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Parametric Finite Element Discretization of the
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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 I' « R3:

Problem 1. Find a tangential velocity vector field w: I' — TT and a scalar pressure field p: I' - R
with Srp ds = 0, such that

1
D) Divp (Vru + Viu) +u—Vpp = f on T, (1a)
divpu =0 on . (1b)
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for some external forcing f: ' — TT, where Vr denotes the covariant derivative of a vector field,

Divr the tangential surface divergence of a temsor field, and divr the surface divergence of a vector
field.

The tensor divergence, Divr, has to be understood as the L?(I')-adjoint operator to the covariant
derivative! V. For convenience, we introduce the symmetric gradient Er(u) := %(Vru + V%u),
where the transposed operator Viu = (Vpu)® 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
Divp Viu = Vi divp 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 w: I' — TT' and scalar pressure field p: I' — R
with Srp ds = 0, such that

1
—i(Apu+Ku)+u—Vrp=f on T, (2a)
divfu =0 onl, (2b)
with Ar = Divp Vr 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,
OQRY 18], 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 [Fril8,
RV18, RNV20, BJP*22] velocity, and reformulations as stream-function formulation [NVW12, Reul8,
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 C?-surface approximation using an elementwise polynomial parametrization and a
H'-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., [Fril8, 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

!The 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].



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 I' by piecewise polynomial surfaces I'y, 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 I'j,. 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 I', we combine them into one formulation.

Problem 3. Find a tangential vector field uw € H

tan

(T') and a pressure field p € L3(T') such that

a(u,v) + b(v,p) = (f, v), Yve HL (I), (3a)
b(u, q) = Vg e Li(T), (3b)

with bilinear forms defined as

a(u,v) := (Er(u), Er(v)), + (u, v), (4a)
= %(Vpu7 Vo), + %(dinu, divrv), — %(Ku, v)p+ (u, v)p, (4b)
b(u,p) := (p, divr u)r, (5)

for tangential vector fields uw,v € HL (') and scalar field p € L3(T).

Here, u € HL, (T') denotes tangential vector fields, with w-m = 0 almost everywhere, for n the
surface surface normal field of I'. The space LZ(I") contains square-integrable functions with zero mean
over the surface I'.



Remark 2.1. For pressure fields pe HY(I') n L3(T') on a smooth and closed surface T', the divergence
term b(wu,p) can be written in the equivalent form b(u,p) = —(Vrp, u)r.

The following lemma in combination with the coercivity of the bilinear form a(-,-) 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 C?-surface T' there exists a
constant B > 0, such that

b(v,q)

sup = Bllgllr for all g e L3(T). (6)
ver}, (o) 10lag, )
Proof. See, e.g., [OQRY18, Lemma 2.1]. O

Lemma 2.3 (Regularity of the continuous problem). We assume that I' is C?-smooth, compact and
closed. The Problem 3 is well-posed. Denote by (u,p) the (unique) solution of this problem. If
feL? (), thenue HE (T) and pe H'(T) n L3(T) and there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that,

el ey + ol oy < Cull £l (7)

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

2.2. Vector Fields on the Surface Discretizations

In the surface finite element method [DE13, Dem09], the smooth surface I' is approximated by a
piecewise polynomial representation I';, that is described by an elementwise parametrization over a
reference element T7¢f. The topology is thereby fixed by a piecewise flat triangulation I, of the surface.

Let Us(T") be a d-neighborhood of T' such that the closest-point projection 7: Us(I') — T is well
defined. We assume that there exists a shape-regular sequence of affine grids {f‘h}h>0 approximating
T with all T,  Us(T) and vertices on the smooth surface. For each h let T(I'y) = {T |T = Fa(Tmh)}
denote the triangulation of ', with F; affine mappings from the reference element T to T. 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 * 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 I',. We denote by k4 = 1 the polynomial order of the surface parametriza-
tion. Let mp g, o Fj := I,g?f[w o F] for T € T(I'4) denote the elementwise Lagrange interpolation of
the closest-point projection 7 of order ky. A parametric discrete surface I'y x, is defined as the union
of images of the elements of ', under Thkg» 1-€-,

Fh,kg = U 7Th,kg (T) .
TGT(I:‘h)

As before, T(Tpp,) = {T | T = T, (T), T e T(fh)} denotes the triangulation of I'y .



To simplify the notation, we always denote the polynomial order of the surface by k, and thus write
T = Thk, and [y := T g, in the following.

While it is possible to have continuous and tangential vector fields on I', this does not hold for the
piecewise polynomial surface I',. In this paper we want to preserve the continuity while giving up the
tangentiality. Therefore, we introduce vector fields as mapping from I';, — R3. To relate these fields
to tangential vector fields, we need tangential projections.

Denote by P = Id —n ® n the smooth surface tangential projection operator, Q = Id —P the
surface normal projection on I', for n the (outward) surface normal vector field. Let n; denote the
discrete surface normal vector field, defined inside the elements of a triangulation of I'j,, formally
glued together. A corresponding discrete tangential projection is introduced as B, = Id —nj, ® ny,
and, correspondingly, @y = Id —B,, on I'j,.

A projected surface derivative V of vector fields w: I' — R? is introduced as the projection of the
componentwise Euclidean derivative, Vru := P(Duf|)P, with D the derivative w.r.t. Cartesian
coordinates and u® a smooth extension of w in the surrounding of I". This derivative can be written
intrinsically using componentwise surface derivatives Dr, i.e., Vpu = P(Dru). For tangential fields
this derivative coincides with the surface covariant derivative. For scalar fields p: I' — R, all the
surface derivatives coincide?, that is, Vrp = Drp = (Dp®|p)P. Analogously, a discrete surface
derivative is introduced elementwise as Vrp, up, := B,(Dr,uy) for vector fields up: I'y, — R3. Higher
order derivatives can be defined in a similar manner by projecting all components of the Euclidean
derivative.

On surface subdomains w € I' and wy, < I';, we denote by L?(w) and L?(wy,) the usual space of
square integrable tensor fields with corresponding L?-inner product (u, 'v)w(h) and L?-norm ”'Hw(h)

defined in terms of the pointwise Frobenius inner-product and Frobenius norm, respectively. For scalar
fields we will use light symbols, e.g., L?(w), instead. We denote by L}(w) := {p € L*(w) | {p)., = 0}
the space of scalar fields p with zero mean value {(p),, := ﬁ Sw pdw.

We introduce the Sobolev spaces H, (w) and norms for tangential vector fields w: w — R3 with
uw-n =0 on w and the embedded Sobolev spaces H*(wy,) = [H*(wyp,)]? for vector fields uy: wy, — R3
on the discrete surface wy, with associated norms

S S
lullge. ) == D IVEul?, l 3oy == D IDE, unl?, - (®)
j=0 j=0

The Sobolev spaces W2 (w) and W5P(wy,) are defined analogously, with W32(w) = HE,,
WS’Q(wh) = Hs(wh).

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.

(w) and

Definition 1. For T, = T(T'},) a triangulation of Ty, and T a triangulation of T 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(Dp°|y).



the elements of Ty, using m, we denote by

Htsan(T) = {u € LQ(F7R3) ’ u-n= 01 ’u"T € Htsan(T)7VT € T} 3

H*(Ty) := {up € L*(Ty,R?) | wy|p € HY(T),¥T € Tp}
the broken Sobolev spaces with norms defined elementwise, i.e.,

24

tan

= 2 kel o ooy 3= 2, Newnlrlagecr)-

TeT o TeTh

To compare scalar and vector fields of the smooth surface I' and on the discrete surface 'y, we
introduce extension and lifting of fields by composition with the surface closest-point projection 7,
i.e., for u: I' > R we introduce the extension u® := uwom: Us(I') > R and vice versa for u: I', > R
we write for the surface lifting ufb = up 0 7r|1?i : I' > R. The extension of the lifting is still denoted
with an © by uf := (uf;)e. For vector fields extensions and liftings are defined analogously.

We introduce the surface Weingarten maps W := —Vrn and elementwise W), := —Vr, ny, to
express the Gaussian curvature for embedded two-dimensional surfaces as K = & (tr(W)? — tr(W?))
and K = %(tr(l/\/h)2 — tr(W?)). Apart from this intrinsic Gaussian curvature Kj,, we introduce
another approximation of the continuous Gaussian curvature K on I'j,, denoted by K}i For this field
we assume that the following estimate is fulfilled,

(K = K Boow, Bawn)y, | < 8| Bl g, o, 1 Bewnl ey, ) (9)

for vy, wy, € H'(I',) and some order ky + 1 > ky. We write a < b as an abbreviation for a < 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
I'h i, with a possibly different approximation order than kg4, or by interpolating the continuous surface
fields on I'j, in some higher-order function space.

Remark 2.4. On a continuous piecewise polynomial surface approximation I'y, of order ky, we have
kix = kg —1 for the elementwise surface Gaussian curvature Kf = Ky,. This follows from the estimate
suprer(r,) 1K — Knllpo () < h¥s=1 cf. [Dem09]. Numerical experiments indicate that for a piecewise
Lagrange parametrization of the surface with even kg, we have kx > kq, cf. [ZSH24].

2.3. Construction of Surface Finite Elements

The spaces H*(T'), s = 0,1, are approximated using surface finite elements [Dem09], i.e., standard
finite element spaces lifted to the discrete approximation I'p, of I'. Before introducing conforming
approximations, we define broken discrete spaces. We follow the definitions given in [EG21].

Let T, < T(f‘h) denote a subset of the piecewise flat surface triangulation and @ := Uiﬁeﬁ T its
domain. We introduce the (broken) scalar finite element space

SP(Tr) = S®(Tn;P) := {v e L®(Ty,R) | v|; 0 FpePforall T e Ty}, (10)

constructed from a local reference finite element (7%, P, X2). The space P denotes a finite dimensional
function space on 7", where P, € P < W*+L® (T ) with P, the set of polynomials of order at most



r, for some r = 1. The maximal r for which P, € P is called the order of the finite element space.
The global space for the special case P = P, is abbreviated by S}?(ﬁ)

Associated to the local reference finite element is a canonical interpolation Ilg,ef defined on the
domain D*®f of the linear forms in ¥ 3 ¢: D" — R, and a corresponding global interpolation operator
Inp: D — SP(Ty,) with I, p[v] o F; = IF’'[v o ), for TeTyand D=D*o F; the set of functions
lifted from T to 7. Here again, we use the abbreviation [ﬁef and T hy for P =P,

The broken finite element spaces S and the interpolation operators I »,p are lifted to the associated
surfaces wy, = mp(w), and w = 7(w) via the mappings 7, and 7|, respectively. The resulting finite
element spaces are denoted by SE and S, and the interpolation operators by I, hp and Ip.

The spaces Sb, SE, and SP are broken spaces without continuity requirements across element faces.
Following the notation of the Sobolev spaces, we remove the -P and replace the triangulation parameter
by the domain parameter to denote the continuous spaces, e.g.,

S(@) = {ve ST (@)) | [v]e =0, Ve e EM(T (@)},

with EM(T) := {e = 0Ty n 0Ty | T1,T» € T} the set of all interior edges of the triangulation 7~ and
[v]e := U|T1 — v|T2 the jump of v across the edge e between the elements 77 and T5. Analogously, we
define the continuous spaces Sy (wp,) and S(w).

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 @ < Iy, with corresponding finite
element space S®(Tp;P) of order r =1 there exists an interpolation operator Tnp: LN@) — S (T P)
with the following approrimation properties:

Forallpe[l,0],0<I<r+1, and all 0 < m < it holds

"U — thp’U‘mep(T) < hlf_m‘vlwhz,(jﬂ) s Yv e Wl’p(T), T € 7A7L . (11)

Note that this interpolation operator is not the canonical I, »,p from the definition of the local finite
element spaces, but denotes a different, stable interpolation operator. In [EG17, Sec. 3] the L!-stable
interpolation operator IﬁT is introduced, which satisfies the approximation properties. In [EG21, Sec.
18.4] the broken L?-orthogonal projection I% with similar properties is defined. These are elementwise
projections onto the local finite element space IP.

Property 2 (Inverse estimate property). On a piecewise flat subset & < I, the finite element space
SP(Th,P) with local reference finite element (T, P, %) be such that P < WH*(T™f) for some | = 0.
Let 0 <m <l and 1 < p,q <o0. If h is small enough then it holds

m—l+2-2 A 4 ~ A
thHWl,p(’f“) < hT P thHWm,q(T) ) V?)h € Sb(,ﬁw]}p) ) Te 77L (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 I', using the boundedness of the
discrete parametrization 7, see, e.g., [HP23, Lemma 4.3].



Definition 2 (Pair of discrete spaces). We define the pair of discrete spaces (Vi,,Qp) componen-
twise as surface finite element spaces that satisfy Properties 1 and 2,

(Vi Qn) := (Vu(T'h), Qu(T'h)) := (Sh(Ta; Pv), Sp(T(Th); Po)) = H'(T'y) x L*(T)

and denote by Vi, := [V4]? the velocity space and by Q) the pressure space. The pair of spaces is
of order k, = min{r,,ry +1} > 1, where r, and rq denote the orders of the local finite element spaces
Py and Pg, respectively.

For a subdomain wy, < I'y, with boundary owy the wvelocity space with zero boundary trace will be
denoted by Vo p(wp) := {v € Vi(wp) | CIP 0}.

Associated to a pair of discrete spaces (Vj,Qp) is a pair of interpolation operators, which will
be denoted by (Zy;,Zg,). These can be defined by a lifting of the local interpolation operators of
Property 1 to I'y:

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

IIE),IP: LYTy) — SE(Fh;]P’); IE’P[U]‘T = ih71p>[u|T o] o 71';1, TeT(Ty) (13)
Tnp: LYTh) — Sp(Ty; P); Tnplul = T Tnplucm]] 0wt (14)

with S}f and Sy, discrete spaces of order r, and j,% an associated averaging operator over overlapping
DOF's in neighboring elements, as in [EG17, Sec. 4.2].

For the space Vj,, we denote by Zy, : L1 (T, R3) — [S),(Ty; Py)]? with Iy, [v]; := Ty py [vi] the
componentwise interpolation using the global continuous interpolation operator. If the space Q) is
continuous, we identify Zg, := Zj p,,, otherwise, Zg, := I}Z,IPQ'

Let T € T(I'y) be an element of the parametrized surface I'y,. We denote by wr < I', the element-
neighborhood of T', w.r.t. overlapping DOFs in the function space S;,(I'y), and wr_l} = T the trivial
neighborhood associated to the broken function space S};(I‘h). 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 I}?P and I p the following approximation properties hold:
Forallpe[l,0],0<I<r+1, and all 0 < m < it holds

b —m b b
lu — Tyl lymo(ry < By [l oy YuE W (W), Te T(P) c T(Th).  (15)

Proof. The estimates for the broken interpolation operator I,EP follow from Property 1 and the bound-

edness of the lifting operators m, and 7r,;1, see [HP23, Lemma 2.2]. Using the triangle inequal-
ity and considering the case [ = m, we can additionally conclude that I}Z,P is stable in W™P_ i.e.,
’IE,IP[UHWWP(T) < |ulwmp(7)-

The estimates for the continuous interpolation operator Zj p follow by argumentation similar to
[EG17, Lemma 5.1 and 5.2] for their quasi-interpolation operator Z;V plus lifting of the operator to
functions on I'y, by 7, similar as above. O



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 sp, 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 af(-, -)
by a;(-,-) and discretizations of b(-,-) by b;(-,-), 4,7 € {1,2}. This results in four different formulations,
which are summarized in the following general discrete problem:

Problem 4. Fori,j = 1,2 let a pair of discrete spaces (Vi,, Qp) be such that Vi, < [HY(T',)]® and
Qn < HI7YT}). Find up, € Vi, and py, € Qp, n L3(T'y,) such that

ai(wn, vp) + sp(wn, vn) + 0j(vn, pn) = (fom, vn)p Vv €V, (16a)
bj(wn,qn) =0 Van € Qn 0 L§(Th), (16b)

with discrete bilinear forms defined as

a1(w,v) = (Br, (Bu), Er,(Av));, + (Bu, Bo),, . a7)
1 1

as(u,0) == 5 (Vr, B, Vi, Bo)p, — 5(K}iﬁm, Bo). + (Bu, Bo). | (18)

bl(U’?p) = (p7 diVFh Blu)rha (19)

b2(u7p) = _(Vrhp7 u’)rha and (20)

sp(u,v) := nh~1 (u-np,v- nh)rh’ (21)

foru,ve Vy, and p € Qp, withn > 0 and Kg an approrimation of the Gaussian curvature of .

Remark 2.6. The penalty term contains the constant n 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 n = 1 for simplicity and drop the constant from
the penalty term.

Remark 2.7. Instead of using the discrete normal my, in (21), one can also introduce a better approxi-
mation n% of the continuous normal with ||n§l - nHLoo(rh) < hFatl as it is for example done in [HLL20,
HP23] for the Poisson equation. In that case an alternative definition 3, (u,v) := h™=2 (u . n% , V- n%)rh
leads to optimal error estimates. The analysis can be done analogously to the one in Section 5, but
1s 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 L?-estimate in the case kg = 1, but it needs the
construction of the higher order normal approrimation.

Definition 4 (Combined forms and energy norms). For w,v € HL (T) and p,q € L*(T') we denote
by B the combined bilinear form,

B((u,p), (v,9)) := a(u,v) + b(v,p) + b(u,q) , (22)



and corresponding energy norm ||(w, p)||3 = HuH%fém(F) + [|p|/3.
Similarly, for wp, vy, € Vi, and py, qn € Qn we denote by B;; the combined discrete bilinear form,

Bij ((wn, pn), (Vn, qn)) = ai(wn, vn) + sn(wn, o) + bj(vn, pr) + bj(wn, qn) , (23)
with corresponding discrete energy norm ||(wn, pp)||* := |”uhH|2Ah,Fh + thle“h’ with
2 , 2
eanll = [ BhunliZy e,y + el (1)
llnl?, = sn(wn, wn) . (25)

On some domain wy, < 'y, we additionally introduce weighted norms

eellonn = 1B, + 7| Quullu, (26)

el = (Bl o) + 5 Qe (27)

e, = Nl Er1g,) + 771 @ute], - (28)
If the domain is omitted, it refers to the whole surface ', e.g., |||l a, == llll 4, 1, -

Note that the discrete energy norms are independent of the formulations of the discrete bilinear
forms a; and b; and contain only the H Lnorm 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 up € Vj, with h small enough, we have

_1
llwnlla, = lunlon < lunllin < 1Baunllm r,) + 772 llull, - (29)

tan

For we HYT) we can estimate

1Pulls oy < lulersy < el (30)

For we HL  (T) we can estimate
fullon < g - (31)
Proof. The estimates follow similar to [HP23, Remark 2.12 and Lemma 4.7] with the |[-||. ; defined
slightly different, as the estimate in [HP23, (2.15)]. O

While in the continuous setting the two representations of the bilinear form a(u,v) and the diver-
gence term b(u,p) are equivalent, this does not hold in the discrete setting for aj,as and by, by 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 € T (I'y) is a (curved) element of a shape-regular
triangulation and e € 0T is a (curved) facet of the element. Let 1 < m, 1 < p,q < 00, and 0 < s <
m — 1/p be integers with s — 1/qg < m — 2/p. For any v € [W™P(T)]3, the trace v|, € [W*(e)]3, and
we have

1_2_g m
lollwsae) < he 7 ([0lleoy + A" [olwmem))- (32)

10



Proof. For each scalar component of v = [v;] the trace inequality holds, see [Ber89, Lemma 2.4]. The
extension to vector-valued fields follows by norm equivalence. O

Lemma 2.10 (Difference in the divergence terms). For v, € [HY(T})]® and g, € H'(T'y) we can
characterize the difference between the two bilinear forms by and ba by

|b1(vn, @) — ba(vn, a)| < B™ (Rl|Vanllr, + llanlle,) 1vnlln - (33)

If additionally vy - n = 0, we have

[b1(vhs gn) — ba(vn, gn)| < B2 (1] Vanllr, + llgnlie,) 1Rl e, ) - (34)
Further, we have for all constant maps cq
b1 (v, )| S W+ eqlwnlan - (35)
If additionally vy, € Vj,
b1 (vn, cg)| < B eg|wnllonr, - (36)

Proof. Denote by T, = T (T'y,) the triangulation of ', with set of (internal) edges &, := £(T). Writing
out the difference b1 — by and employing elementwise integration by parts, we have

b1(vh, qn) — b2(Vn, qn) = (an, dive, Bop)r, + (Vr,an Boow)r, = . (@rson - [Ve])es

6€5h

where [ve] = v, p+ + 1, - denotes the jump of the outer co-normals on the edge e across the elements.
It is bounded by |[v.]| < h¥s. Additionally, we have the property |P[v.]| < h?*s, see, e.g., [ORX14,
Lemma 3.5] and [JORZ21], and therefore

[on - [ve]| € 19 | Poy| + h* |Quy|.
Using trace inequalities, see Lemma 2.9 with s =0, m = 1, ¢ = p = 2, we thus obtain
|1 (vns an) — b2(vn, an)| < B (]| Vanllr, + llanlir,)
(W IDPwiln, + 155 Poylr, + 1DQurlr, +h ™" |Quallr, )

and hence the first two estimates. For constant maps c,, we use the trace inequality Lemma 2.9 with
s=0,m=1,¢qg=1, and p = 2, and obtain

b1 (01, €0) — ba (0, )| < W] (L DPwy i, + 15| Pon |, + hIDQui i, + [ Qunllr, )
Using inverse estimates, if v, € V}, this yields the last two estimates. O

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 ai and az for v, € [H'(T4)]® and wy, €
[H*(Th)] by

az(vp, wy) — a1(vp, wh)
1 1, .
= 5 (K - K;)Boy, Buwy), — 5 (dive, By, dive, Bawy)y, +r(op,ws)  (37)

with |r(vn, wp)| S h¥~ (hloplgie,) + lonlle,) (Plwslgze,) + lwil g, + I @uwnr, ) - 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 (V},, Q) that satisfy some basic properties including a localized stability property.

We extend the classical condition of Verfiirth [Ver84] to the discrete surface I', for both bilinear
forms by and bo. For this we use the velocity norms ||-||1,, that contain a weighted normal component.

Definition 5 (Verfiirth V-stability). Let j = 1,2, and assume that Q, — H'~Y(T'y). The pair of
spaces (Vi, Q) is called V-stable, if there exists a constant 35 > 0 independent of h such that

b:(v
sp i (v, )
0zvev;, |01

> fallqlir,, , Vge Qnn L3(Ty). (38)

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

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 H'-functions and inverse estimates. O

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 I';, can be covered
by patches built from unions of elements in such a way that each element patch wy, can be lifted from a
flat element patch w 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 & < '), connected via edges of the
triangulation T (T'y), with & = U;"Zl Tj, for Tj € T(T'), is called o piecewise flat macroelement.

Definition 7 (Flattening map). We consider a piecewise flat macroelement . On each element
Tj € T(w) we have an associated constant normal vector n; L Tj We select one element from the
triangulation, T € T (&), and define a local orthonormal tangent basis, denoted by {t',t*}, and normal
vector i = t' x 2. If the macroelement patch and the grid size h are small enough, we can introduce

local bases {t},£2} in all elements by an orthogonal projection fz- = (I-n;®@n;)t = Iajfi, fori=1,2.

VERG]
This defines the map 7: & — R? as a flattening map of the macroelement &,
o sont i g i, Pty (', Pit?)
Tl (2) 1= (! t2tt1. 2) .4 = <A’AJA JURARRA T, 39

with local coordinates & € f, associated to the local tangent basis of the element.
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Lemma 3.2 (Properties of the flattening map). Let i := det(D;7) denote the integration element
defined elementwise on w. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of the grid size h such that
almost everywhere

|7 —=Id| < Ch, and (40)
i — 1| < Ch%, for h < hg small enough. (41)
Proof. See Appendix A.1. O

While there are multiple flattening maps possible, depending on the selection of the tangent element
T € T(&), if h is small enough and the curvature of T' 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 & — R? is defined as the union of the
images of the elements of & under a piecewise affine flattening mapping 7@: & — R2, i.e., @ = U;nzl T;
with T = 7_T(TJ) and TJ an element of &.

Lemma 3.3 (Properties of the flat macroelement). For h < hg small enough, the flat macroelement
w is conforming, non-degenerate, and the ratio of outer to inner diameter hy/py is bounded for all
elements T € T (w) if these properties hold also for the associated piecewise flat macroelement &.

Proof. Let T € T (&). Lemma 3.2 implies that the flattening map conserves the lengths of all edges of
T with O(h) and the area of 7' with O(h?). As the outer and inner diameter depend on the area and
edge length, they are also preserved with O(h). Thus, the elements of @ are non-degenerate. O

Definition 9 (Parametric macroelement). A parametric macroelement wy, kg © Dk, 18 deﬁned

as the union of the images of the elements of & under mp,, i.e., Wh, = U L Thok (T A-) with T the
elements of w. The macroelement wp, x, can also be parametrized over the ﬂat macroelement w via the
elementwise mapping Fyk,: @ — Whk,, Fhk, = Thk, © 7L

Similar as above, we write wy, := wWhk, and Fy 1= Fyk, for simplicity of notation.

Lemma 3.4 (Properties of the parametric macroelement). Let h < hg small enough and let £ :=
EMY(T (@)) denote the set of inner edges of the triangulation of . For the parametrization Fy and

the associated integration element up|7 (%) := A/det(Dz Fy(Z)" Dz F(Z)) for € T, T € T(w), e€ & it
holds,
I[Pz Fn]llLe(ey < Ch, (42a) [Fnllcen(ry < C, VT € T(0), (42¢)
lien = Ll e () < Ch?, and (42b) IDzpnll gy < Ch, (42d)

for some constants C' > 0 independent of h.

Proof. See Appendix A.2. O
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(a) One-dimensional curve (b) Two-dimensional sphere

Figure 1: Visualization of the various macroelements and the mappings between their elements from
the piecewise flat surface @ denoted by 7, and from the flat two-dimensional patch w by Fi.

A collection of macroelements 0, = {&...} that covers the surface I', with each element 7' T(I')
contained in at least one and at most L macroelements is called a macroelement partitioning of
['),. The associated collection €2, = {wp = T (@) ...} is called a macroelement partitioning of I'y,.

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 {Qh} n, of the corresponding sequence
{fh} n, 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 (V},@Qp) 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 Q) = {w..}
a collection of macroelements covering I', with associated collection of parametric macroelements
Qp, = {mp(@) ...} and flattened macroelements Q, = {7(®)...}.

Similar to Section 2.3, we denote by S the lifting of the finite element space S to a flat macroelement
w € ), with the piecewise affine flattening map 7: & — @, with & € Qh,

SP(T(@);P) := {v e L°(T(@),R) | v 07 e SY(T(&);P)}, (43)
S(@;P) :={ve C(@,R) |vo7eS(T(W);P)}, (44)
with the abbreviations SP(7(@)) = S*(T(®@);P,.) and S, (@) = S(w;P,) as before.

Property 3 (Local super-approximation property). For a flat domain & < R? with triangulation
Tn = T (@) let the continuous v € S(w;P) and broken ¢ € H'(Ty,) with ¢|z € CP(T), T € Ty, be given.
Then there exists w € S°(Ty;P) such that

160 = @[l g7y < CRION grmzy, VT € Ty m = 0,1, (45)

with C = C(||@l| e (7)) If U is zero along outer faces of @, so is 0.
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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 ¢, but will later be used with components of the Jacobian of the parametrization
DFEy,.

Example 3.5. For continuous Lagrange functions v € S.(@) Property 3 is satisfied by elementwise
Lagrange interpolation, |y = Ip, [ $0|5], even for only piecewise smooth functions ¢.

Example 3.6. For 7 = 91 + 5 € §(@; P, ® B3), with B3 the element-bubble functions of order 3,
Property 3 is satisfied with w|g = I, 1 [¢p0M] + (#)70®). See also [AX95].

The following property is the basic assumption we make to ensure that the mixed space (V, Qp)
satisfies a V-stability condition on I'y,. The property requires that when we consider individual patches
wy, of the surface I'y, an inf-sup stability condition holds on their associated flat patches w, which can
be verified by classical techniques.

Property 4 (Stability property). There exists a sequence of macroelement partitionings {n}h<n,
covering the corresponding discrete surfaces {I'y}n<n,. For every wy, € Qy, there exists an associated
flat macroelement & with diam(w) < h. The spaces (V(©),Q(®)) associated to the localized pair
(Vily, » @nl,,) through the lifting F,, i.e.

V() ={veH' (@) |voF, '€ V|, } = S(@Py),
QW) ={ge L*@) | o Fy ' € Qul,, } = S®(T(®@);Pq),

satisfy the following stability property:
For all g € Q(@) n LE(w) there exists © € [V (@)]* with ©|,, = 0, such that

(V-v.q),=BlVolalils (46)
with ' independent of the macroelement @ 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 @ is large enough, there exist stability constants 5 for each macroelement @ 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 3’ 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 (Sp(@), Sk_1(@)) of Lagrange spaces of order k and k — 1, called the Taylor-
Hood element [TH75], is an example of a pair of spaces that satisfies Property J for k = 2 if all @
contain at least three triangles, see. [BF91, Bof9/]. Another example, (S(@;P1 ®B3), S1(@)), is called
the MINT element, see [ABF§/].
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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 (Vi,,Qp) 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 V}, from

a discrete flat vector field in [V((D)]Q. This is done in two steps. At first we lift the field into the
tangent spaces of the elements of the discrete surface I',. 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 & < R? be a flat macroelement with diam(w) < h, wy, =

F(w) < Ty a parametric macroelement, V(@) a discrete continuous space with Property 3, and let

up € [V(@)]Q be a flat discrete (continuous) vector field with upl,, = 0. We set u: @ — R3,
u(z) = DFy(Z)un(z). Then there exists a continuous uy € [V((Z))]3 with ur|,, = 0 such that

lwr — ullgm (T @) ) < Mol gm@r2), form=0,1 (47)

and s o Fy 1hw, S @l @ pe) - (48)

Proof. Let ¢ := DZF}JL It holds [|¢|| ooy < C with C independent of i on all T € T(@), see Lemma 3.4.

By Property 3 with v := @}, there exist w" € SP(7(w); Py) with wij|% = 0 such that
D}, — 0| gy S hllh, | prm (7 r) - (49)

We construct the field w € [Sb(T(fD);Pv)]?’, with w/ = @' + w?, and introduce the smoothing
ur = Jg'p, [w] using the averaging operator from [EG17] that preserves zero boundary traces. By
inserting w into (47) we estimate by triangle inequality
lwr — vl gm(7rs) < lw — vl gmgrs) + lwr — W gm g rs) -
The estimate of the first term is given by summing up the componentwise estimate (49), i.e.,
|w — DE G| gm (7 3y S blln | gm 1 r2) -

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

lur = wll gz ps) < P77 0 ITwllle < b2 3 (1w — e + [1Te]lle)

ecdT ecdT
<2 S ([w = wlllle + 1D ooy ln )
e€dT

S " (lw = wullo + [[DFR]l Lo iy [[unll2)
+h T (Jw = wll ey + 1D o e 1 | 1 )
< WA+ BT IDE | o) (e + Al @) -
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where £ := £(T(@)) represents the set of inner edges of the triangulation of @. We have ||[DF}]| Lo(8) S
h, see Lemma 3.4, and since u, € H}(w) we have by Poincaré inequality [GT77, (7.44)] with
diam(w) < h the estimate ||uy||o < h||Dupl/o. So we get

lwr — wl| g (7 g3y < B2 |G| i (@) -

For m = 0 we get the assertion by inverse inequality.
For inequality (48) we set uy, := us o F, '. Note that as Q,u = 0 we have on T = F},(T)

lunt < IVrunllr + llunllr + (B + ([Wall o) |Quunllr
< lurll goery + | Quur |l 7

< Ml gy + lur = ull gy + 2@ (ur = w)llz
<

[|wn

IDF[weo (| nll g 7y + AllGR | B @) + (1800
]

When switching from w to wy, we usually lose the normalization (p),, = 0. The following lemma
compensates for this.

Lemma 3.9 (Norm of averaged pressure). Let w be a macroelement with volume |w| < 1/2. For
q€ L*(w) and q — {q)w € LE(w) the L?-norms are equivalent with ||q|lw < 2/ — {Dwllw < 4l|q|lw-

Proof. This follows from [{(g),| < \wl%Hqu, and the triangle inequality. O

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 (Vj,Qp) be a stable pair of discrete spaces on Ty, and wy, a
parametric macroelement associated to a flat macroelement . We denote the restriction of the spaces

to wp, by (Vi (wn), Qnlwy)) = (Vh]wh , Qh]wh). For all q, € Qp(wp) mL%(wh) there exists vy, € Vo p(wp),
such that

(diVFh By, Qh)wh = B,thHl,h,whHQhHwh (50)
for some ' > 0 dependent on B' of Property J and maxger (g [ Fhllco (7).

Proof. Let q € Qp(wp) N LE(wy), then G := g 0 F), € Q(&). For p := §— (@) there exists a continuous
v € [V(@)]2 with o|,; = 0, where V is the associated flat componentspace to Vj,, and a constant
B’ > 0 independent of h and the macroelement @, such that (46) holds. We introduce a discontinuous
vector field v := DF}, v that is tangential to the elements of wy. By the super-approximation property
Lemma 3.8 there exists a continuous vy € [V((D)]g with vr|;, = 0 such that (47) and (48) hold. We
introduce the lifting to wy via vy 1= vy o Fh_1 € Vo.n(wr). We add and substract the tangential map
vo F; ! on each element to the left hand side of (50), i.c., we write

J gn divr, Byv, dup, = Z <f qn divr, B, (vp, —vo Fh—l) dup + f gn divp, v o Fh—l th) .
“h TeT(wy) T T
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Using Lemma 3.8 we obtain

> gn divr, By(vy —vo Fy ) dpn < |gllollvr — vl g 7@y < Plalal ol g @)
TeT (wp) YT
h

As v are coordinates for v with respect to the parametrization Fj, we have
f qn divp, v o Fy tduy, = J g div(uy,o)dz = f q pp divo dz + J g Dy, - v dz,
T T T T

where i, = /det DFYDF},. We have on each element |u; — 1| < h? and |Dpuy| < h, see Lemma 3.4.
Thus, we obtain

< hlgllal1?] g @)-

f qn divr, Byvy dpp, — f g divodz
wh 7

w

Note that since ©|,, = 0, by Property 4, using Lemma 3.9, and the fact that for v € ‘707;1 (@) a Poincaré
inequality for h < hgy holds, we have that

: B s
| qaivods = | paivods > FIplellDols > 5 llalel Dol > Tlalalolme)
w

w

follows. Thus for A < hg small enough we have the estimate

| andive, Bondpn > [ paiveds - cn HquHvHHl(@>(4—0h Il 12l 221
wp, w
Qal

[CA—
= gH(JHwHUHHl(w) - (51)

By definition, we have for ¢, = go F}, ' the estimate ||gs|w, < ||d|le, and for v, by Lemma 3.8
lvnll1hw, < ||{’HH1(¢:;)- ]

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 €2, such that each element
T € T(I'},) is contained in at least one and in at most L of these macroelements.

Lemma 3.11 (From local to global stability). Let each T}, be covered by a macroelement partition
Qp = {wp = T'n}, and let Q@ = {J,<p, Qn- If a local stability estimate (50) holds on all macroelements
wp € Q, i.e., there exist 8’ > 0 independent of wy, such that

(diVFh Bz'vwh ) Qwh)wh

Sup 2 B/HQwhHwh Y VQwh € Qh(wh) M L(Q)(Wh) ) (52)

O#Uwhe‘/b’h(wh) vahulyhvwh

then we obtain the global V-stability estimate (38).
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Proof. Let ¢ € Qnp(I'y) N L%(Fh) and wy € Q. We set p,, = q|wh and qu, ‘= Pu, — {Qw, €
Qn(wn) N LE(wy). By (52) there exists v, € Vo u(wn), such that

(diVFh Bszh , qwh)wh = B,HqumHwthwh”l,h,wh'

We introduce the extended velocity fields v, € V;,(T') by v, o, = Ve and v = 0 since fields

0
Wh |Fh\wh
in Vj 5 (wp) have boundary trace zero. Summing up the local velocities over all macroelements defines
the global velocity field

v = Z vgh e Vi(Ty).

whEQh

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

lllallalie, < 23 2 lvadhipelldle, <200 )7 v,

WHEQ W;meh;ég WHEQ

1,h,wp, quh Hwh’

where we used Lemma 3.9 in the last step, and L denotes the maximal number of macroelements
containing an element 7" € 7 (I',). For the divergence term, we estimate

(divr, Bo, q)p, = >, (dive, Bol, . )p, = >, (dive, Bow, s p,),,

whEQ, wpEQ,

= 2 (diVFh Bz'vwh ) q""h)wh + (diVFh B‘vah ) <q>wh)wh
wWhEQ

= Z IB/HQWhHwhHUwhHLh,wh + (dinh Blvwh ) <q>"-’h>wh .
whEQh

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

(dive, Bivw, , D), 05 K@y v, 1m0 allw, v,

< hkg+1||qwhHUJthWhHl,h,Wh'

|1,h,wh

Setting (9 := iﬁ’ , we obtain for h < hg small enough

(dive, B, q)p, 2 8 Iyl [0, 1y, > Bl

UJ}LEQh

1,h \QHFh-

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 I'j,. 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 (V4, Q) 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 H'-norms
on I' and T'.
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Lemma 4.1 (H'-estimates). Let v, € H'(T'}). Then we have

I(VrPv},) — Vi, Bow|r, <

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

For i,j € {1,2}, vector fields v,w € [H(T")]3, and functions ¢ € [H/~}(T)]® we introduce the
difference forms

dq; (v, w) := a(Pv, Pw) — a;( B,v°, Bw°),

By, (v, Q) b(Pv,q) = bj(Bv,q),
a(v) = (f,v)p — (£°, B®)p,

I

Furthermore, we set
51’]’(7), Q)(wa T) = 6l(w) - 6%' ('U? UJ) - (Sbj (’U, ’I”) - (517]‘ (wv Q) . (53)
Lemma 4.2. For vy, wy, € [L?(T',)]?, we have
[au(wh)| < K f e lonllon (54)

Proof. See [HP23, Lemma 4.8] O

Lemma 4.3. For vy, wy, € [H'(T'})]?, we have

bas (v wh)| < B ol ollwnlle (55)
b0z (08, 01)| S B onllullwonllg + B Buonll gy oy 1 Bhewnll iy, oy - (56)
For v,w e HZ,(T) we have
0an (0, w0)] <B5 ol gz lwllpgz 1y (57)
a0, w0)| <HE 0l gz w0l ) + B ol g oy lwllgrr oy - (58)
Proof. A corresponding error estimate for a(v,w) := (P'v, Pw) HL_(T) is proven in [HP23, Lemma

4.12]. The same proof can also be employed for the symmetric gradient E(Pwv) instead of the full
gradient. Finally, the Gauss curvature term can be split in two parts

((KPU;; , Pwl). — (K°Pyvy, Phwh)rh) + ‘((K@ ~ KHBw,, Bﬂ“h)rh’ .
The first term behaves like the mass matrix term in [HP23, Lemma 4.9] and can be estimated by
(K Pl Pwf) — (K*Pyow, Pywn)y, | < 55 on o wi o

The second term is estimated by (9), the requirement on the Gaussian curvature approximation. [J
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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 vy, wy € V}, we have

a1 (vp, wp) — az(vp, wp)| S 1 opllBwnllgs @,y (59)

Lemma 4.5 (The divergence form). For vy, € [H*(I',)]® and q, € L*(T}) the following estimate holds
for h < hg small enough:

O, (Vh, G1) < (60)
Proof. We write
166, (07, a5)| < [(an, (dive Poy,)® = dive, Bg)p |+ B gp e, |[(dive Pog)°||r,
< llanlle, (Ve Pop)® = Vi, Baglr, + £ |gnlr, | Ve Py 0
< W Jon|s nllgnllry
where we use Lemma 4.1. ]

Lemma 4.6 (The alternative divergence form). For vy, € [L?(I'y)]® and q, € H'(T'},) the following
estimate holds for h < hg small enough:

00, (0hsah)| < B8 onllo4l| Vi (61)

Proof. We introduce B := Dr, m with |[1 — |det Bl 1 (r,) < hFst1 cf. [HLL20, Lemma 4.1]. By the
triangle inequality, we get

’5b2(vﬁv% ‘ ’ Vr,an, ﬂvh) (quﬁ, Puy),. ‘
< |(Vraan s (B = Pyon)p, | + |(Tr,00 = (Fea)* s Pon)p, | + 0 (F0gh) I, | Polr,
We further estimate using ||PB, — B||pxr,) < hFot!
‘(VFth —(Vrah)e, Pup). ‘ = ‘ (B, — B)Vr,qn, Pop)p, ’
< W5V, anllr, | Pon]r, -
We have also

(Veuans (B = Pyon)y, | < | (Va0 BB = P)Bo)y, | +| (Ve BB~ P)Quon)y, |

< h2kgHVFth”Fh”vhHFh + hkgHVF}LQhHFhHthhHFh'

Using || Pop|r, < [|[Bonlr, + [|@uvnllr, and [[(Vrgh)éllr, < |V, anlir, we obtain the estimate. [
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Remark 4.7. If v, € [L2(T)]? and q, € Qn, < HY(T},), inverse estimates Property 2 combined with
(61) yield

180, (05 48| < B llwnllonllan I, - (62)

We see that the estimate for by is better than the one for by if the function ¢ is smooth enough.
We can use Lemma 2.10 to improve the estimate for b; for tangential velocities.

Lemma 4.8. Let vy € [HY(T,)]? with v, -n =0 and g, € H*(T}). For ky > 1 we have the estimate

‘51;1 (vil;aQil;)‘ < B opllg oy lanlla ) - (63)
If additionally vy, € [H?(T4)]3, we have for k, = 1

190, (0hs 01| < 1210 |z

tan

o llanll e r,) - (64)

Proof. For k4 > 1 this follows from Lemma 2.10 and Lemma 4.6. For k, = 1 we revisit the proof of
Lemma 4.5: It is a.e. on I

divp Pv}, — (divy, Bvy)’ = tr((P — B~ Vo)) + Hy(vh, ny) — Hv), n),

where H and Hj, denotes the mean curvature of I' and I'j,, respectively. For k; = 1 and v, - n = 0,
the last two terms vanish and we can write

divp Pvj, — (divy, Bowy)t = tr((P — B™Y) V) = tr(Q, Vrvy) + tr((B.P — B~1) Vo))

As we have for v = v,‘; that tr Q,Vrv = n%ninP;Dkvl, we get the estimate,

(@ (divr Pof) — (divr, Bow)),| < |(an, 6@ Vo)) | + |(an, (AP — B™)Vroh), |
S h2||’Uf€HH3an(r)||Qh||H1(Fh) ;
see [HP23, Lemma 2.6]. O
We can now state the combined error estimates for d;; as defined in (53).
Lemma 4.9. For vy, wy, € [HY(T4)]?, and qp,r,, € H'~Y(T},), we have for h < hg small enough

12 I k j— j—
013 (0h 08) @l )| < 157 (0l + Bl gy ) (10l + B gl gy e,y + RIS )

+ (i = A" || Bawp | g2 (Th) - (65)

tan

o) 108 | e

tan

Forue H. (T), pe HYT), and vy € Vi, qn € Qp, € HI7Y(T'},), we have for h < hg small enough
0i5 (w,p)(0f )| € W (lonllin + lanlr,) (el azz, o + Il ey + 1£1r) (66)
+ (i - 1)th<Hﬂvh”Hgan(rh)HUHHQM(F)
_1 . .
< (W% + G = ) Nwns an) Il (Il oy + el ey + I£00) - (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 vy, and gy,. O

In order make use of the stronger estimate (57) of Lemma 4.3, both vector fields need to be in
H2 (). Since we are considering discrete vector fields, these will not be as smooth. However, the

following lemma will be used for approximations of HZ2,,(I')-vector fields.

Lemma 4.10. Let v,w € HZ (T), q,r € HY(T), and vy, wy, € Vi, and qn,mn € Qn < HI7Y(TY)

discrete approximations of v,w and q,r, respectively. Then
81 (V5 ah) (wh, 77| < W F (01 (v, vn, ¢ qn) + | FIIr) 01 (w, wn, v, 73) + (i — 1ROz (v, v3)02(w, wh) ,
with

01(v, 00, 4, qn) = [1vllezz, o) + gl e, oy + 27 lwn = 0 ln + 17210 = anll =1y

O2(v,vp) = || By(vn — )| g

tan

@) T ||U||Hgan(r)

Proof. We split the term by writing

51']‘((’0}[;, qi)’ (’wﬁa Tﬁ)) = 51‘3’((’0,(]), ('wa T‘)) + 51’]’((0}6 -, Qil; - Q)a (w’ T))
+ 5ij((vv Q)7 (wlt; - w7rfz - T)) + 623((”;; -, sz - Q)> (wll; - w,rfl - T))

We use (57) of Lemma 4.3, and Lemmas 4.2, 4.6 and 4.8 to estimate the first term by

o+ IFIr) (ol

65((0, ), (w, )] < W% (1ol o) + Nl 2 + Il o)

tan tan

+ (i = DM |v]| gz

tan

(F)HwHH1 (r) -

tan

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

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 H'- and L?-norms of
the errors in the velocity.

We simultaneously analyze the discrete problem with the bilinear forms a; and b;. Each discrete
problem i, j can have a pair of discrete solutions uﬁlj, pﬁf To keep the notation short, we omit the
indices and abbreviate the discrete solutions as uj and py,.

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 I', into macroelements
such that Properties 3 and 4 are satisfied for the pair of discrete spaces (V4,, Qp,) 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 (V3, Qp) be a pair of discrete spaces. Fori = 1,2, and ki > 0 if i = 2,
the form a; + sy, is coercive with respect to |H~|HAh, i.e., there exists a hg, and n; > 0 independent of h,
such that for all h < hg

ai(vn, vn) + sn(vn, o) = milloall%,
for all vy € Vj,.

Proof. Let vy, € V. Then by Lemma 4.1, we have

0 k k
I Bonlz, o) S 1P, @)+ B 1B Rl e, o lonlln 22 Tonlt
¢ kg—2 2
< IPO Iy oy + B H ol

By Lemma 4.3, we further have

1 .
1P I3y < ai(vn,vn) + B2 [log I, fori=1,
1 . .
1P I3y < ai(vn, vn) + (W72 + B lop I, for i = 2.
This implies coercivity. O

Lemma 5.2 (Well-posedness). Let (V3,Qn) be a stable pair of discrete spaces. For i,5 € {1,2},
Qn < HYTy), kx > 0 4fi = 2, and h < hg small enough, each discrete saddle point problem in
Problem / has a unique solution. Moreover, there exists a constant B3 > 0 independent of h such that

sup Bij((v,q), (w,r))
04 (v,0)€Vi x Qo1 (v, )l

> Pl (w, )] for all (w,7) € Vi x Qopn,  (68)
where Qo = Qn N L3(T).
Proof. Note that as [|v]| 4, < [|v]l1,n for v € V}, indepent of h, (38) implies

bi(v,
sup ]( )
vev, 1Vl 4,

> Bjllallr,  for all ¢ € Qo - (69)

Well-posedness and Brezzi-inf-sup stability (68) then follow by coercivity using standard arguments,
see, e.g., [ESWO05, Lemma 5.2]. O
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 (V,,Qp) be a stable pair of discrete spaces of order k, as in Definition 10. For
i, € {1,2} we assume Qn = H'~Y(T}) and denote by uy, € Vi, pp, € Qp n L3(T'y,) the discrete solution
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of (16), and by w e HFTY(T),p e H*(T) the continuous solution of (3). For h < hg small enough,

tan
we have the estimates

ku
(e = Ty w5 = Tl < A5 (lullgra oy + 120 gt o))
(v, = wn, Taup® = o)l € A7 (1wl ggir oy + Il g oy + 1£1r)
with my := min{k,, kg — %} and my := min{k,, kg — %, kx}, and hence
I = w2 = o)l A7 (Ml ggsaces ey + 2l oy + £

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

Bij((Zv, u® — un,Zg,p° — pn), (vn, qn)
BTy —wnTopt —pll < swp 0 2 )
(V1,qn)EVi X Qo Il(vn, qn)
< Byl Zv;, u® — u, Zg, p° — p)|l
.
+ sup 5ij(uap)(’vh7Qh) + Sh(ue)vh)

(vn,an)Vax Qo Il (wn, gn)l

< B (ull gy + 1Pl g oy + IFIT)

where we have used that [|u®fl,, < hko~3 |u||r for all w e HL, (T). O

The following estimates for the normal parts of the solution and estimates in a H'-norm follow
directly from the energy norm estimates.

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

a1
1Qw— )il < W™ % (Iull gy + 1Pl gz oy + 1 £1)

)

N——

1
o = il < Bl sy + 100 g oy + 110
with m; as in Theorem 5.5.
In the following proofs (but not in the statements of the theorems) we will use the abbreviation

0= ”uHHf;;l“(F) + ”pHHf;l(p) + H.fHF

5.3. Error Estimates in Tangential Norms

For k, > kx = ky = 2, we computationally observe a convergence order in the tangential H Lnorm
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 < hg small enough, we have the
estimate

Ip = sl + A1V~ ph)llrw < e = Py oy + 57 (sl gy s ey + [0l gz oy + 151

with 1y = min{k,, k;} and mg 1= min{m, kx}.

Proof. We set e, = p—pfb, éph = L, p—pn, and ey, = €, —(Z0, P)r, € Qrn LE(T')). By interpolation
error estimates Lemma 2.5 and inverse estimates, we have

{4 0 ku
lp = prlle + AlIVe (e = pp)ll7@) S llepnlle + 1KZaupyra | + 25 1Pl gt )
Further we have by interpolation error estimates
k Ko k
Zaupdrl < KZaup = 19m, | + 1o+ plle < (B + 154 1p] g o)
By V-stability (38), we have

b'('vhjeph)
lepplie < sup 22
p7h ’l}hGVh ||vh||1,h

From Lemma 2.10 follows

bi(Vn, epn) < bj(Vn, Epn) + B [(Zg, p)r, | vn

< bj(0n €5) + bi(wn Tgup — ) + K5 (P 4 B0 ]| [omloe

0,h

By Lemma 2.10 and interpolation error estimates, we have
bj(vn, g, p — 1°) < bi(vn, Ig,p — p°) + (7 — DA™ (hl|V(Zg,p — p)Iv, + 1Zup — #°IIr,) lwnllin
< (G = DAYV (Zgup = p)lIry, + 1Zaup = P°Ir, ) lonle
< W™ lpll gt oy lon e
Thus, we have
by (on epn) S bj(vn,€5) + (A + 15+ ] g o ol
We write

bj(vn,€,) = 6ij(u,p)(vp,0) + sp(un, vi) — ai(vp, u° — up).
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We have by Lemma 4.9 (66)

015 (1,) (v, 0)| < (W% + (i = 1)RF) Olfonl1 .

Further, we have by Theorem 5.3

1 1 1 41
[sn(en, wn)| < B2 Il Jlonllon < B3 (Il — wll,, + B3 [ullr) [onllon < B 20]vn o

By Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 and Corollary 5.4, we have

g (o, 0 — )| < (B9 = wnll o+ = DR B (0 = )|y

tan

(rh)> onll1n

< (PEo (U = DR = wnu + (= DI — P

tan

o) ol

< (W30 4 (= DR = Puf gy ) ol
Thus, we obtain
|ai(vp, u® —up)| S ’a(PUﬁau - Puﬁ)’ + [0a; (vn, u® —up)| < <||U — Puj |l )+ hkﬁmﬁ%@) [[vnll1,n-
We have now proven that

b;(vp, €
sup M < lu — Pul|| g @) + <hmi+% + (i — l)th) ©.
oneVi lvnllin tan
Using the definition of m;, this yields the assertion. O
We cite the following lemma from [HP23]:

Lemma 5.6. Let v € H (T) n C(I,R3) for m > 2, and let I x: C(T') — [Sp(Th;Px)]® denote

tan
Lagrange interpolation of order k = m — 1. Let T € T(I') be a curved element, and hr the diameter

of T. Then for 0 <! < min{m, k}

I !
1QInwvllr < by N In gl ery < by ollg, oy + B7 ol g, o)-

tan

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

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

Theorem 5.7. The same conditions apply as in Theorem 5.53. For h < hg small enough, we have the
estimate

1P(w— )l < hllw— Puflly, o) + B (1l gt oy + 12 g o) + 15r)

with 1y := min{k, + 1,kq + 1,2ky — 1} and Iy := min{ly, kx}.
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Proof. We set e := u — ui We consider the adjoint problem defined by
(1, 9) € Hiyo(T) x L§() = B((v,9), (1, 9)) = (Pe, ). V(v,q) € Hyo(T) x L§(T) (70)
By Lemma 2.3, the solution (1, ¢) fulfills the regularity estimates
1 g2 () + [9llm ) < [[Pellr.

Note that 1) is continuous. We interpolate the solution using in particular Lagrange interpolation for
Y, and set Yy, = I}, ingr, 21 € [Sh(Fh;IP’min{kuQ})]?’ c Vj, and ¢y, := Ig, ¢ € Qp. By interpolation
error estimates and the regularity, we have

(= whs o — f )l < Il — o

en 116 = hle < b (1% gz, oy + 6l ry) < lIPelr, (71)

I,

and by Lemma 5.6 with m = 2, and [ = k = min{2, k, }, as well as regularity, we have
HQ/libhHFh < hmin{z’ku}JrlH’l:b”Hg;n{Qﬂku}(Fh) + h3||¢”Ht2an(Fh) < hmin{3’k”+1}”P€HF.
This implies
_1 _1 min{3.ky _1
ey, < b2 1QnlIr, + h*o~2 [[4p[|, < Rn3Futbhad = Pel|p. (72)
e mnsert v = Pe an =p— — T as a test function pair into and obtain
We i Pe and q = p — p}, — {p}) function pair into (70) and obtai
|Pell? = B ((Pe,p— pf, — whyr), (,0))
=B ((PE,p — 1), (% — Pn, ¢ — ¢h)) + dij <Uﬁ,pﬁ) (Yn, n) + sn (wn, ¥n) - (73)
We estimate by (71) and Lemma 5.5
B ((Pe.p—pf), (v — w6 — 6n)) < 1(Pe.p = ph)llsll (% — & — én)ll 5
< b (IPellgy, o) + lIp = phlir) |1 Pellr
< h(IPellgy, o) + 1™ 6) |[Pellr.
The sp,-term is estimated by Theorem 5.3 and (72)
i _1
|5h (’U:h,'l,bh)| < |”uh“|sh|”1»bh|”5h < hmz+m1n{3,ku+17k9} 2@||Pe||r
We use Lemma 4.10 to estimate
S (a8, (5. 04)) < W51 (04 g, — L+ W20 — pall g1, ) [Pl

+ (= DR (1B = vl ) + ©) 1Pellr
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By Corollary 5.4, we have
= uelop < B30,
and by Lemma 5.5
I T Phll g,y S hY|Pell g1y + ©.
W.lo.g. we can assume m; — % > 0, and obtain

. _1
i ((uh ph), (81, 01)) < W\ Pellgy )| Pelr + (R + pmetho=3) ] Pelr
+ (i — 1)h*< 0| Pe||r.

Using these estimates in (73) yields

|]Pe||12~ < hHPeHHtla (F)HPeHF + (h'rm+1 + hm¢+min{3,ku+1,kg}_%) @HPGHF
+ (i — 1)hF< 0| Pe||r.
Using my = min{ky, kg — 3} and my = min{ky, ky} yields the assertion. O

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

Theorem 5.8. The same conditions apply as in Theorem 5.5. For h < hg small enough, we have the
estimate

L My
lw = Pufllgn, o < 5™ (Il g oy + 1] g oy + 1 £
with 1y = min{ky, kg} and mge = min{m, kx}.

Proof. Let e = u — uﬁ. As in the proof of Theorem 5.3 we split the error e into the interpolation

error ey = u — IvhuZ and the discrete remainder eq = Zy, u — uy.
Note that we have by inverse estimates, interpolation error estimates, Theorem 5.7, and Corollary 5.4

ledllr, + hlledllin < llefr +r*© < || Pellr + |Qe|r + 1*© < hl|Pe| g1 ) + h™6.
By Corollary 5.4 we have for e the estimates
leflls < A 720 < H O,
and

ey

tan

) S 1 Pellgy oy + B)|e|ln < || Pellg ) + h™O.

tan

Consider the product [Pey]’ = Y] y P;ezl and apply the interpolation operator 7, p,, summandwise.
As P is smooth, we have by discrete commutator property of Zj, p,,, see [Ber99, EG04],
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1P} — Ty [PEe Tl ryy < Bl orpys for m = 0,1.
We set [en]" =Y. i npy [P}eé] € V3, . From the componentwise estimate we deduce

|[Peq — enllr, < hlledllr, ,
|Peq — enllmr,) < hlleallin-
We estimate the normal part of ey,
|@nenlir, < ||Qnen — QnPealr, + |QuPedllr, < hllealr, S P?(|Pellg ¢ + k™6,
Thus, we have

¢ ¢ ¢
|Pepllay )y < llen — Peallmir) + | Pegll

tan

£ - M
lenllun < |1 Pebllms, ) +h | @Quenlir, < [1Pellg ) + R™6.

We further estimate

1P (e — e})ll 2

tan

(1) < hku@ + hHedHl,h < hHPeHHtlm(F) + hmZ@ .

To estimate HPeHHg (ry» we use the bilinear form a, add and subtract Pefb, and set g, = pp —
Zo,p — {Zg,p)r, € Qn N L3(T}) to obtain

HPerqtlan(F) < a(Pe, P(e — €})) + a(Pe, Pe})

4
— ©hn
= a(Pe, P(e - 6%)) + B((evp _ph)¢ (efw Qil;)) + b(efnp - ph) + b(ea Q}l;)
4
)

= a(PeaP(e € )) + Sh(’Uh,eh) + 5ij(<u€zap£)v (e;iHQfL)>

+ b(eé,p - (Ith)Z - <Ith>Fh) + b(e - ei, Q}l;)
We estimate
a(Pe, P(e —e})) < | Pell g, I Ple —e)lmy, ) < hlPelfp ) +h™O|Pelg ).
It is by Theorem 5.3
s(un en) < llunlly, lleall,, < A7 2O Pel sy o) +h™O) < W™ 1] Pel py 1) + h2™62
For the ¢;;-Term, we split
055 ((uh, ph), (€hy 1)) = 05 ((w, ), (€}, 45)) — 6i5((e, pf, — p), (€f,, @4))
and estimate by Lemma 4.9 (66)

0ij((w,p), (€, 4)) < B*O (llenlln + llanllv,) + (i = DA™ O Benll gz )
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Note that by interpolation error estimates and Lemma 5.5, we have
lag e < lIpn — Zoupliv, < h¥© + [Ip— phlic < | Pellg_ ) + b7,
Hence, using the estimates for ey established at the beginning of the proof, we have
I k Mg . k i
015 ((w.p): (ef ah)) < B0 (| Pellggy, vy + h™O) + (i = DA~ O(| Pell gy, r) + h™*6).

Analogously, we have using Lemma 4.9 (65)

5ij((e,ph — ), (ehya8)) < 15 (lenllun + llanlle,) (1€ + lon = o, + h©)
+ (= DI Bl o [ Brenlla,, o)
<1 (IPels o) + 170) (IPelly, o) + (+" +1)0)
+ ('L - 1)th(HPe”Htlan(F) + hﬁ’bz(._))Q

Thus, we obtain

015 (uh 24 (eh 0h)) < B (11 Pell gy, oy + 7™ 0) (IPellry, vy + (™" +1)8)
+ (i = DI (I1Pel gy, ) + ©) (I Pellgry, o) + 1™ 6) .

tan

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

beh,p — (Zqup)") < | Pebllp,

tdﬂ

nlp = Zo,p)’lIr < b0 <||Pe||H1 hmz@)

and

ble — e}, qn) < || P(e — e}l g

o ollgile < (R Pellgy o)+ h70) (IPellgy, ) +h™)
We summarize

”Pe”Hl (D) < hHP8HH1 () + hiQ HPeHHl + B2 2
+ (i — 1)th(HPeHH1 ot @||pe||H1 )+ h©2).

For i = 2, we can assume w.l.o.g. kx > 0. Thus for h small enough, we obtain the assertion. O

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

Ip = phlle < 1™ (Il g1 oy + 12l g oy + 1510)
£ i
1P = uf)r < B (ul iy + Il oy + 170E)

with M1 = min{ky, kg}, Mo = min{my, kx} as in Lemma 5.5 and Iy = min{k, + 1,k + 1,2k, — 1},
lo = min{ly, kx} as in Theorem 5.7.

31



6. Numerical Experiments and Results

In the numerical experiments we parametrized a sphere I' = S? with surface finite elements by starting
from a coarse reference triangulation and projecting refined grid vertices to I' using the closest-point
projection 7(x) = x/||x||. A red-refinement of the grid elements gives a sequence of piecewise flat
reference surfaces I'j,. The higher-order parametrization is then obtained by piecewise interpolation of
m on the flat elements. The numerical experiments below are implemented in the finite element frame-
work AMDIiS/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 T, (b) Curved triangulation I', (¢) 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
k4 = 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 {u*, p*} to the Stokes problem (1) defined in the embedding space
R? as

p*(%ya Z) =, U*(:Evya Z) = Curlf‘(z - 1‘2), (74)

with curlp 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,

flz,y,2) = ( —2?—y+ 1,x(6z —y+1),—x(6y + z))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 (S, k., Sh k,—1), With continuous velocity and pressure, [TH73],

2. MINI element (Sp(I'y;P1 @ B3), Sp.1), which enriches the piecewise linear velocity space with
element bubble functions, [ABF84],
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3. Conforming Crouzeix—Raviart (CR) element (S, (I'y; P2+B3), SP ), with discontinuous piecewise
linear pressure, [CR73], and

4. P2P0 element, with continuous piecewise quadratic velocity and piecewise constant pressure,
(Sh2,Sp,), [BBF13].

Note that the elements with discontinuous pressure, CR and P2P0, are not suitable for the by 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, € {1,2,3}. For the k; = 1 case the bound 2k, — 1 limits
the convergence for all finite elements. Also the absolute errors are very close. For piecewise quadratic
surfaces with k, = 2, the bound in the convergence comes from the interpolation errors and the bound
k. +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 k; = 3 only the
Taylor-Hood element can increase the convergence order to the optimal order 4.

l117b17Withkg:1 a17b1,withkg:2 al,bhwithkg:?)
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Figure 3: (Colours online) Tangential L2-errors || B, (u® — up)||r, on the discrete surface I',

In a second study, we use the bilinear form ay for different curvature approximations kyx. The
curvature K 2 is thereby constructed from a higher order approximation of the surface I' of order k, or
kg + 1. Due to Remark 2.4, in this case we get only even approximation orders kx of the continuous
Gaussian curvature K. Figure 4 shows a comparison for different surface approximations. In the case
of odd geometry orders, e.g., k; € {1,3}, the corresponding intrinsic curvature Kfl = K} is only of
order ky = kg — 1. This is not sufficient to obtain the optimal convergence order in the tangential
L?-norm. Even in the case kg = 2, where kx = ky, the curvature approximation limits the convergence
order. We conclude that for the bilinear form ao the parametrization with K 2 = Kj, and ky, = 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 ao.
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Figure 4: (Colours online) Tangential L?-errors ||B,(u® — up)|r, on the discrete surface I'j, for the
bilinear form as

The pressure L?-norm error is visualized in Figure 5 for the three geometry orders ky = 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 L?-errors ||p® — py|r, on the discrete surface T'j,
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Appendices

A. Properties of macroelements

A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof. Let z € T] If TJ =T , the selected element, we have i = 1 and the assertion follow directly. If
T; is direct neighbor of T} we can estimate the jump in the normal by comparing against the normal
n of the continuous surface I' in a point on the edge #;; € T; N T},

172 — 7|l < |17 — m(Zij) || + lIn(Zi5) — 7yl < Ch,
using standard geometric estimates [DE13]. Since the elements in w are connected via edges we can
find a chain of direct neighboring elements from all 7} to T'. Thus, we have

]1 _ Hfajikuj < [# - Pidt| < ]<£k,ﬁj>] < |n; — 7| <Ch fork=1,2
This immediately implies (40). Moreover, we have
fily, = det(D; 7ly) = (1, Byt - (@, By — (i, Byi) - (22, Bty = | Byt x Byt |(, ).,
and
. N 1,4 . o L. o on 5 o
B! x B2,y — 1] = o (@002 + (@ ))?) + Sl — [ B! x Byl P

2|7y — Al + (1 | Pt' x By#?))?

<
< Ch2.

A.2. Proof of Lemma 3.4

Proof. We restrict the dicussion to a single element T. With F, = mp, o 7~
by chain rule Dz F,(Z) = Damp () - Ds7(2) L. As we have from Lemma 3.2 ||D;7(2) — Id || < Ch, for
h < hy small enough we can express D7 (& )*1 as a Neumann series

0

Dpm(2) ' = ). (Id—Dm(#))".

n=0

Thus, we have from Lemma 3.2 and the definition of 7 as piecewise affine

HDAfr( )7 <14 Ch,
| Dar(2)~" —IdH<HD7T 2)” 1HHD7T (#) —1d| <
‘1—detD ‘ < |det(D;7(2 1‘ |1 — det(D xw( ))| < Ch?,and

() =0 fork/
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This implies for a jump across an edge é = 7 1(€) with e e &£
I[Ds7  Mpee(ey < I1Pa77" = 1d|| poo(ey + |P37 =" — Id|| oo ey < Ch.
For the piecewise polynomial approximation 7 = mp, of 7, we have
| D5 (2)] < HDk (@) + [Dima(@) — Dim(@)] < O+ W F) | iger gy for 0 <k < kg,
DEmy (i) = for k> ks +1

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

Hl — \/det((DiTFh)tD:EWh)HLoo(;ﬁ) < Chngrl.

For jump terms on an edge é = T+ nT _, we conclude

I[Dsmnllle(ey < IDsm); — Damlpoo(ey + |Demy, — Damllpeo(e

< Oh* || cigr.

The estimates on the norm of F} and on the jump of DF} now follow from the chain and product
rules of differentiation. The estimate on the determinant follow from

1 — pn| < |det(Dz7) 7t |1 — A/det((Damp )t Damn) | + A/det((Damp ) Dy ) |det(Dam) ™t — 1| < Ch2.
| | < |det(Dz7)

For the derivative of the determinant, we use

D34/ det(Dsmn ()T Damn (i) ooy = l[tr (adi(Damn(®)) - Dy Damn(®) il o
; IDamnlly 0
/Aet(Dam (@) Damn (@)l oy

HDgTthLOO(T) .

To obtain the estimate, we use that |D%7r‘ < Ch, almost everywhere. This follows from the representa-
tion w(x) = x — d(z)n(n(x)), boundedness of the curvature of I' and the estimate on the distance and
normal, cf. [DE13, Lemma 4.1]. With || D2r — D:%TthLOO(T) < ChFs=! for k, > 1 [Dem09, Proposition
2.3] and DgﬂhJ = 0 we then obtain

||D:%7Th||[,oo(j’) < ||D?c77 - DggcwhHLw(T) + HDggﬂrHLoc(T) < Ch.

With D;7~! bounded and D?jrfl = 0 the assertion follows. ]
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