raviart interpolations, readers are
referred to textbooks on finite element methods, such as [2]], [3]], and [6].

2.3 Lebesgue’s definition of the surface area and Tonelli’s theorem

At present, the most general definition of surface area is that of Lebesgue. Let Q :=
(a,b) x (c,d) C R? be a rectangle and 7, be a sequence of triangulations of Q such
that lim, - |7,] = 0. Let f € Co(ﬁ) be a given continuous function. Let f, € S, be
such that {£,}>” | converges uniformly to f on Q. Note that the graph of z = f,(x,y) is
a set of triangles, and its area is defined as a sum of these triangular areas. We denote
this area by Ag(f,), and have

As(fy) = fg NI,

Let @ be the set of all such sequences {(f,, 7))}, . Then, the area A (f) = AL(f; Q)
of the graph z = f(x,y) is defined by

AL(f) =AL(f;Q):= inf liminf Ag(f,).
{(fuT)}e®y n—oo0
This Az(f) is called the surface area of z = f(x,y) in the Lebesgue sense. For a
fixed f, AL(f; Q) is additive and continuous with respect to the domain Q. Tonelli
presented the following theorem.
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For a continuous function f € CO(E), we define W, (x), W,(y) by

Wi(x) = sup D yie) = fydl, x € (ab),

Wa(y) := 81(11))2 FG,0) = Fo 0 v € (e.d),
T(X _/

where 7(y), 7(x) are the subdivisions ¢ = yg < y; < -+ <yy =danda = xp <
X1 < --- < xpu = b, respectively, and ‘sup’ is taken for all such subdivisions. Then, a
function f has bounded variation in the Tonelli sense if

b d
f Wl(x)dx+f W, (y)dy < oo.

Additionally, a function f is said to be absolutely continuous in the Tonelli sense if,
for almost all y € (¢, d) and x € (a, b), the functions g(x) := f(x,y) and h(y) := f(x,y)
are absolutely continuous on (a, b) and (c, d), respectively. The following theorem is
well-known.

Theorem 2.1 (Tonelli) For a continuous function f € C(Q) defined on a rectangular
domain Q, its graph z = f(x,y) has finite area A (f) < oo if and only if f has bounded
variation in the Tonelli sense. If this is the case, we have

AL(f) = L J1+ VX)) dx. Q2.1

In the above inequality, the equality holds if and only if f is absolutely continuous in
the Tonelli sense.

For a proof of this theorem, see [19, Chapter V, pp.163—185]. It follows from
Tonelli’s theorem that if f € W'(€), then the area A;(f) is finite and the equality

holds in 2.1).

2.4 Affine linear transformation of triangles

Let K be the reference triangle with vertices %; = (0, 07, % = (1,0)T, and &3 =
(0,1)T. Fora, 0 < a < 1, let K, and K,, be the triangles with vertices (0,0)7, (1,0)7,
(0,)7,and x; = (0,0)7, x;, = (1,0)7, x3 = (as, at)7, respectively, where s + > = 1,
t > 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume that e; is the longest edge of K,.Let
0 be the angle between e; and e3 in Ea. Then, s = cos 6, t = sin 6, and the assumption
that e; is the longest yields

s=cosf < =< <0<nm.

b}

wlx

D[R
N =

Note that an arbitrary triangle in R? can be transformed to K, by a sequence of scal-
ing, translation, rotation, and mirror imaging.
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X3
]
e —
’ g K
X| e X2
Fig. 3 The triangle under consideration. The vertices are x; = (0,0)", x, = (1,0)7, and x3 = (as,ar)’,
where s2 + 2 =1,1>0,and 0 < @ < 1. We assume that @ = |es| < |€3|— <leql.
We define the 2 X 2 matrices as
1 S 1 1 —St_l
A= s B:=A"" = . 2.2
0t 0 ¢! 22)

o

Then, K, can be transformed to Ea by the transformation y = Ax. Moreover,
function v(y) € W'(K,) is pulled-back to the function $(x) € W'’(K,) as (x) :
V(AX) = v(y). Then, we have V¥ = (Vyv)A, Vyv = (V4xP)B, and |Vyv|2 = |(V4»)B) =
(Vx®BBT (V) T. A simple computation yields that AT A has eigenvalues 1 + |s|, and
BBT has eigenvalues 1/(1 +|s|) = (1 F |s])/£2. Hence, we have

1
vt < v < S, 23)

Note that, for N positive real numbers Uy, ..., Uy, the following inequalities hold:

N v\ 1—p/2, 1<p<?2
vr < NN 2| S e 24
Sopevo(Suf . o e

N p/2
0, 1<p<2
2 (P) p -
(ZUk] <N ZU, Y(p) = {/2 repcs’ @

Combining (Z.3) with Z.4), (2.3), and noting that the determinant of A is 7, we have,
for1 < p < oo,

_ /2
M e = [ S mwray =27 [ (@) ay

Ko js1=1

L (L= 181\ sre2)?
2270 (=) [ (I90@P)" dy
Ko
1— p/2
_ o (,—zm) ‘ f (Ivspe0R)"* dx
p/2
> 2~ P+ ( |S|) f Z 059 (x)|Pdx

(l ‘é‘l
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p2
_ ooy (12N o
2 Lp.Ks

and similarly,

2
1+s1\"/
P T(p)+y(p) S1P
'Vll,p,z’i, <2 ( 2 tlvll’p’Kd.

Let K be an arbitrary triangle and K; be the right triangle obtained by a compo-
sition of parallel translation, mirror imaging, and A~!. As before, any v € W'?(K)
may be pulled-back to the function § := v o p € W'"P(K;). Then, in exactly the same
manner, we obtain

1/2 1/2
5o (L= 15D <o {LEIsDY

tl_l/p |{>|1,p,K1 < |v|l,p, tl_]/p |1’>|]’p’](l,

where n(p) := 1/p—1/2for1 < p<2andn(p) :=1/2-1/pfor2 < p < co. By
letting p — oo, we also obtain

(1=1Ish'? V201 + Is))'?
e Plicok, < Mook € —————— 100k, (2.6)

V21t t

3 Approximating the surface area by Lagrange interpolation

Let K| be a right triangle whose vertices are %1 := (0,0)7, %, := (h1,0)7, and %3 :=
(0, )", where 0 < hy < hy. Let K be the triangle whose vertices are defined by x; :=
AR;, i = 1,2, 3, where the matrix A is defined by (2.2). Without loss of generality, we
may assume that the angle at the vertex Ax; is the maximum angle of K. Note that
an arbitrary triangle is obtained from K by a combination of rotation, translation, and
mirror imaging.

As before, an arbitrary function $ € WH*(K)) is pulled-back to v(x) := #(A~'x).
Then, their Lagrange interpolations 7 %l Vand I %v are defined as

(T HET) = PX+ RV 4R, Pim o2& 5, M)~ &)
%> — Xy X3 — Xy

— — 1=
(IL)(X,Y)=PX+QY+R, P=P, Q= —;P+ -0.

Therefore, we see that

1+1s]
t

Lo N L L o
% Vo, < Plicoks L gk < L%, Vo, -

Combining these inequalities with (2.6), we have

IT5v]1 ok < V1,00,

sin Ok

where 6k is the maximum angle of K. Note that, in general, the Sobolev norm is
affected by a rotation. Hence, we have shown the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1 Let Q c R? be a bounded polygonal domain and T be a triangulation
of Q. Suppose that T satisfies the maximum angle condition, that is, there exists 65,
/3 < 6, < m, such that Ok < 6, for any K € 1. Then, there exists a constant Cy
depending only on 0, such that

L
||IT ”.C(WL‘X‘(.Q),W]"”(.Q)) S C] 5
where ”If”[(wlm(g)’wlm(g)) is the operator norm offf FWhR(Q) - Whe(Q).
Lemmal[3.I]provides an alternate proof of the following classical result.

Theorem 3.2 (Young [20]) Let Q C R2 be a bounded domain and (e}, be a se-
quence of triangulations of Q with limy_,, |T¢| = O that satisfies the maximum angle
condition. That is, there exists 6, /3 < 6, < m, such that 6x < 0, for any K € 1y,
k=1,2,---. Then, for any f € W'°(Q), we have

lim Ap(I7,f) = AL(f). 3.1

Proof First, we note that, for f, g € WH(K),

U,/1+|Vf|2dx—f,/1+|vg|2dx
K K

10"f + gl
VI+ V2 + 1 +]|VgP

Let & > 0 be arbitrarily taken and fixed. We may take f, € W>*(Q) such that |f —
Jeli.eo.0 < €. Recall that we have the estimation

<If-ghiks (3.2)

because

<1, y=(,0), (0,1).

L
\fe = It oo < QR feloos0:

where Ry := maxger, R and C; is a constant that is independent of 74 and f [9], [10],
[L1]. If the sequence of triangulations {7} satisfies the maximum angle condition,
then it satisfies the circumradius condition. Hence, we have lim;_,., Ry = 0.
There exists an integer N such that, for any integer k£ > N, we have CoRy|feln.00,0 <
. Let |Q| be the area of Q. It follows from Lemma[3.1land (3.2) that, for k > N,
ALN-AeT L N < If = TE fliie

<If = folie +1fe = TE Lo + 15 (fs = Plire

<1QI(1f = feliooo + Ife = 5 ol o + T4 (fe = Plico)

<19l(e + CoRilfehwo + 175 (fe = Pl )

<191 (28 + 7% || cowro@ =@l f = felio)

<1Q|(2 + Cy)e.

Because ¢ is arbitrary, these inequalities indicate that (3.I)) holds. m]
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Remark: Here, we describe Young’s original proof of Theorem[3.2lconcisely. Let R :=
(a,c) x (b,d) be a rectangle. Let x(u, v) and y(u, v) be sufficiently smooth functions
defined on (i, v) € R, and B(u, v) be defined by
__Oxdy Oxdy
Blu,v):= Oudv dvou
The rectangle R is divided into small rectangles with segments that are parallel to u-
and v-axes. As a result, R is divided into small (possibly very thin) sub-rectangles.
Furthermore, each sub-rectangle is divided into two semi-rectangles (triangles) by
means of the diagonal, sloping down from left to right.
Let h, k be sufficiently small reals such that hk > 0, and (u,v)", (u + h,v)7,
(u+h,v+k)7, (u,v+k)" be the corner points of a sub-rectangle. Define

1
|Dn| := §|(X(M +h,v) = x(u, )y, v + k) = y(u, v))
— U+ h,v) = y(u, v))(x(u, v+ k) — x(u, v))|

for one triangle, and also a similar expression for the other triangle. Young considered
>.n |Dyl, where the summation is taken for all such triangles. He proved that

b ~d
lim |Dy,| = ff |B(u, v)ldudv, h:=maxh, k:=maxk
h—0 & @ Je

by rather measure theoretic manner (considering Stieltjes integrals). The conclusion
was immediately extended to the case of surface areas. Then, he “skewed” triangles in
sub-rectangles so that one of angles of every triangle in the (u, v)-plane lies between
0 < y and 7 — 7y, and he finally claimed that Theorem[3.2]is valid.

Therefore, the strategy of his proof was “compress right triangles perpendicularly
and skew them”, and is similar to ours.

4 Error analysis of Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation

Let y € N be a multi-index with |y| = 1. The sets =), C WIP(K), 1 < p < oo, are
defined by

1
E;I,O) i= {v € WLP([() ' f v(s,0)ds = 0},
0
. 1
E;O,l) = {v € WLP([() ‘ f v(0, s)ds = 0} .
0
Similarly, for an arbitrary triangle K ¢ R%, §,(K), @,(K) ¢ W'P(K) are defined by
Dp(K) = {V e W(K) | fvdx = 0},
K

E,(K) = {ver’”(K)’fvdszo, i=1,2,3}.
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From the definition, it is clear that 8,,(75) C EIVJ, |yl = 1. Then, the constant A, and
B,(K) are defined for p € [1, oo] by

|V|0 K |V|0 X
A, = sup 22 = su L. s
vz V% vez®h M,
[Vlo,p.x Vlo,p.x
B,(K) := sup — Cy(K) := sup —P

ved,(K) vl 1,p.K ’ ve&,(K) vl 1,p.K

The constant A, is called the BabuSka—Aziz constant for p, 1 < p < co. According
to Liu—Kikuchi [13], A, is the maximum positive solution of the equation 1/x +
tan(1/x) = 0, and A, = 0.49291. Babuska—Aziz [1] and Kobayashi-Tsuchiya [9]
showed the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1 We have A, < oo, 1 < p < oo,

Similarly, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4.2 We have Bp(f) <00, 1 <p<oo.

Proof The proof is by contradiction. Suppose that B,,(I?) = oco. Then, there exists
Wi}, € @,(K) such that

Wil =1 Jim il = 0.
By [5 Theorem 3.1.1], there is a constant C(ff , p) such that
. 7 1, =
inf v + gl 5 < CK.pMy 5 Ve WH(E),
Therefore, there exists {g;} C R such that

. . 1
(llrelﬂgllw;c +qlly ,x < lwi+ @l 7 < (llrelﬂgllw;c *allypx * 7

. . _ :
I}g{}o W + gully , x < l}gg (C(K»P)|Wk|1,p,,? + E) =0.

As the sequence {w;} C W"”(E) is bounded, {g;} C R is also bounded. Thus, there
exists a subsequence {g,} such that g, converges to g € R. In particular, we have

131_{‘30 wg, +4ll, ,z = 0.

Hence, we have

O0=1lim | (W, +g)dx = fc‘]dx,
k—oo JE g

because wy, € @F(E). Hence, we conclude that g = 0 and limy, e [[wy, |l bR = 0,
which contradicts limy, e [wi|, bK = 1. O
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Let @ € (0,1] and F, : R* — R? be defined by F,(x,y) := (x,@)7, (x,y)7 €
R?. An arbitrary v € W'P(K,) is pulled-back to § := v o F, € W'?(K). From the
definitions, it is clear that if v € E,(K,) or v € @,(K,), then ¥ € E,(K) or ¥ € @,(K),
respectively. Because

P NPT P TN I — L P
Mopk, = Pl o Moy, = alidy 2 o,k = 250 %
we have, for v e W'P(K,),
2 o o o
PKe 0,p,K 0,p,K _ 0,p,K
P T ds P = P ~ P Y2
|V|1,P,Kn |V'x|0,p,? + o |Vy|0,p,? |Vx|0’p’f + |Vy|0,p,f |V|l,p,f
This inequality yields
|V|0pK |{>|gp[? =
B,(K,) = sup R < —— = Bp(K) < oo, 4.1)
vedy &) Mipk, — sea,@ Pl 2
A 1P
V0o.p., Plo,p. % lv'O,p,[?
Cy(K,) = sup ™ < sup. o - < sup —— =4, < oo, 4.2)
ve, (k) Mipke  seg, @ Plipk  gezgo Pl %

Recall that K,, defined in Section 2.4 and depicted in Figure[Blis the triangle with
vertices (0,0)7, (0, )7, (as, )™, where 0 < @ < 1, s> + £ = 1, and t > 0. Using the
inequalities in Section 2.4, we find that

Mo, %, 2101l p k, Plo.p..,

M,k — L=IsD2Plpk, — Plipk,

, Vv e W(K,), 4.3)

because
2P, 1<p<2

271(11) 1+ 172 .
( |S|) = Zl,l/p’ 2 < p <o

This estimation (€3) with (.1} and (£.2) yields

— < [Plo,p.x. =
B,(K,) := sup P <9 sup  — P < 2B,(K),
ved,(K,) |V|1,p,,?” ved,(Ky) |V|1,p,k(,

— Mo,z [Plo,p.x.
Cy(Ky) := sup P2 <2 qup —27 < 24,.
vee, & Vipk, g,k Plipk,

The above estimations can be extended to general triangles. Now, let K be an
arbitrary triangle. The similar transformation Gg : R? — R? for a positive 8 € R is
defined by Gg(x) := px. Let K be defined by K| = Gg(K). A function u € WkP(K)
on K is pulled-back to v(x) := u(G[;' (x)) = u(G1,(x)) on K;. Then, for a nonnegative
integer k and any p (1 < p < o), we have

2/ p—k k
Whpk, = BP M ulepx,  Yu € WPH(K).
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Let hx > h; > h; be the lengths of the three edges of K. Suppose that the second
longest edge of K is parallel to the x- or y-axis. Then, by a combination of translation,
mirror imaging, and Gy;,, K can be transformed to the triangle K,. Hence, we may
apply the above estimations to K to obtain

|ulo,p,x Vo, & =
= — < ZBP(K),

ued, (k) Mluli px v, (Ko) M, %,

|u|0,p,K _ |v|0,p,l?(,

< 2A
— < 24
ueg, (k) Miluli px ve&,(Ro) M,

and

|ulo,p,x |ulo,p,x

< 2B,(K)hg, sup

< 2Ap/’l](.
ue&,(K) lulyp.x

ued,(K) |H|1,p,K

Note that if p # 2, the Sobolev norms are affected by a rotation. Therefore, we have
obtained the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3 Let K be an arbitrary triangle and hi := diamK. There exists a con-
stant C = C(p) depending only on p such that

ulo,p.x |ulo,p,x

< Chg,

< Chg, 1<p<oo,
ued, (k) |Ul1p.x ueg, () 1ul1p.x

An important point in Theorem[d.3]is that the constant C is independent of the geom-
etry of K.

For f € L'(K), we define f € R by

= 1
f= mfkf(x)dx.

From this definition, it is clear that, for arbitrary f € L?(K),

f (F-Pdx=0 and  [flopk < |flop. 44
K

Hence, we may apply Theorem to obtain the Poincaré—Wirtinger inequality for
triangles.

Corollary 4.4 (Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality) Let K be an arbitrary triangle. Then,

for p, 1 < p < oo and the constant C = C(p) that appeared in TheoremH.3 the fol-
lowing estimation holds:

If = flopx < Chilflipk, — Yfe WW(K).
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Remark: The Poincaré—Wirtinger inequality is standard and mentioned in many text-
books. However, the inequality is generally shown under conditions on the domains.
For example, it is stated in [3]] with the condition that the domain is of C! class. In
[8l], the inequality (7.45) on page 164 can be read as

1-1/d
If - f|opg_(|‘;;|) (diamQY/|flip0,  Vfe W(Q),

where Q c R? is a bounded convex domain and wy is the (d — 1)-dimensional Haus-
dorff measure of the unit sphere S%~! ¢ R?. Note that if 2 becomes very “flat”, then
the coefficient on the right-hand side diverges. For cases of degenerate (“flat”) do-
mains, Payne—Weinberger [14] and Laugesen—Siudeja [12] gave estimations for the
case p = 2. Thus, Corollary [4.4lis an extension of prior results.

Because of (.4), the following lemma obviously holds.

Lemma 4.5 Forany f € LP(K), 1 < p < oo, we have

If = Flop.x < 2Iflopk-

We now consider error estimates of the Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation J ng. Let

K be an arbitrary triangle and 1 < p < oco. From the definition of I ng and the
divergence theorem, we notice that

3
L(V—I%Rv)xdxz\L‘K(V—I%Rv)nldszlz;nlL(V—I%Rv)dszO,

where n = (n1,n,)7 is the outer unit normal vector on K, which is a constant vector
on each edge. Similarly, we have

f (v- Ing)y dx = 0.
K

Because 7<%y € P and (I ng) , (I ng) are constants on K, these equalities imply
x y
that

CR)\ — CR,) —
I x |K|fvxdx— Vi I y |K|fv‘dx— Vy,

Ing(x, y)=)x+ )y +c, ceR.
Therefore, (@.4) and Poincaré—Wirtinger inequality yield, for arbitrary v € W>P(K),

CR CR
V=I5, g < Chalhpx and TRV < Mk 4.5)

Note that v — v € &,(K) for any v € W'(K). Thus, Theorem .3 and #.3)
imply that

v —TFvlopx < Chilv = Tk < CPhkVhpx Vv € WHP(K). (4.6)
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Moreover, it follows from Lemma[4.3] that, for 1 < p < oo,

CR CR CR
= T o= v = () 10+ vy = (TE0) 1h

lop.k \ 10.p.k
= e = Vilg ke + s = W0k
<27 (lvly g + Il ) = 2P0 4
The case of p = oo is similar. Hence, we obtain
v = TFvlopx < 2Chg IVl pk, Vv e WP (K). 4.7)

Gathering estimates (4.6) and (4.7), we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6 Let K be an arbitrary triangle and 1 < p < oo. Then, for the Crouzeix—
Raviart interpolation IiRv, the following error estimations hold:

R 1
v — THvlopx < 2Chk V1 p ks Vv e WP(K),
R R 2712 2
v —TEvlopx < Chilv — IV px < CPhiVhpk,  Yv € WHP(K).

Here, the constant C = C(p) is from Theoremd 3 and is independent of the geometry
of K.

5 Approximating the surface area by Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation

Recall that Q ¢ R? is a polygonal domain and {7x};2, 1s a sequence of triangulations
of Q with limy_, |1%| = 0. Let f € WL (Q). The surface area Ar(f) in the sense of
Lebesgue is approximated by Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation as

Aff(f)::ZL,/HW(Ing)Ide.

Kety

Let & > 0 be arbitrarily taken and fixed. We may take f, € W>!(Q) such that
|f — feli.1.0 < &. There exists an integer N such that, for any integer k > N, we have
Cltillfsl1.0 < &, where the constant C is from Theorem [£.6 It follows from (3.2)
and (4.3) that, fork > N,

ALH)-ASRAHI < D IF = T fliax

Kety

< Z (|f — feliag +1fs = TR feliax + 178 (f - f)|1,1,1<)

Kety

<2lf = feho + Cldl felo 10 < 3e.
Therefore, we have shown the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1 Let Q C R? be a bounded polygonal domain and {tx};2, be a sequence
of triangulations of Q such that limy_,, |7¢| = 0. Let f € W'*(Q) and AgR(f) be the
approximation of the surface area Ar(f) by Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation. Then,
we have

lim AZE(f) = Av(f). .1
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It is clear from the proof that (5.I) holds under the assumptions that f € W"!(Q)n
C%(Q) with AL (f) < oo and f is absolutely continuous in the sense of Tonelli. We here
strongly emphasize that we have not imposed any geometric conditions on {ty}, such
as the maximum angle condition, or the circumradius condition.

6 Approximating areas of surfaces in parametric form

In this section, we show that the results obtained so far can be straightforwardly
extended to the case of parametric surfaces. Let Q ¢ R? be a bounded polygonal
domain and f : Q — R? € W'°(Q; R?). Because the Jacobian matrix

ort ot
6)(2 6y7
Df(x) := | 2L 9L
aft ap
ox Ty

exists almost everywhere in Q, we may assume that rankDf(x) = 2 almost every-
where in Q. Then, the image of f is a surface (possibly with self-intersections) in R.
Its area A (f) in the sense of Lebesgue is defined as before (see [19] for details), and
is equal to

AL(F) = f I£, X £,ldx,
Q

where

x — |\ Qs

Ox’ Ox’ Ox

8y’ 0y’ dy

(afl ar? aﬁ)T (afl ar* aﬁ)T
f - s f} —

and f, x f, is the exterior product of f,, f,. The surface area A, (f) can be discussed in
terms of the Hausdorff measure and the area formula. See [[7, Chapter 4] for details.

We now consider interpolations of f. Let {r,}”, be a sequence of triangulations
of Q. On each 7,, the Lagrange and Crouzeix—Raviart interpolations 7 éf , 1 iR f are
defined component-wise. Then, A, (f) is approximated by A, (I fnf) and

AK(E) =y fK ‘(Jng)xx(Jng)y‘dx,

Kert,

respectively.

To simplify the notation, we introduce the vectors F = (Fy, F5, F3)" and G =
(G1,G>,G3)T defined by

F:=f, xf, G:=g,xg,
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where g := Tf or g := 7Ff. Then, the error |AL(f) - AL(Ifnf)| is estimated as

|AL(f)—AL(I£”f)|=' f |Fldx — f IGldx

|F; + Gi||F; — Gy
< —  d
Zf RGO

Zqu? Gildx,

Kert, i=1

because |F; + Gi|/([F| + |G]) < 1. The error |A.(f) — ASK(F)| is estimated in a similar
manner.
Note that F; and G; are written as

Fi=fifi = fifh Gi=g\g,—gigh k1=1,23k=#l,

where g’ = T f or g' = T¢R f'. Therefore, we see that

Fi = Gil < Iff = M+ 18AIF = bl + 15 = g¥llfil + 1gbIlfL - gl

and
3
Z f |F; — Gildx < (Ifl1,00x + 18l1,00.6) If — &l1,1.5-
i—1 K

For the case of Lagrange interpolation, g = 1 éf and we assume that a sequence of
triangulations {7, } of Q satisfies the maximum angle condition. Then, by Lemma[3.1]
there exists a constant C; such that II,L(fll,oo,K < Cilfly,00.k, Where the constant C;
depends on the maximum angle. Thus, we have

|AL(E) = ALZED] = (1+C1) Y. i coxlf - g1k

Kert,

<+ Colfleolf - T58] | -
Similarly, for the case of Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation, we have g = 7 ng and

CR CR
AL = AR <2 )" Fhoox [f - T,
Ket,
without any geometric condition on the triangulations.
From these inequalities, the following theorem can be shown in exactly the same
manner as used in Sections 3 and 5.

Theorem 6.1 Let Q C R? be a bounded polygonal domain and {1} be a sequence
of triangulations of Q. Let f : Q — R belong to W"*(Q;R?) and rankDf(x) = 2
almost everywhere in Q.

If {i} satisfies the maximum angle condition, we have the convergence

lim A, (I7,£) = AL(F)
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for Lagrange interpolation. Furthermore, we have
Jim AZE(6) = A(F)

for Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation without any geometric condition on the triangu-
lation {1}

7 Numerical experiments and concluding remarks

To confirm the results obtained in this paper, we conducted numerical experiments.
Let Q := (—1,1) x (—=1,1) and N be a positive integer. We use the triangulation 7
that consists of congruent isosceles triangles with base length 2 := 2/N and height
2/12/h*] = h*, a > 1. Note that the circumradius of the triangle is approximately
equal to h%/2 + h>~/8. Thus, it diverges when @ > 2 as N — oo. The triangulation
of @ with N = 12 and @ = 1.6 is shown in Figure 4.

Fig. 4 The triangulation of Q with N = 12 and
a=1.6.

1

1 05 0 0s 1

Let f(x,y) := (a* — x})'? with @ = 1.1. We computed |A.(f) — Ag(ZLf)| and
|AL(f) — ATCR( )| with various N and «. The results are shown in Figure [3

Note that, as predicted by the error estimations obtained in this paper, the behavior
of the error |AL(f) — ATCR (f)| does not depend on « (all the curves overlap and look
like just one curve), whereas the error |[A.(f) — Ag(J f f)| behaves differently as
varies. We can also see that, when N is small, the errors in the Lagrange interpolation
behave strangely for some reason that the authors cannot explain.

We obtained an alternative proof of the classical result by Young (Theorem[3.2).
That is, we have shown that the areas of the Lagrange interpolation of a surface (of
class W) converge to the area of the surface under the maximum angle condition
on the triangulation. The authors conjecture that the same result holds under the cir-
cumradius condition. Moreover, we showed that the areas of the Crouzeix—Raviart
interpolation of a surface (of class W!*) converge to the area of the surface without
any geometric condition on the triangulation.

The authors believe that the results of this paper provide a new insight on the
definition of surface area and related subjects. In the following, we mention some
immediate problems that arise from this study.

— Prove or disprove the conjecture that Theorem [3.2] holds under the circumradius
condition on triangulations.
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Fig. 5 The errors of Lagrange (upper) and Crouzeix—Raviart (lower) interpolations. The number next to
the symbol indicates the value of . The horizontal axis represents the maximum size of triangles and the
vertical axis represents the errors IAE(Ifkf) — AL(f)| (upper) and IATCkR(f) — Ar(f)| (lower).

— The surface area in the sense of Lebesgue is defined using Lagrange interpolation
(or using the subspace S -, ). Can we give an alternate definition of surface area us-
ing Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation (or using a corresponding finite dimensional
space) that is equivalent to the original definition?

— All the results in this paper are proved under the assumption Az (f) < oo. Let
f e CO%Q) and {14} be a sequence of triangulations such that limg_, |7x| = O.
In this case, the Crouzeix—Raviart interpolation J TCkR f is well-defined. Suppose
that lim sup;_,, AS®(f) < co. Then, can we show that A.(f) < co? If not, give a
counter-example.

— Extend Theorem[3.1] to the case of the volume of the graph of a function with d
variables, d > 3.

The authors hope this paper will inspire further research and that one or more of
the above-mentioned questions will be solved in the near future.
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