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An eXtended HDG method for Darcy-Stokes-Brinkman interface
problems *

Yihui Han! Xiao-Ping Wang? Xiaoping Xie $

Abstract

This paper proposes an interface/boundary-unfitted eXtended hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin
(X-HDG) method for Darcy-Stokes-Brinkman interface problems in two and three dimensions. The
method uses piecewise linear polynomials for the velocity approximation and piecewise constants for
both the velocity gradient and pressure approximations in the interior of elements inside the sub-
domains separated by the interface, uses piecewise constants for the numerical traces of velocity on
the inter-element boundaries inside the subdomains, and uses piecewise constants or linear polyno-
mials for the numerical traces of velocity on the interface. Optimal error estimates are derived for
the interface-unfitted X-HDG scheme. Numerical experiments are provided to verify the theoretical
results and the robustness of the proposed method.

Key Words: eXtended HDG method, Darcy-Stokes-Brinkman interface problem, interface/boundary-
unfitted mesh, error estimate.

1 Introduction

Let Q C R%(d = 2,3) be a bounded domain divided into two subdomains, Q;(i = 1,2), by a piecewise
smooth interface I' (cf. Figure 1). We consider the following Darcy-Stokes-Brinkman interface problem:
find the velocity w and the pressure p such that

-V (VVU)+VP+Oéu:f in Qlugg,
V-u=0 in Ql U QQ,
u=gp on 0, (1.1)
[u] =0, [(vVu —pI)n] =g, on T.

Here the viscosity coefficient v and the zeroth-order term coeflicient o are piecewise constants with

vig, =1, >0, alg,=a;>0, i=1,2. (1.2)
The jump of a function w across the interface I' is defined by [w] := (w|q,)|r — (w|a,)|r, I the d x d
identity matrix, and n denotes the unit normal vector along I', pointing to Q5. f denotes the body force,
gk the interface traction, and gp the source term satisfying

/ gp - -n =0, (1.3)
o

where n is the outward unit normal vector along 9€2. The Darcy-Stokes-Brinkman model (1.1) is usually
used to describe porous media flow coupled with viscous fluid flow in a single form of equation (cf.
[21,23,35,43,49)).
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Figure 1: The geometry of domain with circle interface or fold line interface

For an elliptic interface problem, the low regularity of the solution due to the coefficient discontinuity
may result in reduced accuracy of finite element discretization [4,50]. One strategy for this situation is
to use interface(or body)-fitted meshes (cf. Figure 2) so as to dominate the approximation error caused
by the non-smoothness of solution [7,9,11,14,32,44]. However, the generation of interface-fitted meshes
is usually expensive, especially when the interface is of complicated geometry or moving with time or
iteration.

Another strategy avoiding the loss of numerical accuracy is to use certain modification of the fi-
nite element approximation around the interface. The resultant finite element methods do not need
interface-fitted meshes (cf. Figure 2). One representative of such interface-unfitted methods is the eX-
tended/Generalized Finite Element Method (XFEM or GFEM), where additional basis functions charac-
terizing the singularity of the solution around the interface are enriched into the corresponding approx-
imation space. We refer to [45] for an overview work and [5,6,8,10,28,48,51] for some developments of
XFEM/GFEM. In particular, we refer to [12, 15,29, 30,34, 47] for several XFEMs using additional cut
basis functions for Stokes or Darcy interface problems. It should be pointed out that the immersed finite
element method (IFEM) is another type of interface-unfitted method, where special finite element basis
functions are constructed to satisfy the interface jump conditions (cf. [1,2,31,39-41,52] and the references

therein).

Figure 2: Fitted(left) and Unfitted mesh(middle and right)

The hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin (HDG) framework [16] provides a unifying strategy for hy-
bridization of finite element methods for second order elliptic problems. By the local elimination of the
unknowns defined in the interior of elements, the HDG method leads to a system where the unknowns
are only the globally coupled degrees of freedom describing the introduced Lagrange multiplier. We refer
to [3,17-20,22,24,25,33,36-38,42,46] for some developments and applications of the HDG method. We



also mention that arbitrary order interface-unfitted eXtended HDG methods with optimal convergence
were analyzed in [26,27] for elliptic and elasticity interface problems, respectively.

In this paper we aim to propose a low order eXtended HDG (X-HDG) method for the Darcy-Stokes-
Brinkman interface problem (1.1). The main features of the method are as follows:

e The method is a low order scheme, which uses piecewise linear polynomials for the velocity approx-
imation and piecewise constants for both the velocity gradient and pressure approximations in the
interior of elements inside the subdomains separated by the interface, and uses piecewise constants
for the numerical traces of velocity on the inter-element boundaries inside the subdomains.

e To deal with the interface conditions, the interface is approximated by a fold line/plane, on which
the numerical traces of velocity adopt piecewise constants or piecewise linear polynomials.

e The method is parametric-friendly in the sense that optimal error estimates are obtained without
requiring “sufficiently large” stabilization parameters in the scheme.

e The method uses interface-unfitted polygonal/polyhedral meshes, and applies to curved domains
with boundary-unfitted meshes.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the X-HDG scheme for the interface
problem with a polygonal/polyhedral domain. Section 3 is devoted to the error estimation. Section 4
applies the X-HDG method to a curved domain problem. Numerical examples are provided in Section 5
to verify the theoretical results. Finally, Section 6 gives some concluding remarks.

2 X-HDG scheme for interface problem

2.1 Notation and XFE spaces

For any bounded domain D C R® (s = d,d — 1) and nonnegative integer m, let H™ (D) and H{"(D)
be the usual m-th order Sobolev spaces on D, with norm ||||,,,p and semi-norm |-|,,, p. In particular,
L?(D) := H°(D) is the space of square integrable functions, with inner product (-,-)p. When D C R4,
we use (-,+)p to replace (+,-)p. For m = 1,2, we set

H™(QUQy) = {v e L*(Q),v]q, € H™(Q), and v|g, € H™(Q2)},
2 2

[l = 1 llmsv0s = Y I llmgs Flm = Flmaiog. = > lmao.-
im1 i=1

For any integer k > 0, Py(D) denotes the set of all polynomials on D with degree at most k.

Assume that © is a polygonal/polyhedral domain. Let 7, = U{K}, consisting of arbitrary open
polygons/polyhedrons, be a shape-regular partition of the domain €2 in the sense that the following two
assumptions hold (cf. [13]):

(M1). There exists a positive constant 6, such that the following holds: for each element K € Tp,, there
exists a point Mk € K such that K is star-shaped with respect to every point in the circle (or sphere)
of center Mg and radius 6, hg.

(M2). There exists a positive constant [, such that for every element K € T, the distance between any
two vertexes is no less than [, hg.

We define the set of all elements intersected by the interface I' as

Tr ={KeT,: KnNT #0}.

For any K € 77?, called an interface element, let I'x := K NI be the part of I in K, and I'k 5, be the
straight line/plane segment connecting the intersection between I' and 0K (Figure 4).

To ensure that I' is reasonably resolved by 7, we make the following standard assumptions on 7Tj,
and T'( cf. Figure 3 for two cases violating the assumptions):
(A1). For K € T, and any edge/face F C 0K which intersects I', Fir := I'N F is simply connected with
either Fr = F or meas(Fr) = 0.



(A2). For K € T}, Tk is sufficiently smooth such that for any two different points @,y € T'x, the unit
normal vectors n(x) and n(y), pointing to s, at  and y satisfy

In(z) —n(y)| < vhk, (2.1)

with v > 0(cf. [14,50]). Note that v =0 when I'x = I'c p,, i.e. T'k is a straight line/plane segment.

il
R

Figure 3: Two cases violating assumptions: violating (A1)(left) and violating (A2)(right).

Figure 4: An example (a triangulation with circular interface): 7,I' (green part), e} (collection of blue
segments inside the elements of 7;1), and £} (collection of all triangle edges not in &}).

Let €5, be the set of all edges(faces) of all elements in 7. Denote by el the partition of the fold
line/plane approximation of I" with respect to Ty, i.e.

El}: ={F: F=Tky, or F=TNOK if ' NOK is an edge/face of K, K € Tp}.

We set e} := ¢, \ el,. For any K € T, and F € €} Uel,, let hx and hp be respectively the diameters of
K and F, and let ng be the unit outward normal vector along K. Denote by h := Ir{na%( hx the mesh
€Th

size of Ty, and by V}, and Vj- the piecewise-defined gradient and divergence operators with respect to
Tr, respectively.
Since the rest of the paper deals with the discrete problem, in what follows and without ambiguity,
let 21 and €5 denote the two sides of I'j, rather than of I', and set K; = K N, for i =1,2.
Throughout the paper, we use a < b (a = b) to denote a < Cb (a > Cb), where C is a generic positive
constant independent of mesh parameters h, hi, he, the coeflicients v;, o; (i = 1,2) and the location of
the interface relative to the mesh.



2.2 X-HDG scheme

The X-HDG method is based on the following first-order formulations of Darcy-Stokes-Brinkman
interface problem (1.1):

L=vVu in O UQq, (2.2a)

-V L+Vp+au=f in Q;UQ, (2.2b)
V-u=0 in O UQ,, (2.2¢)

u=gp on 09, (2.2d)

[u] =0, [(L—pI)n] =g, on T. (2.2e)

Let x; be the characteristic function on €, for i = 1,2. For any integer r > 0, F € ¢} Uel, and K € Ty,
let Q% : L?(D) — P.(D) and Q, : L?(D) — P,(D) be the standard L? orthogonal projection operators

for D= FNQ; and D = K NQ;, respectively. Vector or tensor analogues of Q¥ and @, are denoted by
QP and Q,, respectively. Set

@XZPT(K) = XlPT(K)+X2PT(K)7 7‘:071.
We introduce the following X-HDG finite element spaces:
Wi, ={w € L2(Q)¥?: VK € T, w|x € Po(K)>4if KNT = & w|x € (&x:Po(K))¥™4if KNT # @},
Vi, ={ve L*(Q)?: VK € Th,v|x € PI(K)?if KNT = @;v|x € (&x; P (K))?if KNT # o},
Qn={g € L§(Q) : VK € Th,q|x € Po(K) if KNT = &;q|x € ®xiPo(K) if KNT # 2},
M, ={p € L*(})? :VF €&}, u|lr € Po(F) if FNT = @; p|r € (DxiPo(F))? if FNT # o},
My, ={ji € L*(})?: fi|p € P(F)%,VF € e} with m =0 or 1,
M, (gp) ={p € My, : u|lr = Qbgp,VF € ¢, with F C 9Q}.

To describe the X-HDG scheme, we also define

()7 = Z (5 )k, <'7'>87—;L\65 = Z <'7'>8K\5}:7
KeTy, KeTy
and, for scalars ¢, vector u, v and tensor w with ¢; = q|g,np, Ui = Ulg,p, Vi = V|g,~r and w; = w|g,AF,
(q,v- ">*,5{L L= Z (q1,v1 'n1>QmF + (g2, v2 'n2>ngF,

Feel

<’U/,’U>*’E}: = Z <u1,vl>Q1ﬂF + <u27v2>Q20F7
Feel

(wn,v), r =Y (Win1,v1)0,qr + (Wan2, V2)0,0 )

Feel,

where n; denotes the unit normal vector along I';, pointing from §2; to €2; with 7,5 = 1,2 and ¢ # j.
The eXtended HDG method seeks (Ly, wp, pp, @n, trn) € Wi X Vi, X Qp x M}, (gp) x My, satisfying

(v 'Ly, w)7, — (U, wn)yp\or — (Up, wn), r =0, (2.3a)

(auha U)Th + <T(quh - ﬁh)vv>8Th\£}; + <T(Q?nuh - ﬂh)a ’U>*,e}: :( 7”)7 (23b)
<ﬁ’h 'n, Q>67—h\8£ + <ﬂh 'n, q>*,5£ :Ov (23C)

<Lhn7 H’>8Th\6}: - <phn7y’>87’h\€}: - <T(qu’h - ﬁ’h)? “)67}\5}2 =0, (23d)
<Lhna /]’>*,E}: - <phna ﬁ’>*,5}: - <T(an’u’h - ﬂ’h)v ﬁ’>*,s}: :<g£[h7ﬁ>*’€£7 (236)



for all (w,v,q,u, 1) € Wy, X Vi, X Qp x M} (0) x M,,. Here the stabilization function 7 is defined as
following: for any K € T and i = 1,2,

Tlpna, = vihg', for F C 0K \ e}, or F € ¢}, (2.4)

When F € 61,; is a line segment /straight plane, we take g}:,h |p = g% and when F' =I'g j, # 'k for some
K € T;F, we set g\''|r to be some linear interpolation of g§, using data of g&, at two (2D case) /three
(3D case) intersection points of I' and 'k .

Remark 2.1. From the first-order system (2.2), there should be some terms like (up, Vi - w)7,, —(Vp, -
Ly, v)7,, (Vipn,v)7,, and —(up, Vq)T, in the scheme (2.3). In fact, they are all vanish since Wy, and
Qn are piecewise constant tensor/scalar spaces.

Remark 2.2. We note that in the implementation, we can locally eliminate the Ly, uy defined in the
interior of elements, and the reduced system only involves the unknowns of pp, t, and wy,.

Theorem 2.1. The X-HDG scheme (2.3) (with m =0 or 1) admits a unique solution.
Proof. Since the (2.3) is a linear square system, it suffices to show that if all of the given data vanish, i.e.

f=gp= g}:,h = 0, then we get the zero solution. By taking the (w,v,q, p, ) = (Lp, wp,pp, Gp, Gp) in
(2.3) and adding these equations together, we have

(v~ L, L) 75, + (Qwn, un) 7, + (T(QGun — @n), (wn — @n))og\er + (T(Q0,un — @), (wn — @), .r =0,
which indicates Lj = 0,

Qbuy, — @, =0, ondK\eh VK €Ty, (2.5)

{Qb uy, — @} =0, onej. (2.6)

where {-} is defined by {w} = % (w1 + ws) with w; = w|g, p for i = 1,2. These relations, together with
the equation (2.3a), the definition of projection and integration by parts, yield

0= (v"'Lp, w)7, + (Viwp, w)7, — (Qoun — @n, wn) oy, \or — (Qpun — @n, wn), x = (Vauy, w)7,.

Taking the wy, = Vxuy in this relation gives Viyup = 0. Then uy, is piecewise constant, which, together
with (2.5), (2.6) and the fact that @, = 0 on 912, implies

up = ’ELh = ’fl,h =0.
The thing left is to show pp, = 0. In view of (2.3d) and (2.3e), we have
[pn] =0, on OK and ¢,,VK € Tj,.

Thus, py, is a constant in 2, and the fact p, € L3(Q2) means p;, = 0. This completes the proof. |

3 A priori error estimation: a case of fold line/plane interface

This section is devoted to an error analysis of the X-HDG scheme (2.3) with a fold line/plane interface
I'. We note that in this case I' = 'k 5, is a line segment/quadrilateral for any K € 7,1, and g]FV" =gy
in the equation (2.3e).

3.1 Optimal error estimation for velocity gradient and pressure

Firstly we introduce the following standard estimates for the L? orthogonal projection operators Q.
and Q0 (cf. [13,26]).



Lemma 3.1. Let s be an integer with 1 < s <r+1. For any K € T, andv € H* (KN Q) U (K NQy)),
we have

lv = Qrvllo,x + hllv — Qv
—1/2
v = Quolloox + 10 = Qrvllorie S hie 7 [vlls

o — Q¥llo.ox + v — Q2vllo.rie S hie *[l0lls

15 S Pcllvlls e

2
0,0k are understood respectively as ||-||s,x = Y ||I'lls,xknq; and ||-||s,0x =

i=1

where the notations ||-||s,x and ||
2 T
Zl||-|\s,am@ when K €T, .
1=
For simplicity of presentation, denote
el =L,—-QyL, €:=u;,—Qu, eb = pr — Qop, el =y, — qu, el =y, — Ql;nu, (3.1)
where, for ¢ = 1,2 and m =0, 1,

(QoL)|kna; = Qo(L|rkne,), (Qiu)|lkna, == Q1(u|kne;), (Qop)lxkna; := Qo(plkna;), VK € Th,
(Qbw)|rro, == Qh(ulrna,), VF € e,

(Qhu)lr = Q0 (ulr), VF €.
Then we have the following lemma for error equations.

Lemma 3.2. For all (w,v,q,pu, 1) € Wiy, X Vi, x Qpn x M (0) x M,,, it holds

(v"'ey, )7, — (e}, wn)op\r — (ef, wn), .r =0, (3.2a)
2
(cejt,v)7, + (T(Qber — eh), v)apor + (T(Qheh — ef),v), or =Y Li(v), (3.2b)
=1
(eh -1, oger + (€] -1, q), . =0, (3.2¢)
(ermn, womer — (ehn, mogar — (T(Qbel; — €p), wor\er = —L1 (1), (3.2d)
(efm, i), v — (ehm, ), or — (T(Q).ef — €f), i) cr = —La(f2), (3.2¢)

where for any ¥ € H(Q1 U Q) UW, UV, UM, U M,

Li(¥) = ((QoL — L)n, )y \or + (r(Qf(u — Q1u)), V)ar\er + ((Qop — P)N, ) o7\ o1
LQ(Q/}) <(Q0L - L)na w>*7e}: + <T(Q?n(u - Qlu))aw>*7e}: + <(Q0p - p)n7w>*,6£'

Proof. Let (L, u,p) be the solution of (2.2). From the definitions of the projection operators we obtain

(v ' QoL, w)T, — (Qhu, wn) sy, \.r — (Q)u,wn), .r =0,
((QoL — L)n,v)yp;\or + ((QoL — L)n, v), .r + (aQ1u, v)7,
—((Qop — p)m, U)aTh\a}; — {(Qop —p)m, U>*,eg = (f,v),

(Qou -, Q)op\or + (Qpu -, q), v =0,

for any (w,v,q) € Wy x V, x Qp. Then, subtracting (2.3a), (2.3b) and (2.3c) respectively from the
above three equations yields (3.2a), (3.2b) and (3.2c). Finally, (3.2d), (3.2¢) follows from (2.3d), (2.3¢)
and the relations

<(L —pI)n, :u’>67‘h\51,: =0, <(L - pI)n7ﬂ>ag = <g§h7 ﬁ‘>5}:



Define a seminorm ||| - ||| : w, v, p, o € L2(Q)4*? x L2(Q)? x L2(e})¢ x L%( e})? by

~ _1 1 ~
ll(w. v, s W1 = v 2 wlf 7, + a2 llf 7, + 172(Q4v — W)lI57, o + 17 2(@100 = B2 s (3:3)

where

113,75, =

||'||§Th\5£ = Z <'='>aK\557 ||'H§5 = <'7'>*,ag-

KeTh KeTh
Lemma 3.3. Let (L, u,p) € H' (1 U Q)™ x H*(Qy UQs)? x H' (2 UQ) and (Ly, wp, pr, @n, @n) €
Wi, x Vi, xQpx Mp(g) x My, be the solutions of the problem (2.2) and the X-HDG scheme (2.3), respectively.
Then it holds

+v2 )- (3.4)

1 & @ 1
[v2VrehlloT S ll(erseheq, el < h(llvzu
Proof. We first show
1 o
v Vneillor < ll(er e, eh. en) Il - (3.5)
In fact, taking w = vVe} in (3.2a) and applying integration by parts yield
(ef, Vei)r, — vV, Vei)r, - (v(el - ef). Veinlorop - (vlei - ef), Vejn). . =0,
which, together with the property of projection, implies
1 " _
HVQV‘fZHg,Th = (eﬁ’ ve;zL)Th - <V(Qgez - BZ), Vezman\sg - <V(ane;f - 6%), vezn>*,s}:

for m = 0,1. In view of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the trace inequality and the definition of ||| - |||,
we then have

lv2Verlor, < v 2ekllor + I7/2(Qber — ef)llorner + I72(Qb el — ef)llr < ll(ek, ef el e,

where we recall that 7 is given by (2.4). i i
The thing left is to estimate the term [||(ef, e¥, ell, e})|||. Taking (w,v,q, p, 1) = (ek, ek, el el el)
in (3.2) and adding up the five equations, we obtain

|||(eilivezae%veh |||2 ZE“

where
E, = <(Q0L - L)"v ey, — e%>37}\5}: + <(QOL — L)n, e, — eZ>*,a£
+ ((Qop — p)n, €}, — 62>a7’h\55 + ((Qop —p)m, €f; — €j)).. el
Ey = <TQ8(U - Qlu)’ ez - eg>87’h\e}: + <Ter7n(u - Qlu)7 ez h>* b

We just need to estimate E; (i = 1,2) term by term. From Lemma 3.1, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and (3.5) it follows

1 1 ;
By Sh(llv™2 Lihg,ue, + lv 2 pllio.ve,) (172 (e r+ 72 (el — ef)llr)

_1 _1 1 I
Sh(HV 2L||1~,Q1UQ2 + ”V 2p||1,91UQ2)(H7—2 QOeh eh)HO ,0Tn\eh + ||T (Qb eh eh)He};
(e

1 b 1
+ [I7= (e}, — Quep) \er + 72 (e — Qpen)ller)
_1 _1
Sh(lv™2 L1000, + v 2pll10.00.)

1 1
Shlvzullzo.u0, + lv"2pllie.00.) Il (er el el eh) I -

| eh’ehaehveh) Il Jr||’/2VhehH0 )

Similarly, we have
1 5 1 ~
E, < (IIT(U = Quu)lloorer +lIT(w = Quu)llor) (172 (el — eh)llo.omer + 172 (el — ep)ller)

(eh ’ eiu eZ) GZ) ||| .

As a result, the desired conclusion follows. ]




Lemma 3.4. Under the same conditions as in Lemma 3.3, it holds

1
2

1 1 _1
lefllo.7s S h(tihas + ahae) (I3 ulz0,00, + v 2Dl ,00,) (3.6)

Here vy = max v; and Qupqy = Max ;.
1= 1=

s s

Proof. Since e € LZ(12), there exists v* € H}(£2) such that

V- v*,e?
lenllo 7 < V", 1)

(3.7)

[v*]11,0,00,

In view of integration by parts, the properties of projections, and (3.2b), (3.2d) and (3.2e) with (v, u, &) =
(Q1v*, Qjv*, Qb v*), we have

(V-0 eh)r, =(QUv" ehmorcr + (QL 0" ehm). o = T + o + T,

n
where
T1 =(efn, Quv™) oyt + (ehn, Qv*), r + (aef, Qiv*)7,,
Ty =(7(Qgej — €}), Q1v* — Qeu™)or\x + (T(Q),€f) — €f), Quv* — Q) v%), .1,
T3 =— L1 (Qv* — QSU*) — Ly (Qv* — fn'u*).

From integration by parts, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the properties of projections it follows

T = (eﬁv thlv*)Th + <e£nv le* - Q8U*>8Th\a£ + <e£nv le* - anv*>*,5}: + (O‘eZa le*)Th
1 1 1 1
S (Vhaallv™ ek o, + adasllatefllo ) o™l
1 1 N ~
S (oo + aihas) || (ef e efi e) [l 07 1.0,
1 N ~
T S vias |l (ef s eiiseiel) Il o* |10,
i _1 1 _1
Ty S viach (I3 Llvgun, + [vEulz0,00, + v 2plia,un, ) (0710

So by (3.7) and the relation (2.2a) we have
1 1 P 1 -1
Iehllo 7 S (hae + ) (I1(eh- ek e ef) I +h( o ,00, + [0 ol ouun,)

which, together with Lemma 3.3, yields the desired result (3.6). |

Based on Lemmas 3.1, 3.3, 3.4, and the triangle inequality, we can easily obtain the following main
result.

Theorem 3.1. Let (L, u,p) € H' (03 UQ2)™? x H?(QUQ)% x HY(Q1UQy) and (Ly, wp, pr, @n, @n) €
Wi, x Vi, xQpx Mp(g) X My, be the solutions of the problem (2.2) and the X-HDG scheme (2.3), respectively.
Then it holds

1
2

_1 1 i _
lv=2(L — Lp)llo,7, + |12 (Vu — Viaun) o7 + (Vhaz + @az) " llp — pal

0,7h

1 _1
S b (IvFulzg.00, + v Hplliae. ) (3.8)

1
2

1 1 _1
o (w = wn)llo S B (I0F ullo.ouoes + o uloun, + v Hplleon. ) (3.9)



3.2 L? error estimation for velocity

In this subsection, we shall derive an L? error estimate for the velocity approximation by the Aubin-
Nitsche’s technique of duality argument. To this end, we introduce the auxiliary problem

P = I/V(ﬁ in Ql U Qg, (310&)
—V - P + V’(/) + Oé¢ = ez in Ql U QQ, (310b)
V-¢p=0 in Q;UQ, (3.10¢)
¢=0 on 09, (3.10d)
[¢] =0, [(2 —«¥I)n]=0 on T, (3.10e)
and assume the following regularity estimate:
[®[l1.0,00,; + [[¥ll2.0,00, + [ladll2.0,00, + [[¥]l1.0,00. < llegllo.7.- (3.11)

Here we recall that e} = up, — Qu.

Theorem 3.2. Let (L,u,p) € H' (Q1UQ)"*? x H*(Q UQ2)% x H (Q1UQy) and (Lp, wp, pr, G, @) €
Wi, x Vi, xQp, x My (g) x M}, be the solutions of the problem (2.2) and the X-HDG scheme (2.3), respectively.
Then, under the assumption (3.11) it holds

1

1 1 1
lw = wnllo, S W2l (I3 w000, + v 3 plh.0,00,) (3.12)

for (i) m =1 or (ii) m =0 and gY is a constant on any F € e}. Here vy, := min2 ;.
=1,

Proof. Testing the equations (3.10b) and (3.10c) by e} and e, respectively, adding them up, and using
integration by parts and the properties of projections, we obtain

lenlls, . == (Vi - @, ei)7 + (Vi ep)7, + (ad,ei) 7, — (Vi b, ¢)T,
=((Qo® — ®)n, ep) oy \or + (Qo® — ®)n, €p), . + (¥ — Qot, €); - M)y, \ o1
+ (¥ = Qo ey - n), v + (aQu 9, ;)7 — (epn, Q8¢>{m\sg — (ehn, Q?n¢>*,6£'
Due to the error equations (3.2a) and (3.2c), we have
(v~ ey, Qu®)7, — (€}, Qo®n)yr ot — (e}, Qu®n), r =0,
(ej - m, Qo)ar\er + (e} - m, Qo). cr =0,
which, together with the fact [(® — ¢ I)n]r = 0, imply
0.7, =((Qu® — @)n, ) —e)orer + (Qu® — )1, eff — ef), or
+ (¥ = Qov, (ef — e}) - )orer + (¥ — Quib, (ef — €f) ), or
+(aQi¢, i) — (ehn, Qid)or ot — (ehn, Q@) cr + (Qu®, v 'ey) T,
Notice that by (3.10a), the properties of projections and integration by parts it holds
(Qu®.v7"e;) 7, =(®,v""ey)7,, = (¢, €57,
=(¢p,exn)oger + (D €rn), v
:<Q8¢7 eﬁ”bn\sg + (angb, €£n>*,s£,

and that taking (v, pu, 1) = (Q10, Q%b, Q% @) in (3.2b),(3.2d)-(3.2¢) shows

ek

2

(an7 Q1¢)Th = 7<T(Qgez - 62)7 Q1¢>8Th\5}: - <T(Ql:nez - e%)v Q1¢>*,s}: + Z LZ(Q1¢)7

=1
(erm, Qed)om ot — (€hn, Qed)om\or = (T(Qpel — €4), Qed) oot — L1(Q4),
(ern, Q). cr — (ehn, Q) 8) ., .r = (1(Q)ef — €})), Q) b)...r — La(Q1, ).

10



The four equations above mean that
(@Q1¢, €))7, — (ehn, Qo) oot — (€hn, Q1 b) . v + (Qu®, v " ef)T,
=(7(Qber — e}), Qo — Q19) o7 \r + (r(Q.ef —e}), Qb — Q19). 1
+L1(Q1¢ — Q0o) + L2(Q1o — Q;,9).

As a result, we obtain

k]

4
o =21 (3.13)
j=1
with
I :=((Qu® — ®)n, e} — e)or\or + (Qo® — ®)n, eff —efy), .1,
Iy = — Qov, (e}, — €}) - n)og\or + (¥ — Qotb, (e} — e}) - m). r,
I3 :==(1(Qel; — 1), Qod — Q1P o, \or + (T(Qrefl — €}), Qb — Qi) .,
I :=L1(Q1¢ — Q}¢) + L2(Qr1¢ — Q). 9).

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3, and the regularity assumption (3.11) it follows

L+ L+ 15 < hoys, (@]

1L,QU0, T Hyd)HQ’QﬂJQz + ||1/J|

< B2 *% u i
S vl (lvzu

min

l,QlUQQ) ||| (eﬁ, 611:7 e%v e}‘;) |||

2,000, + Hf%le,QluQQ) - (3.14)
In light of the property of projection, it holds
L= ((QL — D)n, Q16 — $oma + (T(Qh(u— Qiu), (Qued — ) + (& — Qbd)or

+{(Qop = P Qi = Bomep + (QoL — L)n, Qi — ¢},

Hr (@~ Quu), (@16 — ¢) + (& — Qhd)).cp + (Qop — P Q16 — ). 1 )

+ ((QuL ~ D)n, & = Qbd)or s + (Qup — P 6 — Qb)om et

+ ((QuL — L. ¢ — QL) ot + (Qup —P). & — Q). ot )

= 0L +L+1. (3.15)

Again by Lemma 3.1 and (3.11) we get

I S 1P |véll2.0,00. (v L1e.ue, + [ul

2,Q1UQ5 + HV71P||1,Q1UQQ)

L0.U0s) (3.16)

_1
2,02,UQ2 + HV 2p

_1
< Wz lekllor (1Iviu
and, for case (i) with m =1,
f3 = <(Q0L - L)'I’L, d) - Ql{d’>*,6£ + <(Q0p - p)nv d) - Q?¢>*,E£
< Wllvell2.0.00, (v L

2 -3 u
S hvminller]

min

Lo, + v plleue,)

o7 (I3 ula.0,00, + v plla.us ) - (3.17)
Since [(L — pI)n]r =0 for F € g \ e}, with F ¢ 9Q, and ¢|sq = 0, we have

<(Q0L - L)’I’L, d) - Q8¢>0Th\£}; + <(Q0p - p)n7 ¢ - Q8¢>BT;L\E£
(QoL, ¢ — Q¢d)ar\er + ((Qop, & — Q4P o1
0. (3.18)

Iy
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Similarly, for case (ii) with m = 0 and [(L — pI)n] = g&; = const. on any F € ¢}, it holds

I =((QoL — L)n, ¢ — Q49).. v + (Qup — p)n, ¢ — Q). .r = 0. (3.19)
Finally, combining (3.13)-(3.19) completes the proof. |

Remark 3.1. For the Stokes equation with vy = vs = v and a = 0, from Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 we easily
obtain

0.7 v hlp = pallon S P (w2000, + v Iple.u0,)-

|w —unllo,7, + hl[Vu — Viyup

4 Application of X-HDG method to curved domains

Let Q € R%(d = 2,3) be a curved domain with piecewise smooth boundary. Consider the following
problem:

—vAu+Vp+au=Ff in €
Veu=0 in 9 (4.1)
u=gp on .

Here v > 0 and « > 0 are two constants, and gp satisfies the compatibility condition (1.3).

Figure 5: The geometry of a curved domain (left) and a boundary unfitted mesh (right).

Let B D Q be a simpler domain than Q (cf. Figure 5), and denote Q¢ := B\Q. Then we can rewrite
problem (4.1) as an interface problem:

—vAu+ Vp+ au = xof, in QUQC (4.2a
V-u=0,1in QUQ° (

[u] = gp, on T := 99, (4.2¢

u=0, p=0, in Q°. (4.2d

Here xq is the characteristic function on 2, which satisfying xq = 1 in Q and yq = 0 in Q¢ We note
that the problem (4.2) is a special interface problem with 9Q being the interface, for which we only need
to approximate the solution in Q due to (4.2d).

Let 7, = U{K} be a shape-regular partition of the domain  consisting of arbitrary open poly-
gons/polyhedrons. For any K satisfing K N T # (), called an boundary element, let ' := K NT be the
part of I' in K, and I' 5, be the straight line/plane segment connecting the intersection between I'c and
oK.

12



Define the following sets of elements or edges/faces:

Ti={KeT:KnQ=K},

Th ={KNQ:VK € T, with K N9Q # 0},

Tn ::7;3 U771F7

gl :=={FNQ:V edge/face F of all elements in Ty},

e :={F: F =Tk, VK €7, or Fis an edge/face of some K € T, with F C K N9Q},

€h :252 U g{.
We also introduce the following X-HDG finite element spaces:

Wi, :={w € L2 ()™ : w|x € Py(K)™? VK € T;'},
Vi, ={v e L*(Q)*:v|x € P(K)* VK € T;},
Qn:={q € L§(Q) : qlx € Py(K) VK € T,/ },

M, :={p € L?(c})": plr € Po(F)! VF €},

i
M, ={pc L*()?: f|p € Pp(F)?, VF € b} with m =0, 1.

—~~

Then the X-HDG scheme for (4.2) is given as follows: find (L, wp, ph, Gp, @) € Wi X Vi, X Qp X M, X M,
such that

(l/_th,’w)T}: - ('&h,wn)aﬁ\sg — <’l~l,h,’w7’l,>€£ =0, (4.3a)
(@un, v)7; + (T(Qpup — @n), v)oror + (T(Q),un — an),v)x =(f,v), (4.3b)
<’a’h 'n7Q>8Th’f\s£ + (an - n, Q>a£ =0, (43C)
(L, woroer — (Pams W ora\er — (T(QGun — @n), ) or o1 =0, (4.3d)
(@n, p*)er =(gh 1*)er,s (4-3¢)
for all (w,v,q, p, ft) € Wy, x Vi, X Qp, x My, x Mj,. Here
<w7v>67—}:‘\6h’ = Z <’IU7’U>3K\5}:, <’U},U>EE = Z <w7v>F
KeTr Feel,

for any scalars/vectors w and v, and the stabilization coefficient is given by

7|p = vh',VF C 0K with K € T} (4.4)

When F € 5}: is a line segment /straight plane, we take g%|p :=gp, and when F =Tk j # 'k for some
K € TF, we set g% |r to be some linear interpolation of gp using data of gp at two (2D case)/three (3D
case) intersection points of I'r and 'k .

By following the same line as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we can obtain the existence and uniqueness
of the solution to (4.3).

Theorem 4.1. The X-HDG scheme (4.3) admits a unique solution.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we provide five 2-dimensional numerical examples to verify the performance of the
proposed X-HDG method.

Example 5.1. Square domain with circular interface [1]: gt =0

13



Consider the problem (1.1) with Q@ = [-1,1]%, Q; = {(z,y) € Q : 7 = /22 +y% > ro = \/3/10},

0y = Q\ Qy, and a; = ay = 0. The exact solution (u = (uy,us),p) is given by

ur(x,y) = V%y(:c2 +y?—=03) inQy, i=1,2
ug(x,y) = —%x(mQ +y?2—-03) inQ, i=1,2
pz,y) = 75 (2 —y?), in Q; U Q.

The force term, boundary conditions and interface conditions can be derived explicitly.

We take (v1,v2) = (1073,1),(1,1073),(1073,1072), and use N x N uniform triangular/rectangular
meshes (cf. Figure 6) in the X-HDG scheme (2.3). Error results of the numerical solutions are listed in
Table 1, and the solutions uj, and p, at (v1,v2) = (1073,1) and 128 x 128 triangular mesh are shown in
Figure 7.

From Table 1 we can see that in all cases the X-HDG method yields optimal convergence orders, i.e.
first order for |L — Ly, ||Vu — Vpup|o and ||p — prllo, and second order for ||u — upllo. These results
are conformable to Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

N N
N N
| AN N
AN R
N ~
N\
7 ; y
N \ |
SN NN \
N N ) \
i N { N\ /
AN RGN ™\
N\ NONENAN =
N NN
N N
N N N ™

Figure 6: The square domain with circular interface at 16 x 16 meshes: triangular mesh(left) and rect-
angular mesh(right).
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Figure 7: The X-HDG solutions uy, (left), ugy, (middle) and py, (right) at (v1,v2) = (1073,1) and 128 x 128
triangular mesh: Example 5.1.
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Table 1: History of convergence for the X-HDG scheme (2.3): Example 5.1

(a) Triangular meshes

" Vo Tu=2uplo TZ—LyTo Vu—Vpuplo Tp—pnllo
mesh [[llo [[Z]lo [[Vullo lipllo
error order| error order] error order| error order

16 x 16 1.4633E-01 - 8.8492E-02 — 3.0103E-01 — 3.3596E-01 -
1 10— 32 x 32 3.7945E-02 1.95 | 4.4647E-02 0.99 | 1.4818E-01 1.02 | 1.7004E-01 0.98
64 x 64 9.4540E-03 | 2.00 | 2.2413E-02 | 0.99 | 7.4780E-02 | 0.99 | 8.4837E-02 | 1.00
128 x 128 2.3843E-03 1.99 | 1.1227E-02 1.00 | 3.7645E-02 0.99 | 4.2430E-02 1.00

16 x 16 2.5011E-02 — 8.8606E-02 — 9.8525E-02 — 3.4740E-01 —
10-3 1 32 x 32 6.1643E-03 2.02 | 4.4654E-02 0.99 | 4.9169E-02 1.03 | 1.7214E-01 1.01
64 x 64 1.5228E-03 2.02 | 2.2415E-02 0.99 | 2.4599E-02 1.00 | 8.5033E-02 1.02
128 x 128 3.7796E-04 2.01 | 1.1227E-02 1.00 | 1.2301E-02 1.00 | 4.2462E-02 1.00

16 x 16 2.5701E-02 - 8.8539E-02 - 1.0056E-01 — 3.3728E-01 -
10-4 10-4 32 x 32 6.3464E-03 2.02 | 4.4647E-02 0.99 | 5.0251E-02 1.00 | 1.7016E-01 0.99
64 x 64 1.5722E-03 2.01 | 2.2414E-02 0.99 | 2.5169E-02 1.00 | 8.4820E-02 1.00
128 x 128 3.9075E-04 | 2.01 | 1.1227E-02 | 1.00 | 1.2595E-02 | 1.00 | 4.2430E-02 | 1.00

(b) Rectangular meshes
u—up L—L,, Vu—Vyup —Ph
L T RN i e B e T
error order error order error order error order

16 x 16 2.2520E-01 - 9.4123E-02 — 2.8633E-01 - 2.6266E-01 -
1 10-3 32 x 32 6.0494E-02 1.90 | 4.6733E-02 1.01 | 1.3749E-01 1.06 | 1.1403E-01 1.20
64 x 64 1.5630E-02 | 1.95| 2.3310E-02 | 1.00 | 6.9627E-02 | 0.98 | 4.5547E-02 | 1.32
128 x 128 3.9901E-03 1.97 | 1.1647E-02 1.00 | 3.4854E-02 1.00 | 1.9095E-02 1.25

16 x 16 4.2156E-02 - 9.4080E-02 — 9.2973E-02 — 2.3793E-01 -
10-9 1 32 x 32 1.0484E-02 | 2.01 | 4.6745E-02 | 1.01 | 4.5792E-02 | 1.02 | 1.1481E-01 | 1.05
64 x 64 2.6118E-03 2.01 | 2.3310E-02 1.00 | 2.2778E-02 1.01 | 4.4972E-02 1.35
128 x 128 6.5275E-04 2.00 | 1.1647E-02 1.00 | 1.1372E-02 1.00 | 1.8905E-02 1.25

16 x 16 4.3569E-02 - 9.4070E-02 - 9.5143E-02 — 2.5155E-01 -
10-9 10— 32 x 32 1.0876E-02 2.00 | 4.6728E-02 1.01 | 4.6851E-02 1.02 | 1.1247E-01 1.16
64 x 64 2.7165E-03 | 2.00 | 2.3307E-02 | 1.00 | 2.3329E-02 | 1.01 | 4.4363E-02 | 1.34
128 x 128 6.7919E-04 2.00 | 1.1646E-02 1.00 | 1.1649E-02 1.00 | 1.8786E-02 1.24

Example 5.2. Square domain with circular interface [1]: g% # 0

Consider the same domain and interface as in Example 5.1. The exact solution (u = (uy,u2),p) is
given by

1
up(z,y) =1+ ;ysin(m2 +942-03) inQ;, i=1,2,

1
us(z,y) =2 — ;xsin(at:2 +942-03) inQ;, i=1,2,
1

€Y — 1.3798535909816816 in
1+ 22+ y2 — 1.3798535909816816 in O,

and the coefficients v and « are taken as: (i) (v1,v2) = (1,1073), (a1, a0) = (0,0); (ii) (v1,12) =
(1072,1), (a1, a2) = (1,0).

From Table 2 we can observe that the convergence rates of ||u — upl|o, [|[L — Lp]lo, ||V — Viurllo
and ||p — pnllo are all optimal at triangular and rectangular meshes. We also plot in Figure 8 the the
numerical solutions wy;, and pj, at 128 x 128 triangular mesh with (v1,15) = (1,1072%), (a1, az) = (0,0).

p(z,y) = {
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Table 2: History of convergence for the X-HDG scheme (2.3): Example 5.2

(a) Triangular meshes

u—u L—L Vu—Vhu —
ar |z v v mesh g e g 17 27 g
error ordey| error ordey error ordey| error order
16 x 16 1.4780E-01 - 9.1176E-02 — 3.0346E-01 - 4.9323E-02 —
0 0 1 10-3 32 x 32 3.8392E-02 1.94 | 4.6059E-02 0.99 | 1.4955E-01 1.02 | 2.3874E-02 1.05
64 x 64 9.5775E-03 | 2.00 | 2.3134E-02 | 0.99 | 7.5525E-02 | 0.99 | 1.1738E-02 | 1.02
128 x 128 2.4162E-03 | 1.99 | 1.1590E-02 | 1.00 | 3.8060E-02 | 0.99 | 5.8293E-03 | 1.01
16 x 16 1.4245E-02 — 9.5200E-02 — 9.3735E-02 — 1.8235E-01 —
1 0 10-2 1 32 x 32 4.3225E-03 | 1.72 | 4.6587E-02 | 1.03 | 5.0761E-02 | 0.88 | 5.9483E-02 | 1.62
64 x 64 1.1439E-03 1.92 | 2.3201E-02 1.01 | 2.6161E-02 0.96 | 1.8745E-02 1.67
32 x 32 2.8998E-04 1.98 | 1.1598E-02 1.00 | 1.3196E-02 0.99 | 6.9188E-03 1.44
(b) Rectangular meshes
u—u L—L Vu—Vau —
T A N I MR e i e
error order| error order] error order| error order
16 x 16 2.2885E-01 - 9.6862E-02 - 2.8766E-01 - 1.0153E-01 -
0 0 1 10-1 32 x 32 6.1575E-02 1.89 | 4.7445E-02 1.03 | 1.3779E-01 1.06 | 4.6034E-02 1.14
64 X 64 1.5929E-02 1.95 | 2.3464E-02 1.02 | 6.9707E-02 0.98 | 2.0969E-02 1.13
128 x 128 4.0677E-03 | 1.97| 1.1677E-02 | 1.01 | 3.4873E-02 | 1.00 | 9.9306E-03 | 1.08
16 x 16 2.2764E-02 - 1.1420E-01 - 9.7250E-02 - 3.6125E-01 -
1 0 10-2 1 32 x 32 8.0154E-03 1.51 | 5.1637E-02 1.15 | 4.7396E-02 1.04 | 1.4858E-01 1.28
64 x 64 2.2922E-03 | 1.81 | 2.4185E-02 | 1.09 | 2.3104E-02 | 1.04 | 4.7582E-02 | 1.64
128 x 128 5.9780E-04 1.94 | 1.1778E-02 1.04 | 1.1426E-02 1.02 | 1.5112E-03 1.65
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Figure 8: The X-HDG solutions uy,(left), uzp,(middle) and py(right) at (v1, 1) = (1,1073),01 = a2 =0
and 128 x 128 triangular mesh: Example 5.2.

Example 5.3. A laminar flow test in a square domain with straight line interface: gk # 0

Take 2 = [0,1]? (Figure 9) in (1.1). Two kinds of fluids with different viscosity flow in the subdomains
0y =[0,1] x [bg, 1] and Qg = [0, 1] x [0, bo], respectively, with by = 0.4031. The exact solution is given by

where

ui (2, y) =

uz(x,y)
p(z,y)

1- e)‘isin(%y)

16

inQ;, i=1,2,
in Q]_ UQQ,
i=1,2,

)(ﬁeQ’\1 —1) in Q,



From Table 3, we can see that the X-HDG method yields optimal convergence rates for the numerical
solutions at both triangular and rectangular meshes. We also show in Figure 10 the numerical solutions

uy and pp, at (v1,19) = (1,1072), (a1, az) = (0,0) and 128 x 128 triangular mesh.

02

06 08

Figure 9: The domain with straight line interface at 8 x 8 meshes: triangular mesh(left) and rectangular

mesh(right).
Table 3: History of convergence for the X-HDG scheme (2.3): Example 5.3
(a) Triangular meshes
u—u L—L Vu—Vhu —DPh
e I I IO I g 4 B 7 i
error order| error order] error order| error order

8 X 8 1.0441E-01 — 2.5745E-01 — 3.5136E-01 — 1.5905E-01 —
16 x 16 2.6874E-02 1.96 | 1.3388E-01 0.94 | 1.6803E-01 1.06 | 8.3824E-02 0.92
0 0 1 1073  32x32 6.8710E-03 | 1.97 | 6.8331E-02 | 0.97 | 8.3614E-02 | 1.01 | 4.1910E-02 | 1.00
64 x 64 1.7249E-03 | 1.99 | 3.4397E-02 | 0.99 | 4.1890E-02 | 1.00 | 2.0649E-02 | 1.02
128 x 128 4.3194E-04 2.00 | 1.7253E-02 1.00 | 2.1019E-02 0.99 | 1.0208E-02 1.02

8 X 8 7.5215E-02 — 2.4127E-01 - 2.8421E-01 — 1.9447E-01 —
16 x 16 2.3765E-02 | 1.66 | 1.2792E-01 | 0.92 | 1.5548E-01 | 0.87 | 9.2509E-02 | 1.07
0 1 1 1073 32x32 6.5246E-03 | 1.86 | 6.7253E-02 | 0.93 | 8.1713E-02 | 0.93 | 4.3366E-02 | 1.09
64 x 64 1.6715E-03 | 1.96 | 3.4247E-02 | 0.97 | 4.1634E-02 | 0.97 | 2.0852E-02 | 1.06
128 x 128 4.2082E-04 | 1.99 | 1.7234E-02 | 0.99 | 2.0985E-02 | 0.99 | 1.0235E-02 | 1.03

(b) Rectangular meshes
i as " Vo esh Hu—ul‘w;\lo HL”—LL”r;Ho I\Vu—Vuhghllo I\PH—pPr(L)Ho
error order| error order error order error order

8 x 8 1.5667E-01 - 7.3078E-01 - 3.4141E-01 - 1.8268E-01 -
16 x 16 4.1512E-02 | 1.92 | 2.8501E-01 | 1.36 | 1.5353E-01 | 1.15| 9.9056E-02 | 0.88
0 0 1 1073 32x32 1.0668E-02 1.96 | 1.1163E-01 1.35 | 7.2846E-02 1.08 | 5.5724E-02 0.97
64 x 64 2.6985E-03 | 1.98 | 4.5773E-02 | 1.29 | 3.5621E-02 | 1.03 | 2.5207E-02 | 1.00
128 x 128 6.7743E-04 1.99 | 1.9938E-02 1.20 | 1.7657E-02 1.01 | 1.2504E-02 1.01

8 X 8 9.5822E-02 — 7.9015E-01 - 2.8685E-01 - 2.2368E-01 —
16 x 16 3.3711E-02 1.51 | 3.1917E-01 1.31 | 1.4574E-01 0.98 | 1.1284E-01 0.99
0 1 1 1073 32x32 9.8025E-03 1.78 | 1.2139E-01 1.39 | 7.2240E-02 1.01 | 5.3337E-02 1.08
64 x 64 2.5797E-03 | 1.93 | 4.7640E-02 | 1.35| 3.5580E-02 | 1.02 | 2.5633E-02 | 1.06
128 x 128 6.5462E-04 | 1.98 | 2.0227E-02 | 1.24 | 1.7654E-02 | 1.01 | 1.2561E-02 | 1.03

Example 5.4. Curved domain test 1: circular boundary

Set @ = {(z — x0)® + (y — yo)> < r?} in the model problem (4.1) with a homogeneous boundary
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Figure 10: The X-HDG solutions u1y (left) and py, (right) at (v1,v2) = (1,1072), a1 = az = 0 and 128 x 128
triangular mesh: Example 5.3.

condition, where g = yg = 5 and r = \/Tg (Figure 11). The exact solution is given by

1
2

uy(z,y) = y(@® +y* —r?),
ug(a?,y) = —x(m2 + y2 - T2)7
1
p(z,y) = E(fv?’ %),

and the coefficients (v, ) = (1,0), (1, 1), (0.01,1).

We take B = [0,1]2 in the X-HDG scheme (4.3). Table 4 shows that the boundary-unfitted X-HDG
method is of optimal convergence rates for the numerical solutions. Figure 12 plots the numerical solutions
uyp and pp at 128 x 128 triangular mesh.

Figure 11: The disc domain at 8 x 8 and 16 x 16 meshes: Example 5.4 .
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Table 4: History of convergence for the X-HDG scheme (4.3): Example 5.4

Tu—upllo TL—LpTo TVu—Vhupllo Tp—pnllo
«a v mesh [ullo Lo [Vullo [[pllo
error order error order error order error order
8 X 8 2.0363E-02 — 7.5156E-02 — 1.1122E-01 — 8.1187E-01 —
16 x 16 5.1184E-03 | 1.99 | 3.8783E-02 | 0.95| 5.5770E-02 | 1.00 | 2.5358E-01 | 1.68
0 1 32 x 32 1.2773E-03 | 2.00 | 1.9648E-02 | 0.98 | 2.8352E-02 | 0.98 | 8.7613E-02 | 1.53

64 x 64 3.1972E-04 | 2.00 | 9.8908E-03 | 0.99 | 1.4277E-02 | 0.99 | 3.5517E-02 | 1.30
128 x 128 8.0032E-05 | 2.00 | 4.9607E-03 | 1.00 | 7.1467E-03 | 1.00 | 1.6197E-02 | 1.13

8 X8 2.2913E-02 - 8.3725E-02 - 1.1101E-01 - 1.6159E-00 -
16 x 16 6.0720E-03 | 1.92 | 4.3187E-02 | 0.96 | 5.5742E-02 | 0.99 | 4.5306E-01 | 1.83
1 1 32 x 32 1.5612E-03 | 1.96 | 2.1956E-02 | 0.98 | 2.8348E-02 | 0.98 | 1.4085E-01 | 1.69

64 x 64 3.9616E-04 | 1.98 | 1.1074E-02 | 0.99 | 1.4276E-02 | 0.99 | 4.9710E-02 | 1.50
128 x 128 9.9862E-05 | 1.99 | 5.5587E-03 | 0.99 | 7.1467E-03 | 1.00 | 2.1012E-02 | 1.24

8% 8 2.0363E-02 - 2.5740E-01 - 2.1070E-01 3.6030E-01 -
16 x 16 5.1184E-02 | 1.38 | 1.7239E-01 | 0.58 | 1.5956E-01 | 0.40 | 1.4529E-01 | 1.31
1 0.01 32 x 32 1.2773E-03 | 1.80 | 9.5893E-02 | 0.85 | 9.3376E-02 | 0.77 | 5.6350E-02 | 1.37

64 x 64 3.1972E-03 | 1.93 | 4.9693E-02 | 0.95| 4.9081E-02 | 0.93 | 2.4771E-02 | 1.19
128 x 128 8.0032E-04 | 1.98 | 2.5158E-02 | 0.98 | 2.4953E-02 | 0.98 | 1.1893E-02 | 1.06

uth

wh ph

Figure 12: The X-HDG solutions uyy,(left), ugp(middle) and py(right) at v = 1, = 0 and 128 x 128
triangular mesh: Example 5.4.
Example 5.5. Curved domain test 2: five-star shaped boundary

Let © be a five-star shaped domain with boundary I' = {(r,68) : p(r,8) =0, 0 < 6 < 2r} in (4.1),
where p(r,0) =1 — \/Tg — &sin(50 4+ ), r = /22 + y2. The exact solution of (4.1) is given by

1
ui(z,y) = 2%y, ws(z,y) = —ay®, pr,y) = g(x?’ —y°),

and the coefficients (v,a) = (1,0), (1,1), (0.01,1).

We take B = [—1,1]? in the X-HDG scheme (4.3). Table 5 shows that the boundary-unfitted X-
HDG method is of optimal convergence rates for the numerical solutions. Figure 14 plots the numerical
solutions up and pp, at 128 x 128 triangular mesh.
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Figure 13: The five-star shaped domain with 32 x 32 mesh: Example 5.5.

Table 5: History of convergence for the X-HDG scheme (4.3): Example 5.5

Tu—upllo TL—LpTo Vu—Vhunllo p—pnllo
« v mesh [[llo [L]lo [Vullo [lpllo
error order| error order] error order] error order
16 x 16 2.0455E-02 - 1.0942E-01 — 1.2095E-01 — 5.2046E-01 -
0 1 32 x 32 5.9306E-03 | 1.79 | 5.5978E-02 | 0.97 | 6.1824E-02 | 0.97 | 2.5200E-01 | 1.05
64 x 64 1.5742E-03 | 1.91 | 2.8320E-02 | 0.98 | 3.1320E-02 | 0.98 | 1.2398E-01 | 1.02
128 x 128 3.9680E-04 | 1.99 | 1.4260E-02 | 0.99 | 1.5792E-02 | 0.99 | 6.1617E-02 | 1.01
16 x 16 2.0401E-02 - 1.0941E-01 - 1.2090E-01 - 5.2097E-01 -
1 1 32 x 32 5.9174E-03 | 1.79 | 5.5976E-02 | 0.97 | 6.1817E-02 | 0.97 | 2.5209E-01 | 1.05
64 x 64 1.5714E-03 | 1.91 | 2.8319E-02 | 0.98 | 3.1319E-02 | 0.98 | 1.2400E-01 | 1.02
128 x 128 3.9615E-04 | 1.99 | 1.4259E-02 | 0.99 | 1.5791E-02 | 0.99 | 6.1619E-02 | 1.01
16 x 16 4.3717E-01 - 9.8775E-01 — 9.8686E-01 - 1.9356E-01 -
1 0.01 32 x 32 1.3610E-01 | 1.68 | 5.8835E-01 | 0.75 | 5.9952E-01 | 0.72 | 7.5767E-02 | 1.35
64 x 64 3.6656E-02 | 1.89 | 3.1398E-01 | 0.91 | 3.2368E-01 | 0.89 | 3.2769E-02 | 1.21
128 x 128 9.3985E-03 | 1.96 | 1.6092E-01 | 0.96 | 1.6672E-01 | 0.96 | 1.5592E-02 | 1.07

uht uh2 ph

Figure 14: The X-HDG solutions w1y, (left), ugp(middle) and py(right) at v = 1, = 0 and 128 x 128
triangular mesh: Example 5.5.

6 Conclusions

For the Darcy-Stokes-Brinkman interface problems, the proposed low order interface-unfitted X-HDG
method is of optimal convergence and applies to curved domains with boundary-unfitted meshes. Nu-
merical experiments have demonstrated the performance of the method.
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