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JOHNNY GUZMANT AND L. RIDGWAY SCOTTH?

ABSTRACT. We prove that the Scott-Vogelius finite elements are inf-sup stable on shape-regular
meshes for piecewise quartic velocity fields and higher (k > 4).
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1. INTRODUCTION

In 1985 Scott and Vogelius [16] (see also [19]) presented a family of finite element spaces in
two dimensions which when applied to the Stokes problem, produce velocity approximations
that are exactly divergence free. In addition, they proved that the method is stable by proving
the pair of spaces satisfy the so-called inf-sup condition. In their inf-sup stability proof they
require the mesh to be quasi-uniform. In addition, the maximum mesh size is assumed to be
sufficiently small. In this paper we give an alternative proof of the inf-sup stability that relaxes
these restrictions. To be more precise, we prove that the Scott-Vogelius finite element spaces
for polynomial order k > 4 are inf-sup stable assuming only that the family of meshes are non-
degenerate (shape regular). One key aspect in the new proof is to use the stability of the P?— P°
(or the Bernardi-Raugel [2]) finite element spaces. As a result the proof becomes significantly
shorter. In the last paragraph of [0], a modification of their techniques is sketched that provides
a proof of the inf-sup stability for the Scott-Vogelius elements that is different from both ours
and the original proof.

Recently there has been interest in developing finite element methods that produce divergence
free velocities or have better mass conservation properties; see for example [T, 4} [5] [6] [7], [8, 9 10,
11, [12), 3], [14), [15) 18] 20, 21]. In particular, the review paper [11] discusses in depth the effects of
mass conservation in simulations. There have also been extensions of the Scott-Vogelius elements
to three dimensions [20] 21}, [14], although a full general result is still out of reach. One difficulty
lies in generalizing the concept of singular (or non-singular) vertices to three dimensions; see
[14].

To better describe the key differences between the proof of inf-sup stability in this article
compared to the original proof found in [16], we review the proof of [16]. Roughly speaking, in
[16] given a pressure function p from the discrete space, one wants to find a velocity vector field
v from the discrete velocity space such that divv is close to p and [|v[| 1) < C|p|z2(q)- To do
this, the proof in [16] follows roughly three steps. In the first step a velocity field v is found so
that p; = divw; — p vanishes at all vertices. At this step it would be desirable to find a vector
field w so that div w has the same average as p; on each triangle and such that div w vanishes at
the vertices. This can be done, however, it is not clear how to do this in a stable way. Therefore,
alternatively in the second step, a continuous piecewise linear pressure function p is introduced
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so that po = p1 — P has average zero on non-overlapping patches of roughly size Kh where K is
a sufficiently large constant. Then one finds a vector field vy so that divwvs = po. As a result

div(vy +v2) =p—pon Q.

The final step is to find a vector field vs so that divws ~ p, where here quasi-uniformity and
sufficiently small mesh size is used. Then one arrives at

div(vy 4+ v2 +v3) = p on Q.

In contrast, we reverse the order of the steps. First we find a piecewise quadratic v such
that p; = divv; — p has average zero on each triangle . This can be done in a stable way, using
the Bernardi-Raguel finite elements [2] (or the P? — P? finite element space). Then one finds
vy that is piecewise quartic so that ps = divws — p; vanishes at the vertices and has average
zero at each triangle, in which case we require that div vy has average zero on each triangle. To
construct vy we combine two basis functions that are used implicitly in [16]. Finally, following
[19] a local argument will find vs so that divvs = pe. Hence, div(vy + vy + v3) = p.

The only reason that we are restricted to k > 4 is that the vy constructed above is piecewise
quartic. In a subsequent paper we show that if we impose further mild restrictions on non-
singular vertices then we can choose v9 to be piecewise cubic and, hence, prove inf-sup stability
in the case k = 3.

The paper is organized as follows: In the following section we begin with Preliminaries. In
Section [3] we prove the inf-sup stability for k& > 4.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We assume () is a polygonal domain in two dimensions. We let {7}, be a family of nonde-
generate (shape regular) triangulations of ; see [3] . The set of vertices and the set of internal
edges are denoted by

Sp ={z : x is a vertex of T},
En ={e: e is an edge of 7j, and e ¢ 0N}.

For every z € S, the function 1, is the continuous, piecewise linear Lagrange basis function
corresponding to the vertex z. That is, for every y € Sp,

2.) v:ly) = {; i

We also define the internal edges and triangles that have z € Sy, as a vertex:
En(z) ={e € &, : z is a vertex of e},
Tn(z) ={T € Ty, : z is a vertex of T'}.

Finally, we define the patch

Wz)= |J T
TeTh(2)
The diameter of this patch is denoted by h, = diam(Q(z)).
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Figure 1. Example of singular vertices z. Dashed edges denote boundary edges.

In order to define the pressure space we need to define singular and non-singular vertices. Let
z € Sy and suppose that Tp(z) = {11, T»,...Tn}. If z is a boundary vertex then we enumerate
the triangles such that 77 and Ty have a boundary edge. Moreover, we enumerate them so that
T;,T;y1 share an edge for j = 1,... N — 1 and Ty and 77 share an edge in the case z is an
interior vertex. Let 6; denote the angle between the edges of T} originating from z. We define

I(z) = max{|0; + 02 — 7|,...,|0N-1+ 0N —7|,|0n + 61 — 7|} if z is an interior vertex
| max{|0; + 6y —7|,...,|0n_1 + 0N — 7|} if z is a boundary vertex .
Later, we will also need the following definition:
O(2) = max{|sin(6y + 62)|,...,|sin(@n_1 + On)|, |sin(6n + 61)|} if z is an interior vertex
| max{|sin(6; + 65)],...,|sin(On_1 + On)|} if z is a boundary vertex .

Definition 2.1. A vertex z € Sy, is a singular vertex if I'(z) = 0. It is non-singular if I'(z) > 0.
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We denote all the non-singular vertices by
S} = {x € S}, : x is non-singular },

and all singular vertices by S = S,\S}.
Let ¢ be a function such that ¢|7 € C(T)H for all T' € T},. For each vertex z € S,ZL define

N
Ai(g) = (1) |z, (2).
j=1
Now we are ready to define the Scott-Vogelius finite element spaces for k > 1:
Vi ={v € [Co()]* : v|r € [PYT)PVT € Thl),
yl={q e L) : qlr € PFHT)VT € Ty, Aj(q) =0V 2z € Sp}.

Here P*(T) is the space of polynomials of degree less than or equal to k defined on T. Also,
L%(Q) denotes the subspace of L? of functions that have average zero on 2.

Note that if all the vertices are non-singular, then Q];’;_l is the space of discontinuous piecewise
polynomials of degree k — 1 with average zero on (. If singular vertices exist then the pressure
space is constrained on those vertices. Finally, the only way an interior vertex z is singular is if
z has four edges coming out of it and they lie on two lines.

The definition of Qlfb_l is natural as the following result which was proved in [I7] shows.

Lemma 1. For k > 1, it holds
divVii c Q.
This lemma is a consequence of the following result.

Lemma 2. Let v be a vector field such that vl € CY(T) for every T € Ty. In addition, assume
v € C() and v vanishes on O . Then, A;(divv) =0 for every singular vertex z € S3.

We prove this result for completeness in the appendix following the argument given in [I7].
The goal of this article is to prove the inf-sup stability of the pair fo“, 2_1 for k>4 . We
recall the definition of inf-sup stability.

Definition 2.2. The pair of spaces V}f, fl_l are inf-sup stable on a family of triangulations

{Tn}n if there exists 8 > 0 such that for all h

gdivovdx
22) Sl < sp J0LE0E

Vg € Qi
veEVF v£0 ||UHH1(Q)

Let z € Sp, and e € &,(z) where e = {z,y}. Define tZ = (y‘;f) to be the unit vector that is
tangent to e. It is clear that

(2.3) tZ-Vip, = — on e.

le]

IWe define C*(T)) to be the subset of C*(T') consisting of functions with continuous limits on T, k > 0.
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Y

Figure 2. Illustration of geometric quantities in one triangle

We will also need to compute the derivatives of 1, in all directions. Suppose that T' € Ty, (y)

and let g be the edge of T' that is opposite to y. If we let n¥. be the unit normal vector to g that
points out of T' then

1
(2.4) Vpy|r = —h—yn%,
T

where h is the distance of y to the line defined by the edge g. If z is another vertex of T and
we denote the edge e = {z,y} then a simple calculation gives

(2.5) hY. = sin(6)|e|

where 6 is the angle between the edges of T originating from z. See Figure 2] for an illustration.
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3. ESTABLISHING THE INF-SUP CONDITION

3.1. Preliminary stability results. In order to prove the inf-sup stability of the Scott-Vogelius
finite element spaces we need two well known results. The first follows from the stability of the
Bernardi-Raugel [2] finite element space.

Proposition 1. Let k > 1. There exists a constant o1 such that for every p € Qﬁ_l there exists
av e th such that

/divvdmz/pda: for all T € Ty,
T T

and
vl 1) < callpllzz(o)-

The constant ay is independent of p and only depends on the shape reqularity of the mesh and
Q.

The second result we need is contained in Lemma 2.5 of [I9]. A three dimensional analog is
given in [14]. We provide the proof here for completeness.

Proposition 2. Let k > 1. There exists a constant ao such that for every T € T and any
pr € P*=Y(T) with p vanishing on the vertices of T and [ prdx = 0 there ezists a vy € [P*(T))?
with vy = 0 on 0T such that

divvr = pr on T,
and
vzl () < azllprllpzer).-
Here the constant as depends only on the shape regularity of the mesh and k.

Proof. Consider the spaces

M*R1(T) ={q € P*"Y(T) : q vanishes at the vertices of T and /Tq(a:) dxr =0}

and BM(T)={v e [P*(T)]?:v=00ndT} = {brv:v € [P*3(T)?}.
Here by is the cubic bubble of T' that vanishes on 0T'. It is easy to show that the

1 - >
dim M1 (T)= sk(k+1)—4 for k>3,
0 for k <2,

and
— - >
dim B*(T)= (k—2)(k—1) for k>3,
0 for k < 2.
Moreover, it is clear that div B¥(T) € M*~1(T). Finally, we set Z¥(T) = {v € B¥(T) : divv =
0 on T'} then a simple argument gives
ZH(T) = { curl (yb3) = ¢ € PF75(T)}.
Hence,
(k—4)(k—3) for k>5,

1
dim Z*¥(T)=1< 2
0 for k < 4.
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We claim that M*~1(T) = div B¥(T). To show this, we will use a dimension count. First note
that

dim [B¥(T)] = dim [div B¥(T)] + dim [Z*(T)].

For k < 4 we know that Z*(T') is empty so that dim [div B¥(T)] = dim [B*(T)] = dim [M*~1(T)].
For k > 4

dim [div B¥(T)] = dim [B*(T)] — dim [Z*(T)]
= (k= 2)(k— 1) ~ 5 (k— 4)(k ~ 3)
- %k2—3k+2+(7/2)k—6
= %kQ + ék — 4 = dim[M*~1(T)].

Thus we have proved that for any pr € M*~(T) there exists a vr such that
divvr = pr on T.
The bound
vzl 7y < eallprlle

follows from a scaling argument mapping to the reference element with the Piola transform
which preserves the divergence. O

Summing up the result for every T € T;, we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Let k > 1. Let ao be the constant from the previous proposition. For everyp € Qz_l
such that p(z) =0 for all z € Sy, and prdm =0 for all T € Ty, there exists v € V,f such that

dive =p on €,
and
vl (@) < c2llpllrz(@)-

3.2. Interpolating vertex values: Fundamental Vector Fields. We will need to define
vector fields that will help in interpolating pressure vertex values. To do this, we first need to
define the following functions.

For every z € S, and e € &,(z) with e = {z,y} we define the two functions

ne =Y,
5
/yez :775 - §¢§¢§a

where 1), is defined in (2.1). Let 77 and T3 be the two triangles that have e as an edge. Then
we can easily verify the following:

(3.1a) support 2 C 11 U Ty, support v2 C 11 U Ty,
(3.1b) Vi) (o) =0=V(v:)(o) foro e Sy, and o # z,

(3.1c) /fyj ds = 0.
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For example, to prove the last equation we used that

(3.2) / W2, ds
(3.3) / G202 ds ’e'

which can be done by transforming the edge e to the unit interval.
The first vector field we define is

!6\

(3-4) wg = —leltene.

We are going to need to consider w? and vector fields of the form ¢yZ. The following lemmas
collect properties of these functions.

Lemma 4. Let z € Sy, and e € Ey(z) with e = {z,y} and denote the two triangles that have
e as an edge as Ty and Ty. Let v = cle|yZ where ¢ is a constant vector and let w? be given by

(3.4). It holds,

(3.5a) w? e V2, veV!

(3.5Db) support wi C Ty U Ts, support v C Ty U T

(3.5¢) / divw?dx =0 = / divedz  for oll K € Tp,

(3.5d) di[\(/v(a) =0 =div wg((a) foro € Sy and o # z,

(3.5¢) divolr, (2) = le| ¢+ Vipy|r, = hl|/ ‘c n% fors=1,2
(3.5f) divwi|r,(z) =1 fors=1,2

(3.5g) VWil 2oy < Chzy  and ||Vl p2(rury) < Che .

The constant C' only depends on the shape reqularity.

Proof. The results (3.5a) and (3.5b)) follow directly from the definitions of n? and ~?. To prove
(3.5c|) note that it trivially holds for K € 7, if K is not T} or T». Therefore, let K = T, (for
s =1,2) then, using (3.5b) and integration by parts we get

/ divvd:z::/v-nds
K e

where n is the unit vector normal to e pointing out of K. Therefore, by (3.1¢))

/ divvdzr = ]e'(c-n)/’ye‘zds:O.
K e

Since tZ - n = 0 we can also show

/ divw? dz = 0.
K
The equations (3.5d) follow from ({3.1b)).
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To prove (3.5¢), we use that ¢, (2) = 0 and 9,(z) = 1 to get

divolr, (2) = |eli2(:) (1~ 5y()e - Vil + [el262(2) (4 (2) — Su()e Vol
= le[c- Viby|r,.
The result follows from . Similarly,
divwe|r, (2) = —lelte - Viby|r, = —[e[te - Vipyle = 1,

where we used that 1, is continuous along e and therefore t7 - Viby |y, = tZV -4y |7,. Finally, we

used (2.3]).

To prove (3.5g)), we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and an inverse estimate
IVoll2(run) < Chel| Vol Lo (ryumy) < Cllollpee(ryun) < Clel el [Vl e rur) < Chzel.
Here we used the shape regularity of the mesh. The bound for w{ is similar. ]

We define the other fundamental vector field in the following lemma.

Lemma 5. For every z € S} and T € Tp,(z) there exists a vé € V,f with the following properties.

(3.6a) divop(o) =0 for all o # z,
(3.6b) divogp|r(z) =1, and diveg|g(2) =0 for all K € Tp(2) and K # T
(3.6¢) support vy C Qp(2),
(3.6d) / divvirder =0  for all K € Tp.
K
The following bound holds
» 1
(3.7) IV 20 () < Chz<% +1).

The constant C' is independent of h and only depends on the shape regularity and k.

Proof. We adopt the notation given in the preliminary section which we recall here. For z €
Sp we enumerate the triangles that have z as a vertex: Tp(z) = {T1,Ts,...Tn}. If z is a
boundary vertex then we enumerate the triangles such that 77 and T each have a boundary
edge. Moreover, we enumerate them so that 75,711 share an edge ¢; , for j =1,... N —1 and
Ty and T7 share an edge ey in the case z is an interior vertex. Let ; denote the angle between
the edges of Tj originating from z. We let 1 < s < N — 1 be such that |sin(s + 0s41)| = O(z).
Without loss of generality we can assume that s # N; this is immediate for a boundary vertex,
and for an interior vertex we can enumerate the triangles accordingly. Let e; = {z,y}, then
recall that n%’s and n%ﬁl are the unit normal vectors pointing out of Ty, Tsy1, respectively, at
the edges opposite to y. Let t541 be the tangent vector to es41 pointing away from z orthogonal
ngfpsﬁ (ie. tsyr- nz’:}sﬂ = 0). See Figure 3| for an illustration.

We need to define v%j for 1 < j < N. We start by defining

le| sin(fs)
S TeR)



Figure 3. Example, on non-singular vertex z, N =5, s = 1.

Then, for every 1 < ¢ < N — s we define
_i__“_'_(_l)é—lwz )

/—1
v, =(-1) (v, — wZ, +w; S

Also, for 1 </<s—1

{— /—
vifz = (_1) 1(7)% - wz es , Tt (=1) 1w:s—(z—1))'

With these definitions, , and clearly follow from and (| -,

respectively. We are left to prove 1 3.6b)) and ( . Let us first prove thls for T Ts. By the
definition of 17 it has support in Ts U Ty and therefore we only need to consider K = T and

K =Tgy1. First, by (3.5€)

€s+1

o sin(fs) |e]
(3.8) div g |1,,,(2) = — o(z) I’ tsy1 - ysﬂ =0.
s+1
On the other hand,
. sin(6s) |e ts1 -
3.9 div v% = — gy = ——————2 =1
( ) IVUTS‘Ts(Z) @(2’) hy +1 nTS @(2’) )

where we used that t5+1 n% = cos(fs +0s11 + 5) = —sin(fs + 0s41) = —O(2). The inequality

. ) follows from ) to get
Cles|

(3.10) HVU:ZFSHL2(Qh(z)) < o) < o)

ForT=Ts1y, 1</ < N-—sand T =Ts 4 for 1 <¢<s—1 we can use (3.8]), (3.9) and (3.5{)
to prove (3.6b)). The bound (3.7 follows from (3.10) and (3.5g]), using N is bounded depending

only on the shape regularity. O

Using these vector fields we can prove a crucial lemma.
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Lemma 6. For every p € Qz_l and z € Sy, there exists a v such that the following properties
hold:

(3.11a) divo(o) =0  for all o # z,
(3.11b) divu|r(z) = plr(z)  for all T € Ty(2),
(3.11c) support v C Qp(z),
(3.11d) / divode =0  for all K € Ty,
K

If z is a singular vertex then v € Vh3 with the bound
(3.12) Vol L2, 2)) < CllpllL2(n(2)-
If z is a non-singular vertex then v € V,f with the bound
C
(3.13) IVl L2, 2)) < 611 TPl 2@ 2))-
The constant C' is independent of p and h and only depends on the shape reqularity and k.

Proof. We adopt the notation from the proof of the previous lemma. We set a; = p|7;(2). First,
suppose that z is a singular vertex. Then, we know by the definition of Q’fl_l

N
(3.14) > (=) a; =0.
j=1
We define
N—1
v = Z bjw ;
j=1

where we set

J
bj = (Z(—l)jga5> foral 1 <j < N —1.

(=1

We immediately see that (3.11af) , (3.11c) and (3.11d) from (3.5d), (3.5b), (3.5¢), respectively.
Moreover, (3.5a) gives that v € V;3.
Using (3.5f) we have
divolr,(2) =bj_1 +bj=a; for2<j<N-1

For j =1 we have

Also,
N—-1
divo|ry (2) =by-1 = Y _ (-D)V "oy = ay,
=1
where we used . Therefore, we have shown . We see from that
N-1 1/2 N-1 N N
Vol < Ch( L #) < Ch 3 Il < ChN Y los] < ChN Y Iplleiry,
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1
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where the equivalence of norms uses that IV is bounded depending only on the shape regularity.
This bound on N also implies inequality (3.12) after applying the inverse estimate

C
[Pl Lo (1) < thijHL?(Tj)-

Next, we assume 2z is a non-singular singular vertex. In this case, we define

N
_ .2
v = g a;ju; -
J=1

Clearly, (3.11a]), (3.11b)), (3.11c), (3.11d) follow from (3.6a)), (3.6b]), (3.6¢), (3.6d]). Using (3.7))
we get

1
V][220, (2)) < C he (@ + 1) 21l oo (21 (2))-

The inequality (3.13)) follows after applying inverse estimates.

We can use the previous lemma to prove a global result. First, we define

Omin = min O(z2).

zES,ll

Lemma 7. For every p € ng_l there exists v € V,f

(3.15a) (divvo —p)(z) =0  forall z € S,
(3.15b) / divoder =0 forall K €Ty,
K
and
1
(3.16) Vel 2@ < O (g +1) Ipll2ca)

where the constant C1 is independent of p and depends only on the shape reqularity of the meshes
and k.

Proof. Letp € Qz_l be given. Given z € Sy, let v, denote the vector field satisfying the properties
of the previous lemma. Then, we set v = __ s, Vz- Clearly, from the previous lemma, (3.15al)
holds. Finally, since only three v,’s are non-zero on each given triangle T' we can easily show

that
IVollie@ = D2 IVeliamy = 3 D IVelliam = D IVellfa, )
TeTh TETy 2€T 2€S),
C
<oz o lplieuey +C X P20,
min ZES}IL Zesh\sfll

The inequality (3.16]) now easily follows.
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3.3. The Final Step. We can now combine all the above results to prove the inf-sup condition.

Theorem 1. Suppose that our family of meshes {Tp}n is non-degenerate (shape regular). Then,
Qfl_l,th satisfy the inf-sup condition (2.2) for k > 4 where the constant  depends on ©pin
and k, but is independent of h.

Proof. Let p € Qﬁ_l. Let v, € Vh2 be from Proposition |1{ and let p; = p — divwvy. We have that
prl dx = 0 for all T € T;,. By Lemma |1{ we have that p; € Qi_l. Given py let vy € V}f be
the corresponding vector field from Lemma |7} Then, po = p; — div vg satisfies fT podx = 0 for
all T € T, and py vanishes at all the vertices. We can, therefore, apply Lemma [3] and have a
v3 € th so that divws = pg on . Setting v = vy +vo + v3 € th we have

divv = p on ,

and

+1) Il z2(c);

1
1) Ip1 2@ +enllplzz) < Ca( -

1
1902y < (aallp2llzae) + O (g

where Cs depends only on shape regularity, k£ and 2. Therefore, using Poincare’s inequality

. pdivwdx
sy = [ pdivods < ol sup 2220
@ P

Q@ weVF w0 [WIH! (@)

Hence,
1 pdivw dz
min weVF w0 ”wHHl(Q)
The result now follows by letting 8 = 1/(C’2(ﬁ + 1)) O

4. APPENDIX: PROOF OF LEMMA [2]

Let 2 € S2. We first assume that y is an interior vertex. In this case, Qp(y) = Uj_, Ti; sce
Figure 4 Our hypothesis tells us that v|y, € C1(T;) for each i and that v € C(Qp(y)). Let
F(2) = M2+ z where M = [t1,ts] is a 2 x 2 matrix. Define 6(2) = M ~1v(F(2)). Note that this
is the Piola transformation. Let Ry, ..., R4 be the four standard quadrants, and let Ly,..., L4
be the four semi-finite lines; see Figure |5l If we let B be a ball with center at the origin and
with small enough radius then we know that € C(B) and 9|pngr, € C*(B N R;) for each i. A
standard calculation shows that

divo(F(z)) =divo(z) for z € B.

Therefore,
4 4

AY(dive) = > (=1 divolr,(z) = Y (-1)* " divd|,(0).

i=1 i=1



Figure 4. Tlustration of Q(2)

If we let ©° = 0|7, then we see that

4
D (=) div g, (0) = — divé' (0) + div 9*(0) — div$®(0) + div 8*(0)
=1

3
1
3 —12)(0)

In the last step we used that since 7 is continuous #{ — 97 is identically zero on Ly N B. Similarly,
0% — 3 vanishes on Ly N B and so on. This proves that AY(divv) = 0. If, y € S? is a boundary
vertex then we extend v by zero to £2¢ and apply the previous result.
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Figure 5. Illustration of four quadrants
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