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Abstract. We study a higher-order surface finite element (SFEM) penalty-based discretization of the
tangential surface Stokes problem. Several discrete formulations are investigated which are equivalent
in the continuous setting. The impact of the choice of discretization of the diffusion term and of the
divergence term on numerical accuracy and convergence, as well as on implementation advantages,
is discussed. We analyze the inf-sup stability of the discrete scheme in a generic approach by lifting
stable finite element pairs known from the literature. A discretization error analysis in tangential
norms then shows optimal order convergence of an isogeometric setting that requires only geometric
knowledge of the discrete surface.
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1. Introduction

We consider the tangential surface Stokes equations posed on a closed two-dimensional smooth hyper-
surface Γ Ă R3:

Problem 1. Find a tangential velocity vector field u : Γ Ñ TΓ and a scalar pressure field p : Γ Ñ R
with

ş

Γ p ds “ 0, such that

´1

2
DivΓ

`

∇Γu` ∇t
Γu

˘ ` u´ ∇Γp “ f on Γ , (1a)

divΓ u “ 0 on Γ . (1b)
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for some external forcing f : Γ Ñ TΓ, where ∇Γ denotes the covariant derivative of a vector field,
DivΓ the tangential surface divergence of a tensor field, and divΓ the surface divergence of a vector
field.

The tensor divergence, DivΓ, has to be understood as the L2pΓq-adjoint operator to the covariant
derivative1 ∇Γ. For convenience, we introduce the symmetric gradient EΓpuq :“ 1

2

`

∇Γu ` ∇t
Γu

˘

,
where the transposed operator ∇t

Γu “ p∇Γuqt has to be understood as the transposed tensor in a
coordinate system.
Note that we have introduced a mass term, representing some friction with the surface, to avoid

technical difficulties in the overall discussion with the null-space of the symmetric gradient operator,
the Killing vector-fields. We want to focus on the analysis of the discretization of the problem ignoring
such additional complications. The influence of a zero-order term is also investigated in [PSW20,
BDL20] upon others.
An equivalent formulation introduced by intrinsic modeling in [Scr60] and favored in some groups

for the simulation of surface flow, e.g., [RV18, RV15], can be related to (1) by using the relation
DivΓ∇t

Γu “ ∇Γ divΓ u` Ku with K the surface Gaussian curvature, see [JOR18, PSW20] for some
basic calculus arguments. This allows to rewrite the surface Stokes problem in the following form:

Problem 2. Find a tangential velocity vector field u : Γ Ñ TΓ and scalar pressure field p : Γ Ñ R
with

ş

Γ p ds “ 0, such that

´1

2
p∆Γu` Kuq ` u´ ∇Γp “ f on Γ , (2a)

divΓ u “ 0 on Γ , (2b)

with ∆Γ “ DivΓ∇Γ the Bochner–Laplacian.

The numerical approaches for discretizing these problems are manifold, ranging from purely discrete
methods comparable to a surface staggered grid approach [NRV17], immersed interface methods [HL17,
OQRY18], spectral methods for spherical or radial surfaces [GA18], to surface finite element methods
with discontinuous but tangential [BDL20, LLS20, AD23] or continuous but non-tangential [Fri18,
RV18, RNV20, BJP`22] velocity, and reformulations as stream-function formulation [NVW12, Reu18,
BR20, BJP`22]. Some groups focus on geometrically unfitted finite element schemes, such as the
Trace finite element methods (TraceFEM) [JR19, OY19, JORZ21].

We consider a C0-surface approximation using an elementwise polynomial parametrization and a
H1-conforming but non-tangential vector field approximation in a penalty approach. Both formula-
tions Problems 1 and 2 are discretized using componentwise higher-order surface finite elements as in
[Dem09, DE13] for scalar functions and in [HLL20, HP23] for vector fields. Tangentiality of the surface
velocity is enforced by a penalty approach, but in contrast to other groups, see, e.g., [Fri18, JR19], we
focus on an isogeometric setting in which only geometric quantities from the discrete surface itself are
used in the discretization.
Surface finite elements generally mirror the approximation and local properties of their Euclidean

counterparts, although geometric errors must be taken into account, see Section 4. The key challenge

1The definition of the tensor divergence in the surface Stokes problem is different to some other definitions where it is
defined as the trace of the gradient, cf. [JOR18, Fri18, PSW20].
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we address is the global property of discrete inf-sup stability, which is essential for discussing the
well-posedness and error estimates in finite element analysis, see Section 5. In this paper we adapt a
technique of Stenberg [Ste84, Ste90] to translate the global property into a family of local estimates
on macroelement patches. The global estimate can be recovered from the local ones if they are inde-
pendent of the patches themselves. We prove that this approach also works on curved macroelements
by lifting the local inf-sup estimates from the flat patches. This allows to obtain inf-sup stability for
many finite element pairs that are based on stable methods for the Euclidean space without needing
individual verifications for each case, see Section 3.

All of this is complemented by numerical experiments in Section 6 for a range of stable elements, the
higher order Taylor–Hood element, the MINI element, a conforming Crouzeix–Raviart element and a
pair of quadratic velocity and piecewise constant pressure approximations. These discrete spaces fit
in the analytic framework and show the expected behavior for an experiment of flow on a spherical
surface.

2. Discretization of the Surface Stokes Problem

The starting point for the discretization of Problems 1 and 2 is the variational formulation. A discrete
variational form requires an approximation of the geometry as well as of the functions and vector
fields. We consider approximations of the smooth surface Γ by piecewise polynomial surfaces Γh via
an elementwise interpolation. On these discrete surfaces, a surface finite element discretization of
functions and vector fields in (broken) Sobolev spaces is introduced, which is defined by lifting from
piecewise flat reference surfaces Γ̂h. Finally, four discrete problem formulations are presented.

2.1. Variational Form of the Continuous Problem

In the following, we consider the surface Stokes equations in a variational form. Since both Problems 1
and 2 are equivalent on a smooth surface Γ, we combine them into one formulation.

Problem 3. Find a tangential vector field u P H1
tanpΓq and a pressure field p P L2

0pΓq such that

apu,vq ` bpv, pq “ `

f , v
˘

Γ
@v P H1

tanpΓq , (3a)

bpu, qq “ 0 @q P L2
0pΓq , (3b)

with bilinear forms defined as

apu,vq :“ `

EΓpuq , EΓpvq˘
Γ

` `

u , v
˘

Γ
(4a)

“ 1

2

`

∇Γu , ∇Γv
˘

Γ
` 1

2

`

divΓ u , divΓ v
˘

Γ
´ 1

2

`

Ku , v
˘

Γ
` `

u , v
˘

Γ
, (4b)

bpu, pq :“ `

p , divΓ u
˘

Γ
, (5)

for tangential vector fields u,v P H1
tanpΓq and scalar field p P L2

0pΓq.
Here, u P H1

tanpΓq denotes tangential vector fields, with u ¨ n “ 0 almost everywhere, for n the
surface surface normal field of Γ. The space L2

0pΓq contains square-integrable functions with zero mean
over the surface Γ.
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Remark 2.1. For pressure fields p P H1pΓq XL2
0pΓq on a smooth and closed surface Γ, the divergence

term bpu, pq can be written in the equivalent form bpu, pq “ ´`

∇Γp , u
˘

Γ
.

The following lemma in combination with the coercivity of the bilinear form ap¨, ¨q implies well-
posedness of the Problem 3 and existence of a unique solution.

Lemma 2.2 (Continuous inf-sup condition). For a closed and compact C2-surface Γ there exists a
constant β ą 0, such that

sup
vPH1

tanpΓq

bpv, qq
∥v∥H1

tanpΓq

ě β∥q∥Γ for all q P L2
0pΓq . (6)

Proof. See, e.g., [OQRY18, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.3 (Regularity of the continuous problem). We assume that Γ is C2-smooth, compact and
closed. The Problem 3 is well-posed. Denote by pu, pq the (unique) solution of this problem. If
f P L2

tanpΓq, then u P H2
tanpΓq and p P H1pΓq X L2

0pΓq and there exists a constant C1 ą 0 such that,

∥u∥H2
tanpΓq ` ∥p∥H1pΓq ď C1∥f∥Γ . (7)

Proof. See, e.g., [ORZ21, Lemma 2.1].

2.2. Vector Fields on the Surface Discretizations

In the surface finite element method [DE13, Dem09], the smooth surface Γ is approximated by a
piecewise polynomial representation Γh that is described by an elementwise parametrization over a
reference element T ref . The topology is thereby fixed by a piecewise flat triangulation Γ̂h of the surface.

Let UδpΓq be a δ-neighborhood of Γ such that the closest-point projection π : UδpΓq Ñ Γ is well
defined. We assume that there exists a shape-regular sequence of affine grids tΓ̂huhą0 approximating
Γ with all Γ̂h Ă UδpΓq and vertices on the smooth surface. For each h let T pΓ̂hq “ ␣

T̂ | T̂ “ FT̂ pT refq(
denote the triangulation of Γ̂h, with FT̂ affine mappings from the reference element T ref to T̂ . To
simplify the discussion, we assume that this sequence of triangulations is quasi-uniform, with h being
the uniform bound on element size. We also assume that all grids are conforming. The notation with
the ˆ̈ symbol is used throughout this document to denote piecewise flat domains or fields on these
domains.
A piecewise polynomial surfaces approximation is constructed as parametrization over the elements

of the picewise flat surface Γ̂h. We denote by kg ě 1 the polynomial order of the surface parametriza-
tion. Let πh,kg ˝ FT̂

:“ Irefkg
rπ ˝ FT̂ s for T̂ P T pΓ̂hq denote the elementwise Lagrange interpolation of

the closest-point projection π of order kg. A parametric discrete surface Γh,kg is defined as the union

of images of the elements of Γ̂h under πh,kg , i.e.,

Γh,kg :“
ď

T̂PT pΓ̂hq

πh,kgpT̂ q .

As before, T pΓh,kgq “ ␣

T | T “ πh,kgpT̂ q, T̂ P T pΓ̂hq( denotes the triangulation of Γh,kg .
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To simplify the notation, we always denote the polynomial order of the surface by kg and thus write
πh :“ πh,kg and Γh :“ Γh,kg in the following.
While it is possible to have continuous and tangential vector fields on Γ, this does not hold for the

piecewise polynomial surface Γh. In this paper we want to preserve the continuity while giving up the
tangentiality. Therefore, we introduce vector fields as mapping from Γh Ñ R3. To relate these fields
to tangential vector fields, we need tangential projections.
Denote by P “ Id´n b n the smooth surface tangential projection operator, Q “ Id´P the

surface normal projection on Γ, for n the (outward) surface normal vector field. Let nh denote the
discrete surface normal vector field, defined inside the elements of a triangulation of Γh, formally
glued together. A corresponding discrete tangential projection is introduced as Ph “ Id´nh b nh,
and, correspondingly, Qh “ Id´Ph, on Γh.

A projected surface derivative ∇Γ of vector fields u : Γ Ñ R3 is introduced as the projection of the
componentwise Euclidean derivative, ∇Γu :“ P pDue|ΓqP , with D the derivative w.r.t. Cartesian
coordinates and ue a smooth extension of u in the surrounding of Γ. This derivative can be written
intrinsically using componentwise surface derivatives DΓ, i.e., ∇Γu “ P pDΓuq. For tangential fields
this derivative coincides with the surface covariant derivative. For scalar fields p : Γ Ñ R, all the
surface derivatives coincide2, that is, ∇Γp “ DΓp “ pDpe|ΓqP . Analogously, a discrete surface
derivative is introduced elementwise as ∇Γh

uh :“ PhpDΓh
uhq for vector fields uh : Γh Ñ R3. Higher

order derivatives can be defined in a similar manner by projecting all components of the Euclidean
derivative.
On surface subdomains ω Ď Γ and ωh Ď Γh we denote by L2pωq and L2pωhq the usual space of

square integrable tensor fields with corresponding L2-inner product
`

u , v
˘

ωphq
and L2-norm ∥¨∥ωphq

defined in terms of the pointwise Frobenius inner-product and Frobenius norm, respectively. For scalar
fields we will use light symbols, e.g., L2pωq, instead. We denote by L2

0pωq :“ ␣

p P L2pωq | xpyω “ 0
(

the space of scalar fields p with zero mean value xpyω :“ 1
|ω|

ş

ω pdω.

We introduce the Sobolev spaces Hs
tanpωq and norms for tangential vector fields u : ω Ñ R3 with

u ¨ n “ 0 on ω and the embedded Sobolev spaces Hspωhq “ rHspωhqs3 for vector fields uh : ωh Ñ R3

on the discrete surface ωh, with associated norms

∥u∥2Hs
tanpωq

:“
s
ÿ

j“0

∥∇j
Γu∥

2
ω , ∥uh∥2Hspωhq

:“
s
ÿ

j“0

∥Dj
Γh
uh∥2ωh

. (8)

The Sobolev spaces W s,p
tanpωq and W s,ppωhq are defined analogously, with W s,2

tanpωq “ Hs
tanpωq and

W s,2pωhq “ Hspωhq.
For tensor fields or derivatives that are defined elementwise without requiring additionaly continuity

across element faces, we introduce broken Sobolev spaces, see also [EG21]. In order to highlight this,
we replace the domain argument by its corresponding triangulation.

Definition 1. For Th “ T pΓhq a triangulation of Γh and T a triangulation of Γ defined by mapping

2We understand the derivative of a scalar field as a row vector such that the projection matrix must be multiplied from
the right. In some references, the derivative is understood as the gradient as a column vector instead. This leads to
the transposed notation P pDpe|Γq.
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the elements of Th using π, we denote by

Hs
tanpT q :“ ␣

u P L2pΓ,R3q | u ¨ n “ 0, u|T P Hs
tanpT q,@T P T

(

,

HspThq :“ ␣

uh P L2pΓh,R3q | uh|T P HspT q,@T P Th
(

the broken Sobolev spaces with norms defined elementwise, i.e.,

∥u∥2Hs
tanpT q

:“
ÿ

TPT
∥u|T ∥2Hs

tanpT q , ∥uh∥2HspThq
:“

ÿ

TPTh

∥uh|T ∥2HspT q .

To compare scalar and vector fields of the smooth surface Γ and on the discrete surface Γh, we
introduce extension and lifting of fields by composition with the surface closest-point projection π,
i.e., for u : Γ Ñ R we introduce the extension ue :“ u ˝ π : UδpΓq Ñ R and vice versa for uh : Γh Ñ R
we write for the surface lifting uℓh :“ uh ˝ π|´1

Γh
: Γ Ñ R. The extension of the lifting is still denoted

with an e by ueh :“ puℓhqe. For vector fields extensions and liftings are defined analogously.
We introduce the surface Weingarten maps W :“ ´∇Γn and elementwise Wh :“ ´∇Γh

nh to
express the Gaussian curvature for embedded two-dimensional surfaces as K “ 1

2ptrpWq2 ´ trpW2qq
and Kh “ 1

2ptrpWhq2 ´ trpW2
hqq. Apart from this intrinsic Gaussian curvature Kh, we introduce

another approximation of the continuous Gaussian curvature K on Γh, denoted by K7

h. For this field
we assume that the following estimate is fulfilled,∣∣∣`pKe ´ K7

hqPhvh , Phwh

˘

Γh

∣∣∣ À hkK∥Phvh∥H1
tanpΓhq∥Phwh∥H1

tanpΓhq (9)

for vh,wh P H1pΓhq and some order kK ` 1 ě kg. We write a À b as an abbreviation for a ď Cb with
C depending just on the property of the surface but not on the grid size h. The normal and curvature
fields can be constructed by, e.g., extracting the geometric information from another discrete surface
Γh,kK

with a possibly different approximation order than kg, or by interpolating the continuous surface
fields on Γh in some higher-order function space.

Remark 2.4. On a continuous piecewise polynomial surface approximation Γh of order kg, we have

kK ě kg ´ 1 for the elementwise surface Gaussian curvature K7

h “ Kh. This follows from the estimate
supTPT pΓhq∥Ke ´ Kh∥L8pT q À hkg´1, cf. [Dem09]. Numerical experiments indicate that for a piecewise
Lagrange parametrization of the surface with even kg, we have kK ě kg, cf. [ZSH24].

2.3. Construction of Surface Finite Elements

The spaces HspΓq, s “ 0, 1, are approximated using surface finite elements [Dem09], i.e., standard
finite element spaces lifted to the discrete approximation Γh of Γ. Before introducing conforming
approximations, we define broken discrete spaces. We follow the definitions given in [EG21].
Let T̂h Ď T pΓ̂hq denote a subset of the piecewise flat surface triangulation and ω̂ :“ Ť

T̂PT̂h T̂ its
domain. We introduce the (broken) scalar finite element space

ŜbpT̂hq “ ŜbpT̂h;Pq :“ ␣

v P L8pT̂h,Rq | v|T̂ ˝ FT̂ P P for all T̂ P T̂h
(

, (10)

constructed from a local reference finite element pT ref ,P,Σq. The space P denotes a finite dimensional
function space on T ref , where Pr Ď P Ă W r`1,8pT refq with Pr the set of polynomials of order at most
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r, for some r ě 1. The maximal r for which Pr Ď P is called the order of the finite element space.
The global space for the special case P “ Pr is abbreviated by Ŝb

r pT̂hq.
Associated to the local reference finite element is a canonical interpolation IrefP defined on the

domain Dref of the linear forms in Σ Q σ : Dref Ñ R, and a corresponding global interpolation operator
Îh,P : D̂ Ñ ŜbpT̂hq with Îh,Prvs ˝ FT̂

:“ IrefP rv ˝ FT̂ s, for T̂ P T̂h and D̂ “ Dref ˝ FT̂ the set of functions

lifted from T ref to T̂ . Here again, we use the abbreviation Irefr and Îh,r for P “ Pr.

The broken finite element spaces Ŝb and the interpolation operators Îh,P are lifted to the associated
surfaces ωh “ πhpω̂q, and ω “ πpω̂q via the mappings πh and π|ω̂, respectively. The resulting finite
element spaces are denoted by Sb

h and Sb, and the interpolation operators by Ih,P and IP.

The spaces Ŝb, Sb
h , and Sb are broken spaces without continuity requirements across element faces.

Following the notation of the Sobolev spaces, we remove the ¨b and replace the triangulation parameter
by the domain parameter to denote the continuous spaces, e.g.,

Ŝpω̂q :“ ␣

v P ŜbpT pω̂qq | vvwe “ 0, @e P E intpT pω̂qq( ,
with E intpT q :“ ␣

e “ BT1 X BT2 | T1, T2 P T
(

the set of all interior edges of the triangulation T and
vvwe :“ v|T1

´ v|T2
the jump of v across the edge e between the elements T1 and T2. Analogously, we

define the continuous spaces Shpωhq and Spωq.
We formulate two assumptions on the discrete spaces, the classical interpolation and inverse estimate

properties. These assumptions allow us later to analyze properties of the discrete formulation of
Problem 4 and are typical for a large class of finite element spaces.

Property 1 (Interpolation property). For a piecewise flat subset ω̂ Ď Γ̂h with corresponding finite
element space ŜbpT̂h;Pq of order r ě 1 there exists an interpolation operator Îh,P : L1pω̂q Ñ ŜbpT̂h;Pq
with the following approximation properties:
For all p P r1,8s, 0 ď l ď r ` 1, and all 0 ď m ď l it holds

|v ´ Îh,Pv|Wm,ppT̂ q
À hl´m

T̂
|v|W l,ppT̂ q

, @v P W l,ppT̂ q, T̂ P T̂h . (11)

Note that this interpolation operator is not the canonical Îh,P from the definition of the local finite
element spaces, but denotes a different, stable interpolation operator. In [EG17, Sec. 3] the L1-stable
interpolation operator I7

T is introduced, which satisfies the approximation properties. In [EG21, Sec.
18.4] the broken L2-orthogonal projection Ib

T with similar properties is defined. These are elementwise
projections onto the local finite element space P.

Property 2 (Inverse estimate property). On a piecewise flat subset ω̂ Ď Γ̂h the finite element space
ŜbpT̂h,Pq with local reference finite element pT ref ,P,Σq be such that P Ă W l,8pT refq for some l ě 0.
Let 0 ď m ď l and 1 ď p, q ď 8. If h is small enough then it holds

∥vh∥W l,ppT̂ q
À h

m´l` 2
p

´ 2
q

T̂
∥vh∥Wm,qpT̂ q

, @vh P ŜbpT̂h,Pq , T̂ P T̂h . (12)

See, e.g., [EG21, Lemma 12.1] for a proof of this property for many finite elements. These inverse
estimates can also be lifted to elements of the parametric surface Γh using the boundedness of the
discrete parametrization πh, see, e.g., [HP23, Lemma 4.3].
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Definition 2 (Pair of discrete spaces). We define the pair of discrete spaces pVh, Qhq componen-
twise as surface finite element spaces that satisfy Properties 1 and 2,

pVh, Qhq :“ pVhpΓhq, QhpΓhqq :“ pShpΓh;PV q, Sb
hpT pΓhq;PQqq Ă H1pΓhq ˆ L2pΓhq

and denote by Vh :“ rVhs3 the velocity space and by Qh the pressure space. The pair of spaces is
of order ku “ mintrv, rq ` 1u ě 1, where rv and rq denote the orders of the local finite element spaces
PV and PQ, respectively.
For a subdomain ωh Ă Γh with boundary Bωh the velocity space with zero boundary trace will be

denoted by V0,hpωhq :“ ␣

v P Vhpωhq | v|Bωh
“ 0

(

.

Associated to a pair of discrete spaces pVh, Qhq is a pair of interpolation operators, which will
be denoted by pIVh

, IQh
q. These can be defined by a lifting of the local interpolation operators of

Property 1 to Γh:

Definition 3 (Global interpolation operators). We define two interpolation operators of order r on
Γh in terms of the associated interpolation operators from Property 1 on the piecewise flat surface Γ̂h:

Ib
h,P : L

1pΓhq Ñ Sb
hpΓh;Pq; Ib

h,Prus
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

T
:“ Îh,Pru|T ˝ πhs ˝ π´1

h , T P T pΓhq (13)

Ih,P : L1pΓhq Ñ ShpΓh;Pq; Ih,Prus :“ Ĵ av
h,P

“

Îh,Pru ˝ πhs‰ ˝ π´1
h (14)

with Sb
h and Sh discrete spaces of order r, and Ĵ av

h,P an associated averaging operator over overlapping
DOFs in neighboring elements, as in [EG17, Sec. 4.2].

For the space Vh, we denote by IVh
: L1pΓh,R3q Ñ rShpΓh;PV qs3 with IVh

rvsi :“ Ih,PV
rvis the

componentwise interpolation using the global continuous interpolation operator. If the space Qh is
continuous, we identify IQh

:“ Ih,PQ
, otherwise, IQh

:“ Ib
h,PQ

.

Let T P T pΓhq be an element of the parametrized surface Γh. We denote by ωT Ă Γh the element-
neighborhood of T , w.r.t. overlapping DOFs in the function space ShpΓhq, and ωb

T ” T the trivial
neighborhood associated to the broken function space Sb

hpΓhq. The following approximation estimates
follow classical properties found for Scott-Zhang, Clément, or Ern-Guermond quasi-interpolation op-
erators, cf. [EG21], where estimation on an element into its neighborhood are employed.

Lemma 2.5 (Approximation properties of the global interpolation operators). For the interpolation
operators Ib

h,P and Ih,P the following approximation properties hold:
For all p P r1,8s, 0 ď l ď r ` 1, and all 0 ď m ď l it holds

|u ´ Ipbq

h,Prus|Wm,ppT q À hl´m
Th

|u|
W l,ppT pω

pbq

T qq
, @u P W l,ppωpbq

T q, T P T pωpbq

T q Ă T pΓhq . (15)

Proof. The estimates for the broken interpolation operator Ib
h,P follow from Property 1 and the bound-

edness of the lifting operators πh and π´1
h , see [HP23, Lemma 2.2]. Using the triangle inequal-

ity and considering the case l “ m, we can additionally conclude that Ib
h,P is stable in Wm,p, i.e.,

|Ib
h,Prus|Wm,ppT q À |u|Wm,ppT q.
The estimates for the continuous interpolation operator Ih,P follow by argumentation similar to

[EG17, Lemma 5.1 and 5.2] for their quasi-interpolation operator Iav
h plus lifting of the operator to

functions on Γh by πh similar as above.
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2.4. Four Different Discrete Problems

To formulate the discrete variational problem we follow the notation of [BJP`22, HP23]. While
the velocity vector field is embedded in Euclidean space, but the bilinear forms are applied only to
the projected (tangential) component of this field. This requires adding a treatment of the normal
component, here a penalty term denoted by sh, to enforce that the velocity field is nearly tangential.

While in the continuous setting of Problem 3 several formulations are equivalent, this is not neces-
sarily the case in the discrete setting. Therefore, we denote discretizations of the bilinear form ap¨, ¨q
by aip¨, ¨q and discretizations of bp¨, ¨q by bjp¨, ¨q, i, j P t1, 2u. This results in four different formulations,
which are summarized in the following general discrete problem:

Problem 4. For i, j “ 1, 2 let a pair of discrete spaces pVh, Qhq be such that Vh Ă rH1pΓhqs3 and
Qh Ă Hj´1pΓhq. Find uh P Vh and ph P Qh X L2

0pΓhq such that

aipuh,vhq ` shpuh,vhq ` bjpvh, phq “ `

f ˝ π , vh
˘

Γh
@vh P Vh , (16a)

bjpuh, qhq “ 0 @qh P Qh X L2
0pΓhq , (16b)

with discrete bilinear forms defined as

a1pu,vq :“ `

EΓh
pPhuq , EΓh

pPhvq˘
Γh

` `

Phu , Phv
˘

Γh
, (17)

a2pu,vq :“ 1

2

`

∇Γh
Phu , ∇Γh

Phv
˘

Γh
´ 1

2

`

K7

hPhu , Phv
˘

Γh
` `

Phu , Phv
˘

Γh
, (18)

b1pu, pq :“ `

p , divΓh
Phu

˘

Γh
, (19)

b2pu, pq :“ ´`

∇Γh
p , u

˘

Γh
, and (20)

shpu,vq :“ ηh´1
`

u ¨ nh , v ¨ nh

˘

Γh
, (21)

for u,v P Vh and p P Qh, with η ą 0 and K7

h an approximation of the Gaussian curvature of Γ.

Remark 2.6. The penalty term contains the constant η as a scaling factor. This allows to control
the strength of enforcement of the tangentiality. In the analysis of the method, this constant prefactor
does not play a role and we thus fix it the following to η ” 1 for simplicity and drop the constant from
the penalty term.

Remark 2.7. Instead of using the discrete normal nh in (21), one can also introduce a better approxi-
mation n7

h of the continuous normal with ∥n7

h ´ n∥L8pΓhq À hkg`1 as it is for example done in [HLL20,

HP23] for the Poisson equation. In that case an alternative definition s̃hpu,vq :“ h´2
`

u ¨ n7

h , v ¨ n7

h

˘

Γh

leads to optimal error estimates. The analysis can be done analogously to the one in Section 5, but
is excluded here for brevity. In general this choice will lead to slightly better error estimates for the
normal part of the solution, and a better tangential L2-estimate in the case kg “ 1, but it needs the
construction of the higher order normal approximation.

Definition 4 (Combined forms and energy norms). For u,v P H1
tanpΓq and p, q P L2pΓq we denote

by B the combined bilinear form,

B
`pu, pq, pv, qq˘ :“ apu,vq ` bpv, pq ` bpu, qq , (22)
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and corresponding energy norm |||pu, pq|||2B :“ ∥u∥2
H1

tanpΓq
` ∥p∥2Γ.

Similarly, for uh,vh P Vh and ph, qh P Qh we denote by Bij the combined discrete bilinear form,

Bij

`puh, phq, pvh, qhq˘ :“ aipuh,vhq ` shpuh,vhq ` bjpvh, phq ` bjpuh, qhq , (23)

with corresponding discrete energy norm |||puh, phq|||2 :“ |||uh|||2Ah,Γh
` ∥ph∥2Γh

, with

|||uh|||2Ah,Γh
:“ ∥Phuh∥2H1

tanpΓhq
` |||uh|||2sh , (24)

|||uh|||2sh :“ shpuh,uhq . (25)

On some domain ωh Ď Γh we additionally introduce weighted norms

∥u∥0,h,ωh
:“ ∥Phu∥ωh

` h´1∥Qhu∥ωh
, (26)

∥u∥1,h,ωh
:“ ∥Phu∥H1

tanpωhq ` h´1∥Qhu∥ωh
, (27)

∥u∥‹,h,ωh
:“ ∥u∥H1pωhq ` h´1∥Qhu∥ωh

. (28)

If the domain is omitted, it refers to the whole surface Γh, e.g., |||¨|||Ah
:“ |||¨|||Ah,Γh

.

Note that the discrete energy norms are independent of the formulations of the discrete bilinear
forms ai and bj and contain only the H1-norm of the projected fields. The weighted norms arise
naturally when dealing with embedded vector fields due to the nonconformity of the tangent spaces.
The (weighted) norms are related to each other. The following lemma summarizes some results

shown in [HP23].

Lemma 2.8 (Relation between norms). For uh P Vh with h small enough, we have

|||uh|||Ah
À ∥uh∥‹,h À ∥uh∥1,h À ∥Phuh∥H1

tanpΓhq ` h´ 1
2 |||uh|||sh . (29)

For u P H1pΓq we can estimate

∥Pu∥H1
tanpΓq À ∥u∥H1pΓq À ∥ue∥‹,h . (30)

For u P H1
tanpΓq we can estimate

∥ue∥‹,h À ∥u∥H1
tanpΓq . (31)

Proof. The estimates follow similar to [HP23, Remark 2.12 and Lemma 4.7] with the ∥¨∥‹,h defined
slightly different, as the estimate in [HP23, (2.15)].

While in the continuous setting the two representations of the bilinear form apu,vq and the diver-
gence term bpu, pq are equivalent, this does not hold in the discrete setting for a1, a2 and b1, b2 due
to the nonconformity of the discrete surface and thus the noncontinuity of the projected fields. This
requires integration by parts at the element level introducing additional jump terms.

Lemma 2.9 (Trace inequalities). Assume that T P T pΓhq is a (curved) element of a shape-regular
triangulation and e P BT is a (curved) facet of the element. Let 1 ď m, 1 ă p, q ă 8, and 0 ď s ď
m ´ 1{p be integers with s ´ 1{q ď m ´ 2{p. For any v P rWm,ppT qs3, the trace v|e P rW s,qpeqs3, and
we have

∥v∥W s,qpeq À h
1
q

´ 2
p

´sp∥v∥LppT q ` hm|v|Wm,ppT qq . (32)
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Proof. For each scalar component of v “ rvis the trace inequality holds, see [Ber89, Lemma 2.4]. The
extension to vector-valued fields follows by norm equivalence.

Lemma 2.10 (Difference in the divergence terms). For vh P rH1pΓhqs3 and qh P H1pΓhq we can
characterize the difference between the two bilinear forms b1 and b2 by

|b1pvh, qhq ´ b2pvh, qhq| À hkg ph∥∇qh∥Γh
` ∥qh∥Γh

q ∥vh∥‹,h . (33)

If additionally vh ¨ n “ 0, we have

|b1pvh, qhq ´ b2pvh, qhq| À h2kg´1 ph∥∇qh∥Γh
` ∥qh∥Γh

q ∥vℓh∥H1
tanpΓq . (34)

Further, we have for all constant maps cq

|b1pvh, cqq| À hkg`1|cq|∥vh∥‹,h . (35)

If additionally vh P Vh

|b1pvh, cqq| À hkg`1|cq|∥vh∥0,h,Γh
. (36)

Proof. Denote by Th “ T pΓhq the triangulation of Γh with set of (internal) edges Eh :“ EpThq. Writing
out the difference b1 ´ b2 and employing elementwise integration by parts, we have

b1pvh, qhq ´ b2pvh, qhq “ pqh, divΓh
PhvhqΓh

` p∇Γh
qh,PhvhqΓh

“
ÿ

ePEh

pqh,vh ¨ vνewqe,

where vνew “ νe,T` `νe,T´ denotes the jump of the outer co-normals on the edge e across the elements.
It is bounded by |vνew| À hkg . Additionally, we have the property |P vνew| À h2kg , see, e.g., [ORX14,
Lemma 3.5] and [JORZ21], and therefore

|vh ¨ vνew| À h2kg |Pvh| ` hkg |Qvh| .

Using trace inequalities, see Lemma 2.9 with s “ 0, m “ 1, q “ p “ 2, we thus obtain

|b1pvh, qhq ´ b2pvh, qhq| À hkg ph∥∇qh∥Γh
` ∥qh∥Γh

q
¨
´

hkg∥DPvh∥Γh
` hkg´1∥Pvh∥Γh

` ∥DQvh∥Γh
` h´1∥Qvh∥Γh

¯

,

and hence the first two estimates. For constant maps cq, we use the trace inequality Lemma 2.9 with
s “ 0, m “ 1, q “ 1, and p “ 2, and obtain

|b1pvh, cqq ´ b2pvh, cqq| À hkg |cq|
´

hkg`1∥DPvh∥Γh
` hkg∥Pvh∥Γh

` h∥DQvh∥Γh
` ∥Qvh∥Γh

¯

.

Using inverse estimates, if vh P Vh this yields the last two estimates.

Remark 2.11. We can do a similar calculation using integration by parts and the trace theorem to
characterize the difference between the two bilinear forms a1 and a2 for vh P rH1pΓhqs3 and wh P
rH2pΓhqs3 by

a2pvh,whq ´ a1pvh,whq
“ 1

2

`pKh ´ K7

hqPhvh , Phwh

˘

Γh
´ 1

2

`

divΓh
Phvh , divΓh

Phwh

˘

Γh
` rpvh,whq (37)

with |rpvh,whq| À hkg´1
`

h|vh|H1pΓhq ` ∥vh∥Γh

˘ `

h|wh|H2pΓhq ` ∥wh∥H1pΓhq ` h´1∥Qhwh∥Γh

˘

. Using
the continuous bilinear form, better estimates will be derived in Section 4.
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3. Analysis of Discrete Inf-Sup Stability

Inf-sup stability is a crucial ingredient both for the well-posedness of the problem and for a priori
error estimates. In this section, we will derive inf-sup conditions for the discrete problem for all pairs
of spaces pVh, Qhq that satisfy some basic properties including a localized stability property.

We extend the classical condition of Verfürth [Ver84] to the discrete surface Γh for both bilinear
forms b1 and b2. For this we use the velocity norms ∥¨∥1,h that contain a weighted normal component.

Definition 5 (Verfürth V-stability). Let j “ 1, 2, and assume that Qh Ă Hj´1pΓhq. The pair of
spaces pVh, Qhq is called V-stable, if there exists a constant β2 ą 0 independent of h such that

sup
0‰vPVh

bj
`

v, qq
∥v∥1,h

ě β2∥q∥Γh
, @q P Qh X L2

0pΓhq . (38)

We first note that V-stability for b1, implies it for b2, as long as h is small enough. Therefore, we
restrict the remainder of this section to the analysis of b1.

Lemma 3.1. If (38) holds for j “ 1, then (38) holds for j “ 2.

Proof. This follows from the estimate Lemma 2.10 for H1-functions and inverse estimates.

We construct the inf-sup condition patchwise, following the macroelement technique of Stenberg
and Nicolaides [Ste84, BN83, Ste90]. The general idea is that the discrete surface Γh can be covered
by patches built from unions of elements in such a way that each element patch ωh can be lifted from a
flat element patch ω̄ of similar shape, see Section 3.1. On these flat patches we assume that a discrete
inf-sup condition holds, which is valid for a large class of finite elements, see Section 3.2. We then lift
these local estimates to the discrete surface and show V-stability, see Section 3.3.

3.1. Macroelement partitioning

We introduce macroelements as patches of elements in various surface parametrizations, see also
Figure 1 for a visualization.

Definition 6 (Piecewise flat macroelement). A patch of elements ω̂ Ă Γ̂h connected via edges of the
triangulation T pΓ̂hq, with ω̂ “ Ťm

j“1 T̂j, for T̂j P T pΓ̂hq, is called a piecewise flat macroelement.

Definition 7 (Flattening map). We consider a piecewise flat macroelement ω̂. On each element
T̂j P T pω̂q we have an associated constant normal vector n̂j K T̂j. We select one element from the
triangulation, T̂ P T pω̂q, and define a local orthonormal tangent basis, denoted by tt̂1, t̂2u, and normal
vector n̂ “ t̂1 ˆ t̂2. If the macroelement patch and the grid size h are small enough, we can introduce
local bases tt̂1j , t̂2ju in all elements by an orthogonal projection t̂ij :“ pI´n̂j bn̂jqt̂i “: P̂j t̂

i, for i “ 1, 2.

This defines the map π̄ : ω̂ Ñ R2 as a flattening map of the macroelement ω̂,

π̄|T̂j
px̂q :“ `

t̂1 t̂2
˘t `
t̂1j t̂2j

˘ ¨ x̂ “
ˆxt̂1, P̂j t̂

1y xt̂1, P̂j t̂
2y

xt̂2, P̂j t̂
1y xt̂2, P̂j t̂

2y
˙

¨ x̂ , (39)

with local coordinates x̂ P T̂j associated to the local tangent basis of the element.
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Lemma 3.2 (Properties of the flattening map). Let µ̄ :“ detpDx̂π̄q denote the integration element
defined elementwise on ω̂. There exists a constant C ą 0 independent of the grid size h such that
almost everywhere

}π̄ ´ Id } ď Ch , and (40)

|µ̄ ´ 1| ď Ch2 , for h ă h0 small enough. (41)

Proof. See Appendix A.1.

While there are multiple flattening maps possible, depending on the selection of the tangent element
T̂ P T pω̂q, if h is small enough and the curvature of Γ is bounded any of the elements is a valid
choice. To make the definition unique, we could choose the element closest to the barycenter of the
macroelement.

Definition 8 (Flat macroelement). A flat macroelement ω̄ Ă R2 is defined as the union of the
images of the elements of ω̂ under a piecewise affine flattening mapping π̄ : ω̂ Ñ R2, i.e., ω̄ “ Ťm

j“1 T̄j

with T̄j “ π̄pT̂jq and T̂j an element of ω̂.

Lemma 3.3 (Properties of the flat macroelement). For h ă h0 small enough, the flat macroelement
ω̄ is conforming, non-degenerate, and the ratio of outer to inner diameter hT̄ {ρT̄ is bounded for all
elements T̄ P T pω̄q if these properties hold also for the associated piecewise flat macroelement ω̂.

Proof. Let T̂ P T pω̂q. Lemma 3.2 implies that the flattening map conserves the lengths of all edges of
T̂ with Ophq and the area of T̂ with Oph2q. As the outer and inner diameter depend on the area and
edge length, they are also preserved with Ophq. Thus, the elements of ω̄ are non-degenerate.

Definition 9 (Parametric macroelement). A parametric macroelement ωh,kg Ă Γh,kg is defined

as the union of the images of the elements of ω̂ under πh,kg , i.e., ωh,kg “ Ťm
j“1 πh,kgpT̂jq with T̂j the

elements of ω̂. The macroelement ωh,kg can also be parametrized over the flat macroelement ω̄ via the
elementwise mapping Fh,kg : ω̄ Ñ ωh,kg , Fh,kg “ πh,kg ˝ π̄´1.
Similar as above, we write ωh :“ ωh,kg and Fh :“ Fh,kg for simplicity of notation.

Lemma 3.4 (Properties of the parametric macroelement). Let h ă h0 small enough and let Ē :“
E intpT pω̄qq denote the set of inner edges of the triangulation of ω̄. For the parametrization Fh and
the associated integration element µh|T̄ px̄q :“ a

detpDx̄Fhpx̄qtDx̄Fhpx̄qq for x̄ P T̄ , T̄ P T pω̄q, ē P Ē it
holds,

∥vDx̄Fhw∥L8pēq ď Ch , (42a)

∥µh ´ 1∥L8pT̄ q ď Ch2 , and (42b)

∥Fh∥C8pT̄ q ď C, @T̄ P T pω̄q , (42c)

∥Dx̄µh∥L8pT̄ q ď Ch , (42d)

for some constants C ą 0 independent of h.

Proof. See Appendix A.2.
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Figure 1: Visualization of the various macroelements and the mappings between their elements from
the piecewise flat surface ω̂ denoted by π˚ and from the flat two-dimensional patch ω̄ by F˚.

A collection of macroelements Ω̂h “ tω̂ . . .u that covers the surface Γ̂h with each element T̂ P T pΓ̂hq
contained in at least one and at most L macroelements is called a macroelement partitioning of
Γ̂h. The associated collection Ωh “ tωh “ πhpω̂q . . .u is called a macroelement partitioning of Γh.
Following [Ste84, Ste90] we call two (piecewise) flat macroelements equivalent if there exists a

piecewise affine and continuous one-to-one mapping between them that preserves the triangulation.
We call two parametric macroelements equivalent if they are associated to equivalent piecewise flat
macroelements. For the sequence of macroelement partitionings tΩ̂huh of the corresponding sequence
tΓ̂huh, which we consider in the following, we assume that the total number of equivalence classes is
finite.

3.2. Stability Assumptions

In this section we formulate assumptions about the discrete pairs pVh, Qhq that will lead to the
definition of stable pairs at the end of this section. These assumptions are given by the properties
of the associated spaces on flattened macroelement patches. Therefore, we denote by Ω̂h “ tω̂ . . .u
a collection of macroelements covering Γ̂h with associated collection of parametric macroelements
Ωh “ tπhpω̂q . . .u and flattened macroelements Ω̄h “ tπ̄pω̂q . . .u.
Similar to Section 2.3, we denote by S̄ the lifting of the finite element space Ŝ to a flat macroelement

ω̄ P Ω̄h with the piecewise affine flattening map π̄ : ω̂ Ñ ω̄, with ω̂ P Ω̂h,

S̄bpT pω̄q;Pq :“ ␣

v̄ P L8pT pω̄q,Rq | v̄ ˝ π̄ P ŜbpT pω̂q;Pq( , (43)

S̄pω̄;Pq :“ ␣

v̄ P Cpω̄,Rq | v̄ ˝ π̄ P ŜpT pω̂q;Pq( , (44)

with the abbreviations S̄b
r pT pω̄qq “ S̄bpT pω̄q;Prq and S̄rpω̄q “ S̄pω̄;Prq as before.

Property 3 (Local super-approximation property). For a flat domain ω̄ Ă R2 with triangulation
T̄h “ T pω̄q let the continuous v̄ P S̄pω̄;Pq and broken ϕ P H1pT̄hq with ϕ|T̄ P C8pT̄ q, T̄ P T̄h be given.
Then there exists w̄ P S̄bpT̄h;Pq such that

∥ϕv̄ ´ w̄∥HmpT̄ q ď Ch∥v̄∥HmpT̄ q , @T̄ P T̄h, m “ 0, 1 , (45)

with C “ Cp∥ϕ∥C8pT̄ qq. If v̄ is zero along outer faces of ω̄, so is w̄.
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This local super-approximation property is known to hold for many finite element spaces, cf. [NS74,
AX95]. See also [Wah91, Assumption 7.1, 9.1] for a discussion of this property. It is formulated here
for a generic function ϕ, but will later be used with components of the Jacobian of the parametrization
DFh.

Example 3.5. For continuous Lagrange functions v̄ P S̄rpω̄q Property 3 is satisfied by elementwise
Lagrange interpolation, w̄|T̄ “ Īh,rrϕv̄|T̄ s, even for only piecewise smooth functions ϕ.

Example 3.6. For v̄ “ v̄p1q ` v̄pbq P S̄pω̄;P1 ‘ B3q, with B3 the element-bubble functions of order 3,
Property 3 is satisfied with w̄|T̄ “ Īh,1rϕv̄p1qs ` xϕyT̄ vpbq. See also [AX95].

The following property is the basic assumption we make to ensure that the mixed space pVh, Qhq
satisfies a V-stability condition on Γh. The property requires that when we consider individual patches
ωh of the surface Γh, an inf-sup stability condition holds on their associated flat patches ω̄, which can
be verified by classical techniques.

Property 4 (Stability property). There exists a sequence of macroelement partitionings tΩhuhďh0

covering the corresponding discrete surfaces tΓhuhďh0. For every ωh P Ωh there exists an associated
flat macroelement ω̄ with diampω̄q À h. The spaces pV̄ pω̄q, Q̄pω̄qq associated to the localized pair
pVh|ωh

, Qh|ωh
q through the lifting Fh, i.e.

V̄ pω̄q “ ␣

v̄ P H1pω̄q | v̄ ˝ F´1
h P Vh|ωh

( “ S̄pω̄;PV q ,
Q̄pω̄q “ ␣

q̄ P L2pω̄q | q̄ ˝ F´1
h P Qh|ωh

( “ S̄pbqpT pω̄q;PQq ,
satisfy the following stability property:
For all q̄ P Q̄pω̄q X L2

0pω̄q there exists v̄ P rV̄ pω̄qs2 with v̄|Bω̄ “ 0, such that

`

∇ ¨ v̄ , q̄˘
ω̄

ě β̄1∥∇v̄∥ω̄∥q̄∥ω̄ (46)

with β̄1 independent of the macroelement ω̄ and the gridsize h.

The stability condition (46) is known to hold for several pairs of finite element spaces if the flat
macroelements contain enough elements and belong to a finite collection of equivalence classes. This
is because, if ω̄ is large enough, there exist stability constants β1

ω̄ for each macroelement ω̄ such that
(46) holds with these constants. Since the elements belong to a shape-regular family of triangulations,
the constants can be replaced by a uniform global constant β̄1 that is independent of the specific
macroelement and grid size [Ste90, Lemma 3.4]. The proof uses the fact that the inf-sup-constant is
independent of the scaling of the elements, and that the rescaled macroelements of a single equivalence
class form a compact set on which the inf-sup-constant is a continuous function and as such takes its
minimum.

Example 3.7. The pair pS̄kpω̄q, S̄k´1pω̄qq of Lagrange spaces of order k and k ´ 1, called the Taylor-
Hood element [TH73], is an example of a pair of spaces that satisfies Property 4 for k ě 2 if all ω̄
contain at least three triangles, see. [BF91, Bof94]. Another example, pS̄pω̄;P1 ‘B3q, S̄1pω̄qq, is called
the MINI element, see [ABF84].
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We combine the Properties 1 and 2 for general discrete spaces and the Properties 3 and 4 into one
definition.

Definition 10 (Stable pair of discrete spaces). Let pVh, Qhq denote a pair of discrete spaces as in
Definition 2 that satisfies Properties 1 and 2. If, in addition, Properties 3 and 4 are satisfied, we call
this pair a stable pair of discrete spaces.

3.3. Lifted Inf-Sup Stability Analysis

In order to lift the stability condition (46), we construct a continuous discrete vector field in Vh from

a discrete flat vector field in
“

V̄ pω̄q‰2. This is done in two steps. At first we lift the field into the
tangent spaces of the elements of the discrete surface Γh. The result is discontinuous but tangential.
Then we apply a local averaging operator. The following lemma will verify that this leads to a suitable
approximation, i.e., this construction has super-approximating qualities.

Lemma 3.8 (Super-approximation). Let ω̄ Ă R2 be a flat macroelement with diampω̄q À h, ωh “
Fhpω̄q Ă Γh a parametric macroelement, V̄ pω̄q a discrete continuous space with Property 3, and let

ūh P “

V̄ pω̄q‰2 be a flat discrete (continuous) vector field with ūh|Bω̄ “ 0. We set u : ω̄ Ñ R3,

upx̄q “ DFhpx̄qūhpx̄q. Then there exists a continuous uI P “

V̄ pω̄q‰3 with uI |Bω̄ “ 0 such that

∥uI ´ u∥HmpT pω̄q,R3q À h∥ūh∥Hmpω̄,R2q , for m “ 0, 1 (47)

and ∥uI ˝ F´1
h ∥1,h,ωh

À ∥ūh∥H1pω̄,R2q . (48)

Proof. Let ϕ :“ DiF
j
h . It holds ∥ϕ∥C8pT̄ q ď C with C independent of h on all T̄ P T pω̄q, see Lemma 3.4.

By Property 3 with v̄ :“ ūih there exist w̄ij P S̄b
hpT pω̄q;PV q with w̄ij

ˇ

ˇ

Bω̄
“ 0 such that

∥DiF
j
h ū

i
h ´ w̄ij∥HmpT̄ ,Rq À h∥ūih∥HmpT̄ ,Rq . (49)

We construct the field w P “

S̄bpT pω̄q;PV q‰3, with wj “ w̄1j ` w̄2j , and introduce the smoothing
uI “ J av

0,PV
rws using the averaging operator from [EG17] that preserves zero boundary traces. By

inserting w into (47) we estimate by triangle inequality

∥uI ´ u∥HmpT̄ ,R3q ď ∥w ´ u∥HmpT̄ ,R3q ` ∥uI ´w∥HmpT̄ ,R3q .

The estimate of the first term is given by summing up the componentwise estimate (49), i.e.,

∥w ´ DFhūh∥HmpT̄ ,R3q À h∥ūh∥HmpT̄ ,R2q .

For the second term we get by [EG17, Lemma 4.2], the trace theorem and the local super-approximation
Property 3,

∥uI ´w∥HmpT̄ ,R3q À h1{2´m
ÿ

ePBT̄

∥vww∥e ď h1{2´m
ÿ

ePBT̄

p∥vw ´ uw∥e ` ∥vuw∥eq

ď h1{2´m
ÿ

ePBT̄

p∥vw ´ uw∥e ` ∥vDFhw∥L8peq∥ūh∥eq

À h´mp∥w ´ u∥ω̄ ` ∥vDFhw∥L8pE int
ω̄ q∥ūh∥ω̄q

` h1´mp∥w ´ u∥H1pω̄q ` ∥vDFhw∥L8pĒq∥ūh∥H1pω̄qq
À h1´mp1 ` h´1∥vDFhw∥L8pĒqqp∥ūh∥ω̄ ` h∥ūh∥H1pω̄qq ,

16



where Ē :“ E intpT pω̄qq represents the set of inner edges of the triangulation of ω̄. We have ∥vDFhw∥L8pĒq À
h, see Lemma 3.4, and since ūh P H1

0 pω̄q we have by Poincaré inequality [GT77, (7.44)] with
diampω̄q À h the estimate ∥ūh∥ω̄ À h∥Dūh∥ω̄. So we get

∥uI ´w∥HmpT̄ ,R3q À h2´m∥ūh∥H1pω̄q .

For m “ 0 we get the assertion by inverse inequality.
For inequality (48) we set uh :“ uI ˝ F´1

h . Note that as Qhu “ 0 we have on T “ FhpT̄ q
∥uh∥1,h,T À ∥∇Γh

uh∥T ` ∥uh∥T ` ph´1 ` ∥Wh∥L8pT qq∥Qhuh∥T
À ∥uI∥H1pT̄ q ` h´1∥QhuI∥T̄
À ∥u∥H1pT̄ q ` ∥uI ´ u∥H1pT̄ q ` h´1∥QhpuI ´ uq∥T̄
À ∥DFh∥W 1,8pT̄ q∥ūh∥H1pT̄ q ` h∥ūh∥H1pω̄q ` ∥ūh∥ω̄.

When switching from ω to ωh, we usually lose the normalization xpyω “ 0. The following lemma
compensates for this.

Lemma 3.9 (Norm of averaged pressure). Let ω be a macroelement with volume |ω| ď 1{2. For
q P L2pωq and q ´ xqyω P L2

0pωq the L2-norms are equivalent with ∥q∥ω À 2∥q ´ xqyω∥ω À 4∥q∥ω.

Proof. This follows from |xqyω| À |ω| 12 ∥q∥ω, and the triangle inequality.

We will now prove that we can lift a local stability on the flat macroelement to the parametrized
macroelement.

Lemma 3.10 (Lifted V-stability). Let pVh, Qhq be a stable pair of discrete spaces on Γh and ωh a
parametric macroelement associated to a flat macroelement ω̄. We denote the restriction of the spaces
to ωh by pVhpωhq, Qhpωhqq :“ pVh|ωh

, Qh|ωh
q. For all qh P QhpωhqXL2

0pωhq there exists vh P V0,hpωhq,
such that

`

divΓh
Phvh , qh

˘

ωh
ě β1∥vh∥1,h,ωh

∥qh∥ωh
(50)

for some β1 ą 0 dependent on β̄1 of Property 4 and maxT̄PT pω̄q∥Fh∥C8pT̄ q.

Proof. Let qh P Qhpωhq XL2
0pωhq, then q̄ :“ qh ˝Fh P Q̄pω̄q. For p̄ :“ q̄´ xq̄yω̄ there exists a continuous

v̄ P “

V̄ pω̄q‰2 with v̄|Bω̄ “ 0, where V̄ is the associated flat componentspace to Vh, and a constant
β̄1 ą 0 independent of h and the macroelement ω̄, such that (46) holds. We introduce a discontinuous
vector field v :“ DFh v̄ that is tangential to the elements of ωh. By the super-approximation property
Lemma 3.8 there exists a continuous vI P “

V̄ pω̄q‰3 with vI |Bω̄ “ 0 such that (47) and (48) hold. We
introduce the lifting to ωh via vh :“ vI ˝ F´1

h P V0,hpωhq. We add and substract the tangential map
v ˝ F´1

h on each element to the left hand side of (50), i.e., we write

ż

ωh

qh divΓh
Phvh dµh “

ÿ

TPT pωhq

ˆ
ż

T
qh divΓh

Phpvh ´ v ˝ F´1
h qdµh `

ż

T
qh divΓh

v ˝ F´1
h dµh

˙

.
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Using Lemma 3.8 we obtain

ÿ

TPT pωhq

ż

T
qh divΓh

Phpvh ´ v ˝ F´1
h q dµh À ∥q̄∥ω̄∥vI ´ v∥H1pT pω̄qq À h∥q̄∥ω̄∥v̄∥H1pω̄q.

As v̄ are coordinates for v with respect to the parametrization Fh, we have

ż

T
qh divΓh

v ˝ F´1
h dµh “

ż

T̄
q̄ divpµhv̄q dx̄ “

ż

T̄
q̄ µh div v̄ dx̄ `

ż

T̄
q̄ Dµh ¨ v̄ dx̄,

where µh “
b

detDF t
hDFh. We have on each element |µh ´ 1| À h2 and |Dµh| À h, see Lemma 3.4.

Thus, we obtain ∣∣∣∣ż
ωh

qh divΓh
Phvh dµh ´

ż

ω̄
q̄ div v̄ dx̄

∣∣∣∣ À h∥q̄∥ω̄∥v̄∥H1pω̄q.

Note that since v̄|Bω̄ “ 0, by Property 4, using Lemma 3.9, and the fact that for v̄ P V̄0,hpω̄q a Poincaré
inequality for h ď h0 holds, we have that

ż

ω̄
q̄ div v̄ dx̄ “

ż

ω̄
p̄ div v̄ dx̄ ě β̄1∥p̄∥ω̄∥Dv̄∥ω̄ ě β̄1

2
∥q̄∥ω̄∥Dv̄∥ω̄ ě β̄1

4
∥q̄∥ω̄∥v̄∥H1pω̄q

follows. Thus for h ď h0 small enough we have the estimate

ż

ωh

qh divΓh
Phvh dµh ě

ż

ω̄
p̄ div v̄ dx̄ ´ Ch ∥q̄∥ω̄∥v̄∥H1pω̄q ě

ˆ

β̄1

4
´ Ch

˙

∥q̄∥ω̄∥v̄∥H1pω̄q

ě β̄1

8
∥q̄∥ω̄∥v̄∥H1pω̄q . (51)

By definition, we have for qh “ q̄ ˝ F´1
h the estimate ∥qh∥ωh

À ∥q̄∥ω̄, and for vh by Lemma 3.8
∥vh∥1,h,ωh

À ∥v̄∥H1pω̄q.

Once we have established local stability for all macroelements, we can show that a global stability
holds for the whole grid. This follows the argumentation of [Ste90, Lemma 3.1] for possibly overlapping
macroelements. We assume that there is a collection of macroelements Ωh such that each element
T P T pΓhq is contained in at least one and in at most L of these macroelements.

Lemma 3.11 (From local to global stability). Let each Γh be covered by a macroelement partition
Ωh :“ tωh Ă Γhu, and let Ω :“ Ť

hďh0
Ωh. If a local stability estimate (50) holds on all macroelements

ωh P Ω, i.e., there exist β1 ą 0 independent of ωh, such that

sup
0‰vωh

PV0,hpωhq

`

divΓh
Phvωh

, qωh

˘

ωh

∥vωh
∥1,h,ωh

ě β1∥qωh
∥ωh

, @qωh
P Qhpωhq X L2

0pωhq , (52)

then we obtain the global V-stability estimate (38).
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Proof. Let q P QhpΓhq X L2
0pΓhq and ωh P Ωh. We set pωh

:“ q|ωh
and qωh

:“ pωh
´ xqyωh

P
Qhpωhq X L2

0pωhq. By (52) there exists vωh
P V0,hpωhq, such that

`

divΓh
Phvωh

, qωh

˘

ωh
ě β1∥qωh

∥ωh
∥vωh

∥1,h,ωh
.

We introduce the extended velocity fields v0ωh
P VhpΓhq by v0ωh

ˇ

ˇ

ωh
“ vωh

and v0ωh

ˇ

ˇ

Γhzωh
“ 0 since fields

in V0,hpωhq have boundary trace zero. Summing up the local velocities over all macroelements defines
the global velocity field

v :“
ÿ

ωhPΩh

v0ωh
P VhpΓhq .

We estimate the global norms of v and q against the local ones by,

∥v∥1,h∥q∥Γh
ď

ÿ

ωhPΩh

ÿ

ω1
hXωh‰H

∥vωh
∥1,h,ωh

∥q∥ω1
h

ď 2L
ÿ

ωhPΩh

∥vωh
∥1,h,ωh

∥qωh
∥ωh

,

where we used Lemma 3.9 in the last step, and L denotes the maximal number of macroelements
containing an element T P T pΓhq. For the divergence term, we estimate

`

divΓh
Phv , q

˘

Γh
“

ÿ

ωhPΩh

`

divΓh
Phv

0
ωh

, q
˘

Γh
“

ÿ

ωhPΩh

`

divΓh
Phvωh

, pωh

˘

ωh

“
ÿ

ωhPΩh

`

divΓh
Phvωh

, qωh

˘

ωh
` `

divΓh
Phvωh

, xqyωh

˘

ωh

ě
ÿ

ωhPΩh

β1∥qωh
∥ωh

∥vωh
∥1,h,ωh

` `

divΓh
Phvωh

, xqyωh

˘

ωh
.

The second term on the right-hand side can further be estimated by (35) and Lemma 3.9 as

`

divΓh
Phvωh

, xqyωh

˘

ωh
À hkg`1 |xqyωh

| ∥vωh
∥1,h,ωh

À hkg`1∥q∥ωh
∥vωh

∥1,h,ωh

À hkg`1∥qωh
∥ωh

∥vωh
∥1,h,ωh

.

Setting β2 :“ 1
2Lβ

1, we obtain for h ď h0 small enough

`

divΓh
Phv , q

˘

Γh
ě β1

ÿ

ωhPΩh

∥qωh
∥ωh

∥vωh
∥1,h,ωh

ě β2∥v∥1,h∥q∥Γh
.

4. Geometric Errors

In this section we will discuss the geometric errors that arise from discretizing the linear forms a
and b over the discrete surface Γh. Since this has already been done for the vector Laplace equation
[HLL20, HP23], we will only briefly state the results for a and concentrate on those for b. Throughout
this section we denote by pVh, Qhq a pair of discrete spaces that satisfies Properties 1 and 2.
We begin by stating the following basic estimate for the difference between the tangential H1-norms

on Γ and Γh.
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Lemma 4.1 (H1-estimates). Let vh P H1pΓhq. Then we have

∥p∇ΓPv
ℓ
hqe ´ ∇Γh

Phvh∥Γh
À hkg∥vh∥‹,h .

Proof. See, e.g., [HLL20, HP23].

For i, j P t1, 2u, vector fields v,w P rH1pΓqs3, and functions q P rHj´1pΓqs3 we introduce the
difference forms

δaipv,wq :“ apPv,Pwq ´ aipPhve,Phweq,
δbj pv, qq :“ bpPv, qq ´ bjpPhv, qq,

δlpvq :“ `

f , v
˘

Γ
´ `

f e , Phv
e
˘

Γh
.

Furthermore, we set

δijpv, qqpw, rq :“ δlpwq ´ δaipv,wq ´ δbj pv, rq ´ δbj pw, qq . (53)

Lemma 4.2. For vh,wh P rL2pΓhqs3, we have∣∣∣δlpvℓhq
∣∣∣ À hkg`1∥f∥Γ∥vh∥0,h . (54)

Proof. See [HP23, Lemma 4.8]

Lemma 4.3. For vh,wh P rH1pΓhqs3, we have∣∣∣δa1pvℓh,wℓ
hq
∣∣∣ À hkg∥vh∥‹,h∥wh∥‹,h , (55)∣∣∣δa2pvℓh,wℓ

hq
∣∣∣ À hkg∥vh∥‹,h∥wh∥‹,h ` hkK∥Phvh∥H1

tanpΓhq∥Phwh∥H1
tanpΓhq . (56)

For v,w P H2
tanpΓq we have

|δa1pv,wq| Àhkg`1∥v∥H2
tanpΓq∥w∥H2

tanpΓq , (57)

|δa2pv,wq| Àhkg`1∥v∥H2
tanpΓq∥w∥H2

tanpΓq ` hkK∥v∥H1
tanpΓq∥w∥H1

tanpΓq . (58)

Proof. A corresponding error estimate for ãpv,wq :“ `

Pv , Pw
˘

H1
tanpΓq

is proven in [HP23, Lemma

4.12]. The same proof can also be employed for the symmetric gradient EpPvq instead of the full
gradient. Finally, the Gauss curvature term can be split in two parts∣∣∣`KPvℓh , Pwℓ

h

˘

Γ
´ `

KePhvh , Phwh

˘

Γh

∣∣∣ `
∣∣∣`pKe ´ K7

hqPhvh , Phwh

˘

Γh

∣∣∣ .
The first term behaves like the mass matrix term in [HP23, Lemma 4.9] and can be estimated by∣∣∣`KPvℓh , Pwℓ

h

˘

Γ
´ `

KePhvh , Phwh

˘

Γh

∣∣∣ À hkg`1∥vh∥0,h∥wh∥0,h.

The second term is estimated by (9), the requirement on the Gaussian curvature approximation.
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From geometric errors, we can revisit the difference between the bilinear forms in Remark 2.11 and
derive

Corollary 4.4. For vh,wh P Vh we have

|a1pvh,whq ´ a2pvh,whq| À hkg∥vh∥1,h∥wh∥1,h ` hkK∥Phvh∥H1
tanpΓhq∥Phwh∥H1

tanpΓhq . (59)

Lemma 4.5 (The divergence form). For vh P rH1pΓhqs3 and qh P L2pΓhq the following estimate holds
for h ă h0 small enough:

δb1pvℓh, qℓhq À hkg∥vh∥‹,h∥qh∥Γh
. (60)

Proof. We write

|δb1pvℓh, qℓhq| À |`qh , pdivΓPvℓhqe ´ divΓh
Phvh

˘

Γh
| ` hkg`1∥qh∥Γh

∥pdivΓPvℓhqe∥Γh

À ∥qh∥Γh
∥p∇ΓPv

ℓ
hqe ´ ∇Γh

Phvh∥Γh
` hkg`1∥qh∥Γh

∥∇ΓPv
ℓ
h∥Γ

À hkg∥vh∥‹,h∥qh∥Γh
,

where we use Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.6 (The alternative divergence form). For vh P rL2pΓhqs3 and qh P H1pΓhq the following
estimate holds for h ă h0 small enough:∣∣∣δb2pvℓh, qℓhq

∣∣∣ À hkg`1∥vh∥0,h∥∇Γh
qh∥Γh

. (61)

Proof. We introduce B :“ DΓh
π with ∥1 ´ | detB|∥L8pΓhq À hkg`1, cf. [HLL20, Lemma 4.1]. By the

triangle inequality, we get∣∣∣δb2pvℓh, qℓhq
∣∣∣ “

∣∣∣`∇Γh
qh , Phvh

˘

Γh
´ `

∇Γq
ℓ
h , Pv

ℓ
h

˘

Γ

∣∣∣
À

∣∣∣`∇Γh
qh , pPh ´ P qvh

˘

Γh

∣∣∣ `
∣∣∣`∇Γh

qh ´ p∇Γq
ℓ
hqe , Pvh

˘

Γh

∣∣∣ ` hkg`1∥p∇Γq
ℓ
hqe∥Γh

∥Pvh∥Γh
.

We further estimate using ∥PPh ´B∥L8pΓhq À hkg`1∣∣∣`∇Γh
qh ´ p∇Γq

ℓ
hqe , Pvh

˘

Γh

∣∣∣ “
∣∣∣`P pPh ´ Bq∇Γh

qh , Pvh
˘

Γh

∣∣∣
À hkg`1∥∇Γh

qh∥Γh
∥Pvh∥Γh

.

We have also∣∣∣`∇Γh
qh , pPh ´ P qvh

˘

Γh

∣∣∣ ď
∣∣∣`∇Γh

qh , PhpPh ´ P qPhvh
˘

Γh

∣∣∣ `
∣∣∣`∇Γh

qh , PhpPh ´ P qQhvh
˘

Γh

∣∣∣
À h2kg∥∇Γh

qh∥Γh
∥vh∥Γh

` hkg∥∇Γh
qh∥Γh

∥Qhvh∥Γh
.

Using ∥Pvh∥Γh
ď ∥Phvh∥Γh

` ∥Qhvh∥Γh
and ∥p∇Γq

ℓ
hqe∥Γh

À ∥∇Γh
qh∥Γh

we obtain the estimate.
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Remark 4.7. If vh P rL2pΓhqs3 and qh P Qh Ă H1pΓhq, inverse estimates Property 2 combined with
(61) yield ∣∣∣δb2pvℓh, qℓhq

∣∣∣ À hkg∥vh∥0,h∥qh∥Γh
. (62)

We see that the estimate for b2 is better than the one for b1 if the function qh is smooth enough.
We can use Lemma 2.10 to improve the estimate for b1 for tangential velocities.

Lemma 4.8. Let vh P rH1pΓhqs3 with vh ¨ n “ 0 and qh P H1pΓhq. For kg ą 1 we have the estimate∣∣∣δb1pvℓh, qℓhq
∣∣∣ À hkg`1∥vℓh∥H1

tanpΓq∥qh∥H1pΓhq . (63)

If additionally vh P rH2pΓhqs3, we have for kg “ 1∣∣∣δb1pvℓh, qℓhq
∣∣∣ À h2∥vℓh∥H2

tanpΓq∥qh∥H1pΓhq . (64)

Proof. For kg ą 1 this follows from Lemma 2.10 and Lemma 4.6. For kg “ 1 we revisit the proof of
Lemma 4.5: It is a.e. on Γ

divΓPv
ℓ
h ´ pdivΓh

Phvhqℓ “ trppP ´B´1q∇Γv
ℓ
hq ` Hhxvℓh,nhy ´ Hxvℓh,ny,

where H and Hh denotes the mean curvature of Γ and Γh, respectively. For kg “ 1 and vh ¨ n “ 0,
the last two terms vanish and we can write

divΓPv
ℓ
h ´ pdivΓh

Phvhqℓ “ trppP ´B´1q∇Γv
ℓ
hq “ trpQh∇Γv

ℓ
hq ` trppPhP ´B´1q∇Γv

ℓ
hq

As we have for v “ vℓh that trQh∇Γv “ ni
hn

j
hP

k
i P

l
jDkvl, we get the estimate,∣∣∣`qh , pdivΓPvℓhq ´ pdivΓh

Phvhqℓ˘
Γ

∣∣∣ À
∣∣∣`qh , trpQh∇Γv

ℓ
hq˘

Γ

∣∣∣ `
∣∣∣`qh , trppPhP ´B´1q∇Γv

ℓ
hq˘

Γ

∣∣∣
À h2∥vℓh∥H2

tanpΓq∥qh∥H1pΓhq ,

see [HP23, Lemma 2.6].

We can now state the combined error estimates for δij as defined in (53).

Lemma 4.9. For vh,wh P rH1pΓhqs3, and qh, rh P Hj´1pΓhq, we have for h ă h0 small enough∣∣∣δijpvℓh, qℓhqpwℓ
h, r

ℓ
hq
∣∣∣ À hkg

´

∥wh∥‹,h ` hj´1∥rh∥Hj´1
tan pΓhq

¯´

∥vh∥‹,h ` hj´1∥qh∥Hj´1
tan pΓhq

` h∥f∥Γ
¯

` pi ´ 1qhkK∥Phwh∥H1
tanpΓhq∥Phvh∥H1

tanpΓhq . (65)

For u P H1
tanpΓq, p P H1pΓq, and vh P Vh, qh P Qh Ă Hj´1pΓhq, we have for h ă h0 small enough∣∣∣δijpu, pqpvℓh, qℓhq

∣∣∣ À hkg p∥vh∥1,h ` ∥qh∥Γh
q
´

∥u∥H1
tanpΓq ` ∥p∥H1pΓq ` ∥f∥Γ

¯

(66)

` pi ´ 1qhkK∥Phvh∥H1
tanpΓhq∥u∥H1

tanpΓq

À
´

hkg´ 1
2 ` pi ´ 1qhkK

¯

|||pvh, qhq|||
´

∥u∥H1
tanpΓq ` ∥p∥H1pΓq ` ∥f∥Γ

¯

. (67)
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Proof. The estimate (65) follows from Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, 4.5 and 4.6. For (66), we use additionally
Lemma 2.8. The last estimate (67) then follows from inverse estimates for vh and qh.

In order make use of the stronger estimate (57) of Lemma 4.3, both vector fields need to be in
H2

tanpΓq. Since we are considering discrete vector fields, these will not be as smooth. However, the
following lemma will be used for approximations of H2

tanpΓq-vector fields.
Lemma 4.10. Let v,w P H2

tanpΓq, q, r P H1pΓq, and vh,wh P Vh, and qh, rh P Qh Ă Hj´1pΓhq
discrete approximations of v,w and q, r, respectively. Then∣∣∣δijpvℓh, qℓhqpwℓ

h, r
ℓ
hq
∣∣∣ À hkg`1 pθ1pv,vh, q, qhq ` ∥f∥Γq θ1pw,wh, r, rhq ` pi ´ 1qhkKθ2pv,vhqθ2pw,whq ,

with

θ1pv,vh, q, qhq :“ ∥v∥H2
tanpΓq ` ∥q∥H1

tanpΓq ` h´1∥vh ´ ve∥‹,h ` hj´2∥qe ´ qh∥Hj´1
tan pΓq

θ2pv,vhq :“ ∥Phpvh ´ veq∥H1
tanpΓhq ` ∥v∥H1

tanpΓq

Proof. We split the term by writing

δijppvℓh, qℓhq, pwℓ
h, r

ℓ
hqq “ δijppv, qq, pw, rqq ` δijppvℓh ´ v, qℓh ´ qq, pw, rqq

` δijppv, qq, pwℓ
h ´w, rℓh ´ rqq ` δijppvℓh ´ v, qℓh ´ qq, pwℓ

h ´w, rℓh ´ rqq.
We use (57) of Lemma 4.3, and Lemmas 4.2, 4.6 and 4.8 to estimate the first term by

|δijppv, qq, pw, rqq| À hkg`1
´

∥v∥H2
tanpΓq ` ∥q∥H1

tanpΓq ` ∥f∥Γ
¯´

∥w∥H2
tanpΓq ` ∥r∥H1

tanpΓq

¯

` pi ´ 1qhkK∥v∥H1
tanpΓq∥w∥H1

tanpΓq .

Similarly, we can estimate the remaining terms to obtain the assertion.

5. A Priori Error Analysis

We use the inf-sup stability from Section 3 and geometric estimates from Section 4 to show well-
posedness and a priori error estimates in the energy norm for the four different discrete problems
introduced in Section 2.4. Afterwards, we show improvements in the tangential H1- and L2-norms of
the errors in the velocity.
We simultaneously analyze the discrete problem with the bilinear forms ai and bj . Each discrete

problem i, j can have a pair of discrete solutions uij
h , p

ij
h . To keep the notation short, we omit the

indices and abbreviate the discrete solutions as uh and ph.

5.1. Well-Posedness and Stability of the Discrete Problem

We have proven in Section 3 that as long as we assume a suitable partitioning of Γh into macroelements
such that Properties 3 and 4 are satisfied for the pair of discrete spaces pVh, Qhq as defined in Defini-
tion 10, the lifted stability estimate (38) holds. Combined with coercivity this yields well-posedness
and stability of Problem 4.
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Lemma 5.1 (Coercivity). Let pVh, Qhq be a pair of discrete spaces. For i “ 1, 2, and kK ą 0 if i “ 2,
the form ai ` sh is coercive with respect to |||¨|||Ah

, i.e., there exists a h0, and ηi ą 0 independent of h,
such that for all h ď h0

aipvh,vhq ` shpvh,vhq ě ηi|||vh|||2Ah
,

for all vh P Vh.

Proof. Let vh P Vh. Then by Lemma 4.1, we have

∥Phvh∥2H1
tanpΓhq

À ∥Pvℓh∥2H1
tanpΓq

` hkg∥Phvh∥H1
tanpΓhq∥vh∥1,h ` h2kg∥vh∥21,h

À ∥Pvℓh∥2H1
tanpΓq

` hkg´ 1
2 |||vh|||2Ah

.

By Lemma 4.3, we further have

∥Pvℓh∥2H1
tanpΓq

ď aipvh,vhq ` hkg´ 1
2 |||vh|||2Ah

for i “ 1 ,

∥Pvℓh∥2H1
tanpΓq

ď aipvh,vhq ` phkg´ 1
2 ` hkK q|||vh|||2Ah

for i “ 2 .

This implies coercivity.

Lemma 5.2 (Well-posedness). Let pVh, Qhq be a stable pair of discrete spaces. For i, j P t1, 2u,
Qh Ă Hj´1pΓhq, kK ą 0 if i “ 2, and h ď h0 small enough, each discrete saddle point problem in
Problem 4 has a unique solution. Moreover, there exists a constant β3 ą 0 independent of h such that

sup
0‰pv,qqPVhˆQ0,h

Bij

`pv, qq, pw, rq˘
|||pv, qq||| ě β3|||pw, rq||| for all pw, rq P Vh ˆ Q0,h , (68)

where Q0,h “ Qh X L2
0pΓhq.

Proof. Note that as |||v|||Ah
À ∥v∥1,h for v P Vh indepent of h, (38) implies

sup
vPVh

bj
`

v, qq
|||v|||Ah

ě βj∥q∥Γh
for all q P Q0,h . (69)

Well-posedness and Brezzi-inf-sup stability (68) then follow by coercivity using standard arguments,
see, e.g., [ESW05, Lemma 5.2].

5.2. Error Estimates in the Discrete Energy Norm

From the stability condition and the perturbed Galerkin orthogonality we obtain directly an error
estimate in the energy norm by standard arguments, cf. [HP23, HLL20].

Theorem 5.3. Let pVh, Qhq be a stable pair of discrete spaces of order ku as in Definition 10. For
i, j P t1, 2u we assume Qh Ă Hj´1pΓhq and denote by uh P Vh, ph P Qh X L2

0pΓhq the discrete solution
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of (16), and by u P Hku`1
tan pΓq, p P HkupΓq the continuous solution of (3). For h ă h0 small enough,

we have the estimates

|||pue ´ IVh
ue, pe ´ IQh

peq||| À hku
´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

¯

,

|||pIVh
ue ´ uh, IQh

pe ´ phq||| À hmi

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

with m1 :“ mintku, kg ´ 1
2u and m2 :“ mintku, kg ´ 1

2 , kKu, and hence

|||pue ´ uh, p
e ´ phq||| À hmi

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

.

Proof. The first estimate is just interpolation, Lemma 2.5. For the second estimate we note that the
discrete inf-sup condition (68), Lemma 4.9 (67), and the interpolation error estimate imply that

β3|||pIVh
ue ´ uh, IQh

pe ´ phq||| ď sup
pvh,qhqPVhˆQ0,h

Bij

`pIVh
ue ´ uh, IQh

pe ´ phq, pvh, qhq˘
|||pvh, qhq|||

ď }Bij}|||pIVh
ue ´ u, IQh

pe ´ pq|||

` sup
pvh,qhqPVhˆQ0,h

δijpu, pqpvℓh, qℓhq ` shpue,vhq
|||pvh, qhq|||

À hmi

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

,

where we have used that |||ue|||sh À hkg´ 1
2 ∥u∥Γ for all u P H1

tanpΓq.
The following estimates for the normal parts of the solution and estimates in a H1-norm follow

directly from the energy norm estimates.

Corollary 5.4. The same conditions apply as in Theorem 5.3. For h ă h0 small enough, we have
the estimates

∥Qpu´ uℓ
hq∥Γ À hmi`

1
2

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

∥ue ´ uh∥‹,h À hmi´
1
2

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

,

with mi as in Theorem 5.3.

In the following proofs (but not in the statements of the theorems) we will use the abbreviation

Θ :“ ∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ.

5.3. Error Estimates in Tangential Norms

For ku ě kK ě kg ě 2, we computationally observe a convergence order in the tangential H1-norm
that is higher than it is implied by the energy norm estimate Theorem 5.3. This was also observed
and proven for the tensor Laplace equation [HP23].
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The idea for obtaining a better tangential estimate in [HP23] is to use the Galerkin orthogonality
for the continuous bilinear and the error estimates already established. For the Stokes problem we
have to account for the additional pressure error as well. This is why we start proving error estimates
on the pressure that depend on the tangential error of the velocities.

Lemma 5.5. The same conditions apply as in Theorem 5.3. For h ă h0 small enough, we have the
estimate

∥p ´ pℓh∥Γ ` h∥∇Γpp ´ pℓhq∥T pΓq À ∥u´ Puℓ
h∥H1

tanpΓq ` hm̂i

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

with m̂1 :“ mintku, kgu and m̂2 :“ mintm̂1, kKu.
Proof. We set ep “ p´pℓh, ẽp,h “ IQh

p´ph, and ep,h “ ẽp,h´xIQh
pyΓh

P QhXL2
0pΓhq. By interpolation

error estimates Lemma 2.5 and inverse estimates, we have

∥p ´ pℓh∥Γ ` h∥∇Γpp ´ pℓhq∥T pΓq À ∥ep,h∥Γ ` |xIQh
pyΓh

| ` hku∥p∥
Hku

tanpΓq
.

Further we have by interpolation error estimates

|xIQh
pyΓh

| À |xIQh
p ´ peyΓh

| ` hkg`1∥p∥Γ À
´

hku ` hkg`1
¯

∥p∥
Hku

tanpΓq
.

By V-stability (38), we have

∥eℓp,h∥Γ À sup
vhPVh

bjpvh, ep,hq
∥vh∥1,h

.

From Lemma 2.10 follows

bjpvh, ep,hq À bjpvh, ẽp,hq ` hkg`1 |xIQh
pyΓh

| ∥vh∥0,h

À bjpvh, eepq ` bjpvh, IQh
p ´ peq ` hkg`1

´

hku ` hkg`1
¯

∥p∥
Hku

tanpΓq
∥vh∥0,h.

By Lemma 2.10 and interpolation error estimates, we have

bjpvh, IQh
p ´ peq À b1pvh, IQh

p ´ peq ` pj ´ 1qhkg ph∥∇pIQh
p ´ peq∥Γh

` ∥IQh
p ´ pe∥Γh

q ∥vh∥1,h
À
´

pj ´ 1qhkg`1∥∇pIQh
p ´ peq∥Γh

` ∥IQh
p ´ pe∥Γh

¯

∥vh∥1,h

À hku∥p∥
Hku

tanpΓq
∥vh∥1,h.

Thus, we have

bjpvh, ep,hq À bjpvh, eepq ` phku ` hkg`1q∥p∥
Hku

tanpΓq
∥vh∥1,h.

We write

bjpvh, eepq “ δijpu, pqpvh, 0q ` shpuh,vhq ´ aipvh,ue ´ uhq.
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We have by Lemma 4.9 (66)∣∣∣δijpu, pqpvℓh, 0q
∣∣∣ À

´

hkg ` pi ´ 1qhkK

¯

Θ∥vh∥1,h.

Further, we have by Theorem 5.3

|shpuh,vhq| ď h
1
2 |||uh|||sh∥vh∥0,h À h

1
2

´

|||uh ´ ue|||sh ` hkg´ 1
2 ∥u∥Γ

¯

∥vh∥0,h À hmi`
1
2Θ∥vh∥0,h.

By Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 and Corollary 5.4, we have

|δaipvh,ue ´ uhq| À
´

hkg∥ue ´ uh∥‹,h ` pi ´ 1qhkK∥Phpue ´ uhq∥H1
tanpΓhq

¯

∥vh∥1,h

À
´

hkgp1 ` pi ´ 1qhkK q∥ue ´ uh∥‹,h ` pi ´ 1qhkK∥u´ Puℓ
h∥H1

tanpΓq

¯

∥vh∥1,h

ď
´

hkg`mi´
1
2Θ ` pi ´ 1qhkK∥u´ Puℓ

h∥H1
tanpΓq

¯

∥vh∥1,h.

Thus, we obtain

|aipvh,ue ´ uhq| À
∣∣∣apPvℓh,u´ Puℓ

hq
∣∣∣ ` |δaipvh,ue ´ uhq| À

´

∥u´ Puℓ
h∥H1

tanpΓq ` hkg`mi´
1
2Θ

¯

∥vh∥1,h.

We have now proven that

sup
vhPVh

bjpvh, eepq
∥vh∥1,h

À ∥u´ Puℓ
h∥H1

tanpΓq `
´

hmi`
1
2 ` pi ´ 1qhkK

¯

Θ .

Using the definition of mi, this yields the assertion.

We cite the following lemma from [HP23]:

Lemma 5.6. Let v P Hm
tanpΓq X CpΓ,R3q for m ě 2, and let Ih,k : CpΓq Ñ rShpΓh;Pkqs3 denote

Lagrange interpolation of order k ě m ´ 1. Let T P T pΓq be a curved element, and hT the diameter
of T . Then for 0 ď l ď mintm, ku

∥QIh,kv∥T À hl`1
T ∥Ih,kv∥HlpT q À hl`1

T ∥v∥Hl
tanpT q ` hm`1

T ∥v∥Hm
tanpT q.

Proof. See [HP23, Lemma 4.5] and combine with interpolation error estimates [HP23, Lemma 4.1]
and norm equivalence [HLL20, Lemma 2.3].

Using the estimates on the pressure and an Aubin–Nitsche type argument, we prove an estimate in
the tangential L2-norm, depending on the tangential energy norm.

Theorem 5.7. The same conditions apply as in Theorem 5.3. For h ă h0 small enough, we have the
estimate

∥P pu´ uℓ
hq∥Γ À h∥u´ Puℓ

h∥H1
tanpΓq ` hli

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

with l1 :“ mintku ` 1, kg ` 1, 2kg ´ 1u and l2 :“ mintl1, kKu.
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Proof. We set e :“ u´ uℓ
h We consider the adjoint problem defined by

pψ, ϕq P H1
tanpΓq ˆ L2

0pΓq : B ppv, qq, pψ, ϕqq “ `

Pe , v
˘

Γ
@pv, qq P H1

tanpΓq ˆ L2
0pΓq (70)

By Lemma 2.3, the solution pψ, ϕq fulfills the regularity estimates

∥Ψ∥H2
tanpΓq ` ∥ϕ∥H1pΓq À ∥Pe∥Γ.

Note that ψ is continuous. We interpolate the solution using in particular Lagrange interpolation for
ψ, and set ψh :“ Ih,mintku,2uψ P rShpΓh;Pmintku,2uqs3 Ă Vh and ϕh :“ IQh

ϕ P Qh. By interpolation
error estimates and the regularity, we have

|||
´

ψ ´ψℓ
h, ϕ ´ ϕℓ

h

¯

|||
B

À ∥ψe ´ψh∥‹,h ` ∥ϕ ´ ϕℓ
h∥Γ À h

´

∥Ψ∥H2
tanpΓq ` ∥ϕ∥H1pΓq

¯

À h∥Pe∥Γ, (71)

and by Lemma 5.6 with m “ 2, and l “ k “ mint2, kuu, as well as regularity, we have

∥Qψh∥Γh
À hmint2,kuu`1∥ψ∥

H
mint2,kuu
tan pΓhq

` h3∥ψ∥H2
tanpΓhq À hmint3,ku`1u∥Pe∥Γ.

This implies

|||ψh|||sh À h´ 1
2 ∥Qψh∥Γh

` hkg´ 1
2 ∥ψ∥Γh

À hmint3,ku`1,kgu´ 1
2 ∥Pe∥Γ. (72)

We insert v “ Pe and q “ p ´ pℓh ´ xpℓhyΓ as a test function pair into (70) and obtain

∥Pe∥2Γ “ B
´

pPe, p ´ pℓh ´ xpℓhyΓq, pψ, ϕq
¯

“ B
´

pPe, p ´ pℓhq, pψ ´ψh, ϕ ´ ϕhq
¯

` δij

´

uℓ
h, p

ℓ
h

¯

pψh, ϕhq ` sh puh,ψhq . (73)

We estimate by (71) and Lemma 5.5

B
´

pPe, p ´ pℓhq, pψ ´ψh, ϕ ´ ϕhq
¯

À |||pPe, p ´ pℓhq|||B|||pψ ´ψh, ϕ ´ ϕhq|||B
À h

´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` ∥p ´ pℓh∥Γ

¯

∥Pe∥Γ

À h
´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ

¯

∥Pe∥Γ.

The sh-term is estimated by Theorem 5.3 and (72)

|sh puh,ψhq| À |||uh|||sh |||ψh|||sh À hmi`mint3,ku`1,kgu´ 1
2Θ∥Pe∥Γ.

We use Lemma 4.10 to estimate

δijppuℓ
h, p

ℓ
hq, pψℓ

h, ϕ
ℓ
hqq À hkg`1

´

Θ ` h´1∥uh ´ ue∥‹,h ` hj´2∥pe ´ ph∥Hj´1
tan pΓhq

¯

∥Pe∥Γ

` pi ´ 1qhkK

´

∥Phpuh ´ ueq∥H1
tanpΓhq ` Θ

¯

∥Pe∥Γ.
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By Corollary 5.4, we have

∥uh ´ ue∥‹,h À hmi´
1
2Θ,

and by Lemma 5.5

hj´2∥pe ´ ph∥Hj´1
tan pΓhq

À h´1∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` Θ.

W.l.o.g. we can assume mi ´ 1
2 ě 0, and obtain

δijppuℓ
h, p

ℓ
hq, pψℓ

h, ϕ
ℓ
hqq À hkg∥Pe∥H1

tanpΓq∥Pe∥Γ `
´

hkg`1 ` hmi`kg´ 1
2

¯

Θ∥Pe∥Γ

` pi ´ 1qhkKΘ∥Pe∥Γ.

Using these estimates in (73) yields

∥Pe∥2Γ À h∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq∥Pe∥Γ `

´

hm̂i`1 ` hmi`mint3,ku`1,kgu´ 1
2

¯

Θ∥Pe∥Γ

` pi ´ 1qhkKΘ∥Pe∥Γ.

Using m1 “ mintku, kg ´ 1
2u and m̂1 “ mintku, kgu yields the assertion.

We will now prove a better estimate (than Theorem 5.3 provides) for the tangential H1-error. We
proceed analogously to similar estimates for the tensor Poisson equation in [HP23].

Theorem 5.8. The same conditions apply as in Theorem 5.3. For h ă h0 small enough, we have the
estimate

∥u´ Puℓ
h∥H1

tanpΓq À hm̂i

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

with m̂1 “ mintku, kgu and m̂2 “ mintm̂1, kKu.
Proof. Let e “ u ´ uℓ

h. As in the proof of Theorem 5.3 we split the error e into the interpolation
error eI “ u´ IVh

uℓ and the discrete remainder ed “ IVh
u´ uh.

Note that we have by inverse estimates, interpolation error estimates, Theorem 5.7, and Corollary 5.4

∥ed∥Γh
` h∥ed∥1,h À ∥e∥Γ ` hkuΘ À ∥Pe∥Γ ` ∥Qe∥Γ ` hkuΘ À h∥Pe∥H1

tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ.

By Corollary 5.4 we have for e the estimates

∥ee∥‹,h À hmi´
1
2Θ À hm̂i´1Θ ,

and

∥Phee∥H1
tanpΓhq À ∥Pe∥H1

tanpΓq ` hkg∥ee∥‹,h À ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ .

Consider the product rPedsi “ ř

j P
i
je

j
d and apply the interpolation operator Ih,PV

summandwise.
As P is smooth, we have by discrete commutator property of Ih,PV

, see [Ber99, EG04],
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∥P i
je

j
d ´ Ih,PV

rP i
je

j
ds∥HmpΓhq À h∥ejd∥HmpΓhq, for m “ 0, 1 .

We set rehsi “ ř

j Ih,PV
rP i

je
j
ds P Vh . From the componentwise estimate we deduce

∥Ped ´ eh∥Γh
À h∥ed∥Γh

,

∥Ped ´ eh∥H1pΓhq À h∥ed∥1,h .

We estimate the normal part of eh,

∥Qheh∥Γh
À ∥Qheh ´QhPed∥Γh

` ∥QhPed∥Γh
À h∥ed∥Γh

À h2∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂i`1Θ.

Thus, we have

∥Peℓh∥H1
tanpΓq À ∥eℓh ´ Ped∥H1pΓq ` ∥Peℓd∥H1

tanpΓq À ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` h∥ed∥1,h ` hkuΘ À ∥Pe∥H1

tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ,

∥eh∥1,h À ∥Peℓh∥H1
tanpΓq ` h´1∥Qheh∥Γh

À ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ.

We further estimate

∥P pe´ eℓhq∥H1
tanpΓq À hkuΘ ` h∥ed∥1,h À h∥Pe∥H1

tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ .

To estimate ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq, we use the bilinear form a, add and subtract Peℓh, and set qh “ ph ´

IQh
p ´ xIQh

pyΓh
P Qh X L2

0pΓhq to obtain

∥Pe∥2H1
tanpΓq

À apPe,P pe´ eℓhqq ` apPe,Peℓhq
“ apPe,P pe´ eℓhqq ` Bppe, p ´ phq, peℓh, qℓhqq ` bpeℓh, p ´ phq ` bpe, qℓhq
“ apPe,P pe´ eℓhqq ` shpuh, ehq ` δijppuℓ

h, p
ℓ
hq, peℓh, qℓhqq

` bpeℓh, p ´ pIQh
pqℓ ´ xIQh

pyΓh
q ` bpe´ eℓh, qℓhq.

We estimate

apPe,P pe´ eℓhqq ď ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq∥P pe´ eℓhq∥H1

tanpΓq À h∥Pe∥2H1
tanpΓq

` hm̂iΘ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq.

It is by Theorem 5.3

shpuh, ehq À |||uh|||sh |||eh|||sh À hmi`
1
2Θph∥Pe∥H1

tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘq À hm̂i`1Θ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` h2m̂iΘ2.

For the δij-Term, we split

δijppuℓ
h, p

ℓ
hq, peℓh, qℓhqq “ δijppu, pq, peℓh, qℓhqq ´ δijppe, pℓh ´ pq, peℓh, qℓhqq

and estimate by Lemma 4.9 (66)

δijppu, pq, peℓh, qℓhqq À hkgΘ p∥eh∥1,h ` ∥qh∥Γh
q ` pi ´ 1qhkKΘ∥Pheh∥H1

tanpΓhq
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Note that by interpolation error estimates and Lemma 5.5, we have

∥qℓh∥Γ À ∥ph ´ IQh
p∥Γh

À hkuΘ ` ∥p ´ pℓh∥Γ À ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ.

Hence, using the estimates for eh established at the beginning of the proof, we have

δijppu, pq, peℓh, qℓhqq À hkgΘ
´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ

¯

` pi ´ 1qhkKΘp∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘq.

Analogously, we have using Lemma 4.9 (65)

δijppe, pℓh ´ pq, peℓh, qℓhqq À hkg p∥eh∥1,h ` ∥qh∥Γh
q p∥ee∥‹,h ` ∥ph ´ pe∥Γh

` hΘq
` pi ´ 1qhkK∥Phee∥H1

tanpΓhq∥Pheh∥H1
tanpΓhq

À hkg
´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ

¯´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` `

hm̂i´1 ` h
˘

Θ
¯

` pi ´ 1qhkK p∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘq2.

Thus, we obtain

δijppuℓ
h, p

ℓ
hq, peℓh, qℓhqq À hkg

´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ

¯´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` `

hm̂i´1 ` 1
˘

Θ
¯

` pi ´ 1qhkK p∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` Θq

´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ

¯

.

For the b-terms, we estimate using interpolation error estimates

bpeℓh, p ´ pIQh
pqℓq À ∥Peℓh∥H1

tanpΓq∥p ´ pIQh
pqℓ∥Γ À hkuΘ

´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ

¯

,

and

bpe´ eℓh, qℓhq À ∥P pe´ eℓhq∥H1
tanpΓq∥qℓh∥Γ À

´

h∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ

¯´

∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ

¯

.

We summarize

∥Pe∥2H1
tanpΓq

À h∥Pe∥2H1
tanpΓq

` hm̂iΘ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` h2m̂iΘ2

` pi ´ 1qhkK p∥Pe∥2H1
tanpΓq

` Θ∥Pe∥H1
tanpΓq ` hm̂iΘ2q.

For i “ 2, we can assume w.l.o.g. kK ą 0. Thus for h small enough, we obtain the assertion.

Corollary 5.9. The same conditions apply as in Theorem 5.3. For h ă h0 small enough, we have
the estimates

∥p ´ pℓh∥Γ À hm̂i

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

,

∥P pu´ uℓ
hq∥Γ À hli

´

∥u∥
Hku`1

tan pΓq
` ∥p∥

Hku
tanpΓq

` ∥f∥Γ
¯

,

with m̂1 “ mintku, kgu, m̂2 “ mintm̂1, kKu as in Lemma 5.5 and l1 “ mintku ` 1, kg ` 1, 2kg ´ 1u,
l2 “ mintl1, kKu as in Theorem 5.7.
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6. Numerical Experiments and Results

In the numerical experiments we parametrized a sphere Γ “ S2 with surface finite elements by starting
from a coarse reference triangulation and projecting refined grid vertices to Γ using the closest-point
projection πpxq “ x{∥x∥. A red-refinement of the grid elements gives a sequence of piecewise flat
reference surfaces Γ̂h. The higher-order parametrization is then obtained by piecewise interpolation of
π on the flat elements. The numerical experiments below are implemented in the finite element frame-
work AMDiS/Dune [WLPV15, BBD`21] using dune-foamgrid [SKSF17] to represent the reference
grid and dune-curvedgrid [PS22] to implement the higher-order geometry mappings.

(a) Reference grid Γ̂h (b) Curved triangulation Γh (c) Velocity solution u˚

Figure 2: (Colours online) The surface grid of the sphere geometry and velocity solution of the surface
Stokes equation. In the curved triangulation surface Lagrange parametrization of order
kg “ 3 is used. The arrows in the solution plot indicate the direction of the vector field and
the colours its magnitude.

We introduce a reference solution tu˚, p˚u to the Stokes problem (1) defined in the embedding space
R3 as

p˚px, y, zq :“ x , u˚px, y, zq :“ curlΓpz ´ x2q , (74)

with curlΓ the surface curl resulting in a tangential vector field. From these reference solutions we
analytically compute the right-hand side load function f for the Stokes problem,

fpx, y, zq “ ` ´ x2 ´ y ` 1, xp6z ´ y ` 1q,´xp6y ` zq˘t , (75)

and use the given solutions to compute discretization errors of the discrete solutions to (16). A numer-
ical solution, the reference grid, and a higher-order parametrized surface are visualized in Figure 2.
In the following we test four stable pairs of spaces to discretize the Stokes equation, namely

1. Taylor–Hood (TH) element pSh,ku , Sh,ku´1q, with continuous velocity and pressure, [TH73],

2. MINI element pShpΓh;P1 ‘ B3q, Sh,1q, which enriches the piecewise linear velocity space with
element bubble functions, [ABF84],
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3. Conforming Crouzeix–Raviart (CR) element pShpΓh;P2`B3q, Sb
h,1q, with discontinuous piecewise

linear pressure, [CR73], and

4. P2P0 element, with continuous piecewise quadratic velocity and piecewise constant pressure,
pSh,2, S

b
h,0q, [BBF13].

Note that the elements with discontinuous pressure, CR and P2P0, are not suitable for the b2 bilinear
form and indeed result in non-converging or indefinite systems.
We plot in the following only the tangential L2-error to compare with the results shown in Corol-

lary 5.9. In Figure 3 we show the measured errors and corresponding experimental convergence orders
for three surface discretization parameters kg P t1, 2, 3u. For the kg “ 1 case the bound 2kg ´ 1 limits
the convergence for all finite elements. Also the absolute errors are very close. For piecewise quadratic
surfaces with kg “ 2, the bound in the convergence comes from the interpolation errors and the bound
ku`1. Here it is advantages to go for higher-order elements like the Taylor–Hood or Crouzeix–Raviart.
For the low-order elements, the P2P0 element has lower absolute errors than the MINI element due
to its better approximation of the velocity component. For the even higher order case kg “ 3 only the
Taylor-Hood element can increase the convergence order to the optimal order 4.
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MINI ku “ 1
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Figure 3: (Colours online) Tangential L2-errors ∥Phpue ´ uhq∥Γh
on the discrete surface Γh

In a second study, we use the bilinear form a2 for different curvature approximations kK . The
curvature K7

h is thereby constructed from a higher order approximation of the surface Γ of order kg or
kg ` 1. Due to Remark 2.4, in this case we get only even approximation orders kK of the continuous
Gaussian curvature K. Figure 4 shows a comparison for different surface approximations. In the case
of odd geometry orders, e.g., kg P t1, 3u, the corresponding intrinsic curvature K7

h “ Kh is only of
order kK “ kg ´ 1. This is not sufficient to obtain the optimal convergence order in the tangential
L2-norm. Even in the case kg “ 2, where kK “ kg, the curvature approximation limits the convergence

order. We conclude that for the bilinear form a2 the parametrization with K7

h “ Kh and ku “ kg
is suboptimal and a higher order curvature approximation is required. This must be one or even
two orders better than the intrinsic curvature. A higher-order reconstruction of the mean curvature
is discussed in [HLZ15, FZ19], and an approach for a reconstruction of the Gaussian curvature in
[GN23, GNSW23]. However, this might be an expensive task. Thus, additional knowledge about the
surface often needs to be provided in order to use the bilinear form a2.
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Figure 4: (Colours online) Tangential L2-errors ∥Phpue ´ uhq∥Γh
on the discrete surface Γh for the

bilinear form a2

The pressure L2-norm error is visualized in Figure 5 for the three geometry orders kg “ 1, 2, 3.
Except for some minor deviations from the results in Corollary 5.9, the numerical data reflects the
theory.
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Figure 5: (Colours online) Pressure L2-errors ∥pe ´ ph∥Γh
on the discrete surface Γh
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Appendices

A. Properties of macroelements

A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof. Let x̂ P T̂j . If T̂j “ T̂ , the selected element, we have µ̄ “ 1 and the assertion follow directly. If
T̂i is direct neighbor of T̂j we can estimate the jump in the normal by comparing against the normal
n of the continuous surface Γ in a point on the edge x̂ij P T̂i X T̂j ,

∥n̂i ´ n̂j∥ ď ∥n̂i ´ npx̂ijq∥ ` ∥npx̂ijq ´ n̂j∥ ď Ch ,

using standard geometric estimates [DE13]. Since the elements in ω̂ are connected via edges we can
find a chain of direct neighboring elements from all T̂j to T̂ . Thus, we have∣∣∣1 ´ }P̂j t̂

k}
∣∣∣ ď }t̂k ´ P̂j t̂

k} ď
∣∣∣xt̂k, n̂jy

∣∣∣ ď }n̂j ´ n̂} ď Ch for k “ 1, 2,

This immediately implies (40). Moreover, we have

µ̄|T̂j
“ detpDx̂ π̄|T̂j

q “ xt̂1, P̂j t̂
1y ¨ xt̂2, P̂j t̂

2y ´ xt̂1, P̂j t̂
2y ¨ xt̂2, P̂j t̂

1y “ }P̂j t̂
1 ˆ P̂j t̂

2}xn̂, n̂jy ,
and ∣∣∣}P̂j t̂

1 ˆ P̂j t̂
2}xn̂, n̂jy ´ 1

∣∣∣ “ 1

2

`xt̂1, n̂jy2 ` xt̂2, n̂jy2
˘ ` 1

2
}n̂´ }P̂j t̂

1 ˆ P̂j t̂
2}n̂j}2

ď 2}n̂j ´ n̂}2 ` p1 ´ }P̂j t̂
1 ˆ P̂j t̂

2}q2
ď Ch2.

A.2. Proof of Lemma 3.4

Proof. We restrict the dicussion to a single element T̄ . With Fh “ πh ˝ π̄´1 and x̂ “ π̄´1px̄q we get
by chain rule Dx̄Fhpx̄q “ Dx̂πhpx̂q ¨ Dx̂π̄px̂q´1. As we have from Lemma 3.2 }Dx̂π̄px̂q ´ Id } ď Ch, for
h ă h0 small enough we can express Dx̂π̄px̂q´1 as a Neumann series

Dx̂π̄px̂q´1 “
8
ÿ

n“0

pId´Dx̂π̄px̂qqn.

Thus, we have from Lemma 3.2 and the definition of π̄ as piecewise affine

}Dx̂π̄px̂q´1} ď 1 ` Ch,

}Dx̂π̄px̂q´1 ´ Id } ď }Dx̂π̄px̂q´1}}Dx̂π̄px̂q ´ Id } ď Ch,∣∣1 ´ detDx̂π̄px̂q´1
∣∣ ď ∣∣detpDx̂π̄px̂qq´1

∣∣ |1 ´ detpDx̂π̄px̂qq| ď Ch2, and

Dk
x̂π̄px̂q´1 “ 0 for k ě 2.
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This implies for a jump across an edge ê “ π̄´1pēq with ē P Ē

∥vDx̂π̄
´1w∥L8pêq ď ∥Dx̂π̄

´1
` ´ Id∥L8pêq ` ∥Dx̂π̄

´1
´ ´ Id∥L8pêq ď Ch.

For the piecewise polynomial approximation πh “ πh,kg of π, we have

}Dk
x̂πhpx̂q} ď }Dk

x̂πpx̂q} ` }Dk
x̂πhpx̂q ´ Dk

x̂πpx̂q} ď Cp1 ` hkg`1´kq}π}Ckg`1pT̂ q
for 0 ď k ď kg,

Dk
x̂πhpx̂q “ 0 for k ě kg ` 1.

For the determinant, we have (see e.g. [DE13, Lemma 4.4])

}1 ´ a

detppDx̂πhqtDx̂πhq}L8pT̂ q
ď Chkg`1.

For jump terms on an edge ê “ T̂` X T̂´, we conclude

∥vDx̂πhw∥L8pêq ď ∥Dx̂π
`
h ´ Dx̂π∥L8pêq ` ∥Dx̂π

´
h ´ Dx̂π∥L8pêq

ď Chkg}π}Ckg`1 .

The estimates on the norm of Fh and on the jump of DFh now follow from the chain and product
rules of differentiation. The estimate on the determinant follow from

|1 ´ µh| ď ∣∣detpDx̂π̄q´1
∣∣ ∣∣∣1 ´ a

detppDx̂πhqtDx̂πhq
∣∣∣ ` a

detppDx̂πhqtDx̂πhq ∣∣detpDx̂π̄q´1 ´ 1
∣∣ ď Ch2.

For the derivative of the determinant, we use

∥Dx̂

b

detpDx̂πhpx̂qqTDx̂πhpx̂qq∥L8pT̂ q
“ ∥rtr `adjpDx̂πhpx̂qq ¨ Dθ̂iDx̂πhpx̂q˘si∥L8pT̂ q

ď C
∥Dx̂πh∥3L8pT̂ q

∥
a

detpDx̂πhpx̂qqTDx̂πhpx̂qq∥L8pT̂ q

∥D2
x̂πh∥L8pT̂ q

.

To obtain the estimate, we use that
∣∣D2

x̂π
∣∣ ď Ch, almost everywhere. This follows from the representa-

tion πpxq “ x´ dpxqnpπpxqq, boundedness of the curvature of Γ and the estimate on the distance and
normal, cf. [DE13, Lemma 4.1]. With ∥D2

x̂π ´ D2
x̂πh∥L8pT̂ q

ď Chkg´1 for kg ą 1 [Dem09, Proposition

2.3] and D2
x̂πh,1 “ 0 we then obtain

∥D2
x̂πh∥L8pT̂ q

ď ∥D2
x̂π ´ D2

x̂πh∥L8pT̂ q
` ∥D2

x̂π∥L8pT̂ q
ď Ch .

With Dx̂π̄
´1 bounded and D2

x̂π̄
´1 “ 0 the assertion follows.
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implementation for surface and network grids. Archive of Numerical Software, 5(1):217–
244, 2017.

[Ste84] Rolf Stenberg. Analysis of mixed finite element methods for the Stokes problem: A unified
approach. Mathematics of Computation, 42(165):9–23, January 1984.

[Ste90] Rolf Stenberg. A technique for analysing finite element methods for viscous incompressible
flow. International Journal for Numerical Methods in Fluids, 11(6):935–948, October 1990.

[TH73] C. Taylor and P. Hood. A numerical solution of the Navier–Stokes equations using the
finite element technique. Computers & Fluids, 1(1):73–100, January 1973.

[Ver84] R. Verfürth. Error estimates for a mixed finite element approximation of the Stokes
equations. RAIRO. Analyse numérique/Numencal Analysis, 18(2):175–182, 1984.

[Wah91] Lars B. Wahlbin. Handbook of Numerical Analysis, volume 2, chapter Local Behavior
in Finite Element Methods, pages 354–522. Elsevier Science Publishers B.V. (North-
Holland), 1991.

[WLPV15] Thomas Witkowski, Siqi Ling, Simon Praetorius, and Axel Voigt. Software concepts and
numerical algorithms for a scalable adaptive parallel finite element method. Advances in
Computational Mathematics, 41(6):1145–1177, 2015.

[ZSH24] Gentian Zavalani, Elima Shehu, and Michael Hecht. A note on the rate of convergence of
integration schemes for closed surfaces. Computational and Applied Mathematics, 43(92),
2024.

40


	Introduction
	Discretization of the Surface Stokes Problem
	Variational Form of the Continuous Problem
	Vector Fields on the Surface Discretizations
	Construction of Surface Finite Elements
	Four Different Discrete Problems

	Analysis of Discrete Inf-Sup Stability
	Macroelement partitioning
	Stability Assumptions
	Lifted Inf-Sup Stability Analysis

	Geometric Errors
	A Priori Error Analysis
	Well-Posedness and Stability of the Discrete Problem
	Error Estimates in the Discrete Energy Norm
	Error Estimates in Tangential Norms

	Numerical Experiments and Results
	Appendices
	Properties of macroelements
	Proof of Lemma 3.2
	Proof of Lemma 3.4


