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Abstract

We develop a finite element method for the vector Laplacian based on the co-
variant derivative of tangential vector fields on surfaces embedded in R3. Closely
related operators arise in models of flow on surfaces as well as elastic membranes
and shells. The method is based on standard continuous parametric Lagrange ele-
ments which describe a R? vector field on the surface and the tangent condition is
weakly enforced using a penalization term. We derive error estimates that take the
approximation of both the geometry of the surface and the solution to the partial
differential equation into account. In particular we note that to achieve optimal
order error estimates, in both energy and L? norms, the normal approximation
used in the penalization term must be of the same order as the approximation
of the solution. This can be fulfilled either by using an improved normal in the
penalization term, or by increasing the order of the geometry approximation. We
also present numerical results using higher-order finite elements that verify our
theoretical findings.

1 Introduction

In this contribution we develop a finite element method for the vector Laplacian on a
surface. While there are several natural Laplacians acting on vector fields on surfaces we
in this work consider the rough Laplacian which is a second order elliptic operator based
on covariant derivatives. In contrast, another natural Laplacian is the Hodge Laplacian
which is based on exterior calculus, see [12], and which differs from the rough Laplacian
by a zeroth order term depending only on the curvature of the surface.

The method is based on continuous parametric Lagrange elements with geometry and
solution approximations which are piecewise polynomial of orders k, and £, respectively.
Instead of defining an approximation space for tangent vector fields on the surface I
we seek solutions which are full vector fields I' — R3 and weakly enforce the tangential
condition using a suitable penalty term, similar to our work on the Darcy problem,
see [10]. Note, however, that the Darcy problem does not involve any gradients of the
velocity vector and is therefore easier to deal with. This approach leads to a convenient
implementation without the need for special finite element spaces.

We prove a priori error estimates in the energy and L? norm and we find that in order
to obtain optimal order convergence in both norms it is necessary to use a discrete normal
in the penalty term of order k, + 1. For isoparametric finite elements this translates into
a geometry approximation of the normal in the penalty term that is one degree higher
than of the normal to the discrete surface I',. Somewhat curiously, there is no loss of
order in L? due to the fact that the covariant derivative is obtained by projecting the



componentwise directional derivative onto the tangent plane and that the approximation
order of the projection is only h*s. To prove this, however, requires the use of non-
standard techniques which we developed in [14].

Related Work. Finite elements for partial differential equations on surfaces is now a
rapidly developing field that originates from the seminal work of Dziuk [5| where sur-
face finite elements for the Laplace—Beltrami operator was first developed. Most of the
research is, however, focused on problems with scalar unknowns, see the recent review
article [6] and the references therein, which simplifies the differential calculus since the co-
variant derivative of a vector field, or more generally a tensor field, is not needed. Models
of flow on surfaces as well as membranes and shells, however, involve vector unknowns,
see for instance [9] (linear) and [11] (nonlinear), for membrane models formulated using
the same approach as used in this paper. Furthermore, we employ higher order elements
similar to the approaches presented in [3]/10,/14,/15]. Concurrent to the present work,
similar formulations for vector Laplace operators on surfaces, also using tangential dif-
ferential calculus, were studied in [13] motivated by their use in methods posed in an
embedding space, and later such a method (TraceFEM) for a vector Laplacian problem
was presented in [8]. As in the present work the formulation in [8] assumes a full vector
field on the surface but instead of using a penalty term to enforce the field to be tangential
a Lagrange multiplier approach is used. In addition our analysis includes the geometry
approximation.

Paper Outline. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In Section
we introduce the vector Laplacian and results concerning the continuous problem; in
Section [3| we introduce the finite element method; in Section |4 we recall some basic
results regarding lifting and extension of functions between the discrete and continuous
surfaces, present a non-standard geometry approximation estimate and introduce the
interpolant; in Section [5| we derive a sequence of necessary lemmas leading up to the a
priori error estimate, and finally in Section [6] we present numerical examples confirming
our theoretical findings.

2 Vector Laplacians on a Surface

In this section we present the tools we need to work with vector Laplacians on surfaces
in the setting of tangential differential calculus, which allows us to employ the Carte-
sian coordinates of the embedding R? space. We first in Section define the surface
and its assumptions; in Sections [2.2}42.4] we introduce the notations needed to describe
tensor fields on the surface and derivatives and covariant derivatives of such fields; in
Section we present the suitable Sobolev spaces. As these first five sections involve nu-
merous definitions we for clarity and compactness present them in the form of bullet lists.
In Section we establish some lemmas fundamental to the analysis on surfaces, in par-
ticular a Poincaré inequality. Finally, in Section we introduce our model variational
problem, which involves certain vector Laplacians on a surface.



2.1 The Surface

Let I' be a smooth compact surface embedded in R?® without boundary and let p be
the signed distance function, negative on the inside and positive on the outside. The
exterior unit normal to the surface I' is given by n = Vp.

Let p : R® — T be the closest point mapping onto I'. Then there is a 6, > 0 such
that p maps each point in Uy, (T) to precisely one point on I', where Us(T") = {z € R? :
|p(x)| < 0} is the open tubular neighborhood of T" of thickness § > 0.

As p is a signed distance function within Us,(I") the unit normal to I' naturally extend
to Us, (') through its original definition n(x) = Vp.

For each function v : I' > R™, m = 1,2,..., we define the componentwise extension
u® to the neighborhood Us, (") by the pull back u® = u o p.

The curvature tensor (or second fundamental form) is defined on Uy, (") by
k=V®Vp (2.1)

and may be expressed in the form

2 e
KE
k(r) =) ———F——a; Qaj (2.2)
; 1 + p(x)KS

where k; are the principal curvatures with corresponding orthonormal principal curva-
ture vectors a;, see |7, Lemma 14.7].

2.2 Tensors

Let V,W be finite dimensional vector spaces with bases {e;}", respectively {f;}7";.
The tensor product V ® W is the vector space spanned by all pairs (e;, f;) of basis
vectors, denoted by e; ® f;, and there is a bilinear product @ : V.x W — VW

defined by
VW = (Z Uﬁz’) ® <Z wjfj) =2, D viw(e® fy) (2.3)
=1

i=1 i=1j7=1

The dimension of V@ W is dim(V ® W) = dim(V')dim(W).

If V and W are inner product spaces, V ® W is an inner product space with product
(a®b,v@w)yew = (a,v)y (b, w)w (2.4)

and the inner product norm is given by

lv®@wlvew = lv]v]wlw (2.5)

The dual space of V' denoted by V* is the space of all linear functionals A : V" — R.
The dual basis {);}}_; is defined by the identity A;(e;) = d;;. When V is an inner
product space, there is for each A\ € V* a unique vector &, such that &,(v) = (v,&)\)v,
YveV.



Tensors of type (k,l) are elements in the tensor product space

WH=V® - 0VeV'e - V" (2.6)

k copies | copies

If {e;}I | is an orthonormal basis in V/, then {e;}!", is also the corresponding dual basis
in V*. If Q : V — V is an orthogonal mapping €; = Qe; is also an orthonormal basis
in V' and hence also the corresponding dual basis in V'*.

For v in V let [v] denote the array of coefficients in the expansion v = > ve;. If
v = Zz V€, = Zz 5@& = Zz GZQGZ we find that vy = Zz ’?J;(Qei,@j)v = Zz 51'jS7 ] =
1,...,m, and thus in matrix form [v] = Q[?] or [?] = Q@ ![v] = QT[v]. The same
transformation rules hold for the dual space V* and thus we do not have to distinguish
between V' and V* and we can restrict our attention to tensors of type k + [ of the
form

W=V -V (2.7)
—_—
k + 1 copies
Let v e V¥ and w e V!, for n = 1,...,min(k,]) we define the n-contraction v -, w €
Vk+l—2n by
(®1103) n (®)o1w5) = Ty (Vi wiv (®['0:) © (®571w;) (2.8)

Special cases includen =1l =1orn =k =1 and k =[] = 2 where we use the simplified
notation

v-we VL v:weR (2.9)

2.3 Tensor Fields
Vector Fields.

Let {e; € R*}?_| be a Cartesian basis, i.e., a fixed orthonormal basis, in the embedding
space R3.

For x € Uy, (') let P(z) = I —n(z) ® n(z) be the projection onto the tangential plane
T.(T") and @Q = I — P the projection onto the normal line.

The projected Cartesian basis {p; = Pe; : I' — T,(I')}2_, spans the tangential plane
T.(T") but is not a basis for T,(T") since the vectors in the set are linearly dependent.
Note however that for b € T,(I") we have the unique expansion b = Z?Zl b;e;, which
induces the canonical expansion b = 2?21 b;Pe; = 2?21 b;p;. Furthermore, inner prod-
ucts and norms are clearly independent of the choice of expansion in the projected
basis.

Define: (a) The space of general smooth vector fields
3
T'={a= Z ae; - a; € C*(T)} (2.10)
i=1

(b) The space of tangential smooth vector fields

an = {a = Zaipi ca; € C*(1)} (2.11)

=1
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Tensor Fields.

e Define: (a) The vector space of smooth m tensor fields on T,

e C*(T,R)} (2.12)

7777 im

.........

3
7;2;01 = {X = Z Xi1 im Piy Q- ®pim7 Xi1 im € COO(Fv R)} (213)

15 Im=

e The projection P : T™ — T2, is defined by

tan>
3 3
P ( Z Xii im€i @@ eim) = Z XitimDiy @ - Q iy, (2.14)
i pim=1 iyim=1

2.4 Tangential Calculus

Tangential Derivatives.

e The directional derivative of v € T, in the direction of a € T, is defined by
dou=(a-Vu'=(u®V)-a (2.15)
where a -V = Z?:l a;0; and u® ® V is the Jacobian of u.

e Define the tangential gradient operator Vp = >"

j—1¢j0p; and the total derivative of a
vector field

3 3
u@Vr = Y (0u)®e; = > (du)e;®@e; = (u° @ V)P (2.16)

7j=1 i,j=1

We note that
Ou = (u®Vr)-a Va e T}

tan

(2.17)

e More generally, for X € 7™ we define in the same way the directional derivative

QX = Y (0uXiin)en ® @6, (2.18)

3 3
X ® VI‘ = Z Z (8iji1 77777 im)eil @ s ® €im ® €; (219)

and we note that
0, X =(X®Vr)-a Yae T (2.20)

tan

since a = a;€; = a;P; and a; = €; * Q.



e Higher order derivatives of X € 7™ are obtained by repeated application of (2.19)),

(Vi)!X =X®@VE =X QVr®---® Vr (2.21)

k gradients

which gives (Vr)*X € T™* of the form

Z Z pgk : pgl Xi17~-~7im)(ei1 - - '®€im>®(6j1 - '®ejk) (2'22)

Jiyeodk=111,..im=1

Covariant Derivatives.

e For u e T we define the covariant derivative of u in the direction a by

D,u = Po,u (2.23)

o Writing u = Z?zl u;p; we have using the product rule

3

3
D,u = Po,u = Po, Z up; = Z(@aui)pi + u; P(0up;) (2.24)

i=1 =1

We note that the covariant derivative includes a lower order term multiplied by a
projected directional derivative of a tangent basis vector p;. Writing a = 23:1 a;p; we

have d,p; = Z?Zl a;0p,p; and using the identity p; = e; — nyn we find that
Op,pi = 5pj(€i —NN) = —Pj - Kl + MK - Pj = —Kih — Nk (2.25)

where k = n® V = V?p is the tangential curvature tensor, see (2.1)), with elements
#i; and columns (and rows) #;. Thus P(0,,p;) = —n;k; and expanding the right hand
side in the Cartesian basis we obtain

w

pjpz Z Yig,kPk (226)

where the coefficients v;; , = —n;k; correspond to the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-
Civita connection.

Furthermore, note that in the case of the canonical expansion u = 2?21 u;p; = Zle U;€;
we have the simplified identity

D,u = Po,u =P (i(%m)&) = i(é’aui)pi (2.27)

Using the fact Z?:l u;n; = 0, we also note that the second term in the right hand side
of (2.24)) is indeed zero since

ZuZ Z a; P(0p,pi) = Zu, Z ankj = — (Zl uzn,) (Z aj/fj) =0 (2.28)

=1 7=1 i=1 7j=1 j=1



Define the total covariant derivative Dru € T35,

Dru = Y (Dyu) ®p; = P(u® Vr) = P(u* @ V)P (2.29)

i=1

and we note that

Dou= (Dru)-a  Vae Ty, (2.30)
In contrast to ©u ® Vr, Dru is a tangential tensor.
The symmetric part of Dru is defined by
1
er(u) = 3 (Dru + (Dru)") (2.31)

which is the tangential strain tensor used in modeling of solids and fluids, see [9).

The covariant derivative D, X e T of a tangential tensor X e 77 in the direction
a € T. is defined by

Do X = P(3,X) (2.32)
3

= Z (0aXiyoin,) 0iy @+ ®piy) + Xiy i, P (Ca(piy ® - ®piy)) (2.33)

11, yim=1

where the projection P of a tensor field is defined in (2.14]). We use the product rule
0, Y®Z)=(0.Y)®Z+Y ®(0,Z), X eT™ Y € T", to compute the second term.
The total covariant derivative DpX € 7,71, is defined by

tan
3
DX = YD, X) @ p, (2.34)
j=1
and note that since p; -a = Pej -a = ¢; - Pa = ¢; - a = a; we have
D, X = (DrX)-a (2.35)
for all tangential vector fields a.
Iterating this definition we can represent covariant derivatives of order m as
—_
m covariant derivatives

2.5 Function Spaces

For w < I' let (-,-),, and | - |12(,) denote the usual L? inner product and norm on w and
let | - |L() denote the usual L* norm on w. We define the following Sobolev spaces:

e H¥(w), with w < T, denotes the standard Sobolev spaces of scalar or vector valued
functions with componentwise derivatives and norm

S

%{S(w) = Z \\(Vr)jv||%2(w) (2.37)

J=0

o]
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o H (w), with wc I', denotes the Sobolev space of tangential vector fields with covari-
ant derivatives and norm
S

w = 2 (D)ol (2.38)

7=0

2
HS

tan

o]

We employ the standard notation L?(w) = H°(w) and |v]|2w) = [v]e-

2.6 Basic Lemmas

We here prove three fundamental lemmas. In Lemma [2.1| we show that the kernel of the
covariant derivative of a tangential vector field is empty, a fact then used in the proof of
Lemma which is a Poincaré inequality. Finally, in Lemma [2.3| we show that Sobolev
norms based on tangential respectively covariant derivatives are equivalent.

Lemma 2.1 Ifve HL (T) satisfies Drv = 0 then v = 0.

Proof. Step 1. Claim: if v € T.., is a smooth tangential vector field which is covariantly
constant, Drv = 0, there is a point x € I' such that v(x) = 0.

To verify this claim we introduce the Riemannian curvature tensor, see [4], which is
the mapping R : 7L x T1 x 7L — Tl defined by

tan tan
R(a,b,v) = Do Dyv — Do Dyv — Digpyv (2.39)

where D,v = Pd,v is the covariant derivative in the direction of the tangential vector
field a and [a, b] is the tangent vector field given by the Lie bracket

[a,b] = Opa — O4b (2.40)

where we recall that dya = (a ® Vr) - b, see (2.17). To see that the Lie bracket is
indeed a tangential vector field we note that since n-a = 0 we have 0 = Jy(n - a) =
(Gpn)-a+mn-(0pa) =b-k-a+n-(0a) and thus n- (Gya) = —b- k- a, from which it follows
that n - [a,b] = 0.

All derivatives in cancel so that R(a,b,v) is a tangential vector field which does
not depend on any derivatives of v. In the case of an embedded codimension one surface
in R? we have the identity

R(a,b,v)=(b-k-v)k-a—(a-Kk-v)k-b (2.41)

where k is the curvature tensor of I', and we note in particular that there are no derivatives
of v. To verify we first recall the directional and covariant derivatives introduced
in Section [2.4] i.e.,

0,0 = (v® Vr) - a, D,v = Pd,v (2.42)

for a tangential vector field a. We then have

D,Dyv = Pé,Pdy (2.43)
= P0,(0pv — (n - Gpv)n) (2.44)
= P0,0pv — P(0u(n - Opv)n + (n - Gpv)0dgm) (2.45)
= P0,0pv — (n- Opv)k - a (2.46)
= Po,0pv+ (b-k-v)k-a (2.47)



Here we used that identities
Pn =0, Pk = k, Oun = K - a, n-oyv=-b-K-v (2.48)

where the last formula follows from the fact that v - n = 0, which leads to

0=0d(n-v)=n-(v)+dn-v=n-(0pv)+b-K-v (2.49)
We thus obtain
R(a,b,v) = DoDyv — DyDyv — Dig v (2.50)
= P(é’aabv — 6b6av — é[a,b]v) (2.51)
*
+(a-k-v)k-b—(b-k-v)k-a
=(a-k-v)k-b—(b-K-V)K-a (2.52)

Here we used the identity
0,0b0; = Op0,0; + 6aabvi (253)

for each component v; in v, to conclude that
&aébv — 8b8av = ﬁaabv - &;bav = 6[%1)]@ (2.54)

and thus % = 0. This concludes the verification of .

Next let {t;}?_, be a smooth orthonormal basis to T,(T') in the vicinity of a point
x € I, i.e., all tangential vector fields can be written as a linear combination v = Zle vit;
with coordinate functions v;. We then have the identity

Rl(ta,t1,t1) -ty = R(ty, ta, o) -ty = K (2.55)
where K = K1k 1s the Gauss curvature and it also holds
Rty t1,to) -ty = R(ty, ta,ty) - t; = 0 (2.56)

and we get the corresponding identities if we interchange ¢t; and t;. In verification of
(2.55)) we directly obtain

R(tg,tl, tl) . tg = (tl K tl)(tg K tg) — (tg K tl)(tg R tg) = det(fi) = K1Rk9 (257)

where det(x) is the determinant of the 2 x 2 tangential part of x and we used the fact
that the matrix T' = [t;,t,] is orthogonal and det(T7kT) = det k. For (2.56) we get

R(tl,tg,tl) : tl = (tg R tl)(tl R tl) — (tl R t1)<t2 R tl) =0 (258)

and we note that both verifications hold also if we switch t; and 5.

If Drv = 0 we have D,v = 0 for all tangential vector fields a and thus we can conclude
that R(a,b,v) = 0 for all tangential vector fields a,b. Expanding v in the orthonormal
frame we also have the identity

2
0 = R(a,b,v) -w = R(a, b’Z vit;) - w = EviR(a, b, t;) - w (2.59)
i=1

i=1



Setting a = t1, b = t5, and w = t; we get

0=uvK (2.60)
and setting a = t, b = t1, and w = t5 we get

0=uK (2.61)

We can therefore conclude that in a point with nonzero Gauss curvature a covariantly
constant vector field must be zero. For any closed compact smooth surface embedded in
R3 there is at least one point x € ' where K # 0, see [18, Theorem 4, p. 88|, and thus
v(x) = 0 which concludes the verification of the claim in Step 1.

Step 2. Claim: if v € T\, is a smooth tangential vector field which is covariantly
constant, Drv = 0, and there exists a point x € I' such that v(z) = 0, then v(y) = 0 for
allye .

We will use so called parallel transport of vectors along curves to verify this claim.
First using the fact that a closed compact manifold is geodesically complete in the sense
that each point y € I' is connected to x by a geodesic, i.e., a length minimizing curve:
v:13t—~(t) eI where I = [a,b] is an interval in R and ~y(a) = z, v(b) = y. Consider
now the transport problem: find w € {T,(T") : « € v} such that

D;w =0 on v, w(a) = v(x) (2.62)

where 7 = 71 is the tangent vector to 7. We note that dwo’y = J;w and thus Dyw = qusfv.
Setting w o 7(75) 32 wi(t)t; o y(t) we get

dwory 2\ duw;(t)
dt & dt

i=1

0=P

ti o y(t) + wi(t)(Dsyts) (2.63)
and using the fact that {ti}le is orthonormal we obtain

d 2
w’ Z Diwt;) -t (2.64)

which is a standard system of linear ordinary differential equations with a unique solution
since the coefficients are smooth. We say that w is the parallel transport of v along the
curve v. Now let w; and ws be solutions to (2.62)) with initial data v; and v, we then
have

d(wl : 'U}Q) dw1 dw2

- & L2 (ptL (P2 = 2.
o o Wy + W1 o ( dt) wy + wy - ( )=0 (2.65)

where we used the fact that w; and ws are tangent vectors to insert P. Thus the scalar
product of w; and wy is constant along v and in particular we have |w(t)|gs = |v(z)|gs.
We conclude that v(y) = 0, since v(z) = 0 and v(y) is obtained by parallel transport of
v(z) along vy since Drv = 0 on I' implies D;v = 0 on 7.

10



ean (1) the de-
sired result follows. |

Step 3. Using the fact that smooth tangent vector fields are dense in H_}

Lemma 2.2 (Poincaré Inequality) For all ve HL_(T') there is a constant such that

tan

[ollr < | Drofr (2.66)

Proof. Assume that (2.66) does not hold. Then there is a sequence {v;}> , in H. (T)
such that
|lvk[r = K[ Drogr (2.67)

Setting wy, = vi/|vk|lr we obtain
| Drwgfr < &7 (2.68)

and therefore {wy}?, is bounded in HL (T'). Using Rellich’s compactness theorem,
see |17, Ch. 4, Prop. 4.4], there is a subsequence {wy,}72; and a tangential vector field
w € L*(T') such that

wy, > w  in L*(D) (2.69)

Then |w|r =1 and |Drw|r = 0 but this is a contradiction in view of Lemma [2.1] [ |

Lemma 2.3 (Sobolev Norm Equivalence) For all tangential vector fieldsv € H{" ('),

and m =1,2,... there are constants such that
IVEvlr < > |Dfvllr (2.70)

k=0
|DPvlr < ) VR (2.71)

k=0

and as a consequence

Hm (T) (2.72)

tan

HUHHm(F) ~ HU\

Proof. Let X e T

v be a smoothly varying tangential tensor on I'.

Bound (2.70). Taking k derivatives on X, adding and subtracting a projection on the
innermost derivative and using the triangle inequality we obtain

[VEX|r = [VEH(P(VeX) + (I = P)(VrX))|r (2.73)

< Vi (DrX)[e + Vi (1 = P)(VeX))[r (2.74)

where we in the first term use the definition of the covariant derivative Dr X = P(VrX).
Next we show that the second term is actually of lower order. Expressing X using the

canonical expansion in the spanning set, see ([2.13)), we by the product rule have the total
derivative

3
VrX = Z On; <Xi1~--in)%7z‘1 Q- Qpi, ®p; + Xy i Op, (Piy ® - @ i, ) @ pj (2.75)

U1y, in,j=1

eTn 1

tan

11



As the first term in this sum is tangential we after subtraction of a projection get the
expression

3
i15emrin =1
which has no derivatives acting on the coordinates of X. Furthermore, we note that we

have the identities
3

3
(I = P)Op,pi = —Kyjn = — Z Kij ke , p; = ijlel (2.77)
=1

k=1
where the expansion coefficients are smooth since I' is smooth. Thus there are smooth
functions v, ., ki ..k, such that

3
(I —P) (Z Op; (Piy ® - @ pi,) ®Pj> = Qiy i by kil ® - @ g, @y (2.78)

j=1
Defining the smooth 2n + 1 tensor A by
A=y ik kni(en ® - ®e,) Qe ® - Qek,) e (2.79)
we have the identity
i, @ - ®¢€, nA= 04 ik kit @ - Qep, Qe (2.80)
and thus using the canonical expansion of the tangential tensor X we obtain the identity
X A= ({—-P)(VrX) (2.81)
Using the product rule we get
[VEH (I = P)(VeX)[r = [VEH(X - A (2.82)
k—1
< 2 VX e |95 Al ey (2.83)
k—1
< D IVEX | (2.84)
1=0

Combined with (2.73))(2.74)) this yields
k-1

IVEX e < [VEH(DrX) e + ), IVEXr (2.85)
=0

with a constant depending only on I'. Inequality (2.70)) now follows by induction. For
k = 1 estimate (2.70]) follows directly from ([2.85)). Assuming that (2.70)) holds for & — 1
we have the estimate

k-1
IVEX e < |[VEHDeX) e + D IVEX e (2.86)
1=0
— k-1
Z | DL(DrX) e + Z | DrX | (2.87)
=0 1=0
k
< 310Xl (2.88)

and thus (2.70]) holds for k as Well.

12



Bound (2.71)). By adding and subtracting VX inside the gradients and applying the
triangle inequality we have

Vi DeX e < [VEH (VeX) e + [VE (T = P)(VeX))|r (2.89)
< VEX|r + Ve X e (2.90)

where we use the same lower order bound on the second term in as above. The
inequality readily follows by iterating this formula, starting with k = 1 and X = D" 1,
and applying the Poincaré inequality |v|r < v ® Vr|[r. This Poincaré inequality clearly
holds as we by Lemma [2.2] have

[o]f < |1Drvff < |Drofi + |(I = P)(v @ Vi)t = 0@ Vel (2.91)
=0

by the orthogonality between tangential and non-tangential tensors. |

2.7 Vector Laplacians

Standard Formulation. We consider the variational problem: Find v € H. (T) such
that
a(u,v) = Il(v) voe HL (T) (2.92)

where the forms are given by
a(u,v) = (Dr(u), Dr(v))r,  1(v) = (f,ve)r (2.93)
and f is a given tangential vector field in H,,.(I'). Here we introduced the notation
uy = Pu (2.94)

which at first sight seems superfluous as u,v, f are already tangential. However, the
added projections make the above forms well defined also for functions in H*(T") which
will allow us to deal with these forms and its discrete counterpart in a systematic fashion.

Using the Poincaré inequality (see Lemma together with the Lax—Milgram lemma
we conclude that this problem has a unique solution v € HL (T).

Elliptic Shift. For smooth surfaces we have the following elliptic shift property

Hs+2(1—\) < C (Hf‘ Htsan(r)) (295)

tan

#5014l

]

with a positive constant C' = C(I', s), see |19, Fundamental Inequality 6.29]. For f e
L3(T), i.e., s = 0, this shift implies

@ < [ flr (2.96)

as we by the Poincaré inequality (2.66]) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality have

]2z

tan

Julf < |1Drulf = a(u, w) = (u, f)r < [ulc]fle (2.97)

which allows us to bound the lower order term in (2.95)) by | f]|r-
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Symmetric Formulation. While we focus our presentation on the standard formula-
tion ([2.92)) we will also briefly consider a problem based on the symmetric part of the
covariant derivative er(u;). However, in contrast to the standard formulation where the
kernel of the full covariant derivative ker(Dr) by Lemma is empty, the kernel of the
symmetric part of the covariant derivative ker(er) is finite dimensional albeit non-trivial
and consists of so-called Killing vector fields. Simple examples include surfaces with ro-
tational symmetries where restrictions of three dimensional rigid body rotations induce
Killing vector fields on the surface. To avoid having to deal with the peculiarities of this
non-trivial kernel we for the symmetric formulation consider the following problem that

also includes a zeroth order term: Find u € HL (T') such that

Asym (U, V) = (V) voe H. (T) (2.98)
where the bilinear form is given by

Asym (U, ) = (€r(ug), er(ve))r + (g, ve)r (2.99)

where we note the presence of a zeroth order term. To prove existence and uniqueness
in this symmetric formulation we, in addition to the results above, require a Korn’s
inequality |Dr(u)|r < |er(u)|r for w e HL (T). For a proof of such a Korn’s inequality
and further discussion on Killing vector fields, see [13].

3 The Finite Element Method

In this section we present the finite element method. First, in Section we introduce
the discrete surface approximation in the form of a parametric triangulation fulfilling
certain assumptions. In Section we define the parametric finite element space on the
discrete surface. The finite element method is presented in Section where we also
consider some variations of the method.

3.1 Triangulation of the Surface

Parametric Triangulated Surfaces. Let K < R? be a reference triangle and let
Py, (K ) be the space of polynomials of order less or equal to k, defined on K. Let Lhk,
be a triangulated surface in R? with quasi uniform triangulation IChch and mesh parameter
h € (0, ho] such that each triangle K can be described via a mapping F , : K — K where
Fr, € [Pkg(f( )]?. Concretely, the construction of a higher-order surface triangulation is
based on first generating a regular piecewise linear triangle surface mesh K, ;. We then
equip each facet element K; € K, with the standard k,:th order Lagrange basis {¢;}
associated with nodes {z;} on K;. The higher-order geometry approximation is then
defined as the Lagrange interpolant of the closest point mapping p, i.e.,

Ky, = {x = Zp(xi)go(x') 1l e Kl} (3.1)

which gives us Kjx,. Note that this is precisely the construction of the higher-order
geometry approximation used in [3].

Let njx, be the elementwise defined normal to I'y ;. For brevity we use the notation
Kn = Knpry> I'n = Tng, and ny, = npp,. We let geometric quantities derived from I', be
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indicated by subscript A, for example the discrete curvature tensor x;, and the projections
P, =1—-Q), and @), = n, ® ny, onto the discrete tangential plane respectively onto the
discrete normal line.

Geometry Approximation Assumption. We assume that the family {I'y;,,h €
(0, ho]} approximates I' in the following ways:
o I'yx, © Us,(I') and p : I'y,, — I is a bijection.

e The following bounds hold:

IplLe,y < B nop —nufew,) <0, |kop—kliew,) S BT (3.2)

Here and below we let a < b denote a < Cb with a constant C' independent of the mesh
parameter h.

From (3.2)) we can derive bounds for approximation of other geometric quantities, for
example ||P — PhHLOO(Fh) < hkg, HP : nhHLoo(Fh) < hkg, and ||1 —-n- nhHLoo(ph) < hngrl, see
eg. |3].

Broken Sobolev Spaces. As I'; is only piecewise smooth we introduce the broken
Sobolev space H*(K},) on I', of scalar or vector valued functions with norm

o) = 2 ”(VFh)jUH%Z‘(m) (3.3)

§=0

[l

which we note is analogously defined to albeit on the discrete surface I',. Here
we introduced the convention that when Cj is the domain of integration, element-wise
integration over 'y is implied, i.e., | - [#, = Xxex, |- [%-

We also have the corresponding broken space on the exact surface I' denoted H*(K)
where K is defined as follows: For any parametric triangle K € Kp,;, 1 < i < k,, we
define the lifted triangle K' € T' by K' = {p(z) : z € K}. Let K}, = g K' and let the
norm of H*(K}) be given by (2.37). Clearly, H'(I') =« H*(K}). In Section [4.1] we also
introduce the corresponding notation for the lifting of functions on I'j, onto I'.

3.2 Parametric Finite Element Spaces

Let
Vh,ku,kg = {U : U|K o FK,kg € Pk(K), VK e ICh,kg§ v € CO(Fh)} (34)

be the space of parametric continuous piecewise polynomials of order k, mapped with a
mapping of order k,. For brevity we use the simplified notation

Vi = WVakuy)* (3.5)

Note that V, ¢ HY(K}) n CO(T).
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3.3 Formulation of the Method

Tangential Condition. While our sought solution is a vector field which is tangential
to the surface, this condition is not built into our approximation space V}. Instead we
choose to enforce this tangent condition weakly by adding a term sy, defined below, to the
bilinear form which penalizes the normal component together with a suitable h scaling.
However, as seen in the analysis below, in order to achieve optimal order estimates, in
both energy and L? norms, when using isoparametric finite elements we need to define
this penalty term using a normal approximation which is at least one order higher than
of the normal to the discrete surface I',. We denote this normal approximation 7, and
assume

Inop—anlrew, Sh® . k= k (3.6)

In the case k, = kg, i.e., when 7, is of the same approximation order as nj;, we choose
np = ny,. For k, > ky+1 we instead construct 7, by taking the node-wise interpolation of
the exact normal n using a Lagrange basis of order k, — 1 and normalizing this quantity.
While this construction clearly fulfills we discuss other choices in Remark [3.3] below.

The Method. The finite element method takes the form: Find u; € V}, such that

Ah(uh,v) = lh(’U) Yv e Vh (37)
The forms are defined by
Ap(v,w) = an(v, w) + sp(v, w) (3.8)
with
ah(v’ w) = (Drhvth7 Drhwth)’Ch (39)
sp(v,w) = Bh™2(vs,, Wi, )i, (3.10)
h(v) = (f op, o)k, (3.11)

where 5 > 0 is a parameter. Here we used the notation
v =P+ Qnu =1y, + v, np (3.12)

for the decomposition of a general vector field on 'y, into a tangential and a normal fields,
and
U, = V- Ty, (3.13)

for the component of a general vector field in the approximate normal direction 7n;,. The
form s, is added to weakly enforce the tangent condition. Note that these forms are
defined for v, w € H*(K}) and recall that V}, € H'(K},).

When implementing it is convenient to use the identity

Dr,vi, = Po(v® Vr,) — Kptp, (3.14)

Remark 3.1 (Consistency) The method is inconsistent due to the geometry ap-
proximation where we simply replace I' with I'y, both in the integration domain and in the
surface differential operators. As a side effect integration must be performed elementwise
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as we cannot evaluate the derivative of Pyv over element faces as Py is discontinuous. An
alternate ‘dG-style’ derivation using Green’s formula elementwise over I'y, would result in
an additional term of the form

((DFhUtIL ’ Vh)+ + (DFhUth ’ Vh)_vw)gh (3'15)
where vii are the outward pointing element conormals to the neighboring elements K* €
K and &, is the set of faces in Ky. As (Dr, vy, - vn)" + (Dr, vy, - vi)~ = 0 is the natural
flux conservation law over element edges, the additional term 1S 2€ero.

Remark 3.2 (Symmetric Formulation) The finite element method for the symmetric
formulation is obtained by replacing ay with the form

ah,s?ﬂ”(”? w) = (€Fh (Uth)ﬂ €ry, (wth))lch + (Utm wth>rh (316)

where we include a zeroth order term to avoid having to deal with the non-trivial kernel
of the symmetric part of the covariant derivative, i.e., ker(er, ).

Remark 3.3 (The Penalty Term) The choice of normal ny, in the penalty term sy,
depends on available geometry information. When the triangulation is constructed from
a parametrization of the exact surface, for instance via a CAD model, the exact normal
in the nodes is typically available and we can construct ny, based on modal interpolation
as suggested above. In contrast to this, there are applications such as surface evolution
problems where we would typically only have access to a discrete triangulated surface and
thus 1y, = ny, is a natural choice. As we will see in the error estimates below, that choice
would, however, not give optimal order convergence.

Remark 3.4 (A Lagrange Multiplier Approach) Another natural approach to en-
forcing the tangent condition is to use Lagrange multipliers, as employed in [§]. The
problem is then posed as the following saddle point problem: Find {u,\} € Vi, X Vi ko i,
such that

ap(u,v) + (A, vz)r, = ln(v) Yo eV, (3.17)
(usi, t)r, = 0 V1 € Vik, kg (3.18)

where we recall that Vi, = [Vi gk, ]>- In the numerical results section we briefly consider
this alternate approach.

4 Preliminary Results

In this section we present preliminary results, which are necessary in the analysis, albeit
not directly associated to the vector Laplace problem. To be able to compare functions
defined on the continuous surface I' with functions defined on discrete approximations
of T we collect basic results regarding extension and lifting of functions in Section 4.1
and equivalences between norms defined on the respective surfaces in Section 4.2 In
Section we present a non-standard geometry approximation result adapted from [14],
which is required in the proofs of our error estimates below. A suitable interpolant and
properties thereof is given in Section [4.4]
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4.1 Extension and Lifting of Functions

We here summarize basic results concerning extension and liftings of functions, and we
refer to |1] and [3] for further details.

Extension of Scalar Valued Functions. Recalling the definition v = v o p of the
extension and using the chain rule we obtain the identity

Vr,v¢ = B'Vrv (4.1)

where

B =PI~ pr) Py : To(K) = Ty () (4.2)

and k = V ® Vp is the curvature tensor defined in (2.1). We note that there is 6 > 0
such that the uniform bound

|5 oo sy < 1 (4.3)

holds. Furthermore, we show below that B : T,(K) — T, (I") is invertible for h € (0, ho]
with hg small enough, i.e, there is B~ : T,,)(I') — T,(K) such that

BB'=P,  B'B=p, (4.4)

Lifting of Scalar Valued Functions. The lifting w' of a function w defined on I'j, to
I' is defined as the push forward

(W =w'op=w onTy (4.5)
For the derivative it follows that
thw = th(wl)e = BTVF(U}Z) (46)

and thus
Vr(w') = B'Vp,w (4.7)

Extension and Lifting of Vector Valued Functions We employ component-wise
lifting and extension of vector valued functions which directly give the identities:

v*® Vr, = (v® Vr)B ve HY(K) (4.8)
W' ®Vr = (v®Vr,)B™ ve H' (Ky)

Lemma 4.1 (Estimates Related to B) We have the following bounds

IBlluey < 1 IB o) < 1 (4.10)
IPP, = Blyey S Bo*',  |PP = B oy < W™ (4.11)

For the surface measures on I' and T'y, we have the identity
dl' = |P(p® Vr)| = |B[dl', (4.12)
where |B| = |det(B)| and we have the estimates

1= 1B,y < 5 Bllpewy £3 1B o,y <1 (4.13)

Fh) ~

18



Proof. Estimates (4.11]). The first estimate follows directly from (3.2)) and the bound
1-3),

|B = PPy|row,y = |paPulre,y < B (4.14)
For the second estimate we first note that for £ € T,,(K) we have the bound
[€]rs < 1|1 BE|ms (4.15)

since
|BE|[gs = [P(I — pr) P P& gs
2 |PPuéllgs — b+ Pug |gs
= [(I — Q)Pullrs — h**| Pyps
2 | Pulllrs — b | Puélrs — h*o*| Poé s
2 [€]rs (4.20

for h € (0, hy| with hg small enough. Thus it follows from that B is invertible and
for n € T4 (I') we have the estimate
(B~ = PiP)nles < |B(B™" — PuP)ifles (
< [(P = BB P)1||ws (
= [(P = B)n]es (4.23
< (P = PPy)nles + (PP, — B)lles (
< [P@nPrles + |(PPy — B)1llgs (
< (P + B ) s (4.26
where we first used and then and . It thus follows that, in the operator

norm,

B! — P,P)n|x
(B = PuP)as = sup L TPl

for k, > 1.

Estimates (4.10)). These estimates readily follow by adding and subtracting PP}, re-
spectively P, P, applying the triangle inequality and using the bounds (4.11)).

Estimates (4.13)). The proof in |1, Section 3.3] combined with the higher-order geom-
etry bounds (3.2)) yield these estimates. |

4.2 Norm Equivalences

In order to conveniently deal with extensions and liftings we will write v = v and v = v

when there is no risk for confusion. In this way we may think of functions as being
defined both on I' and I';, and we can form the sum of function spaces on I' and I, for
instance, L*(T") + L*(T',) or H. (T) 4+ Vj. In view of the bounds in Lemma 4.1 and the

identities (4.1)) and (4.7)) we obtain the following equivalences for scalar valued functions
ve HY(T) + HY(T})

v z2y ~ V]2 and IVroll2@y ~ [ Vr,vlezr,) (4.28)
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Norm Equivalences for Vector Valued Functions. The above equivalences directly
translate to the following equivalences for vector valued functions v € H(K!) + HY(K3)

ol ~ Tl and @ Vel ~ lv® Ve, s (4.29)

4.3 Non-standard Geometry Approximation

To achieve optimal estimates in our proofs below we utilize the P, - n geometry approx-
imation lemma introduced in [14, Lemma 3.2]. We state this lemma below in a slightly
extended form and we also supply a proof adapted to higher-order geometry approxima-
tions.

Lemma 4.2 (P, -n Geometry Approximation) For x € [W!(T')]? and the approzi-
mate surface Ty, fulfilling the bounds in (3.2)) it holds

(P -7, X, | < R Ixwa oy (4.30)

where | x|wiy = Xz @) + Ix ® VrlLir). As a consequence the corresponding estimate
with P -ny, also holds, i.e.

(P 1, XD | < R Xy (4.31)

Proof. Estimate (4.30). Using Green’s formula elementwise gives the identity

(P -1, X ), = (PuVp, X )1, (4.32)
= (V.0 X)r, (4.33)
= (p, tr(kn) (- X°) = Vi, - X, + (00 + 1), X)e, (4.34)

1 11

where &, is the union of the set of (parametrically mapped) faces in I, and V,:—r are the
conormals of two elements K ,;ig sharing a face.

Term I. By Holder’s inequality and bounds on ny, kp,, and p we have the estimate

1< Jplzeqrn lor(sn)(mn - x) = Vi, - Xz < 25 x g, (4.35)
—_—

Shk9+1

where we recall that |x“|wir,) = [X“lzr@,) + X ® Ve, |21k,

Term II. Using Hélder’s inequality and a trace inequality give

1| < [plzeee lvn + v leo@En Xl e (4.36)
—_——
Slellpoo ry)

< o= [vn + v e (I Tzrocn + X ® Vi) (4.37)
— >

-

~~
<Shkgtl ShilHXenwll(ph)

< W v+ vy e IXE i (4.38)
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where it now remains to estimate the conormal term. Letting #* denote the conormal to
the lifted triangle (Kkig)l c I we note that v* + v~ = 0. Hence, by subtracting v+ + v,
using the triangle inequality and bounds on the conormal approximation we have

vt + vy e < v = v e + Vi = v lpegen) < B (4.39)

and thus 1T < h* | x®lwi(r,)-
The proof of (4.30) is completed by the equivalence |[x®|w1(r,) ~ [Ix|lw; () which holds
in view of the bounds in Lemma [£.1]

Estimate (4.31]). This estimate readily follows by noting that P, -n + P - n, =
(n + np)(1 —n-ny) where |1 —n-ny|or,) < h¥*! Thus, by adding and subtracting
suitable terms, applying the triangle inequality and Hdélder’s inequality, we may, without
loosing approximation order, move over to a term on the form |(P, - n, x)r,| to which

we apply (4.30)). u

Remark 4.1 Clearly, Lemma also holds for x € H'(T') as we by the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality have the bound

HXHWll(F) < /T (||X||L2(r) + ||X®VFHL2(F)) < V20| Xl oy (4.40)

4.4 Interpolation

We now turn to defining the interpolation operator 7,1 : [L?(Tn1)]% — [Vig,1]¢ on
the facet surface triangulation as a Scott—Zhang interpolation operator, see the classical
reference [16] and the extension to triangulated surfaces in [2|. The construction of this
interpolation operator is as follows. Let each Lagrange node x; be associated with a
domain S; which is a triangle S; = K € Kj,; if x; is interior to K or a face S; = E if
x; is interior to E. For nodes contained in several faces, i.e., nodes at triangle vertices,
S; = E may be arbitrarily chosen among the faces containing z;. Let {¢; : Kn1 — R?} be
the Lagrange basis for [V}, 1, 1]? and let {¢);} be the dual basis such that (¢;,v¥r)s, = djx
where z;, xj, are nodes associated with S;. The nodal values are then defined by

Thav(x:) = (v,1i)s, (4.41)

and we readily see that 7, ; is a projection by expanding any v € [V}, 1, 1]¢ in the Lagrange
basis. For K; € K} the following interpolation estimate then holds

HU — 7Th’1'UHHm(K1) < hsijU‘ HS(Né(Kl))’ m< s < ku + 1, s=>1 (442)

where N} (K;) is the patch of elements in K, ; which are node neighbors to K lifted onto
the exact surface I, see [2, Theorem 3.2] for proof.
Next we define the interpolant 7, x, : [L*(T)]* = [Vikak, ] as follows

Thoky U |k, = (Tn10) © Gyt (4.43)
where Gk p,1 = Fr10F I}ig . Ky, — K is a bijection from the curved triangle K} to

the corresponding flat triangle K. The interpolant 7, ;, inherits the projection property
from 7, 1. As the the higher-order mesh Ky, , is constructed as the Lagrange interpolant
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of the closest point mapping p on the facet mesh KCj,; we directly get uniform L% (/Cp 1)
bounds on G;(}kml and its derivatives from standard interpolation theory and Wk«*1(Uy)
bounds on p. This yields the inequality

||Ue — Wh,ngeHHm(Kkg) S Hl}e — Wh,lveHHm(Kl), 0 «m< k’u +1 (444)

and we thus conclude that the estimate

N

Hve _ Wh,ngeHHm(Kkg) < hsijU‘HS(/\/}L(Kl))’ 0<m<s<k,+1, s=>1 (4.45)

holds for all Ky, € Ky,
When appropriate we simplify the notation and write 7, = mp,z, .

Remark 4.2 (Choice of interpolant) The choice of interpolant here is rather arbi-
trary albeit the Scott-Zhang interpolant is a suitable choice as we are interpolating L>
functions. If we were to assume continuity of all functions to be interpolated it is possible
to use the Lagrange interpolant instead. As the present work is on closed surfaces, there
18 no specific need for the special construction in the Scott-Zhang interpolant for satisfying
essential boundary conditions.

Lemma 4.3 (Super-approximation and super-stability) For discrete functionsv €
Vi, and x € [WEkHHT)]? is holds

[ Ve, (= 7, )X V), € Pl tes oy 0 © Vr [, (4.40)
[Ve, (I = T, )X ), < IXypss oy 0], (4.47)

Furthermore we also have the L? stability estimate
7, (- 0], = X 0l (4.48)

Remark 4.3 We call ([4.48) ‘super-stability’ as the standard L? stability of the Scott-
Zhang interpolant also includes a H' term on the right hand side.

Proof. Let Inx, : C(I'n) — Vik,k, denote the Lagrange interpolant. As m,y, is a
projection on Vj, x, r, the operator (I — Wh’kg)fhykg is zero. Subtracting this zero operator

and applying interpolation estimate (4.45) give

1T = 7 ) - )i,y = I = T )T = T ) - 0) iy (4.49)
S N = Tne, ) (X 0) v (1) (4.50)
< D U= D)X ) ey (4.51)

K'eNRp (K1)
< D U= D) 0) ey (4.52)
K'eNy (K1)
S D A YRRl Prroeers (4.53)
K'eNy (K1)
< S TR, 1 (4.54)
= X [Wocu+ (K/)]S Hbut (K)
K'eNy (K1)
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where we in the last inequality use the assumption x € [W*«*1(T")]3. The proof is finalized
by the following estimates

e S i L PP s L P s ] P (4.55)

where we in the equality use that the (k, + 1):th derivative of a polynomial of order k,
is zero and we in the inequalities use two inverse estimates yielding and 7
respectively.

The stability estimate follows by mapping each element in IC; associated to a

patch of nodal neighbors AV}, (K;) onto a flat reference element K , noting that the estimate

Hﬂh,l(XeoFI;ikg 'UOFlel,kg) S Z HXGOFIE},A:Q 'UOFIQ'{@HIA( (4.56)

K kreny (k1)

holds due to the finite dimensionality of V},| K, and the construction of the interpolant,
and finally mapping back onto the parametrically mapped triangles in K. |

5 Error Estimates

In this section we prove a series of theoretical results leading up to the main a priori error
estimates. First, in Section [5.1] we define the energy norm, and in Section [5.2] we prove
coercivity and continuity for the method. In Section [5.3] we show interpolation estimates
in the energy norm and in a corresponding continuous norm. Bounds on errors stemming
from the geometry approximation via approximate surface differential operators and the
change of measure are proven in Section [5.4, A Poincaré inequality on the discrete
surface and certain H' type bounds are shown in Section Last, in Section [5.6 we
prove the main a priori error estimates; in energy norm (Theorem and in L? norm
(Theorem 5.2)).

5.1 Norms

For a continuous semidefinite form « on a Hilbert space H we let [v|2 = a(v,v) be the
seminorm associated with o on . We also use the standard notation

llollz = i, = IIG, + [vl3, = 1Dr, v, Ik, + Bh7*|va, i, (5.1)
for the discrete energy norm on H'(KC,).

Remark 5.1 (Energy Norm) That is an actual norm on H'(K) will become
evident by the analysis below, in particular by the Poincaré type inequality in Lemma[5.5,

5.2 Coercivity and Continuity
Lemma 5.1 [t holds

ol < An(v,v) ve HL, (D) +V, (5.2)
and
|Ap(v,w)| < lollallwlln  v,we HL, (D) + Vi, (5.3)
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Proof. The first inequality holds by definition since ||v||, = |v]a,. The second inequal-
ity directly follows by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality since Ay(-, ) is an inner product. W

5.3 Interpolation

Lemma 5.2 (Interpolation in Energy Norm) For v e HF™(T') we have the follow-
ing interpolation error estimate in the energy norm

o = mnvlln < B o] e ) (5:4)

and for ¢ € H?

tan
continuous norm

(I') we have the following interpolation estimate in the corresponding

|6 = mndlla < Plolaz, ) >

Proof. Estimate ([5.4]). This estimate is obtained by the calculation

llv = mpolln < | D, (Pu(v — mn0)) i, + 2 Fin - (v — 700) |, (5.6)
< |Dr, (v = mo) ey, + [ - (0 = mo) oy, + 277 - (0 = mo) e, (5.7
< (v =mv) ® Vi, + (L+ 27" v = myo]r, (5.8)
—
<h—!
< B ol ey (5.9)
S hku”UHHt’“aun“(F) (5.10)

where we used the interpolation error estimate (4.45)) and at last Lemma to pass to
the Sobolev norm based on covariant derivatives.

Estimate (5.5)). Analogously to the previous calculation we have

|¢ = mndlla < | Dr(P(¢ — m¢))|r (5.11)
S | Dr(¢ = mng) e + |- (¢ — mng)r (5.12)
S (@ = m¢) ® Vrlr + |6 — o[ (5.13)
< (h+ 1) vlae) (5.14)
S (5.15)

h”UHHEan(r)

where we used the interpolation error estimate (4.45)) and at last Lemma to pass to
the Sobolev norm based on covariant derivatives. |

5.4 Estimates of Geometric Errors

Define the geometry error forms
Qq(v,w) = a(v,w) — ap(v, w), Qi(v) =1(v) — ln(v) (5.16)

Before proceeding with the estimates we formulate a useful lemma
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Lemma 5.3 (Operator Difference) For h € (0, ho], with hg small enough, and v €

H'(K}) there is a constant such that

|(Drvp)® = Dr,vg, I, < B* ([0l + B on, r,)

Proof. Decomposing v and v' into tangent and normal components on I';, and T,

v =P+ Qv =1y + vy, N, ol = Pul + Qul = vi + viln
we obtain the identities

Dr, v, = P,(v® Vr,) — Un, Kn, Drvl = P(0'® V) — vk
and thus

(Drv})® = Dr,vy, = ((P(V' ® Vr)*) = Po(v® Vr,) — (vhE)° = (vn, k)

o J o v

N~

~
1 11

Term I. Using (4.9) and adding and subtracting suitable terms we obtain

(Drv') — Dp,v = (Pv' @ Vi) — Poo ® Vr,
=Pr® VphB’l — P ® Vr,
=(P-P)v®Vr, B!

+ Pow®Vr, (B! - P)
+ Pv®Vr, (P — P)

By the triangle inequality we then have the estimate

|(Dro')® = Dr,vllr,, < [P = Pafl oy o ® Vi, [, | B~ oy
+ | Pull o v @ Vi, e, | B = Plloeqr,)
+ 1Pl [v ® Vi v, [P = Pallzery)
< hlv® Vr,|r,

where we used the bounds (4.11), (4.13)), and ||P — Py 1o,y < h™.

Term II. Adding and subtracting suitable terms we obtain

||Unl{ - U”hK/hHFh < H(U’n - Unh),{/HFh + anh (li - l{h)”l—‘h
< W llolp, + hM o, I,

= h* (v, + b~ on, v, )

Conclusion. Collecting the estimates we obtain

|(Drv}) = Dr, vy, I, < h*(Jv @ Ve, oy, + [vle, + 27 on, e,
= 0¥ (vl e,y + 27 v, Ir,)

which is the desired bound.
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Lemma 5.4 (Geometric Errors) Forv,we H'(T},), h € (0, ho] with hy small enough,
there are constants such that

Qa(v,w) < 1 ([0l + 7 ow, o) (e + B wny e, ) (5.31)
Quw) < (A% + 25| flefw]r, (5.32)

and also, for higher reqularity tangential functions 1, ¢ € HZ_(T') it holds

Qa(¥),0) < W | g2, n) (5.33)

Qi(e) < (W™ + 2 )| fp|d]r (5.34)

0]

tan

Proof. Estimate ([5.31)). Changing domain of integration from I" to I';, in the first term
and adding and subtracting suitable terms we obtain

Qa(”? w) = (DFUI{, Dlelt)F - (Drhvtm DFhwth)/Ch (535)
= ((Dpvi)e, (Drwi)e|B|)’Ch - (‘Drhvth7 ‘Drhwth)lch (536)
= (Dru;, Drwy(|B| = 1))k, (5.37)

+ (DFUL Dszlt)/Ch - (DFhvtm Drhwth)lch
Here the first term on the right hand is directly estimated using (4.13]),

(Drvi, Drwy(|B| = 1))k, < | Drovylic, | Drwili, 11— | Bl o) (5.38)
<

e ol e ey [l ey (5-39)

where we used ((5.19) to conclude that

| Drvylic, = | P(v' ® Vi) = vy, (5.40)

< o' ® Velr, + [valr, (5.41)

S [v® Ve, Ir, + [vlr, (5.42)

S HUHHI(Fh) (543)

For the second term we add and subtract suitable terms and employ (5.17)),
(vaév DFwi)Kh - (DFhvtm DFhwth)/Ch

= (DFUIlS - DFhvth? Dpwi)/ch + (DFhvth’ Derlf - DFhwth)/Ch (5‘44)

< HDFUzlf - Drhvth ||Kh HDlelt”Kh + HDFhvth ||1Ch HDlelt - Drhwth H/Ch (545)

< 15 (0] ey + o )| et (5.46)

+ W™ Dr,ve, lic, (lwl gy + 27w, Ir,)
< B ([0l + R o, Ie) (lwla e,y + 27w, Ir,) (5.47)
Combining the estimates we arrive at

Qa(v,w) < B ([0, + h 7 ow, [v) (lwli e,y + 27w, Ir,) (5.48)
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Estimate ((5.32)). Changing domain of integration from I' to I', and adding and sub-
tracting suitable terms we obtain

Qi(v) = (f,v)r = (%, v,)r, (5.49)
(IBLf¢, Po)r, = (f%; o )r, (5.50)
(IBLf¢ (P = Bu)v)r, + (1Bl = D%, vg)r, (5.51)
| (5.52)

(5.53)

A

1P = Pu|[ ooy | Mo [0l + WBL = oo,y [l o I,
< (W + B e vl

where we used ([4.13]) followed by the norm equivalence (4.29)).

Estimate - For ¢, ¢ € H2_(T') we have ¢¢, ¢¢ € H'(T'},) whereby estimate ([5.17))
holds. Combined with the bound [¢] z1(r,) + 2~ ¢n, |, < |@]uz ), Which we prove in
Lemma [5.7] below, we have the basic estimate

|(Dr¢)® — Dr, 6%, |, < B[ éluz,, ¢

tan

(5.54)

Without loosing the desired approximation order of h¥s*! we may follow the proof

of estimate (5.31)), combined with the bound ||¢°|g1(r,) < |6]my (1), until (5.44) where
it remains to bound the term

(Dpewt - Drhd}tehy DFe¢t)Kh + (Dl—‘hd}te}ﬁ DFe¢t - DFthfh)ICh (555)

For the second integral we by adding and subtracting suitable terms, applying the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and estimate ({5.54]) have
(Dr, ¥4, Drfde — Dr, 65, )i, < B[4, o

tan

(DF Yy, Dreoy — DFh¢§h)’Ch

ola, @

tan

(5.56)

where we note that the remaining integral is transpose symmetric to the first term in
(5.55)) and thus the following analysis will hold for both these terms. As 1), ¢ are tangential
we have the simplification

(Dtr, Didy — Dr, @5, )k, = (Dfy, Drg — Dr, 85, )k, (5.57)
= SDWJ; Dro — Drhﬁbe)rﬁ + (DR, kndy,, ), (5.58)
T bt}

where the identity (3.14)) is used to rewrite Dr, ¢f, in the second equality.

Term I. We begin by expressing Dr, ¢¢ in terms of Dr¢. By the closest point extension
we have ¢° ® V = ¢ ® Vr which yields the identity

Dr, ¢¢ = Pp(¢° ®@ V)P, (5.59)
= Py(¢®Vr)°P, (5.60)
= Ph<P(¢® VF))eph + Ph((n ®n)(q§® VF))ePh (561)

=Dr¢
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and this allows us to decompose term I into the following two terms

1= (Di, Dd — PuDi6P)r, — (D, Pi((n®@n)(6® Vo) P, (5.62)

N~ "

Il ]é

First we consider [;. Expanding the projections P, = I — n;, ® n;, and recalling that
Dri, Dr¢ are tangential we by the bound on P - nj, readily get

11| = (D4, Dré — PuDrdPr)r, | (5.63)
= [(Dpa, (n, @ nyy) Dig + Drgp(ng, @ i) — (g, @ ) Dig(n, @ ) ), | (5.64)
< (|P - o)) 2| DEV | 220y | DR 220 (5.65)
—_———
<hke

< B2y

1 olélm, o (5.66)
Next we consider 5. Expanding the rightmost projection P, = I — n;, ® n, we get two
terms where it is sufficient to handle the second term using the bound on P -n; while for
the first term it is necessary to employ the non-standard P, - n geometry approximation

of Lemma [4.2l The calculations follow

| L] < [(Dra, Pu((n®n)(¢ ® Vr))°)r, | (5.67)

+ |(Dr, Pu((n®n)(¢ @ Vr))np @ na)r,

<|(Pu-n, (Dryy - (n- (0@ V) Ir,| + (1P 1l =) | el 6 @ Ve (5.68)
—_—

g

eHYT)cWH(T) <hFg
< WDy (0 (0@ Vo) lwrwy + B2 [0, oy Il e ) (5.69)

< Bl ey 0 2y + B2 10 m oyl @ ) oy (5.70)

In the last inequality use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality on the W} (T') norm to achieve a
bound in H?(T') norms and we can then move onto covariant derivatives via Lemma .

Term II. If k, = 1 this term vanishes as k;, = 0. If k; > 2 we by adding and subtracting
the exact curvature tensor have

II = (Dr), (K — K£)(¢ - n))ry, + (Drip, £(¢ - nu))r, (5.71)
= (D, (kn = £)(¢ - (nn —n)))r, + (Drt), 6(¢ - (P - 1)), (5.72)

where we in the last equality utilize that ¢ is tangential to subtract n. By standard
geometry approximation bounds we for term I, directly get the estimate

Th] < |5 = kal ey In = mall e | Dot laza 6] (5.73)
Sh’“vrl s;z(kg

< PP

tan

@ @]z (5.74)

which is sufficient as ky + 1 < 2k, — 1 for k, > 2.
For term I, we again need to utilize the non-standard geometry approximation esti-
mate in Lemma [£.2] which gives

115 < W5 te(wDrd)dlwa oy < W9z | 0] ey (5.75)

where we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on the W} (T") norm and the bound on « in
the last inequality. We can now move onto covariant derivatives via Lemma [2.3]
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Conclusion ([5.33]). Collecting all terms and noting that the various norms on 3 and
¢ are trivially bounded by |4 g2 () and | @] 5z ) concludes the proof of (5.33).

tan

Estimate (5.34]). Mimicking the calculation for (5.32)) and utilizing that both f and
¢ are tangential to I' give

Qu(®) = (f,)r — (f%, ¢, )r, (5.76)

= (|B|fe> ¢6)Fh - (fev Uth)Fh (577)

= (IBIf (I = By)¢")r, + (1Bl = 1) f%, &7, )r, (5.78)

=np®np

= (IBlnn - nn - ¢)r, + (1Bl = 1)1, ¢4, )r, (5.79)

S|P T 1S I 165 0 + 1B = 1 oy 1w 105, e (5.80)

< (B + 15 Y| flef ol (5.81)

where we finally use the norm equivalence (|4.29)). |

5.5 Basic Lemmas

Lemma 5.5 (Poincaré Inequality on I'y,) For k, > 1, there are constants such that
for all ve HY(K},) and h € (0, hy), with hy small enough,

HU”Fh S HDFhvthH’Ch + anhHFh (582)
Proof. Using norm equivalence (4.28)), splitting in tangent and normal components and
the triangle inequality we have

[ollry < ol < Jvele + llonle (5.83)

For the normal component we have the estimate

[valr < [(n = na) - vfr + I - vl (5.84)
< hMfolle + o, v (5.85)
< h)ollr, + o, v, (5.86)

Next the tangent component can be estimated using the Poincaré inequality (Lemma|2.2)
on I

[vellr < [ Droefr (5.87)
< [Drud, (5.88)
< |Dryv, i, + [ Droe = Dry vy, [k, (5.89)
< |Dryvs, lic, + B ol + 252 Jon, [, (5.90)

—

<1

~

where we changed domain of integration from I' to I'j, added and subtracted Dr, vy,
and used the triangle inequality, and finally we used Lemma [5.3] Combining the two
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above estimates above in (5.83)) and using a kickback argument to hide h*¢|v|p, for all
h € (0, hy| with hy small enough, we conclude that

[v]v,, < 1Dr, 01, Ik, + Jv, I, + B v @ Vi, [Ie, (5.91)

What remains is to handle the last term in (5.91). For k, = 1 we have the special
situation that nj, and P}, are piecewise constant which leads to the identity v, ® Vr, =
(Ppvy, ) ® Vi, = Pyp(vy, ® Vr, ) = Dr, v, , and we have the estimates

W lv @ Vr, e, < h*|vy, @ Vi, i, + B[ (vn,n0) ® Vr, |1k, (5.92)
= W™ Dp, vy, [, + B[ Ve, v, |, (5.93)
< W) Dryvy lic, + B How, e, (5.94)
S |[1Dry o, oy + [on, o, (5.95)

where we used the fact that n;, is constant to conclude that v, is a polynomial on each
element in the mesh and thus we have the inverse bound |Vr, vy, [r, < h7'|v|r,. The

estimate ([5.95)) together with ((5.91) concludes the proof of (5.82) in this case. For k, > 2

we may instead use an inverse inequality,

W o ® Ve, v, < 8% ol (5.96)
and conclude the proof of ([5.82]) by again using a kickback argument. [ |

Lemma 5.6 (Discrete H' Type Bounds) Fork, >k, > 1 and allv e Vj, h e (0, ho]
with hg small enough, there are constants such that

HDFhvthHKh + h_lenh”Fh < H|U|Hh (597)
lv® Vr,[r, < vl (5.98)
[0l @,y + A How, e, < (0]l (5.99)

Proof. Estimate (5.97). By adding and subtracting different normals, the triangle
inequality, geometric bounds, and the discrete Poincaré inequality (5.82)) we obtain

W on, v, < 7 o, + B (0= m0) o, + B (0= ) - wle,  (5.100)
< B oy e, + (B BT o, (5.101)

<1
$ h_lH/UTNLh”Fh + HDFhvthH’Ch + HUTZ}LHF}L (5102)

Hiding the |v,, ||r, term on the right using a kickback argument gives the bound
h_lenh”Fh S ”DFhUthHlCh + h_lHUﬁh”Fh (5103)

and estimate (5.97)) readily follows.
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Estimate ((5.98)). We begin with the estimate

lv@Vr,lr, < [Pu(v®Vr,)lr, + [@n(v® V)1, (5.104)
< [lwlln + |@n(v: ® Vi, )[r,, + |@n((van) ® Vi, )1, (5.105)

T 11
< lolln + Ao ® Vi, v, (5.106)

Here we used the orthogonal decomposition v = v; + v,n, the estimate
| Pn(v ® Vi, )Ir, < [ Dr, v, lic, + [on, e, < vl (5.107)
which holds by (5.97)), and the estimates
I's|olla, 1T < hlv®Vr,|r, + [[v]ix (5.108)

The second term on the right hand side of (5.106)) can now be hidden in the left hand
side using a kick back argument, for all h € (0, hg| with hy small enough. We now turn
to the verification of the estimates of Terms [ and /1.

Term I. Starting from the expansion
vy = Zyipi (5.109)
and computing the derivative we obtain
v ®Vr, = Zpl (Vr,vi) + vi(pi ® Vr,) (5.110)
Thus we conclude that

Qn(v: ® Vr,) Z n(Pi ® (Vr,vi)) + Qu(vi(pi ® Vi) (5.111)

=
Z Qnpi) ® (Vr,vi) + viQu(pi ® Vr,) (5.112)

and by the bounds |P - ny|p=r,) < h* and ||V, pif| ro(r,) < 1 we have

3
|Qnvr ® Vi, I, < ) 15[V, oille, + o, = * (5.113)

=1

Next, using the identity v; = v - p; = v - (Pe;) we may add and subtract an interpolant
and then use super-approximation (4.47)) and an inverse inequality as follows

IV, ville, < IV, (I —m0) (v - pi)li, + |V, mvillk, (5.114)
< vl + ™ mnvilk, (5.115)
< |[vfe, + 27 villr, (5.116)
< (1 +h Y, (5.117)
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where we used the L? super-stability of 7, (4.48)) and the trivial estimate |v;| < |v|. Using
the discrete Poincaré inequality (5.82)) and the bound ((5.97)), we obtain

* < (L+ W) [ulr, < 1Dryvn i, + [om, Iy < 0]l (5.118)
|

<1

~

Thus we conclude that
I < vl (5.119)

Term II. Proceeding in the same way as above

|1Qn(van) @ Vi, [Ir, < [Vr,valr, + llonlr, [@ukQnlre(r),) (5.120)
< Ve, (I = m)vnlle, + [ Ve, (mhon) 1, (5.121)
+ h¥ oy |, |Qn PEPQn | oo (1)
S Wv® Vi, o, + h™ mwvnle, + b2 v, ], (5.122)
S hlv® Vi, o, + (b~ + 1) Joa ], (5.123)
<h1

where we used super-approximation (4.46), an inverse inequality, and the L? super-
stability of m, (4.48)). In the second term we replace n by n;, and use (5.82)),

[onllr, < T, o, + % o], (5.124)
< [lon, Ir, + B (| Dr,or, |, + lvn, ) (5.125)
Thus we have
B ol < (B 4 B9 7Y [, I, + B | Dryve, e, < ol (5.126)
—_— ~—
<h-1 <1

where we used ([5.97)). Collecting the estimates we obtain
IT < hllv® Vr, [, + [lvll (5.127)

which finalizes the proof of estimate (5.98]).

Estimate (5.99). Using the discrete Poincaré inequality ((5.82)) and estimates ([5.98)
and ([5.97) we obtain

[0l sy + 27 on, I, < T0le, + [0 @ Vi, + 27 on, o, < Jlvfln (5.128)

Lemma 5.7 (A Continuous H' Type Bound) For k, > 1 and h € (0, hg] with hg
small enough, there are constants such that

[0l + b7 on,Ir, < [0l ), Yo € Higy(T) (5.129)

tan
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Proof. We have the estimates

[0l + B onu e = [0y + 27 (0 = 1) - v, (5.130)
= vy + B* o, (5.131)

< (L+ R Yol @ (5.132)

< [vllay, @ (5.133)

where we used equivalence of norms (4.28) and (2.72)) for the first term and the fact that
v is tangential to subtract the exact normal and the bound (3.2)) for the error in the
normal combined with the Poincaré inequality (Lemma [2.2]) for the second term. [ |

5.6 Error Estimates

Theorem 5.1 (Energy Error Estimate) Let u € HX ™ (T) be the solution to (2.92)

tan
and uy, the solution to (3.7)), and assume that the geometry approzimation assumptions

are fulfilled and k, = ky > 1. Then the following estimate holds
llelln = (B + Bb + B ul g ) (5.134)

for all h € (0, hol, with hy small enough.

Proof. Let e = u — myu + mu — uy, and note that
—_——

€h

lefln < lv—mnulln + [lenlln (5.135)
< B grr iy + llenllln (5.136)

To estimate ||ep||, we add and subtract suitable terms

lleall7, = An(en, en) (5.137)
= Ah(ﬂhu —u,ep) + Ap(u — up, ep) (5.138)
= Ah(whu — U, eh) + Ah(u €h) lh(eh) (5139)
= Ap(mpu — u, ep) + ap(uy, , en th) —a(u,ept) + l(€h,t2 —ln(en) + sn(u,en) (5.140)
-0
= Ap(mpu — u,ep) — Qulu, en) + Qilen) + su(u,en) (5.141)
< llmnw = ullnllenln (5.142)
4B () + g e, (el ey + A e Ie,)
(E)HUHHtlan(F) (%)mehmh

+ WY fle Jen]r,
——

< llenlln
(c)

+ 15 ulle ens,

Sllenlln
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Here we used the identity l(ent) — ln(en) = l(en) — ln(en) = Qi(en), which holds since f
is tangential; the geometric error bounds in Lemma ; the estimates: (a) follows from

(5.129)), (b) follows from ([5.99), and (c) follows from ([5.82)); and

sn(u, en) < [uls, llenls, (5.143)
= BhHin - ul, lenll, (5.144)
= Bh7H (fn — n) - ulle, lenlls, (5.145)
< P Huleflenlls, (5.146)

where we used the fact that u is tangential to subtract n and the bound (3.6]).

Finally, using the interpolation error estimate (5.4)), the Poincaré inequality ([2.66]),
and the trivial inequality | f|r < [u[gz ) we obtain
L@ R f e+ R (5.147)
< (B 4 B+ ) ] s (5.148)

llenlln = A5 Jull ggor gy + Bl

)
which concludes the proof. [ |

Theorem 5.2 (L? Error Estimate) Under the same assumptions as in Theorem
and k, = 2 the following estimate holds

lele < (%! + Rt B ) s (5.149)
Proof. Splitting the error in a tangential and normal part
lelr < letlr + flen]r (5.150)
Here we have the following estimate of the normal component
lealr < [e- nllr, (5.151)
< le-(n=nn)lr, + e 7infr, (5.152)
< W le|r, + e Anlr, (5.153)
< hlelr + hllelln (5.154)
< W [leclr + 7 leal + Rllelln (5.155)
Using kickback and the energy norm estimate we obtain
leallr < R [edr + R(R™ + P+ 5N ul e (5.156)

Next to estimate the tangential part of the error we introduce the dual problem: find
¢ € HL (T) such that

a(v,¢) = (v,¢)  VYve H. (T) (5.157)
where 1) € L*(T") is tangential. As ¢ € L*(T") we by (2.96) have the elliptic stability
1l 2,y < [¢r (5.158)
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Setting v = 1) = e;, and adding and subtracting suitable terms we obtain

el = (e, )r (5.159)
= ale, ¢) (5.160)
= ale, ¢ — m,9) + ale, T9) (5.161)
= a(e, ¢ — ) + Umhd) — alun, ™) (5.162)
= ale, ¢ — ) + l(Th9) - In(mho) + Ap(up, 7Th¢2 —a(up, Tho) (5.163)
-0
= ale, ¢ — m,0) + Qu(mro) — Qulun, @) + sp(up, Tho) (5.164)
= a(e, ¢ — mP) + Qu(mn®) + Qulen, The) + su(un, Th¢) — Qul(mru, me)  (5.165)
NS

*

where e, = mu — uy, as above and we especially indicate the last term % as the bound
for this term does not directly follow from standard calculations. Using the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality, interpolation estimates, Lemma 5.4, and bounds which we list and
verify below we obtain

led? < lledlald — Tl (5.166)
+ M Fle lmnglln
+ 0 lenlnlmnelln
+ Huh,nHaHﬂhﬁbHa
+ unls, [mad s,
+ [ x|
<h (hkg||€t|\r + (14 h)(h* + hrs 4 hk”_l)||u\|Hg;+l(r)> 1]l 2y (5.167)

+ BN flel ]z, )
+ bt (hFe 4 b 4 hkp_l)H“HHt’?u“(r)H¢HH2 (1)

tan
+ <hk”||6tHr + h(hF + hFo + hkp_l)H“HHf;;“(F)) Hngthan(F)
+ (o WY (R 4 bt S ] e ) 162, )
+ B uf 2,

< (B + W) el (5.168)

() HCbHH?an(F)

(14 hkpf2)(hku+1 + pRatl 4 hkp)Hu”Hku+l(F)) (K
N tan ~——

<1 for kp>2 =letr

where we in the last inequality use ||f|r < |lullgz () and the stability estimate ([5.158)).

tan

Hiding the (h*s™! 4 hkr)|e;|r term on the right with a kickback argument and recalling
that k, > 2, together with the bounds we verify below, completes the proof.

Bounds used in ((5.166])—(5.168)). We used the following bounds on the error

lecla < 2 llece + (1 + R)(R™ + 2 + B ul] e (5.169)
lleall < (R + R + 5= ull o (5.170)
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on the discrete solution

[unnlla < B lecle + A(RE + hFr 4 B0l o (5.171)
Junle, < (H* + 55 + B9 fu] s (5.172)

on the interpolant

lImedlln < 19l ) (5.173)
|mhdlla < [6llaz, ) (5.174)
[7adls, < (b + R D]az, r) (5.175)
and on the special term
| % | = [Qa(mnu, mo)| < W Hulyz, o) |6l 12, 1) (5.176)

Verification of (5.169]). By adding and subtracting suitable terms, applying the tri-
angle inequality and using the identity Pe,, ® Vr = (e - n)k we get

lecla < lefla + e~ nlli, (5.177)
< lenlla + [u — mnula + ealr (5.178)

where e, = m,u — up as above. We get the final bound by; on the first term applying

equivalence of norms (4.28)) and estimate ((5.99) yielding
lenlla < lenlmmy < lenlme,y < llealln < (B + 1% + B ul sy (5.179)

where the last inequality comes from the bound ([5.148)); on the second term applying an
interpolation estimate; and on the last term using the bound (5.156)) on |e,|r.

Verification of (5.170)). This bound directly holds by ([5.148]).

Verification of ((5.171). By the identity Puj, ® Vi = (up - n)k = ((up, — u) - n)k we
have

[unnlla = [Punn® Ve = [[((un —u)-n)&[r < lealr (5.180)

and the bound then follows by using estimate ({5.156)).

Verification of ((5.172)). Applying the triangle inequality and utilizing the fact that «
is tangential similarly to the calculation in (5.143)—(5.146|) we have

| = uns, + [uls, (5.181)

lunlls, <1
< llefln + 25 ulr (5.182)

Applying the energy error estimate gives the final bound.
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Verification of (5.173)). First note that by the triangle inequality, the bound on ny,
and an interpolation estimate we have

|Dr, mhdllr, < [[(mh¢) ® Vi, [, (5.183)
<le®Vr,|r, + (¢ — ™) ® Vi, |, (5.184)
< lo®Vr|r + hlé] ) (5.185)
< |l 2y (5.186)

where we in ([5.185) utilize the equivalence of norms (4.28). Adding and subtracting
suitable terms, applying the triangle inequality and interpolation and geometry estimates
then yield

lImn@lli, = 1 Dr,madli, + b~ - o, (5.187)
< 8l + A7 0n - (md — O)IF, + h7%| (i —n) - 67, (5.188)
s Qi_’ffﬁ |63y < 1672 (5.189)

<1 for kp>1

where we in the last inequality use Lemma to move onto covariant derivatives.

Verification of ((5.174)). Adding and subtracting terms and applying an interpolation
estimate yield

|mndla < 6 = mhdla + |Plla < Bld| a2y + |l

tan

@ < 9l a2, () (5.190)

where we finally use Lemma [2.3] to move onto covariant derivatives.

Verification of . This bound is established as follows
|7ndllsn = BR7in - Tallr, (5.191)

< h7 i - (mnd = 0) vy + A7 (i — 1) - @, (5.192)

< Wdlmay + h gl (5.193)

< (h+ 2 D8]z, ) (5.194)

where we added and subtracted suitable terms, used the fact that ¢ is tangential, inter-
polation and geometry estimates, and finally Lemma [2.3]

Verification of ((5.176]). To achieve a bound of the right order for this last term we
need to utilize the higher regularity of u,¢ € HZ (T'). The bound is obtained by

| % | = |Qa(mhu, Th)] (5.195)
= |Qa(mhu — u, T — @) + Qulu, Thd — @) (5.196)

+ Qa(mhu — u, ¢) + Qa(u, 9)|
< 0% (Ju = mpul g, + B (w = mu) - nae,) (5.197)

(I = Tl e,y + (@ — o) - )
+ Wl g oy (|6 = 7w e,y + (6 — 709) - 1alr,)

Y(uw = mnw) - nale,) [6lm

tan

+ hkg (Hu — 7Thu”H1(Fh) + h™

+ B ul o)l e, o)

< (hkg+2k:u + hkzg+kzu + hkzg+1> HUHH2

N v tan
N~

<hFgt! for ky>1

ol ol az, (5.198)
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where in (5.196)) we add and subtract suitable terms; in (5.197)) we apply (5.31)) to all
but the last term to which we instead apply the higher regularity bound (5.33); and in
(5.198) we apply the interpolation estimate (4.45)). [ |

6 Numerical Results

6.1 Implementation Aspects

Experimental Set-up. For our numerical experiments we implemented the variations
of the method in MATLAB and used its built-in backslash operator, i.e., a direct solver,
to solve the resulting sparse linear system of equations. All experiments were run on a
computer with 64 GB memory.

Construction of Geometry Approximations. To construct a higher-order geometry
approximation I'j, we started from a piecewise linear mesh K ; and composed a paramet-
ric mesh K 1, by adding nodes for higher-order Lagrange basis functions on each facet
K e K1 < U, (') and mapping the positions of these nodes onto the exact surface I' by
the closest point map p : Us, — I'. In our experiments we consider 1 < k, < 5.

To investigate whether or not convergence is dependent of the mesh structure we also
used perturbed meshes, which were generated by randomly moving the mesh vertices
in Kp,1 a distance proportional to A and then mapping the vertices back onto I' by the
closest point map.

Penalty Term Normal Approximations. The L?(T};,) error estimate (Theorem [5.2)
implies that, in order to achieve optimal order convergence, a better approximation of
the normal in the penalty term is required. In our numerical experiments we have access
to the true normal on I' and we can thus readily construct approximations of arbitrary
order. As described in Section the improved normal approximations in the penalty
term in our implementation are based on node-wise interpolation of the exact normal.
Such an implementation is actually very convenient as we are able to deliver an optimal
order method using the same order basis functions for the solution, the geometry, and
the penalty term normal.

Alternatively, if the normal to the discrete geometry I'j, is used in the penalty term,
a higher-order geometry approximation could be used to achieve optimal order conver-
gence. This alternative, however, requires higher-order basis functions for the geometry
approximation. In our experiments below we consider both options.

6.2 Model Problem and Numerical Example

Geometry. The surface of a torus can be expressed in Cartesian coordinates as
(¢)
(¢) (6.1)

(R + rcos(f)) cos
= | (R+ rcos(f))sin
rsin(0)

I IS

where 0 < 6, ¢ < 27 are angles and R,r > 0 are fixed radii. For our model problem we
consider such a geometry with radii R = 1 and » = 0.6. Any point on the torus surface
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(a) Structured mesh (b) Perturbed mesh

Figure 1: Example meshes. (a) Structured mesh with mesh size h = 0.25. (b) Per-
turbed version of the same mesh.
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(a) Analytical solution (b) Numerical solution

Figure 2: Solution. (a) Illustration of the analytical solution (6.2) to the model
problem. (b) Numerical solution for the standard formulation of the model problem
using isoparametric linear finite elements (h = 0.25).

can thus be specified using the toroidal coordinates {#, ¢}. This surface is illustrated in
Figure where we present an example mesh K ; describing a piecewise linear surface
approximation I'y,; of the torus, and in Figure we illustrate a perturbed version of
the same mesh.

Manufactured Problem. We manufacture problems on this geometry from the fol-
lowing ansatz as our analytical tangential vector field solution (expressed in Cartesian
coordinates)

—rsin(3¢ + 0) cos(¢)? sin(0) — cos(¢ + 30) sin(3¢) sin(¢) (R + r cos(6))
u = | cos(¢ + 30)sin(3¢) cos(¢)(R + rcos(f)) — rsin(3¢ + ) cos(¢) sin(¢) sin(0)
rsin(3¢ + 0) cos(¢) cos(0)
(6.2)

and we calculate the corresponding load tangential vector field for both the standard
problem (2.92)) and the symmetric problem (2.98)). The analytical solution is illustrated
in Figure [2(a)|

A Numerical Example. A numerical solution to the model problem using the stan-
dard formulation of the vector Laplacian is shown in Figure In Figure |3| we present
the magnitude of the pointwise error over 'y, using piecewise linear finite elements which
varying of the geometry and normal approximations. The results confirm what we can
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(b) kg =2, ky = 1

Figure 3: Error magnitude. Error magnitudes |u — up|gs where blue is small
and red is large for the standard formulation of the model problem using linear finite
elements (h = 0.25). Note that the increased order of geometry approximation in (b)
yields very similar results to (c) where only the normal approximation order in the
penalty term is increased, implicating the normal approximation in the penalty term
as the dominant source of the error for the isoparametric elements in (a).

suspect from looking at our estimates; when using isoparametric elements and the nor-
mal of I'y, in the penalty term, the dominating error seems to stem from the normal
approximation in the penalty term.

6.3 Convergence

We perform convergence studies in L?(I';) norm on the model problem for both the
standard problem , formulated using the full covariant derivative Dr,, and the
symmetric problem , formulated using the symmetric part of the covariant deriva-
tive ep,. To detect mesh dependence we give results for both structured and perturbed
meshes, see example meshes in Figure

According to the L*(T';) norm error estimate in Theorem we have optimal order
convergence if the normal in the penalty term is of one order better approximation than
the normal we have using isoparametric elements. Also, the normal in the penalty term
must have an approximation order at least as good as the normal to a piecewise quadratic
interpolation of the surface. Looking at the the convergence results in Figure [, and the
corresponding results in Figure [5] it seems like the requirements in Theorem are actu-
ally sharp. In particular we note a loss of convergence in the case of linear isoparametric
elements and suboptimal convergence for higher-order elements. Using either superpara-
metric elements, i.e., elements where the geometry approximation is one order higher
than the finite element approximation, or improving the normal approximation in the
penalty term, we see restored optimal order convergence. While we in the analysis only
prove Theorem [5.2 for the standard problem we in Figure @ note that the situation
seems to be the same for the symmetric problem (2.98)).

Choice of 8. In the numerical results we have consistently used the normal penalty
parameter § = 10. That this is a reasonable choice is motivated by the numerical study
presented in Figure [7] where we present results for the lowest order elements that exhibit
optimal convergence, i.e., linear superparametric elements and linear isoparametric ele-
ments with an improved normal in the penalty term. We see that some large values for
3 give a noticeably increased magnitude for the L?(T'},) error, albeit still with the correct
asymptotic convergence rate.
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log [|u — un|r,

log [|u — un|r,
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1.8 -1.6 -1.4 -1.2 -1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -1.8 -1.6 -14 -1.2 -1 -0.8

Figure 4: Convergence for standard problem. Convergence in L?(I';) norm is
in agreement with the error estimates. (a) Using isoparametric elements we have no
convergence for k, = 1 and a convergence rate of h¥» for higher-order elements. The
loss of one order here is expected. (b) Using superparametric elements we have optimal
order convergence. (c¢) Using isoparametric elements but with an improved normal
approximation in the penalty term we again see optimal order convergence.
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Figure 5: Convergence on perturbed meshes. The method seems stable with
respect to mesh structure as L?(I',) convergence is unaffected by mesh perturbations,
yielding results very similar to the structured case. (a) Using isoparametric elements
we have no convergence for k, = 1 and a convergence rate of h¥* for higher-order
elements. (b) Using superparametric elements we have optimal order convergence.
(c) Using isoparametric elements but with an improved normal approximation in the
penalty term we again see optimal order convergence.
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log [[u — un||r,

log [[u — un|lr,

1.2 -1
log h

(b) kg = ky + 1

Figure 6: Convergence for symmetric problem. The method show the same
L?(T'},) convergence behavior for the symmetric problem as for the standard problem.
(a) Using isoparametric elements we have no convergence for k, = 1 and a convergence
rate of h¥e for higher-order elements. (b) Using superparametric elements we have
optimal order convergence. (c) Using isoparametric elements but with an improved
normal approximation in the penalty term we again see optimal order convergence.
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Figure 7: B3-Study. Convergence studies in L?(I';) norm on the model problem
for the standard formulation using various values of the normal penalty parameter
B. (a) Convergence for lowest order superparametric element. (b) Normal component
convergence for lowest order superparametric element. (c¢) Convergence for lowest order
isoparametric element with increased normal approximation order in the penalty term.
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Figure 8: Convergence using Lagrange multiplier approach. Convergence
studies in L?(I';) norm using the Lagrange multiplier approach. (a) Isoparametric
elements suffer from the loss of one order. It might, however, seem like the lowest order
isoparametric element is of optimal order but in light of the results in (b) it seems
this behavior will eventually stop. (c) Using superparametric elements we have optimal
order convergence. Note that we were unable to compute the last data points for k, = 4
due to lack of memory (the mesh at this last data point consists of roughly 1.7 x 10°
elements and the finite element space Vj, with k, = 4 has 4.1 x 10% DoFs).

The Lagrange Multiplier Approach. An alternative to using the penalty term,
which does not involve a choice of 3, is the Lagrange multiplier approach described in
Remark [3.4, This, more elaborate approach, is also numerically more expensive than the
penalty term approach as it is posed as a saddle point problem and the size of the resulting
sparse system of equations is increased by the dimension of the approximation space of
the Lagrange multipliers. In the convergence results in Figure 8] we note very similiar
performance to the penalty term approach, with the notable exception that we now see
convergence also for the lowest order isoparametric element. At first glance it might even
seem like the L?(T,) convergence for the lowest order isoparametric element is of optimal
order, but looking at the normal component of the error presented in Figure it is
clear that the asymptotic behavior cannot be of optimal order. Nevertheless, in cases
where linear isoparametric elements must be used the Lagrange multiplier approach has
a clear advantage.

Tangential Convergence. While we in the analysis above prove convergence rates in
energy and L? norms on the full vector field it is of course also of interest to investigate the
convergence behavior for the tangential part of the solution. In Figure [9] we explore the
tangential error in L?(T';) norm when using isoparametric elements in the penalty term
approach respectively in the Lagrange multiplier approach. With the exception of linear
isoparametric elements using the penalty term approach where we still lack convergence,
the convergence rates for the tangential part of the error seem to be of optimal order also
for isoparametric elements. Tangential convergence is arguably more natural to consider
as we in the considered vector Laplace problems seek to approximate a tangential vector
field.
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Figure 9: Tangential convergence. Convergence studies in L?(I';,) norm for the
part of the solution tangential to I', in the standard problem. (a) All but the lowest
order isoparametric element show optimal order convergence using the penalty term ap-
proach. (b) Using the Lagrange multiplier approach also the lowest order isoparametric
element exhibits optimal convergence rates.
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