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A Mini Immersed Finite Element Method for Two-Phase
Stokes Problems on Cartesian Meshes
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Abstract

This paper presents a mini immersed finite element (IFE) method for solving two- and three-
dimensional two-phase Stokes problems on Cartesian meshes. The IFE space is constructed from
the conventional mini element with shape functions modified on interface elements according to
interface jump conditions, while keeping the degrees of freedom unchanged. Both discontinuous
viscosity coefficients and surface forces are considered in the construction. The interface is
approximated via discrete level set functions and explicit formulas of IFE basis functions and
correction functions are derived, which make the IFE method easy to implement. The optimal
approximation capabilities of the IFE space and the inf-sup stability and the optimal a priori
error estimate of the IFE method are derived rigorously with constants independent of the mesh
size and how the interface cuts the mesh. It is also proved that the condition number has the
usual bound independent of the interface. Numerical experiments are provided to confirm the
theoretical results.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we are interested in designing and analyzing an immersed finite element (IFE) method
for solving two-phase Stokes problems (also known as the Stokes interface problem in the literature).
Let © ¢ RN, N = 2,3, be the computational domain and I' be a C%-smooth closed hypersurface
immersed in 2. The interface T’ divides €2 into two phases QT and Q~. Without loss of generality,
we assume that Q~ is the inclusion, i.e., I' = 92~. The Stokes interface problem reads as follows:
Given a body force f € L*(Q)V, a surface force g € L*(T")" and a piecewise constant viscosity
plox = pF >0, find a velocity u and a pressure p such that

—V - (2ue(u))+Vp=f» inQtuQ, (1.1a)
Vou=0 inQ, (1.1b)

[o(p, u,p)nlp = g on I, (1.1c)
[ulr=0 on T, (1.1d)

u=0 on 0f2, (1.1e)
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where €(u) = £(Vu+ (Vu)”) is the strain tensor, o(u, u,p) = 2ue(u) — pll is the total stress tensor,
I is the identity matrix, n is the unit normal to T' pointing from Q= to QT and [v]r stands for the
jump of v across T', i.e., [V]p := vt|r — v ™ |p with v := v|q+. If the trace (V -u)|r is well defined,
(CID) provides an additional relationship

[V-ulp=0 onT. (1.2)

An important motivation for investigating the Stokes interface problem comes from two-phase
incompressible flows (see [29] [35, [16] and the references therein). For such problems involving
interfaces, numerical methods based on fixed background meshes independent of interfaces (called
unfitted meshes) have attracted a lot of attention because of the relative ease of handling complex
or moving interfaces, especially in three dimensions. Since the interface is not aligned with the
mesh, it can cut some elements (called interface elements) in an arbitrary fashion. To obtain a
stable and accurate finite element (FE) method, some efforts should be made on these interface
elements. Roughly speaking, there are two ways to develop unfitted mesh FE methods with optimal
convergences. One is to enrich the conventional FE space by extra degrees of freedom on interface
elements to capture the discontinuities (see, e.g., [21, [0 29] I8, [8]). The other approach is to
modify the traditional FE space according to interface conditions to capture the behavior of the
exact solution, while keeping the degrees of freedom unchanged. The immersed finite element (IFE)
method, which was originally introduced in [32] for one-dimensional interface problems, uses the
latter approach and has become an efficient method for solving interface problems. One advantage of
the IFE method compared with other unfitted mesh FE methods is that the IFE space is isomorphic
to the traditional FE space on the same unfitted mesh regardless of the position of the interface, and
thus the structure of the resulting linear systems remains unchanged when solving moving interface
problems. For second-order elliptic interface problems, IFE methods have been extensively studied
(see, e.g., [33] 22, [34], 20, 17, 27, 24]). However, for Stokes interface problems, the development and
analysis of IFE methods are more challenging due to the coupling between velocity and pressure in
the interface conditions, and the divergence-free equation. The first IFE method for Stokes interface
problems was developed in [2], in which the coupling of velocity and pressure was taken into account
in the construction of IFE spaces. Since then, many IFEs have been developed, such as the immersed
CR-Py element 28], the immersed rotated Q1-Qo element [28] and the Taylor-Hood IFE [10]. Very
recently, in [26], Ji et al. provide a theoretical analysis of an IFE method based on the immersed
CR-P, element. However, to the best of our knowledge, the existing IFEs for Stokes interface
problems are restricted to 2D and there is no theoretical analysis for IFEs with surface forces (i.e.,
g # 0). One major obstacle is that the velocity and the pressure are also coupled in IFE spaces and
this becomes more complicated in 3D.

For Stokes problems, the so-called mini element developed by Arnold, Brezzi, and Fortin [3] is
very popular because it is stable, economic and easy to implement. In this paper we propose and
analyze an IFE variant of the mini element in 2D and 3D for solving Stokes interface problems on
Cartesian meshes. Compared with the conventional mini element method, the new IFE method
only needs some modifications near the interface, and thus the additional computational cost is
low. On each interface element, we first introduce some discrete interface conditions on approximate
interfaces according to the exact interface conditions, and then modify the shape functions of the
mini element so that those discrete interface conditions are satisfied. It should be stressed that in
this paper we use discrete level set functions to discretize the interface. Differing from the traditional
IFE methods using points of intersection of the interface and the edges of elements to discretize the
interface, our discretization of the interface by level set functions overcomes the coplanarity issue
encountered in constructing 3D IFE spaces, that is, the interface cuts four edges of a tetrahedron
and the points of intersection are not coplanar.



Another contribution of this work is the IFE discretization of the surface force (i.e., g # 0),
which is significant and cannot be neglected in many practical applications, for example, simulating
a (rising) liquid drop contained in a surrounding fluid [I6]. In the IFE framework, some correction
function which is nonzero only on interface elements is pre-calculated based on non-homogeneous
jump conditions, and then is moved to the right-hand side of the formulation of IFE methods.
The attractive feature is that the stiffness matrix is same as that of IFE methods for problems
with homogeneous jump conditions and only the right-hand side needs to be modified. Generally
speaking, there are two approaches to construct the correction function in the literature. One
is based on extending the non-homogeneous jump functions smoothly to the neighborhood of the
interface (see, e.g., [15} 25 [40]). The other approach is to use the non-homogeneous jump functions
directly and solve a linear system with the same coefficient matrix as that for IFE basis functions
to get the correction function (see, e.g., [23, 19, [I]). In this paper we follow the second approach.
On each interface element T, it is natural to use the quantity fFﬂT g to construct the correction
function. However, we find that [;, g may blow up as [T NT| — 0 even if g € H'/*(I) (see
[40, Example 3.1]). In fact, this case can happen because the interface I' cuts the element T in
an arbitrary fashion. In order to remedy, we construct a larger box Ry containing 7" and use the
quantity frm Ry 8 1O develop correction functions.

As said before, the analysis of the proposed IFE space and IFE method is extremely difficult due
to the coupling between velocities and pressures, and the existence of surface forces. Fortunately,
we can derive explicit expressions for the IFE basis functions and the correction functions, which
are not only convenient in implementation but also useful in the analysis. Thanks to these explicit
expressions, we are able to prove the optimal approximation capabilities of the IFE space and cor-
rection functions. These explicit expressions also enable us to derive some useful inequalities for the
coupled IFE functions, such as the trace inequality and the inverse inequality. With this prepara-
tion, we present a complete analysis of the proposed IFE method including the inf-sup stability, the
optimal a priori error estimate and the condition number estimate, taking into consideration of the
dependency of the interface location relative to the mesh.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2l we formulate our IFE method. In section [3] we
prove the optimal approximation capabilities of IFE spaces. In section ] we present the theoretical
analysis of our IFE method. Finally, some numerical results are provided in section

2 Finite element discretization

2.1 Unfitted meshes

Since we focus on the interface, we simply assume that the computational domain €2 is rectangu-
lar/cubic so that there is a family of Cartesian triangular/tetrahedral meshes, denoted by {7},
on €. The meshes are not fitted to the interface. For example, in three dimensions (N = 3), the
Cartesian tetrahedral meshes are obtained by first partitioning €2 into cuboids and then subdividing
each cuboid into six tetrahedra in the same manner (see Remark 3 in [30]). For an element T € 7y,
(a triangle for N = 2 and a tetrahedron for N = 3), hr denotes its diameter, and for a mesh Ty,
the index h refers to the mesh size, i.e., h = maxper, hr. We assume that {75} is shape regular,
i.e., for all 7, and for all T' € T}, there exists a constant C' such that hp < Cpp, where pp is the
diameter of the largest ball inscribed in 7.

In this paper, face means edge/face in two/three dimensions. We denote the sets of nodes and
faces of T, by Ny and Fj, respectively. For each F' € Fj,, we use hr to denote its diameter.



The sets of interface elements and interface faces are defined by 7,1 = {T' € T, : TNT # 0}
and Fi = {F € F, : FNT # 0}, where we adopt the convention that elements and faces are
open sets. The sets of non-interface elements and non-interface faces are then 7,%°" = T,\7,l and
Fjom = Fy\F}, respectively.

Let us introduce the the signed distance function: d(x)|g+ = %dist(x,I"), and the J-neighborhood
of T: U, 68) = {x € RY : dist(x,I") < &}, where dist(-, ) is the standard distance function between
two sets. It is well known that for I' € C?, there exists dp > 0 such that d(x) belongs to C*(U(T, &))
and the closest point mapping p : U(T', §p) — I' maps every x to precisely one point at T" (see [13]).
Now the unit normal vector n = Vd is well defined in U(T, &), and it holds n € C*(U(T, dp))". We
assume h < o so that the interface is resolved by the mesh in the sense that T C U(T,dy) for all
T € T;F. In the neighborhood of T, we recall the following fundamental result which will be useful

in the analysis (see, e.g., [0 B3I [12]).

Lemma 2.1. For all 6 € (0,60], there is a constant C' depending only on T’ such that
012 (r.y) < COl0IZ2m) + 62 IVOllTe@wrsy) Yo € H(U(T,d)).
Furthermore, if v|r # 0, there holds ||v| L2 (r,5)) < 051/2||Vv||H1(U(p)50)).

Finally, we emphasize that throughout the paper, C' or C' with a subscript are used to denote
generic positive constants that are independent of mesh size and the interface location relative to
the mesh.

2.2 Discretization of the interface

Let Ij, be the standard piecewise linear nodal interpolation operator associated with 7. The ap-
proximate interface T'j, is chosen as the zero level set of the Lagrange interpolant of d(x), i.e.,
I, = {x € RV : [,d(x) = 0}. Correspondingly, I';, divides {2 into two subdomains 2, and €, with
0Q, =Ty Forall T € T, welet Tpr =T, NT, Ty =T NT, and assume ', 7 # 0 to simplify
the presentation and avoid technical details. Note that if there exists an element 7" with ', 7 = 0,
then the element can be treated as a non-interface element and the optimal convergence rate does
not deteriorate since the geometric error is in the order of O(h?) (see, e.g., [31]).

Clearly, ', is continuous and piecewise linear (see the left plot in Fig[Il for an illustration for the
2D case). We note that in traditional 2D IFEs the interface is discretized by connecting the points
of intersection of the exact interface and the mesh. However, this approach cannot be extended
to 3D because there exists the case that the points of intersection are not coplanar (see the right
plot in Fig [ for an example). We also note that based on our discretization of the interface, the
IFE method developed in this paper is particularly well suited for the well-known level set method
[36L 8] for solving more complicated moving interface problems.

Let I'¢"L be the N — 1-dimensional hyperplane containing I', 1 and nj, be a piecewise constant
vector defined on all interface elements with ny|r being the unit vector perpendicular to F,‘fr}

pointing from €2, to Q7. We have (see [T 24])
ldll e 0y 2y + I1dist (-, TR e o) + Bzl = np | ey < ChE VT € T, (2.1)

Define a mapping p, : 'y, — T by pa(x) = x + gpny with the smallest g;, chosen such that
x + opny, € . The existence of this mapping is shown in [6] p. 637]. Moreover, there holds (see
(2.18) in [6])

id = prll L0y ) + hrllnn —nopllper, ») < ChT. (2.2)



Figure 1: Left: an example of I'j, in 2D; Middle: an interface element in 2D; Right: an interface
element in 3D.

2.3 The IFE space without surface forces

Let Py(D) be the set of all polynomials of degree less than or equal to k on a domain D C R¥.
Define D* = DN Q* and P, (UD*) = {v : v|p+ € Px(D*)}. Similarly, we define Py(D) = P(D)V
and Pp(UD*) = P,(UD*)N. On each element T € 7y, the conventional mini element space is
(Vi(T),Qn(T)) = (P.(T), P.(T)) @(span{br},{0}), where by is the standard bubble function
associated with T' (see [3]).

On each interface element 7' € T,F', we need to modify (P;(T), Pi(T)) since it cannot capture
the behavior of the exact solution well due to the interface jump conditions. Let Zy = {1,2,..., N}
and t; p, @ € Zy_1, be unit tangent vectors to I'y, such that t; 5 and n; form standard basis vectors
in RN, Define T;F = TN QF and pnlgE = p*. According to (LId), (I2) and (LId) with g = 0, we

introduce the following discrete interface jump conditions for all (v,q) € (P (UT), P (UTE)):

[o(pn, v, @)0k]r, - (x7) =0, (x} is a point on I', 1), (2.3a)
[V]r, » = 0 (or, equivalently, [V]r, , (x%) =0, [(VV)t;n]r, » =0 Vi € Iy_1), (2.3b)
[V -vir,.» =0, (2.3¢)
Vg € Py(T)N (or, equivalently, [Vg]r, , = 0). (2.3d)

The modified space is then defined by ﬁ(T} ={(v,q) € (P, (UT,?E), Pl(UT,jE)) : (v, q) satisfies (23] }.
Let a; 7, i € In11 be vertices of T and write v = (vq, v, ...,ux)T. The degrees of freedom of the
space Py Pi(T), denoted by DoF; r, i = 1,..., (N + 1)2, are chosen as

DoF 4 (j—1y(n+1),7(V,q) = vj(air), DoF(ny1)yN4i7(V,q) = q(air), Vi € Ingi, V)€ In.

Remark 2.2. Condition (2.3d) is added not only for the unisolvence of basis functions but also for
the inf-sup stability (see the proof of Lemma[f4). Condition (2.3d) also implies that [q]r, .
constant on I'y, 7, and so is [o(pn, v, q)0p]r, . Thus, (Z.3d) is equivalent to [o(pn, v, ¢)np)r, » = 0.

s a

Remark 2.3. Since v and q are piecewise linear, we know (v,q) has 2(N + 1) parameters. On
the other hand, there are (N + 1) degrees of freedom and (N + 1) constrains according to (Z3).
More precisely, (2.3d) provides N constraints; (2Z.38) provides N? constraints; (Z.3d) provides one
constraint; and (2.3d) provides N constraint. Intuitively, we can expect that (v,q) can be uniquely
determined by DoF; 1, i = 1,2,...,(N + 1)2, i.e., the nodal values v(a; ) and q(a; ). In subsec-
tion [2.8, we will prove that this property holds on Cartesian meshes.

Remark 2.4. The point x5 € T, 1 is arbitrary but fized. The point x%. € I‘Zw} is only for theoretical
analysis. We set x4 = Prest (x%) with x% being a point on the surface I'p, where Pree: s the
orthogonal projection onto the plane T'§*% (see the middle plot in Figure [ for the 2D case). From



(Z11) we have
|xq — xrfﬂ’ <Ch% and |x —xF| <|x —xF|+ x5 —xE| < Chr Vx €T, (2.4)
where | - | denotes the Fuclidean norm.

Now the local and global mini IFE space are given by ‘//_Z)/;I(T) = 13_1\151(T) P (span{br}V, {0})
and

V() ={(v,q): (v,q)lr € (Vi(T),Qu(T)) VT € T,"", (v,q)|r € VQu(T) ¥T € T,

v and ¢ are continuous at every x; € N}, }.

2.4 Correction functions for the surface force

If g # 0, we need a correction function (ui, pi) to deal with the non-homogeneous jump condition
(CId). On non-interface elements, we set (uj,pj) = (0,0), and on each interface element T' € 7,1,
we construct (uj,pj) € (PL(UT), PL(UT}Y)) satisfying uf (a; ) = 0, pjl(a;7) = 0 for all i € Iy,
and the jump conditions in (Z3) with (Z3al) changed to

[O'(Mh7ug7pi)nh]Fh,T = a'VgFRT (g)u where anFRT (g) = |1—‘RT|_1/ g. (25)

Trp

Here T'g, := I'NR7 and Ry C RY is a larger domain containing T such that its diameter hg, < Chr
and |T'g,.| > Chi . We note that, in this occasion, |-| means the measure of domains or manifolds.

Figure 2: 2D illustration for the construction of Ry and I'gr,..

Here we give an example of Ry. For ease of implementation, we choose Ry = {x € RV : x =
x*T—i—anh—i—Zf\;_ll Eitin, |&) < hpVieIn}. A2D illustration of Ry and I'g,. is shown in Figure[2
By ([232), it is no hard to see that there exists a constant Cr such that dist(x,T}%) < Crh7 for
all x € Tr,. Then we further assume h < min{1/(2Cr),d0/(v/N)} so that Ry  U(T',dp) and
dist(x, ;%) < hy/2 for all x € T'g,. Now I'g, can be parameterized as x(&1,...,En—1) = X +

EN (&L, Enm)mn + Yy Eitin, —hr < &1, én-1 < hy, where £x(&1, ..., &v—1) is chosen such
that x(&1,...,En—1) € T'. The parametric representation of I'g,. is useful in computing aver, | (g)

practically. Obviously, the requirements |T'g,.| > Ch¥ ~1and hr, < Chr are fulfilled. Applying
these and the following well-known trace inequality for parts of I (see, e.g., [I8, Lemma 1]):

||U||2L2(FRT) < Clhp [0l 72(rpy + hrlvlFn ryy) Vo€ H'(Rp), (2.6)
we obtain the following useful inequality:

|aver,, (v)]* < |FRT|_1||’UH%2(FRT) < Chp™M([[vll72(re) + W10 (Rey) Yo € H'(Rr).  (2.7)



2.5 The IFE method

With the usual spaces V' = Hg ()" and Q = L§(Q) := {q € L*(Q) : [, ¢ = 0}, the weak formulation
of (L)) reads: Find (u,p) € (V, Q) such that

a(u,v) +b(v,p) —b(u,q) =I(v) V(v,q) € (V,Q), (2.8)
where a(u,v) := [, 2ue(u) : €(v), b(v,q) := — [V -vand I(v) = [,f-v— [Lg-V.

Define a subspace of VQh(Q) by VQ;L,O(Q) ={(v,q) € VQh(Q) : v]po =0, ¢ € LE(Q)}. Similar
to the IFE methods for elliptic interface problems, the velocity in the IFE space is discontinuous
across interface faces, i.e., the IFE space is non-conforming. To get a consistent method, we should
add some integral terms on interface faces, like the discontinuous Galerkin method. Given a face
F € Fj, shared by two elements T and T5, let np be the unit normal vector of F' pointing from T3
to Tz. The jump and the average of a function v across the face F are denoted by [v]F := v|1, — v,
and {v}r := 3 (v|7, + v|z,), respectively.

Let fg be extensions of f* := f|g+. We approximate the source term f by fBK|Q§ = f§|ﬂf.
Define the mismatch region by Q% = (27\QF) U (2, \Q7). Clearly, flovga = 88 gga. To
achieve the optimal convergence, we assume [[f75]2qa) < C||f||12(q), which holds if £ L2 <
HfiHL2(Qi). The force g defined on T is transferred to I'j, as g;, = g o p,. Alternatively, we can use
gn = g o p. However, as shown in [6], the computation of p(x) for a given x € I';, is substantially
more costly than that of ps(x).

Define the following forms with v =1 or —1 and n > 0:

An(Wn, prs Vi, qn) = an(an, via) + bp(Va, pr) — bn(un, qn),

1+1n
n(Un, vi) Z / 2pne(uy) @ €(vy) Z / uplr - [Vialr

TeTh FeFf
-y / ({2me(wn)nr}e - Valr + v {2me(vionr) e - [u]r)

FeFr (2.9)

br(Vh, qn) Z / qnV - Vi + Z /{Qh}F Vi nplp,
TeTh FeF}

In(vh) = / £E5 v, —/ 8h - Vh.

Q I'n

The discretization of (Z.8) reads: Find (U, Py) := (un,pn) + (ui, pj — ¢) such that
(wn) € VQral@), e = [ ol
Q (2.10)

An (W, pri Vi, an) = n(vi) — An(uyl, pj — ¢l Vi, qn) V(Vh,qn) € VQno(9).

For practical implementations, we next derive explicit forms of basis and correction functions.

2.6 Explicit formulas for IFE basis functions

The space Iglﬁ(T) is not empty since (0,0) € Iglﬁ(T) For each (v,q) € 1/3;]_51(T), if

N-1

[o(L,v,q)np]r, » = Z citin + cnnp,
i=1



we have
(v.q) = (v, ¢%) + 3 es(v", ), (2.11)
where (v7/0, ¢70) is defined by
(v7°,q”°) € (P(T), Py(T)), DoF; 7 (v”°,q”°) = DoF; r(v,q) Vi € {1,2,..., (N +1)*}, (2.12)
and (v”/i, q7%) is defined by

(v, q7) € (P (UT), PL(UTE)), DoF;r(v7i,¢") =0Vj € {1,2,..., (N + 1)},

o tip if ie{l,..,N—1}
1 J; J; _ R ’ ’ ’
[o(1, v, q" )np]r, + { n, if i=N, (2.13)
[VJi]Fh,,T(Xg) =0, [(VVJi)tjyh]Fh,,T =0vje L., N~1}

[V : VJi]Fh,,T =0, [Vq(]i]Fh,T =0.

Now the problem is to find ¢; so that the jump condition [o(un, Vv, ¢)np]r, » = 0 is satisfied. Sub-
stituting (2-I1) into this jump condition, we obtain a N-by-N system of linear equations:

N

S ol v a? mile, e = ~lo(un.v
=1

Jo
)

qu)nh]Fh,T = _U([:u’h]rh,,T ) VJO? O)nha (214)

where we note that [o(us, v7i, ¢/ )ny]r, , is a N-dimensional column vector. To solve the above
system of linear equations, we need an explicit expression of (v7/i,q”¢). Let I, v be the standard

linear nodal interpolation operator on the element 7', then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let (v7i,q”%) be defined in (Z12) and (Z13). There holds

(Ih,TV7Ih,Tq> Zf 1= O,
(VJiani) = ((wT - Ih,TwT)t’i,hv O) Zf { € {17 ceey N — 1}5 (215)
(0,27 — Inr2r) if i=N,

where

zr(x) =

-1 if xeT, dist(x, ['§% if xeT,",
{ / h wr(x _{ G Ticr) o h (2.16)

0 if xeT,, 0 if xely .
Proof. The result is trivial for i = 0. For i € Ty, we define a new function having the same interface

jump conditions as (in7qu) by

(Vi,Qi) - {(Vz-'i_qu_) € (Pl(T}j)Napl(T}j_)) in T}j_’ (217)

(0,0) inT,,
where the linear functions v; and ¢;" are chosen such that

tin if i€ {l,.,N—1}
Lvh gHn, = 4 & e !
ol v g { n, if i=N, (2.18)

vi(x¥)=0, (VWi)tjn=0Vje{l,.,N—1}, V-v/ =0, Vg’ =0.
Then, by definition, the function (VJi,qu) can be constructed as

v, q7) = (vi, @) — (In,ovis Inrai), (2.19)



where we used the facts that (I, 7v;, In 7¢;) has no jumps across I'y, 7 and (vi, ¢;) — (In,7Vi, In. 7¢;)
vanishes on all vertices of T. Considering (2I8) in the t;p-n; coordinate system and using an
argument similar to the one in the proof of Lemma 4.5 in [26], it is no hard to see

(v (). ) = (dist(x, 5" )t:,0,0)  if i€ {1,..., N —1},
! (0,-1) if i=N.

The result (ZI3) follows from (ZI7), ZT9) and (220l). O

(2.20)

Substituting [ZI5) into ZI4) and using the t; 5-n;, coordinate system, we obtain

(1+ (u /pt = D)V rwr -np)e; =t 0w /p™ = 1,1, 0v,0my, i=1,..,N -1,

2.21
CN = n;z;o.(:u_ - H+,Ih_’TV, O)nh7 ( )

where we have used the identity [pu,0n, (wr — Inrwr)lr, » = pt + (0= — p*) VI, 7w -1y, in the
derivation. On the Cartesian meshes used in this paper, the relation 0 < VI, rwz - n, < 1 holds
for both N =2 and N = 3 (see Lemmas 1 and 16 in [27] and Remark 3 in [30]). Then we have

1 if = /pt > 1,
+(u /ut =DV, pwp -np, > 2.22
(W /n )V rwr -1y, {u‘/u* 0 < jut <1, (2.22)

which implies that (Z21)) is unisolvent. Combining [222), (2I1) and 2I5) yields the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.6. For any T € T,I' with vertices a;r, i € Ini1, the function (v,q) € Igl\fﬁ(T) 18
uniquely determined by nodal values v(a; ) and g(a; ). Furthermore, we have
N—1
(v,q) = (In,rv, In,1q) + Z (ci(wr — In,rwr)tin, 0) + (0, en (21 — In2r)), (2.23)
i=1

where ¢;, i = 1,..., N are determined from (2Z1)).

Remark 2.7. From the above lemma, one can see P1P1( )= (P(T), P.(T)) if u* = pu~. Thus, the
IFE reduces to the conventional mini element when there is no interface. We also find that v depends
only on v(a;) while ¢ depends not only on v(a;) and but also on q(a;). Note that (0,c¢) € 13—1\161(T)
for any constant c. We can choose a proper constant ¢ to make the pressure have average zero.

Define the basis functions of P; P, (T') by DoF; 1 ( ET’ cpET) = 0;; (the Kronecker symbol) for all
i,j = 1,...,(N + 1)2. The standard basis functions of (Py(T), Pi(T)), denoted by (¢ 1, i), are
defined analogously. By Lemma we can write the IFE basis functions explicitly as follows:

r_ bir + Z 11"2 N/u/f— 1);21';; o (wr — Durwr)tin, 0= 1 NN+ 1),
0, i=N(N+1)+1,..,(N+1)3
o= {n;{”(ﬂ_ — i, 0np(zr — Inrer), i=1,...,N(N+1),
" @1, i=N(N+1)+1,..,(N+1)%

Using the above explicit formulas, the definition of zp and wy in [ZI06) and the estimates of
standard basis functions, it is easy to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. There exists a positive constant C' such that for m = 0,1,
|( 3 )ilwm < Ch%mv ||(90£T)i||L°°(T) < Ch;lv i= 17 7N(N + 1)7
|(¢£T)i|W;Q(T) =0, H(‘PET)iHL“’(T) =1, i=N(N+1)+1,..,(N+1)>



2.7 Explicit formulas for correction functions

Similarly to @II), we can write (uj,pj)|r = Zi\il ¢/ (v7i,q’7), where the ¢/’s are constants to be
determined. Substituting this equation into (Z3]) yields Zf;l [o(pn, v, ¢7 )np]r, ol = avere,. (8)-
Analogous to ([221]), we have

pr(+ (et = D)V I gwr op)e] =tlaver, (g), i=1,...N =1, ¢} =njavgr, (g).

Combining this with Lemma 2.3l yields the following explicit formulas:

= tzjhanFRT (g8)(wr — Inrwr)t;

T
wilr = ; pt(L+ (p=/pt = DV rwr -1y

}’ pilr = (zr — Inrzr)njaver, (g)-|  (2:24)

3 Approximation capabilities of IFE spaces

We first introduce some norms, extensions and interpolation operators. For all non-negative integers
m, define broken Sobolev spaces H™(UD*) = {v € L?(D) : v|p= € H™(D*)} equipped with the
norm || - || gm up+) and the semi-norm || gmp+) satisfying |- H%IM(UDi) = H%{m(Dﬂ +|- ||§{m(D7)
and |- ﬁlm(uDi) =] |§{m(D+) +]- ﬁpn(D,). For the convergence analysis, we assume the solution to
[23) belongs to the space

H2H'(g) := {(v,q) € (H*(UQ5)N, H (UQ5)) : [o(u, v, g)nlr = g, [V]r = 0,[V - v]r = 0}, (3.1)

For any v € H™(UQF), we let v = v|g+. There exist extensions of v*, denoted by vg, such that

(see [14])

0B zm () < CllvE || grm ). (3.2)

For any v € Py (UT}?[), with a small ambiguity of notation, we also use v* to represent the polynomial
: : + N o,
extensions of ’U|Thi, ie, v* € P (RY) and v |Thi = ’U|Thi.
Given two functions v+ and v~, we will frequently use the notation [v*](x) := v*(x) — v~ (x)
in the analysis. Therefore, for any v € H™(UQ*), we have [vi](x) = v} (x) — vg(x) for all x € Q,
which can be viewed as an extension of the jump [v]r.

The extensions of tangential gradients along surfaces are defined as follows. Recalling n is well-
defined in U(T, &), we define (Vrov)(x) := Vo — (n-Vo)n Vx € U(T, §). Similarly, for any T € T},
we define (VF;:IJ,:%'U)(X) := Vv — (np(x%) - Vo)n, (x4) Vx € Ry. By 1) and the fact n € C*(Ry)?,
we have

Iy, (x7) = n(x)| < [ny(x7) = n(x7)| + n(x7) - n(x)| < Chr Vx € Rr. (3-3)

Therefore, by [B.3]) and (28] there holds

| Vrges 0= Vroll (e, ) = 10 Vo) (0 = ma(x7) + (0 = 1 (x5)) - VO)ma ()| par, -
< Olln = 04, () | o= (e V0l 220y ) € Chaf 2 [0l (rry + CHY 0] 2 (-

The tangential gradient acting on v = (v1, ...,vx)7 is defined by Vrv = (Vrovy, ..., Vroy)?.

Let I, be the Scott-Zhang interpolation mapping from H!(Q) to the standard P;-conforming
finite element space associated with 7, (see [37]). The operator acting on vector-valued functions
are also denoted by Ij, for simplicity. The restriction on an element T is defined by Ij, rv = (Ipv)]|r.
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For all T € Ty, let wr = interior(({T" : T'NT # 0, T’ € Tp}). We recall the standard interpolation
error estimates (see [37, [5]):

|U_fh,TU|Hm(T) SCthim|’U|HZ(wT), OSmSZSZ, (3 5)
|’U - Ih,T'U|Hm(T) S Ch%_m|U|H2(T), m = 0, 1.

For every T € T, with T' C Q*, s = + or —, we let ITj, (v, q) = (In, 7V, fh)Tq%) and ﬁh,T(v, q) =
(Un,7v3, In,qs;). And, on each interface element T' € 7;{, we define HZ)T and H};T, respectively, by

(vi,qr) = Hlf:,T(VafJ) € ﬁ(T),

- (3.6)
vi(air) = v(air), q(air) = (Ingp)(air), Vi€ Init,
and _ o
(617QI) = HET(Vvq) S P1P1(T),
N = - (3.7)
vi(air) = (Invy)(air), qar(air) = (Ingp)(air), Vi € Ing,
where s = + if a; 7 € Qt and s = — if a, T € Q—. The global IFE interpolation operator Hg is

then defined by (IT (v, q))|r = 1T}, (v, q) if T € T} and (T}, (v, q))|7 = My (v, q) if T € T,;*". We
use I, v and H57qq, respectively, to represent the velocity and pressure component of 11}, (v, q), i.e.,
IT} (v, q) = (I, v, 1T} q). Recalling Remark 7] we know II},v depends only on the velocity v while
Hg)qq depends both on the velocity v and the pressure g.

Similarly, we define ﬁg by (ﬁg(v, Q)|lr = ﬁl,:yT(v, q) if T € T} and (ﬁ}:(v, Q))|lr = ﬁhyT(v, q) if
T € 7,°", and use ﬁSV and ﬁs)qq to represent the velocity and pressure component of ﬁg (v,q),
respectively.

For all (v, q) belonging to the broken space (H?(UQF)N, H(UQF)), we also need operators EPK
and TTPX defined by (E}?K(V,q)ﬂﬂhi = (vE,q5) and (HfK(V,q)ﬂth =11, (v, ¢ ), respectively.

To handle the surface force, we define HI;’J by
10,7 (v.q) := (I, 1 q) = T (v, @) + (wil, pjl). (3.8)
One can see that for all T € 7,1,

(I, (v, q)) |7 € (PL(UTE), PL(UTE)) and DoF, (ITPX (v, q) = DoF; (1T, (v, ). (3.9)

3.1 Interpolation error decomposition

To prove the optimal approximation capabilities of the IFE space, it suffices to consider interface
elements. For each T' € 7;;, the triangle inequality gives

10w, p) = 10,7 (w, p) |7 < ([ (w,p) = BFS (w,p) |7+ I1EFS (w, p) = 10,7 (w, )l (3.10)
where || - |7 is a specific norm on 7. The first term relates to the error caused by the mismatch of
I" and T'j,, which will be analyzed later. For the second term, we have

Tr,J s r,J s
1B (w,p) = 10,7 (wp)ll7 < Y ll(up, pp)* — (11,7 (w,0))° 13- (3.11)
s==%

Our goal is to estimate (uf,pt) — (Hg"](u,p))i on each interface element 7". Obviously, we have

(ug, ) — (I, (w,p))* = (ug, ) — Wa(ug, pp) + Mn(ug, pp) — (11,7 (w,p)* .

(D1 (I)2

(3.12)

11



The estimate of Term (I); is trivial and the main task is to estimate (I)2. By definition, one can see
that the functions in (I)2 are polynomial extensions of (IIPX (u, p) — HE’J (w,p))|x, ie.,
h

(D)2 = Iy (ug, p3) — (10,7 (u,p))* = (5 (u,p) — 10,7 (u, p)*. (3.13)

Our idea is to decompose (IIPX(u,p) — Hg"](u,p))h by DoF;r, i = 1,...,(N + 1)? and others
related to interface jump conditions. For simplicity of notation, we let v;p, :=t;p, ¢ =1,..N — 1
and vy j, := ny,. Define functionals S; 7, i = 1,..., (N 4+ 1)2 for any (v, q) € (P1(UT), PL(UT)) by

Sir(v,q) = [vE](xE) - vin, i=1,..,N, (3.14a)
SNt -D)N+5,7(V, @) = [VVEVin] - v, i=1,.,.N—1,j=1,..,N, (3.14b)
Sneqir(v,q) = [o(p®,vE, ¢5)nn](x5) - vin, i=1,...,N, (3.14¢)
Snzpntr(v,q) =[V-v ]], (3.14d)
Sn2an+1407(V, Q) = [VaT] - vin, i=1,...,N. (3.14e)

If DoF; 7(v,q) = Sir(v,q) =0 for all i = 1,..., (N + 1)2, there holds (v, q) = (0,0) by Lemma 28
This implies that the function in the space (P1 (UTi), Py (UTi)) is uniquely determined by DoF; 1
and S 7. Defining the auxiliary functions (8;,7,9;7) € (Py(UTE), Pi(UT)) by
DoF; 1r(0;7,%i7) =0 and S 7(0; 7, %1) =06 foralli,j=1, .., (N+ 1)2,
and recalling (3.9]), we have the following interpolation error decomposition:
MF5 (u,p) = 1,7 (wp) e =D air(@ir,Yix), cir =S ([I75 (u,p) — 11,7 (u,p)). (3.15)
Next, we estimate the constants a; r and the auxiliary functions (6; 1, 9; ).
Lemma 3.1. The auxiliary functions (0; p,9; 1) exist uniquely and satisfy for m = 0,1, that
<Ch;™, i=1,..,N,
0 lwmery § <Chy™, i=N+1,. N>+ N+1,
=0, i=N?>4+N+2,.. (N+1)3%
<Ch;', i=1,.,N,
103 L) § < C, i=N+1,.,N2+ N+1,
< Chr, i=N’4+N+2, .., (N+1)>%

Proof. The proof is in the same spirit as Lemma ZZ5 Define (v;,¢;) € (P1(UT}5), P1(UT}F)) having
the same interface jump conditions as (6; 1, v; 1) by setting
(vi,q;) =(0,0) and S r(vi,¢) =05, 1,5 =1,....,(N + 1) (3.16)
Then the auxiliary function can be constructed as
Oi1, Vi) = (Vis¢i) — Un7Vi, In1gi) = (Viy @) — ZDOFj,T(Viu 0) (s O5r)- (3.17)
J
Similarly to (Z20), using the t; »-n; coordinate system one can deduce from BI6) and BI4) that
the functions (v, ¢;") exist uniquely and satisfy for all [,m = 1,..., N, that

Vi) =1, |0, , (v -vin)| =0, ¢ =0, i=1,..,N,

Vi (x2) =0, |0, ,(vi )| =0,1, or (uT)7!, g =0,1, or 2u*, i=N+1,., N>+ N+1,
=0, ¢} (x) =0, |0y, ,¢ | =0or1, i=N24+N+2, .., (N+1)>2

The lemma follows from the above identities, (B17), (Z4) and Lemma [Z8 O
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Lemma 3.2. Let o p be defined in (310) and assume (u,p) € H2H'(g), then there holds

alr <ChE NN TN [uhimry, i=1,..,N, (3.18a)
s=+m=1,2

afp <ChiN " N Juplmpyy, i=N+1,.., N, (3.18b)
s=+m=1,2

Oézz,T <Chi N 2 Z (|uSE|?{m(RT) + |pSE|%Im*1(wTURT))7 i=N?+1,..,N*+N, (3.18¢)
s=+m=1,2

afp <Chi N uhlie g,y i=N?+N+1, (3.18d)

alr <Che™ Y bl i=N*+N+2,. (N +1)% (3.18¢)

Proof. 1t follows from ([Z3)) and @I4) that S; 7 (I} (u,p)) = 0. With this identity and ([3J), the
constants o; 7 in ([BI5) becomes a; 7 = S 7 (IIPE (u,p)) — Sy r(uy, pjl). Recalling the definition of
(uj,pjl) in subsection Z4] we further have

{%l,T(HEK(ILp)) - a’VgFRT (ﬂa(ui7 u%aij:‘)n]]) * Vi h, 1= N2 + 17 ceey N2 + Nu
Q7 =

(3.19)
%i,T(HI?K(uvp))a Others.

Fori=1,..,N, by BId), @4), B3) and the fact [us](x7) = 0, there holds

|ovi.r| < |[Tnrup](x7)] < |[Tnrupl(x3)] + | [VInrug] | x5 — x7]

< |nruz](x3)| + Ch [[VInrug])|

< |lnrug —wg) )| + Ch 2 ([ rug] = [ED) + [5] g o)

< ChyM? > ka2 + Chy N >kl
s=+ s=%

which yields the desired result (BIRal).

In what follows, we use polynomial extensions of Ij, Tu E and Ih Tp E, also denoted by I Tuﬁ
and Ih TpE, to carry out the analysis. In other words, Ih rut 5 and Ih Tp % are polynomials defined
on RY and have the same expressions as I, TufEE and Ih TpE on T. We can prove the following
estimates (see Appendix [A):

v = In 70| gm (ryy < OB ™ |0l (pomey, 0 <m <1< 2, (3.20)
|’U - Ih,Tv|Hm(RT) < Oh%_m|U|H2(RT), m = 0, 1. (321)
Fori= N +1,...,N? by B19) and (3.I4L), we have
il < _max [V ruf)ud| < |[Vegg (Gorwf)]] < Chy  1[Vrgey (n )]z,

Using the triangle inequality, the fact [VruZ]|r = 0 and the estimate B4), we deduce
IV oy (Inrug) 2 0ry) < IVPges nru = 0p)llz2p,) + 11(Vrge, = Ve)ugllce g,

1—1/2
<NV Unrug —wp)lzewn,) +C S0 > b 0kl (ry-

s==+1=1,2
It follows from (Z8]) and BZI) that
—1 1/2
IV Un g =) 2,y < Clhn NIV Unrus — wb)]l| e + by VOS] 2 (r1y)
1/2 s
< ChT/ Z k| m2(ry)-
s=+
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Collecting the above three estimates yields the desired result (3.ISH).

Next, we consider i = N2+1, ..., N>4+N. For simplicity of notation, we let oli = o(ui, Ih,Tuﬁ, :f;LTp%),
ot == o(p*t,uE, pE) and ny, 7 := n,(x5). By (1) and (I4d), we get

|aiz| < o7 na](x7) — aver,, ([0 n])|

. (3.22)
< |loF m)<h) — avar,,, (loFm )| + laver,, (loFm, e — o*n]).

Since [ h,Tuﬁ and INhﬁTpﬁ are linear, the first term on the right-hand side can be estimated as

o7 nnl (<) — aver,,, (o7 aur])| = laver, (IV(Inrpg) - (x = x7)])]

< Cha Vo]l < O Y (Tuawblmny < O Y bl
s==+ s==+
For the second term on the right-hand side of (8:22)), we use ([2.7) to obtain
laver,, ([o7ma,r — o*n])| < Ch "2 3" Brllofnnr — o*n]|m (g,
1=0,1
< Chy M Z Woll(oF — o) r + o (s — )]l (ry)
1=0,1
<Chg™* 3 30 i (o = i)+ k) = mlm L )
s=+1=0,1
By (B3), 320) and B21]), we have
laver,,, ([oFmn,r — o*n])| < Chy ™2 Zi > (lanre) + P8l @rorn)- (3.:24)
s=tm=12
Substituting (3:23) and ([3:24) into ([B3.:22) yields the desired result (3I8d). The proof of (3.18d) and
[BI84d) is analogous. The details are omitted for brevity. O

3.2 Interpolation error estimates

With the help of (3I5) and Lemmas Bl and B2l we can prove the following interpolation error
estimates on interface elements.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose (u,p) € ﬁl(g), then there holds for all T € T;F that

|II§ - (HgﬁJu)iﬁ{m(T) S Oh%"_2m£T(uap)7 m = 07 15

(3.25)
Ipy — (o) “ |72y < ChTLr(u,p),
where £2(w,p) == ¥ (105122 py + 15120 rorens):
Proof. We use (810) and Lemmas [B1] and to get
N?4N+1
hug — (L7 ) 3 o1 <anlThN g N Calphy T < Chy P Ly (. p),
=1 i=N-+1
B N24N+1 (N+1)?
||Ihp§ - (HF )i||L2(T) < Z OO% ThN 2+ Z OO% ThN Z Oa?,Th¥+2
i=1 i=N+1 =N24N+2

< Oh%ET(u,p).
The result 23] follows from ([BI2), the triangle inequality, the above inequalities and BH). O
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Taking into account the mismatch of I' and I'y,, we prove in the following theorem that the IFE
space has optimal approximation capabilities.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose (u,p) € H2H'(g), then there exists a positive constant C' such that

Z lu— HE’Juﬁ{m(T) < Ch472m(||u”§12(uszi) + ”p”%ﬂ(uﬂi))v m=0,1,
TETh (3.26)

lp = IpplZ2 ) < CRA(Iullde o) + P17 uas))-
Proof. In view of (310), (311 and Lemma[B3] it suffices to consider the first term on the right-hand
of (BI0). Recalling Q2 = (2,1 \QF) U (Q;,\Q7), it is clear that
lu— EI?KU|H’"(Q) = |[[u§]]|Hm(QA)7 lp— El?KpHL?(Q) = [[pi]]||L2(szA),

By (@), we have dist(T', ;) < Ch?, which implies Q% C U(I',Ch?). Therefore, using Lemma 211
with § = Ch? and the fact [u$]|r = 0 and the extension stability (F2) we get

lu— B ulgmq) < Ch* ™lullmzues), 12— EZ*pllr2@) < Chlpllm wos)- (3.27)
The desired result (3.20) follows from (B27), (BI0), (B.I1), Lemma[33] the standard estimates (33])

on non-interface elements, finite overlapping of the sets Rr and wp, and the extension stability

E2). O

We also have the optimal interpolation error estimates under the H'-regularity.

Lemma 3.5. For each T € 775, there exists a positive constant C such that

|v — ﬁ5V|Hm(T) < Chéﬂ_m|V|H1(wT), m=0,1, Vve& Hl(Q)N. (3.28)

Proof. By (&), we have I, (II)v) = I v. Then, using Lemma [Z6] we have

N—-1 T _ + 7
I T t;o(pw™/pt = 1,1, 7v,0)ny,
V)| = Iurv+ Y cilwr — Iypwr)tyy, with ¢ = —* ! _
( >| ' ; ( ’ ) ’ 1+ (/14_//14+ — 1)VI}L)TU}T - Ny,
From (Z22)) and (ZT4)), it is easy to see |¢;| < C|V:fh7Tv| and |wr — Inrwr|wn (1) < CRL™™. Then

we have

v — I v gy < Chy ™ [ Tnov]m ) < Chy ™ V] (wr)

where we used (3] in the last inequality. The lemma now follows from the triangle inequality and

@3). O

4 Analysis of the IFE method

For all (v,q) € (V,Q) + ‘76};1/70(9), we define some norms by

VITn = > Vi) Nl e = laliz@ + D hrl{a}rlltacr),

TeTh FeF}
247
VIR = D IN2une)Zery + Y (hel{2une(vne}rllzaim + 5 IVIFl72(m).
TET, Fer? r
v = VI, + lalliz@) vl = V125 + a2 pre-

Using the Korn inequality for piecewise H! vector functions (see [4]), we immediately have

VIin <ClIvIen  Y(vig) € (V,Q) + VQno(Q). (4.1)
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4.1 Norm-equivalence for IFE functions

We first collect some useful inequalities for the coupled IFE functions. For all (v, qp) € m(ﬂ),
we have the decomposition v, = vy, + v, with (v, q)|r € 13;]51(T) and vy |7 € span{br}". Define
I,]fvh = Ipvy + vy and let 771F be the set of all elements in 7, sharing the face F. We have the
following lemma whose proof is given in Appendix

Lemma4.1. ForanyT € T,' and F € F}, the following inequalities hold for all (vy,, qn) € ﬁQ/h(Q)

IVvallLeor) < Chz' 2 1vilas o), (4.2)
Valm () < Ch51|Vh|L2<T>a (4.3)
|Ih TVh|H1(T) < C|Vh|H1 (4 4)
1/2||Vh—Ih Vh||L2(I‘hT)+hT|Vh_Ih Vh|Hm T) <ChT|Vh|H1(T), —0,1, (4 5)
16Tz, ) < Chz'*Vilan oy (4.6)
lanllzzory < Chz' " (lanllacr) + valan ). (4.7)
hrlla ]FHLz(F) +hp 1||[Vh]FH%2(F) <C Z |Vh|12r{1(:r)' (4.8)
TeTF
Using ([@1)), (£2), (@1) and [@38) we obtain the following norm-equivalence property.
Lemma 4.2. There exist constants Cy and Cy such that for all (vy,qn) € ‘7@_{0(9),

Cillvallin < Ivellsn < Collvallin and Cilll (va,an)lll < [l(vas @)l < Co Il (vh,qn) Il (4.9)