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Analysis of nonconforming IFE methods and a new scheme for

elliptic interface problems
Haifeng Ji*  Feng Wang' Jinru Chen? Zhilin Li8

Abstract

In this paper, an important discovery has been found for nonconforming immersed finite
element (IFE) methods using integral-value degrees of freedom for solving elliptic interface
problems. We show that those IFE methods can only achieve suboptimal convergence rates
(i.e., O(h*?) in the H' norm and O(h) in the L? norm) if the tangential derivative of the
exact solution and the jump of the coefficient are not zero on the interface. A nontrivial counter
example is also provided to support our theoretical analysis. To recover the optimal convergence
rates, we develop a new nonconforming IFE method with additional terms locally on interface
edges. The unisolvence of IFE basis functions is proved on arbitrary triangles. Furthermore, we
derive the optimal approximation capabilities of both the Crouzeix-Raviart and the rotated-Q1
IFE spaces for interface problems with variable coefficients via a unified approach different from
multipoint Taylor expansions. Finally, optimal error estimates in both H'- and L?- norms are
proved and confirmed with numerical experiments.
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1 Introduction

Let 2 C R? be a convex polygonal domain and I" be a C?-smooth interface immersed in . Without
loss of generality, we assume that I divides € into two disjoint sub-domains Q* and Q~ such that
I' = 99, see Figure [l for an illustration. We consider the following second-order elliptic interface

problem
V- (B(z)Vu(z)) = f(z)  in QL (1.1)
[u]r(z) =0 on T, (1.2)
[BVu -nlp(z) =0 on T (1.3)
u(z) =0 on 01, (1.4)

where n(z) is the unit normal vector of the interface I' at point x € T' pointing toward 7, and the
notation [v]r is defined as

Plr(z) .= lim wo(p)— lim v(p) Vo €T, (1.5)
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for a piecewise continuous function v. The coefficient S(x) can be discontinuous across the interface
I" and is assumed to be piecewise smooth

B(z) = pr(z)if 2 € Q" and B(z) = B~ (z) if z € Q, (1.6)

with 8%(z) € C*(Q%), s = +,—. We also assume that there exist two positive constants 3, and
ﬁma;ﬂ such that Bmln < ﬁs ((E) < Bmam for all z € W, s =4, —.

ar n(z)

Figure 1: A diagram of the geometries of an interface problem.

It is well-known that traditional finite element methods using an interface-fitted mesh can solve
the interface problem with optimal convergence rates, see for example [3| 5l [24]. For complicated
interfaces or moving interfaces, unfitted meshes, which are not necessarily aligned with interfaces,
have some advantages over interface-fitted meshes. However, traditional finite element methods
using unfitted meshes only achieve suboptimal convergence rates (O(h'/2) in the H' norm and O(h)
in the L? norm) no matter how high degree of the polynomial is used, see [I} [7].

Immersed finite element (IFE) methods [19] 2] 9] 20} 13} 12} [17) [T} 23] are designed to recover
the optimal convergence rates of traditional finite element methods on unfitted meshes while keeping
the degrees of freedom and the structure unchanged. The basic idea of IFEs is to modify traditional
shape functions on interface elements to satisfy interface conditions approximately. However, these
modifications are done on each interface elements independently, which may cause discontinuities
of IFE basis functions across interface edges. Even for the P, conforming IFE method, these dis-
continuities are not negligible [13] 22] and the optimal convergence rates cannot be achieved if the
discontinuities are not treated appropriately. To overcome the difficulty, Lin et al. [22] proposed a
partially penalized IFE method where extra penalty terms at interface edges were added to penalize
the discontinuity. For nonconforming IFE methods (i.e., a modification to the traditional Crouzeix-
Raviart or the rotated-@Q; finite element method), we can choose midpoint values or integral-values
on edges as degrees of freedom. If we choose midpoint values on edges as degrees of freedom, the
discontinuities of IFE basis functions are also not negligible and the optimal convergence rates can be
obtained by adding partially penalized terms (see [25]). However, in the case that integral-values on
edges are used as degrees of freedom, the IFE basis functions have less severe discontinuity across in-
terface edges since they now maintain the integral-value continuous, and the authors [17, 23] claimed
the optimal convergence rates can be obtained without requiring any penalty terms.

In this paper, we show that those nonconforming IFE methods using integral-value degrees of
freedom cannot achieve the optimal convergence rates without penalty terms unless the tangen-
tial derivative of the exact solution u or the jump of the coefficient 5 is zero on the interface (see
Theorem .5l and Remark [4.74)). Furthermore, a nontrivial counter example (see Ezample[6.1]) is con-
structed to support our theoretical analysis. The numerical examples in the literature [17] 23] show
the optimal convergence rates for the nonconforming IFE methods using integral-value degrees of
freedom because the constructed exact solutions are constants along the interface (i.e., the tangential



derivative is zero).

To achieve the optimal convergence rates, we develop a new nonconforming IFE method using
either the Crouzeix-Raviart or the rotated-Q); element for solving interface problems with variable
coefficients. The bilinear form of the new method includes some additional terms locally on interface
edges to take into account of the contributions from the discontinuity of IFE basis functions. The
method is symmetric and the coercivity is ensured without requiring a sufficient large parameter by
using a special designed lifting operator defined locally on interface edges. To avoid integrating on
curved regions, we approximate the interface by line segments connecting the intersection points of
the mesh and the interface. We derive the optimal error estimates that are verified by numerical
experiments.

There are other contributions of this paper. First, we prove that Crouzeix-Raviart IFE basis
functions are unisolvent on arbitrary triangles. Our recent study in [16] shows that, for the IFEs using
nodal values as degrees of freedom, the maximum angle condition, ., < 7/2 on interface triangles,
is necessary to ensure the unisolvence of the basis functions. The unisolvence of basis functions on
arbitrary triangles is a significant advantage of the nonconforming IFEs using integral-value degrees
of freedom over the IFEs using nodal values as degrees of freedom. Another contribution is a unified
proof of the optimal interpolation error estimates for both the Crouzeix-Raviart and the rotated-Q,
nonconforming IFE spaces for interface problems with piecewise smooth coefficients. Different from
multipoint Taylor expansions [I1], our proof is based on auxiliary functions constructed on interface
elements and some useful inequalities developed by Li et al. in [I8] and by Bramble and King in [2]
for estimating errors in the region near the interface. The other contribution is a new theoretical
result that the interpolation polynomial on one side of the interface can approximate the extensions
of the exact solution optimally on the whole element 7" no matter how small TNQ% or TNQ ™ might
be (see Theorem BTl in Section B:3). The result is useful for proving the optimal interpolation error
estimates on interface edges (see (B.20)) in the proof of Lemma [E1]).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce some notations, assump-
tions, and basic lemmas that are needed for the analysis. In Section[3] we describe two nonconforming
IFE spaces based on the Crouzeix-Raviart and the rotated-Q; elements with integral-value degrees
of freedom and prove the unisolvence of IFE basis functions on arbitrary triangles. Furthermore, op-
timal approximation capabilities of these nonconforming IFE spaces are derived via a new approach.
In Section [ we show that the existing nonconforming IFE method using integral-value degrees of
freedom only has suboptimal convergence rates. In Section Bl we develop a new nonconforming IFE
method and derive optimal error estimates in H'- and L2- norms. Numerical examples are presented
in Section [0l to validate our theoretical findings. We conclude in the last section.

2 Notations and preliminaries

Throughout the paper we adopt the standard notation W;(A) for Sobolev spaces on a domain A
with the norm || - HWéc(A) and the seminorm | - |W§(A). Specially, W¥(A) is denoted by H*(A) with
the norm || - || g (o) and the seminorm | - | e (a). As usual Hj(A) = {v € H'(A) : v =0 on OA}. For
a domain A, we define A* := ANQ% s=+,— and a space

H2(A) == {v € H'(A) : v|pe € HA(A®), 5 = +,—, [v]ras =0, [BVo-njpoa =0} (2.1)

when A® # (), s = +,—. The space fNIQ(A) is equipped with the norm || - |[g2(x+ua-) and the
semi-norm | - |2 (a+ua-) satisfying

|- quz(AmA—) = ”%{2(A+) +1- ”%P(A*)v |- |%12(A+UA*) =] |%{2(A+) +1- |§12(A—)-



By integrating by parts, we can immediately derive the following weak formulation of the interface
problem (LLI)-(T4): find v € H}(Q) such that

a(u,v) = | B(z)Vu-Vvdx = | fodx Yo € H (). (2.2)
Q Q

We have the following regularity theorem for the weak solution (see [15] for problems with piecewise

smooth coefficients and [14] [6] for problems with piecewise constant coefficients)

Theorem 2.1. If f € L?(Y), then the interface problem (L1)-({1-3)) has a unique solution u € H2(Q)
satisfying the following a priori estimate

lull 2(0+ue-) < Cllfll L2 (2.3)

where C is a positive constant depending only on Q, T' and .

Let {Tn}r>o0 be a family of triangular or rectangular subdivisions of € such that no vertex of
any element lies in the interior of an edge of another element. The diameter of T € 7T}, is denoted by
hr. We define h = maxre7;, hr and assume that 7, is shape regular, i.e., for every T', there exists a
positive constant ¢ such that hp < grp where r is the diameter of the largest circle inscribed in T'.
Denote &, as the set of edges of the subdivision, and let £ and & be the sets of interior edges and
boundary edges. We adopt the convention that elements T' € 7}, and edges e € &, are open sets.
Then, the sets of interface elements and interface edges are defined as

TX={TeT,:TNT #0} and & :={ec& :enl #0},

and the sets of non-interface elements and non-interface edges are 7,°" = T,\ T} and £°" = E,\EF .
We can alway refine the mesh near the interface to satisfy the following assumption.

Assumption 2.2. The interface I' does not intersect the boundary of any interface element at more
than two points. The interface I' does not intersect the closure € for any e € &, at more than one
point.

The interface I' is approximated by I'j, that is composed of all the line segments connecting the
intersection points of the boundaries of interface elements and the interface. In addition, we assume
that the approximated interface I'y, divides €2 into two disjoint sub-domains QZ and 2, such that
Iy, = 89;

On each interface element T' € T,I', we denote the intersection points of I' and T by D and E.
The straight line DE divides T into T} = TQQZ and T, = T'NKQ, , see Figure 2l for an illustration.

Let ny,(z) be the unit normal vector of T'j, pointing toward QZ The tangent vector of I'y, can be
defined as t;(z) = Rr/onp(x), where R, is a rotation matrix

R, =

sin « COS &

cosa —sin a]

Denote dist(z,I") as the distance between a point z and the interface I', and U(T, §) = {z € R? :
dist(x,T') < &} as the neighborhood of T of thickness §. Define the meshsize of 7, by

hr := max hr. (2.4)
TeTr

It is obvious that Ar < h and UTeT,F T C U(T, hr).



We also define a signed distance function near the interface as

( dist(z,T) if z € QY NU(T, ),
xr) =
P — dist(z,T") ifzeQ NU(T,d).

Assumption 2.3. There exists a constant 69 > 0 such that the signed distance function p(zx) is
well-defined in U(T, 8) and p(x) € C*(U(T,dp)). We also assume that hy < dq so that T C U(T', )
for all interface elements T € T}}.

The assumption is reasonable since the interface I' is in C2?. We extend the coefficients 3%(z),
s = +, — smoothly to slight larger domains Qf := Q* UU(T", dy), s = +, — such that

BS(I) S Cl (Q_Z) and ﬂmzn S ﬂs(x) S ﬂmazv s = +a - (25)
Thus, there exists a constant Cg such that
VB ||Les) < Cpy s =+, — (2.6)

By using the signed distance function p, we can evaluate the unit normal and tangent vectors of the
interface as

8:172 ’ 8171
which are well-defined in the region U(T',dp). We note that the functions np(x) and tp(z) are

n(z) =Vp, t(a)= (—@ @)T, (2.7)

also viewed as piecewise constant vectors defined on interface elements. On each interface element
T e 775, since T is in C?, by Rolle’s Theorem, there exists at least one point z* € I'NT, see Figure[]
such that

n(z*) =np(a*) and t(a") = tp(a¥). (2.8)

Since p(z) € C*(U(T, &p)), we have
n(z) € (CYT))> and t(x) € (CY(T))° VT eT . (2.9)
Using Taylor’s expansion at z*, we further have
[n—np|[pery <Chy  and [t —tp||pe(r) < Chy VT €T, . (2.10)

The following lemma presents a d-strip argument that will be used for the error estimate in the
region near the interface (see Lemma 2.1 in [I8]).

Lemma 2.4. Let § be sufficiently small. Then it holds for any v € H*(Q) that
o]l L2wr.sy < CV6 o]l a1 e)-
Furthermore, if v|r = 0, then there holds

vl 22,5y < OO VYl L2w(r.5)) -

Recalling T =T NQ, Tf =TNQ;, s=+,— forall T € T;l', we define
T = (T~ NTHu (T nT,). (2.11)

Since T is in C2, we have |T2| < Ch3.. We shall need the following estimate on the region T4 (see
Lemma 2 in [2]).

Lemma 2.5. Assume that v € HY(T) and T € T;F. Then there is a constant C, independent of h
and the interface location relative to the mesh, such that

||U||%2(TA) < C(h3|vllizrar + h4T||VU||%2(TA))-



3 Nonconforming IFE spaces and their properties

In this section, we describe nonconforming IFE spaces based on the Crouzeix-Raviart element or
the rotated-@; element and present their properties. To begin with, we define IFE shape function
spaces. On a non-interface element 7" € 7,*°", we use the traditional shape function space

V(T Span{1l,z1, 22}, for the Crouzeix-Raviart element (T is a triangle),
h =
Span{1,z1, 2,77 — (krx2)?}, for the rotated-Q; element (T is a rectangle),

where k1 = |e1|/|ez|, e1 and e are edges of the rectangle and parallel to the x1-axis and the xo-axis,
respectively. On an interface element 7' € 7,0, the IFE shape function space Sy, (T') is defined as the
set of the following functions

- ot (z) € Vi(T) if o= (z1,22)" € T}F,
Pe) = {¢_(x) e VW(T) ifx=(v1,22)" €T} (3.1)
satisfying
[Glr.nr(z) = ¢F(z) —¢7(2) =0 Vo eIpNT, (3.2)

BE(VOT -mp)(xp) = B (Vo -mp)(wp) =0,
where x,, is an arbitrary point on I';, N T and the constants 8 and 8, are chosen such that
18°(x) = Billpeo(ry < Chr, s =+, —. (3.4)

Actually, we can choose 85 = 3°(x%) with arbitrary 2% € T, s = +, —, to satisfy the condition (3.4)
since we know that 3°(z) € CY(T), s = +, — from (ZH).

Remark 3.1. For the Crouzeiz-Raviart element, the condition (33) is equivalent to
¢t (D) =¢"(D), ¢"(E)=¢ (E),
since ¢*(x), s = +,—, are linear functions. For the rotated-Q1 element, we can write ¢*(z) as
#°(2) = a® +b°xy + *ag + d° (23 — (kr22)?), o = (z1,72)7, 5=+, —,
where a®,b°%, ¢, d®, s =+, —, are constants. If we define a functional d : V,(T) = R as
245
d(¢°) = %%j} = (4HT1+ T
then d® = d(¢®). Similar to Lemma 2.1 in [12], the condition (3.2) is equivalent to
¢T(D)=¢" (D), ¢"(E)=¢ (E), d(¢")=d(¢").

Remark 3.2. For the Crouzeiz-Raviart element, BV ¢*-np, s = +, —, are constants on the interface
element. Thus, the condition (3.3) is equivalent to

|9°| 52 (1), (3.5)

However, for the rotated-Q1 element, the relation [38) is no longer valid. In [23], the authors weakly
enforce the continuity by using the following condition

[ BV ) = 6 (Tom - m)ds =0
rpynT
which is a particular case of (3:3) since there exists a point x, € 'y, N T such that

/ (BFV6T — B7V6™) - m)ds = [ N T|(BF VST — BV )(ay) - .
T'pnT



Let Z = {1, 2, 3} for the Crouzeix-Raviart element and Z = {1, 2, 3,4} for the rotated-@Q; element.
The degrees of freedom are defined as the mean values over edges

Ni(9) —ﬁ/ pds, Q€T

where e;, i € T are edges of the element T, and |e;| denotes the length of the edge e;. On an interface
element T' € T;', the immersed finite element is defined as (7T, S,(T), r) with X7 = {N;,i € T}.

The nonconforming IFE spaces. The nonconforming IFE space Vh] FE is defined as the set
of all functions satisfying
olr € SW(T) VT €TF,

dlr € Vp(T) YT € T,
/[¢]eds=O Ve € &.

We also need a space for homogeneous boundary conditions

V;igE:_{veV,fFE:/vds_O Veéé}e}.

3.1 The unisolvence of IFE basis functions

It was proved in [I1] that the function ¢ € S,(T) is uniquely determined by N;(¢), i = 1,2,3,4
for the rotated-Q; element, and ¢ = 1,2,3 for the Crouzeix-Raviart element when the interface
element is a right triangle. Now we prove that the result is also valid for arbitrary triangles in the
following lemma. Note that for the IFEs using nodal values as degrees of freedom, the maximum
angle condition, amqe, < /2 on interface triangles, is necessary to ensure the unisolvence (see [16]).
This property of the unisolvence of basis functions is one of advantages of nonconforming IFEs
compared with the IFEs using nodal values as degrees of freedom.

Figure 2: Typical interface elements. Left diagram: triangle element. Right diagram: rectangle
element.

Lemma 3.3. LetT be an arbitrary interface triangle. For the Crouzeiz-Raviart element, the function
¢ € Sp(T) is uniquely determined by N;(¢), i = 1,2, 3.

Proof. We use the argument proposed in [IT], [I0]. Consider a triangle AA; As A3 with edges e; =
Ay As, e = A1 A3 and es5 = A; Ay. The interface I' cuts e; and es at points D and E, see Figure 2] for
an illustration. Without loss of generality, we assume T}, = AEDAjz since the case T;" = AEDA;
can be treated by reversing 8+ and 8. . Let A\;(z), ¢ = 1,2, 3, be basis functions in V}(T') such that



ﬁ fe‘ Ai(z)dz = 6,5, 1,5 = 1,2, 3, where 0;; is the Kronecker function. By using the condition (3:2])
and |eg|~! [, ¢ds = N3(¢), we can write the IFE shape function ¢(z) in B.I) as

T(z) = i M (x coXo(T x 1332331,332T +a
¢($)—{¢() M) +ada(e) S Na@hale) e = ) €T

= —
¢ (z) = ¢T(z) + cony - Dz if v = (21,22)" €T,

where ¢, ¢1, c2 are unknowns. Applying the condition (B3)), the unknown ¢ can be expressed as
co=(B5/B: = 1)V -np, = (B5/8: —1)(c1V A + 2V s + N3(4)VA3) - ny,. (3.8)

Substituting 3.8) into (3.7) and using N;(¢) = |es| ™" [, ¢ds, i = 1,2, we obtain the following linear
system of equations for other coefficients (see [I1], [10] for details),

(T+(BF/Bs = 1)o7 )e = b, (3.9)

where

T
= (|el|1/ L(z)ds, |ea| ™ /L(x)ds) , L(r)=ny, - Dx,
AsD AsE
c=(c1.c2)”, v=(VA-m,, Vi )"

_ (BF/B. —1)N3(¢)VAz - ny, (3.10)
- <N1(¢) - o] /ASDL(x)dsv
_ T
Na(o) — (B4/Bz —1)N3(¢)VAs - ny / L(x)ds) .
[ A3E

Set k1 = |A3D|le1| ™! and kg = |A3E||e2| 1. Let M; be the midpoint of the edge e;, i = 1,2,3, and
@ be the orthogonal projection of Mj onto the line Az A3. We can find out (1) and (1) as below

¥(1) = VA -ny = |]\42Q|_1]\425|]\42Q|_1 ‘ny, = [MaQ| 'Ry o (M25|M2Q|_1> Ry /o(np)
1 —1
= |M2Q|71A2A3|A2A3|71 . th = <§|62| SiIl ZAg) |€1|71A2A3 . th,

and

_ — _ 1
8(1) =l [ - Dikds = fer| | Aa Dl - DH = ~ Sl Aada o],
A3D

where ZA3 € (0,7), H is the midpoint of the line segment A3 D, and A3 | is the orthogonal projection
of A3 onto the line DE. Thus,

—_— -_— . _
’7(1)6(1) = V)\l . l’lh|61|_1 _Dl‘dS = —klAgAg 'th|A3A37J_| (|61||62| S11 ZA3) !
A3D

——d . _
= —DA3 'th|A3A3)J_| (|€1||€2| S 4143) ! .

Analogously, we have

’7(2)6(2) = V)\Q . l’lh|€2|_1 _lTa?ds = —A3E . th|A3A37J_| (|61||62| SinZA3)71 .
A3E

Therefore,
~T8 = ED - ta|AsAs 1 | (|e1]lez| sin ZAs) ™" = |DE|[A3As 1| (|ea|]ez| sin ZA5) ™.

Aslongas ZA3ED € (0,), it holds |A3As, 1 | = kalez|sin LA3 ED, which together with the relations
|DE|sin™! ZA3 = kilei|sin~ ' ZA3ED yields

T8 = kyleq| (sin ZAsED) ™" ke (sin LAsED) (|es|e2]) ™" = kiks € [0, 1].



From the above inequality, it holds

L+ (858 = 1)y"8 = min(1, 81 /B7) = Bmin/Bmaa > 0. (3.11)
Hence, by the well-known Sherman-Morrison formula, the linear system (B3] has a unique solution

(B - )(TB)S
= A — e (3.12)

which implies the lemma. o

3.2 Estimates of IFE basis functions

On an interface element T € '7;{, define IFE basis functions as
(bi S Sh(T), N](¢Z) = 61']‘ VZ,] el (313)

Aslo define functions ¢; € Vi(T'), s = +, —, i € Z such that ¢; = ¢;|7:. Let \; be traditional basis
functions, i.e.,

A\ € Vh(T), N]()\Z) = 61']‘ VZ,] el (314)

Note that these functions depend on elements. We omit this dependence in our notation for sim-
plicity. It is well-known that the traditional basis functions satisfy

|)‘1|W;Q(T) < Ch%m, 1€, m=0,1,2, (315)

where the constant C' only depends on the shape regularity parameter 9. The following lemma shows
that the IFE basis functions also have similar estimates, which is one of essential ingredients for the
success of IFE methods.

Lemma 3.4. There exists a constant C, depending only on 8T, 5;

eter o, such that

and the shape regqularity param-

bilwm (rrory < Chp™, i €I, m=0,1,2. (3.17)

Proof. See Theorem 4.2 in [I1] for the estimate [B.IT) for the rotated-Q, element and the Crouzeix-
Raviart element on right triangles. The estimate ([BI6) can also be obtained easily from the proof of
Theorem 5.6 in [10]. Next, we give a proof for general triangles without the constraint e, = 7/2.
We just need to prove (B.I6) since (3I7) is a direct consequence of (BI6). Using |N;(¢;)| < 1,
IVAill oo () < Chy', i,j € I, we can estimate vectors in (3.10) as

6| < C, ||v]l < Chzt', |18 < Chr,

which, together with (311 and (3I2) lead to ||c|| < C, where the constant C' is independent of hp
and the interface location relative to the mesh. Thus, from (B7), it follows

& lwm(ry < Chp™, i€, m=0,1,

where we have used the fact |\;|ywm ) < Chp™. Tt follows from ([B.8) that |co| < Chz' which
together with B yields
|¢;|W;Q(T) < Ch%m, 1€, m=0,1.



3.3 Optimal approximation capabilities of IFE spaces

On each element T' € Ty, define a local interpolation operator I, 1 : W(T') — V;,(T) such that
Ni(Ih,T'U) = Ni(’l)), 1€ I,

where W(T) = {v : N;(v),i € Z are well defined}. Similarly, on each interface element T € TI,
define I,{IZ}E : W(T) — Sp(T) such that

Ni(I}5Fv) = Ni(v), i€l (3.18)
The global IFE interpolation operator is defined by I éF E.HY Q) — Vhl FE such that
1By, T e Ty,
IhﬁTU if Te 7’}’177,077,'

("5 0)lr ={

For simplicity, define v* := v|gs, s = +, — for all v € L?(Q). With a small ambiguity of notation,
given a function v;, € Si(T'), we define vj € V;,(T), s = +, — such that

vp = vnlTy, s=+,—. (3.19)
To show that functions in V;/¥'¥ can approximate a function v in H 2(Q) optimally, we need to
interpolate extensions of v, s = +, —. It is well-known that (see [8]) for any v € H?(2) there exist

extensions v, € H2(Q), s = +, — such that
vplos = v and  |uglgi) < Cv'lgiqs, 1=0,1,2, s=+,—. (3.20)
On each interface element T’ € T,', given two functions v* € L?(T) and v~ € L*(T), we define
[vE](z) :== vt (z) — v () Ve eT.

For example, for a function v € H2(),

[vE]@) = vi (@) - v5 () Vrer,
[65Vvi -n](z) = BT (x)Vui(z) - n(z) — B~ (x) Vg (z) - n(z) Ve eT, (3.21)
[Ihvi](x) = L (x) — Twg(z) vz €T, '
[B5V(Invy) - nu](x) = T (2)V(Invh) - nu(x) — 7 (2)V(Ihvg) - np(x) veeT,
and for a function vy, € VhIFE,
[wifl(z) = v;f (z) — vy, (2) Ve eT, (3.22)
[[ﬂcin,jf np](z) = BF Vo (2) - np(z) — BV, (2) - np(x) Ve eT. '

Note that the difference between [-](z) and [|r(z) is the range of x.

We introduce auziliary functions on each interface element T € T;I'. Recalling that D and E are
intersection points of I' and 9T, define auxiliary functions Y1 (x), To(x) and ¥(x) as

Tl(l') =

TH(x) e Vi(T) ifx=(x1,22) €T,
{1@) W(T) ifx=(21,22) €T} i—19, (3.23)

T, (x) eW(T) ife=(z1,22) €Ty,
such that
N;j(T) =0, =17, [Y](D)=0, i=1,2,
[BEVYTE - mul(zp) =1, VYT - th](z,) =0, [d(YT)
)=1

]=o0, (3.24)
[BZVY5 - na](wp) =0, [VY5 - ta](ap I
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and

() = {i"'(x) € Vi(T) ?f T i (z1,22) € T,;_L, (3.25)
(x) e Vi (T)  ifx = (x1,22) €T},
such that
NJ(\I/> =0, Jj= 7, [[\Ili]](D) =1, (326)

[BEVOE ] (zy) =0, [VEF-t4](z,) =0, [d(¥F)] =0,

where d(-) is defined in ([BX) and the point x, € ', N T is the same as that in (33). For the
rotated-@; element, another auxiliary function is needed

o) = {gf(x) € Vi(T) ?f x=(r1,22) € T,j:, 327)
(x) e Vi (T)  if = (21,20) €T),
such that
NJ(®) =0, j =1, [[@i]](D) =0, (328)

[5VOF -ny](z,) =0, [VOF - ty](z,) =0, [d(©F)]=1.

In order to have a unified analysis, we also define ® = 0 for the Crouzeix-Raviart element. Note
that these auxiliary functions depend on the element 7. We omit the dependence for simplicity of
notations.

Lemma 3.5. On each interface element T € T,L', these functions Y1(z), Ya(z), ¥(z) and © defined

in (323)-(328) exist and satisfy

|Tf|€V;1(T) <Chp?™, m=0,1,2,i=1,2, s=+,—,

3.29
|\I]S|I2/V2""(T) S Ch%ﬁ2m, |®S|%/V2M(T) S Ch%ﬁ2m, m = 0, 1,2, S = +, ) ( )
where the constant C depends only on BT, B and the shape regularity parameter o.
Proof. We construct T;(z), i = 1,2 as follows,
z in T;F,
Ti = Z; — I}{FTEZZ, Z; = ¢ h 5 1= 1, 2, (330)
’ 0 in T, ,
where 2, and z; are linear and satisfy
+(D) — L+ _ + .4, —
21 (D)=0, BIVz -np=1, Vz - -t, =0,
1 (D) 5 1 h 1 bh (3.31)

z3 (D) =0, BIVzf -n,=0, Vzi-t,=1.

It is easy to verify that z;” and 23 exist, and the constructed functions Y;, i = 1,2 satisfy (3.23)

and (24). From (B31]), we have
|Z,;‘F|Loo(T) < Chr, |Vzl+| <C, |Zi+|W§O(T) =0, |Zi|Loo(T) < Chrp, i=1,2. (3.32)

Since I,{I;Ezl = Zj N;(z)¢;, it follows from B.I6) that, for m =0,1,2, i =1,2, s =+, —,

(1{5P=)°

< SO IN IS lwa ey < Ch™ SN (20).

=(T) JET jeT
Noticing
IN;(z0)] < Jes] ™ / |2ilds < |2l g2y < Chr,
€j
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we have
<Chflzfm, ’fl’L:O,l,?7 i:172, §=+4,—,

IFE
‘(I 2 W (T)

which together with (330) and ([B3.32) implies

|Tf|W;g(T) S Ch%‘im, m = 0, 172, 7= 1, 27 s = _|_7 —.
Finally, the first estimate in (3:29) is obtained by

|Tf|12/V2m(T) S |Tf|%/V;g(T)|T| S Oh§*2m7 m = 07 15 27 1= 1725 s = +a -

Other estimates in ([:29) can be proved similarly. We construct ¥(z) as
+ = N daa
zT=1 inTy,

\I/—Z—IIFE z, z=
0 inT, .

It is easy to verify that the constructed function W satisfies (3.25) and (28]). Since
|z pery =1, 2T |lwmy =0, |zlpey =1, m=12,

N ()] < Jes] ! / 2lds < |2|peqry <1, jET,

we get
‘ (IIFE

<Z|N )63 lwom () < Chp™ > INj(2)] < Chy™

Wz JET JjeT
and
|\IIS|W£(T) <Ch;™, s=+,—, m=0,1,2,
which implies
(O ry < 19y ([T < ChTT2™, s =+, —, m=0,1,2.

For the rotated-@Q; element, we construct ©(z) as

_ 2 2 2 : +

(C) JIFE 2t = (xl _ml) _HT(.”L'g —mg) in Th’
=z—dprT 2 2= . _
0 inT,,

where (my,msg) is the center of the rectangle T'. Using (B.H), we easily verify that the constructed
function O satisfies (B.27) and [B28)). It follows that
|z ooy < Ch7, |2Y L (1) < Chr, 12¥ |lwe (1) < C, |2lp(r) < Ch%,
- . (3.33)
IN;(2)] < lej 1/ |2lds < |z|poo(r) < ChZ.,  jET,

€j

which implies

‘(IIFE )

o S IN @SS lwg ) < Cha™ Y INj(2)] < Cha™

JET JET

and ) ) )
1©° W (1) < 1O [ () 1T < |O° [y (1) I T'|

2
IFFE
< (1) Rrgen + 2]y 0 ) 1) (3:34)
< ChYP s=+4,—, m=0,1,2.

For the Crouzeix-Raviart element, the above inequality (3.34]) is also valid since we have defined
© =0 if T is a triangle. O
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Lemma 3.6. On each interface element T € T,L', for any v € H2(Q), the following identity holds

(Invy) (@) — (17 P0)*(2) = ¥ (2) + D biYi(x)+ Y gigs (x) +t0°(x) Vo € T, s = +,—, (3.35)
1=1,2 1€L

with
a = [Lywp](D), by = [B:V(Invg) - mal(zp), b2 = [V(Invg) - ta] (),

= |es|™? /+(Ihv;5 —vj)ds + /7 (Invg — vE)ds> , 1€, (3.36)

t = [d(Invp)],

where €5 = e; NQ°, s =+, —, and d(-) is defined in [3F3). It is easy to see that g; = 0 when e =0

+_
ore; =e;.

Proof. For simplicity, define a function wy such that
wp|Tp = wy, with wj, = Iy — (IIFEy) s =+, —. (3.37)
It is obvious that w;, € Vj,(T), s = +, —. Define another functions vy by

vp = [wj;[(D)¥(x) + [[ﬁin,ﬂ;-nh]]( ) (@)
+ [Vwif - tn](zp) Ya(@) + D Ni(wn)i(x) + [d(wi)]O(x). (3.38)

i€L

Next, we prove wp, = vp. From BI3), BI)-B3) and Remark Bl the IFE basis functions ¢;, i € 7
satisfy the following identities

[651(D) =0, [BEVe] - nu](zp) =0, [V - ta](zp) =0,

(6] = 0, Ny(é0) = b1y, irj € T (339
Combining B38), B39) and BZ3)-B2F), we find
B2V (o) = 85V - mil(ey), Ni(on) = Niuwn), i €7 (3.40)
and
[E1D) = [WE1(D), [96 - 6)(ay) = [Vud - tul(ep), [P = [dwd)].  (34)

It follows from (B4I]) that v, — wy is continuous across I'y, N T, which together with (F40) and
B @3, implics

Vp — Wp € Sh(T) and Ni('Uh — wh) = O,i el.
Using the unisolvence of IFE shape functions (see Lemma B.3), we know that the function v, — wy,
is unique and vy, — wy = 0 through a simple verification. Thus, from (B.38]), we have

wp =vp = a¥(x) + 011 (x) + b2 To(x) + Zgz¢z +10(z), (3.42)
i€
where
a = [w; (D), b = [BxVwy -0l (xp), ba = [Vwy, - tal(2), gi = Ni(wn), t = [d(Invz)]-

Using the following facts from (B2)-(33)

[EPE0=)(D) = 0, [BEVUETP)* - mal(ay) = 0, [VITPo)* - ta] () = 0,
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we can further derive
a = [w, 1(D) = nvg — (IL7P0)*](D) = [Iavgl(D) — [(I1"F0)*1(D) = Lnvg](D),
= [B2Vwy -] (z,) = [ V(I — (I7P0)) - n](xp) = [ V(Ihvg) - mal(xy),
= [Vwy; - tr](zp) = [V(Invi — (IEFP0)5) - 1] (@) = [V(Invg) - tal ().
It remains to consider g;, ¢ € Z. Define
K, {Ihvg in T,
4 Invg  inT,,

then we know from B.37) that wy, = IPKv — IFFEy. Using the fact that N;(v — I[}FFv) = 0 on
interface elements from ([B.I8]), we obtain

gi = Ni(wp,) = N;(IP%v — IIFEv) = N;(IP5 v — v + v — TIFEY)
= N;(IPKv —v) + Ny (v — I} Fv) = N{(IPKv — v)

= leg| 7! </€+ (Inv}, — vi)ds + /87 (Invg — vi)ds) .

Theorem 3.7. For any v € Eﬂ(Q), there exists a constant C independent of h and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that

O

Z v — (I Fo )S|%/V2m(T) < Oh%_2m||v||§{2(sz+usr)a m=0,1,2, s=+,—,
TeTr

where hr is defined in (24).

Proof. On each interface element T' € T;F, by the triangle inequality, we have
v = (I P 0) lwr(ry < v = v wye oy + Hnvy — (L7 P0) gy, s = +,— (3.43)
The estimate of the first term is standard
v = I gy < O 05 By, m=0,1,2, 5 = +, —. (3.44)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (8:43), from Lemma B.6 Lemma and (BI6), we

have B
[ — (I, 7v)° |W27"(T)

<C | a1 g iry + D B gy + D 02105 oy + 710 gy (3.45)
1=1,2 i€L -

< Chi*" <a2 + g§> +ChE>™ Y b+ ChYPM?, m=0,1,2,
= i=1,2

Here the constants ¢, a, b1, by and g;, i € T are defined in (336). We now estimate these constants

one by one. Firstly, (35) implies

1

— |[Invi < Chrp 2 Ipvi

2 = |[d(Iwp)]|* =
(3.46)

<cnz? Y (Wil + vk — hoplha) ) < Chz? Z v 32y
S=-+4,— s=+,—
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Since v € H2(Q) = 0, we have [v]2(D), which leads to

= [Invg]*(D) = [Ty — vg]*(D) < |[Invg — vgll 3 (r (3.47)
< Clnvg = vl (ry + CllInvg = vgllie ) < ChR(VE T2 + 0E | H2(r);

where the standard interpolation error estimate is used in the last inequality, see Theorem 4.4.20 in
[].

For the constant by, using the standard inverse inequality, we have

= [B V(o) -malP(wp) < 182V Invi) - nillf ey < Chp? 185V (o) - malllZzcr) (3.48)
< Ch? I8V (Invg) - mu]Zary + Chz? (BT — BV Unvg) - ma]llZr,)

From (3.4)), the second term can be estimate as

he? I8 = B*)VUnvg) - mullZagry < hg® D 1182 = B°lIFe () IV Unvi) - mil 72

s=+,—

<C Y (IVUnE) -1 = Vo mal 2y + V05 miliaeny ) < D2 loslin
s=+,— s=+,—

For the first term on the right-hand side of ([3.48)), using (ZI0), we get
he? (185 Y Inog) - vl 22 (ry = ha 185V (Invg — vg) - o+ Vg - (ay —n+n)] | 22r,
< Chy? (||[[ﬁiV(IhU§ — i) ]| Za(ry + 0= 0| 2o ) 118 V0TI 2 ) + | [5F Vg - n]]l@zm)

<C Y (Wil + Wil ) + Ch2 I8 VvE -nlla,
s=+,—

Combining above three inequalities yields
B<C S (bl + Wl ) + CRRIIBEVOE - nllsr)- (3.49)
s=+,—
Analogously,
= [V(nvg) - ta]*(2p) < I[VUInvg) - thlllf(r) < ORIV Unvg) - talllZa (1)
< Ch? [V (Invs — vg) -t + Vg - (6 =t + )] 227,
< Chz? (VU — oF) - tll 3 + tn = 613 o VOB N2y + 11905 - 1132y ) (3-50)

<C > (bl + Wil ) + CRE2IIVE - )
s=—+,—

Finally, the constants g;, i € Z in ([3.30) can be estimated by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
the standard interpolation error estimate

2
g7 = le;| 2 /+ (Invg; —vf)ds + /7 (Invy —vg)ds| < Chp' Z vy — ’U%”%z(ei)
s=4,— (3.51)
<C Z (h;2||IhUJSE — 0l T2ry + IV Inv — ’USE)H%Q(T)) < Chi, Z 05|32 (1)
s=4,— i=4+,—

We now combine 43)-B41), (49)-BE51) to obtain the error estimate on interface elements

| (IIFE ) |Wm(T) < Oh4 2m Z ||’UE||H2 + Oh%ﬁzm (||[[[3in§ . Il]]”%g(T) + ||[[V’U§ . t]]H%z(T)) .
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Summing up the estimate over all interface elements 7' € 7, and using Assumption ([Z3), we get

Z 0 = (I F0) [y oy < Chp 2 [[vE [ B2y + ChE ™ ((||[[ﬂin§ 0] 2200 nr))
TET (3.52)
+ ||[[V’U§ 't]]||%2(U(F,hr))) 5 S:+,_, m:O,1,2.

Since v € H2(Q2), we know from the definition (ZI) that [6*Vvs - n](z) = 0 and [vi](z) = 0 for
all # € T, which also implies [V - t](2) = 0 on T'. Thus, by Lemma 24, and (Z35)-(Z8),

+yv, + 2 2 +yo, + 2 2 s 2
H[[ﬁ Vg - n]]Hm(U(F,hr)) < Chr H[ﬁ Vg - n]HHl(U(F,hr)) < Chr Z ||UE||H2(Q)’
s=+,—

H[[VUE 't]]Hi%U(F,hp)) < Cht H[VUE .t]]‘ifl(U(F,hr‘)) < Chi Z ””%”%’2(9)'
s=+,—

Substituting the above inequalities into (8:52]) and using the extension result (8:20) we complete the
proof. O

Now we prove the optimal approximation capabilities of the noncomforming IFE spaces VhI FE
where the errors resulting from the mismatch of I and I'j, are taken into account.

Theorem 3.8. For any v € IA{T2(Q), there exists a constant C independent of h and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that

Z lv— If{FEUﬁ/Vgﬂ(T) < Ch4_2m||”||§{2(9+uﬂf)a m =0, 1. (3.53)
TETh

Proof. On each non-interface element T € 7,°", the following estimate is standard

[0 = L7 B0lfymn oy = [0 = Doy oy < Chp 2™ |olfaery,  m =0, 1. (3.54)
On each interface element T' € T;F, in view of the relations T = T*UT~ and T% = (T* N T} ) U
(T°NT, ), s=++,—, we have

v — I}ILFEU|12/VZ7”(T) = Z [v® — (IfIzFEU)S|i2/Vgn(TsmT,§)
s=+,— (3.55)

— IFE, \+|2 + IFE, \—|2
0T = G g ey 107 G0 e ey

By the triangle inequality,

- [FE, \+|2 -2 + [FE, \+|2
™ = G0 g -y < AT = VBl - azy + 210 = 570 g -y
| +_(IIFE )—2 <2| + _ —|2 ’ +2| — _ (7IFE )—2 (3'56)
v B0 v rearoy S 207 = VBl gare) 210 = R g -
Substituting ([B.56]) into (B.55]) and using the definition (2.11]), we get
v = ;" B0l < C Z [0° = (75 0)* By ) + Clo — Vgl ray, m=0,1. (3.57)

s=+,—

It follows from Lemma (23) and the fact [v£] = 0 on T' NT that

_ 2 R
||U?5L - UE”%?(TA) < Chy |[[U§]HH1(TA) < Chy, Z |UE|%(1(T)a
s=+,—

_ 2
IV (% = vp)Bara) < C (BRIVIEI2enr) + P [EE] e ra))

< Chy Z IVogl22nry + Chy Z 0% 52 (1)
S=-4,— S=-+4,—
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which implies

v = vg Ry ray < ChE2™ S (lv%ﬁpm+||Vv%|\%z<m>), m=0,1. (3.58)
s=-+,—

Combining (854), (3.51) and (B58), we arrive at

D = L Pl < CRTE Y 0 ol +C Y D0 0= (TR0 iy
i réTen TeTy ST
FOH S Y By + OB Vg By m= 0,1,
TeT, s=+—

which together with TheoremB.7] the extension result (8:20) and the following global trace inequality
Y IVeRliaey < Clloble@r + 1ol @-) (3.59)
S=-+4,—

yields the theorem. O

4 FError estimates of the existing nonconforming IFE method

In this section, we show that the existing nonconforming IFE method [I7] 23] cannot achieve the
optimal convergence rates unless [S]JrVu -t = 0 on I'. The existing nonconforming IFE method is
to find uy € V,{EE such that

n(up,vp) Z /ﬂ Wuy, - Vopde = vahdx VvaVh{gE. (4.1)
TETh

It is easy to see that ap (-, -) = a(,-) on H}(Q2) and it is positive-definite on VhIFE because ap (vp, vp) =
0, vy, € Vh]) g E implies v, = 0. Thus, the discrete problem (&) has a unique solution. We define the

energy norm
[0]lay == Van(v,v) Yo e VIEE + Hy(Q)

and quote the following well-known second Strang lemma (see Lemma 10.1.9 in [4]).
Lemma 4.1. Let u and uy, be the solutions of the problems (2.3) and (4.1)), respectively. Then

. ap(u — up, w
lu = uplla, < C{ inf |l —wvalla, + sup M} . (4.2)

vnEVET wr eV, TE\{0} HwhHah

Since u € H2(Q), Theorem 3.8 implies

inf flu—vnlla, < [lu—I;"Fulla, < Chljullgz@+ua-)- (4.3)

Vh GVIF

For the second term on the right-hand side of (£2), we have

ap(u — up, wp) / BVu - Vwpdx —/ fwpdx =

TETh

/BVU n.fwp]eds,

ecéy,

where the jump [wp]en. across an edge e is defined as follows. Let e be an interior edge shared by
two elements 7T and T, and n. the unit normal of e pointing towards the outside of T}. Define

[Wh]ene = (wh|Te — wh |1 )Ne on e.
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If e is an edge on the boundary of Q, then define [wp].ne = wpn., where n. is the unit normal of
e pointing towards the outside of 2. Given an edge e and an element T', define the standard L2
projection operators P§ and P{ as

P;f:|e|—1/fds, Pon:|T|—1/dex.

It follows from the fact [ [wp]eds = 0 that

> | BVu-nfwnleds| = | > [ (BVu-n. — P§(8Vu - n.)) [wy]eds

lan(u — up, wp)| =

ec&p V€ ecEp V€
1/2 1/2 (4.4)
< (Z 1AV n, —PS(ﬁVu-ne)||2L2<e>> (Z ||[whle||iz<e)> .
e€ly e€ly

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the
mesh such that

lwnlel3ae) < Clel (lwnls ez + lwnldngrg)) Ve € & Vun € PP,
Proof. Using the fact that P (wn|7e) = P (wn|1g ), we have
2 e e 2
lfwnleae = [ Cwnlrg = Pswnlrg) = anles + B (unle)” s

. 2
S 2 Z (’wh|Tie — PO (’wh|Tie)) dS
i=1,27¢
By the property of L? projection
If = P5(Plleze) < f —cellzey  Vee €R

and the standard trace inequality, we get

e 2
lfwnleltee <2 Y [ (wnley = Fitunler))*ds <2 3 [ (wndny = P (wnln) ds

i=1,2"¢ i=1,2"¢

<0 N (hgt |wnlre — By ( )2 +h e — P ( )2

Iy T | 0 \nlTy L2(Ty) T T o WhlTs H(Ty)

S C (the|’wh|?{1(Tle) + hT§|’IUh|?{1(T2e)) ,
where the fact that wy,|r € H'(T) is used in the last inequality even though T € T,I'. (|

If e is an edge on the boundary of 2, we also have similar estimates. Thus,
2
S a2y < Chlfwnl2,. (4.5)

eely

The next step is to estimate ||[5Vu - ne — P§(BVu - ne)l| 2 in @d). Let T be an element such
that e C OT. If e € £°™ and T € T,"°", using the property of the L? projection operator P§ and
the standard trace inequality, we have

[6Vu-ne = P (BVu-ne)ll 2, < [6Vu - ne — Py (BVu- ne)”m(e)
< Chy' 2|18V e — P (BVu-n)||p2er) + Chyl* |8V el ) (4.6)

S Ohéw/2 |u|H2(T) .
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If e € £M°" and T € T,F, the term can be estimated by using the fact that e € Q°, s = + or —, and
the extension (3.20),

18V ne = P§(BVu - ne)ll 2y = 18°Vuy - ne — P§(8* Vi - 1) 12,
< Chy' 2|85V -0 — B (B°Vug, - )|l 2ery + Chyl*[BVu - nel g () (4.7)
< Ch%r/2|u%|H2(T)-

Hence, it follows from (@6)-(@7T) and the extension result (3:20) that

> lIBVu-ne = PS(BVu - 0|72 S Ch Y [uklie@) < Chlulfzgivay.  (4.8)

eegpon i=+,—

For interface edges e € £}, we cannot conclude the optimal estimate since (8Vu - n.)|. may have
a jump across e NI'. Noticing that [u]r = 0 implies [Vu - t]r = 0, the jump can be derived as

[BVu-n.]r = [BVu-njrn-n. + [BVu - tlpt - ne = [Br(Vu - t)(t - ne), (4.9)
where we have used
[BVu-nlr =0 and [fVu-t]r = %(ﬂ"_ + 87)[Vu-tlr + [BrVu -t = [B]rVu - t.

The following lemma gives an estimate on interface edges.

Lemma 4.3. Let u be the solution of the problem (2.2). Assume the triangulation near the interface
s quasi-uniform, i.e., h;l < Ch;l for all T € T,F'. Then it holds that

S 18Vu ne — PEBVE 0l < Chr 3 llfiszvor + C ARV -ty - (410)
e€ey TeTT

Proof. Define a function z|gs = 2%, s = +, —, such that

—AZ°+2°=0 inQ°, s=+4,—,

02"
Zsz[ﬁ]l_‘v’u,t on F, a—:o on 697 S:+7_,
14

where v is the outward unit normal vector to 9. Since [B]rVu -t € H'/?(T), the function z exists
and satisfies
zlp = [BlrVu -t and |[z]mie) < B0V - t] gz (4.11)

For an edge e € £, let w = BVu - n. and T be an element that has e as one of its edges. Define
w ifxeT™,

w(z) =z(x)t(z) - ne Ve €T and w(r)= {0 Gl

From (@9) and (@II)), we have [w — @W]rnr = 0. Thus, w — @ € H*(T). By the property of the L?
projection operator Py and the standard trace inequality, we derive
[[w— Poe(w)Hiz(e) < w-— PoT(w - w)”%z(e) =|lw—-w+d— PoT(w - w)||2L2(e)
<2|lw — b — Py (w — )| 20 + 2/|@] 72
< Clhy'|w— b — P (w—@)||720r) + hrlw = @3 ) + 2021|720
< Chr|w — @3y + hpt 21220y + bl F )

< Clhr|wlin (v oy + br 12172y + brlzl3n ()
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Summing over all interface edges and using Lemma [2.4] we get

> IBVu-n. — P§(8Vu- ne)”iz(e) <y C(hrlw|f op+or-y + hr 20720y + brlzlin )

o TET)
< Chr Z ulFzprur-y + Chp 21320 ney) + ChrlzlFn o
TeT,
< Chr Z |ulFr2 (o) + Cllzl @)
TeT,
which together with (£I1)) yields this lemma. O
/IF
~
o L7
0ot

Figure 3: A triangulation of a region A contained in 2; red: interface edges.

Remark 4.4. The estimate ([{.10) is sharp, i.e., we cannot find a better upper bound for the ap-
prozimation error than O(1) when [SlrVu -t # 0 on I'. We explain it by a concrete example as
illustrated in Figure [3. The domain Q contains a region A such that A = (0,1)%, AT = {z =
(x1,22) €Ay > @}, A~ ={x = (21,22) € A: 21 < z3}. The interface contained in the region is
FNA={z=(x1,22) € A: 21 =x2}. We use uniform triangulations constructed by connecting the
midpoints of edges (see Figureld) and only consider these interface edges which are contained in the
T and n = (\%,—%)T. Let B =2, B~ =1 and the ezact

solution u(x1,z2) be a piecewise linear function on AT, A~ such that

region A. Obviously, n, =t = (\%, %)

1
(Il + .IQ).

U|FmA = ﬁ
Thus, Vu-t=1 and (BVu - ne)|e+ =2, (BVu-ne)|.- =1 for alle C A and e € E. Therefore,

BTVuT - n=p"Vu -n=1 and

[8Vu e = P§(8Vu - ne) [ = inf [BVu -0 = cela

: le| 2, lel 2 le|
> > .
cleléf (2 (2—c)’+ 5 (1-ce) Ch

Using the fact that the number of interface edges contained in A is O(h™1'), we observe that

> IBVu - ne = P§(BVu-n,)[72) > Y. Ch>C.

ec&r e€&f ,eCA

With the above discussions, we have the following error estimate for the existing nonconforming
IFE method.

Theorem 4.5. Let u and uyp, be the solutions of the problems (2.2) and {{-1)), respectively. Under
the assumption of Lemma[{.3, the following discretization error estimate holds

lu —unlla, < Chllullg2@rua-) + Ch'?|[BlrVu - bl gy - (4.12)
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Proof. Tt follows from (L)) and @I0) that

> 18V n. = P§(BVu - ne)l[72() < Chlulieiorva-y + C BV tlinem,  (4.13)
ec&yp

which together with (£4)) and (@35 yields
lan(u — up, wn)| < ChY?|[wpla, (h1/2|u|H2(musr> +[[[BlrVu - t||H1/2(r>) : (4.14)

Combining (£2), @3) and (@I4), we complete the proof. O

Remark 4.6. The estimate ({{.13) in Theorem [{.J] suggests that the solution of the nonconforming
IFE method ({1) only converges with a suboptimal convergence rate O(h'/?) in the energy norm if
[BlrVu -t # 0 on T'. Applying global trace inequalities on QT and Q™ to the second term on the

right-hand side of [{-13), we get
lu = wnlla, < CRY2ull 20+ 00-)-

Using the standard duality argument (see [4, p. 284]), we can also derive the following suboptimal
L? error estimate
u—unllr20) < Chllull m2@@+uo-)- (4.15)

5 A new nonconforming IFE method and error estimates

To recover the optimal convergence rates, we propose a new nonconforming IFE method. On each
interface element 7' € 7,1, define

Wi (T) := {wy, € (L*(T))* : wp, = Vo, Vo, € Si(T)}. (5.1)
We also define a space associated with an edge e € 5,1; as
We = {wpn € (L*(Q))? : wal|re € Wi(TY), wnlrg € Wa(T5), walo\(rsurs) = 0}. (5.2)
For simplicity of the implementation, the coefficient 5(z) is approximated by

B BH(z) if xeQ)f,
Pule) = {ﬁ(:v) it req;.

Define a local lifting operator r : L*(e) — W, such that
5 Br(x)re(p) - wpde = /{ﬂhwh ‘Netepds Ywp, € W, (5.3)
where {v}e = $(v|re + v|7g). Obviously, the support of r(y) is T U Ty.
The new nonconforming IFE method is to find uy € Vh{ g Z such that
Ap(up,vp) == ap(up, vp) + bp(un, vr) + sp(up, vp) = /Q fopdx Yoy, € Vh{gE, (5.4)

where

'dh(uh,vh) = Z /ﬂh(a:)Vuh . V’Uhd:Z?,
T

TEThH

b n) = = 3 [ ((Tunnc)elonle + (850, nelunl.) ds, 53
grve

swwneon) =43 [ Guane(funle) - re(onl)de

6655
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Note that the new nonconforming IFE method is symmetric and does not require a manually chosen
stabilization parameter. Now we analyze the new method. For all v € Hj(Q) N H*(Q) + V,/{¥,
define the following mesh-dependent norms

[vlla, == van(v,v)
and
1/2
ollln = [ 102, + Y lell{BaVolellia + Y lel™ lIvlelZz) + sa(v,v) : (5.6)
ecEl ecEf

The continuity of the bilinear form A(-,-) is verified directly from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
An(w, o) < flwlallolln  Yw,ve Hy(Q)n H(Q)+ Vg (5.7)

The following lemma demonstrates the coercivity of the bilinear form A(-,-) on the IFE space Vh{ e
with respect to the norm || - ||z, -

Lemma 5.1. It holds that

1
Ap(vp,vp) > _th”%h Yoy € th)gE (5.8)

Proof. For all vy, € Vh{gE, choosing wp|reury = Vun, waloy(reurg) = 0 in (B3) and using the fact
that the support of r.(y¢) is Tf U Ts, we have

/ Br(z)re(p) - Vopdx = / Br(z)re(p) - Vopde = /{Bthh ‘N e pds.
TeUTS Q e

It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

[bn (vn,vn)| = |2 ) [{BuVon - ne}elvnleds
ec&f ¢

1/2 1/2 (5.9)

< |4 Z /Q Brre([vnle) - re([vnle)da Z /TEUTG BV - Vopda

ecEy ecEl

Since each interface element has at most two interface edges from Assumption 2.2 each element is
calculated at most twice. Therefore,

Z / BrVup, - Vopdr < 2 Z / Br(z)Vop, - Vupda. (5.10)
TeUTS T

665}: TETh

Combining (5.5), (£.9) and (G.I0), we have

1/2
b (ons o) < (sn(vn,0n)) 2 (2 ) /T ﬂh@)wh-whdx)

TEThH

1
< sp(vp,vn) + = E /ﬂh(I)Vvh'VvhdI,
2 T
TETh

which together with (53] yields the result

~ 1 1
A(vp,vn) = an(vn, vn) + bn(vn, vn) + sn(vn, vp) > 3 Z / Br(x)Vup, - Vopdz = §||vh|\§h.
TeT, T
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Next, we show the equivalence of the two norms || - ||z, and ||| - [||n on the IFE space V,igE. To
begin with, we need the following trace inequality for the IFE shape functions in Sy, (T') which can
be verified via straightforward calculations. We also refer readers to [23, Theorem 2.7].

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the
mesh such that

||vvh||L2(8T) < Ch;l/QHV’UhHLz(T) Yoy, € Sh(T) VT € 77?. (5.11)

We also need the following stability estimate for the local lifting operator r..

Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the
mesh such that
Ire(@)llL2) < Clel ™ 2llellr2e) Ve € LP(e) Ve € &

Proof. Since the support of r.(¢) is Tf U Ts, choosing wy, = 7.(¢) in (&3)) yields

e s oy < ClIBre(@)arriums) = C [ Bhrele) - nelspds

< Cl{Bre(@) el leliza(e) < Cllellzze) D Ire(@)lze lz2ce)-
i=1,2

(5.12)

Note re(@)|re € Wi(TY), we know from (5.I)) that there exists a function v, € S, (TT) such that
Te()|re = Vup,. By the trace inequality (5.11]) for the IFE shape functions, we have

—1/2 —-1/2
Ire(@)|zelz2(e) = Vonlz2(e) < Chp' [V onl r2cry = Chy? [re(@) |2z,

which, together with (512)) and a similar estimate on T§, completes the proof of this lemma. O

We now prove the norm-equivalence in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. There exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the
mesh such that
lvnlla, < llvnlln < Cllvnllz, — Yon € V5. (5.13)

Proof. We just need to prove the second inequality since the first inequality is obvious. By the trace
inequality (EIT]) for the IFE shape functions, it holds

S lell{BTontelFae <€ 30 3 IV0kl3acre) < Cllunl?,. (5.14)

eeEf eegl 1=1,2

From Lemma 2] we have

D lel T onlellZae <C Y D IVomlZaie < Cluall3, (5.15)

ec&r ecg) i=1,2
which, together with Lemma [5.3] for the local lifting operator, leads to

sion,on) S C Y re(fonle) 72y < C D lel lonlelFzge) < Clivnll3,- (5.16)

ec}, ec&r
Combining (56), (E14)-(EI6), we get the second inequality in (I3)). O

The following lemma provides an optimal estimate for the interpolation error in terms of the
norm ||| - [[[1.
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Lemma 5.5. Suppose v € H? (Q), then there exists a constant C independent of h and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that

IIFE

lo = L,"llln < Chllv]|g2@+ue-)-

Proof. The first term in the norm ||| - ||| can be bounded by Theorem [B.8]
lv = I Folla, < Chllvllgzo+ua-)- (5.17)

Since (v — ItEEv)|p € HY(T) for all T € T,F, by the standard trace inequality and Theorem B8] we
have

S lel e = Bl <€ D2 3 (bl = B Fulacry + o = Lol ) )

ec&r ecg), 1=1,2

(5.18)
<C Z (h:FQHU — LT P01 R0y + [0 - Ii{FEUﬁ{l(T)) < Chillvllfz@rua-),
TeTr
which, together with Lemma [5.3] implies
(0 =100 = 10 < 0 3 [l o = TP Pl < CRlolmarvny (519

ec&f
Let e* =eNQ®, s = 4+, —. Recalling the notations in (319)-(320)), it holds
{BhY (v = I F0)}ellEa o) = N8RV (v = I F0)}ellTa ey + IH{BRY (0 = LT Po) YelF2 e
< CIHV@E = TR o) ) elliage) + CIH{V(vp = (I770) ) YellZae)-

Then using the standard trace inequality and Theorem B.7, we can derive

Y lell{8rV (0 = I Po)}el T2

eEEF

<C Z Z (|UE I, ) |H1(T)+hT|UE|H2(T)) < Ch||v[l2 o+ ua-)-
TeT, s=+,—

The lemma follows from (5.6]), (E17)-G20). O

(5.20)

The following lemma concerns the errors caused by replacing 53(x) by B (z).

Lemma 5.6. Let v € H2(Q) and w € VIFE + HY(Q). Then there exists a constant C independent
of h and the interface location relative to the mesh such that

1/2
lan(v,w) = @n(v,w)] < Chrlvllme@rva-) | Y IVWllizma, : (5.21)
TeT!
Furthermore, if w € H(Q), there holds
lan (v, w) = an(v,w)| < ChE||v| a2+ vo-) 1wl B2 @+ uo-)- (5.22)
Proof. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives
lap (v, w) — ap (v, w) Z / (8 — Br)Vv - Vwdzx
TeTr
o 1o (5.23)
<C | Y IVulZara > IVwllizga,
TeTr TeT,
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Using Lemma and the global trace inequalities on Q% and Q~, we derive

Z IVollZzray = Z Z Vo122 (panges) < Z Z IVozl32ay

Te7~}1r" TET}F s=+,— TETF s=—4,—
<C Z Z (h%”vaHL%TﬁF) + h |UE|H2 TA))
e (5.24)
< Chi Z HVUSH%Z(F) +Chy Z |’USE|%I2(Q)
s=-+,— s=-4,—

< Oh% Z ||'U||%I2(QS) = Ch%”“”?p(sﬁusr)-

s=+,—
The estimate (5.21) follows from (5.23) and (5.24). If w € H2(2), then similar to (5.24),
Y IVwlfagray < ChEllwlfa@rua-)- (5.25)
TeTr
The estimate (5:22) then follows from (G22I and (G25). O

With these preparations, we are ready to derive the H' error estimate for the new nonconforming
IFE method.

Theorem 5.7. Let u and uy be the solutions of the problems (2.2) and (5.4), respectively. Then
there exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh such that

Il w = unllln < Chllull g2 @+ ua-)- (5.26)

Proof. From Lemma 5.1 and Lemma [5.4] we know that the bilinear form Ay (-, -) is also coercive on
VIFE with respect to the norm ||| - |[|,. Thus, the second Strang lemma implies
. Ah U — Up, Wh
|||u—uh|||h§C{ inf |lw— v |||n+ sup [An(u = un, wn)| .
h GVIFE

(5.27)
i wnevieergoy  llwnllln

The first term of the right-hand side of (527) can be bounded by Lemma [5.5

inf e = vl < [l = 17 Full < Chlluleqarn-. (5.28)

h,()

Multiplying (LI) by wy, € Vhl 5F and integrating by parts, we obtain

/ Jwpdz = ap(u,wp) + sp(u, wp) /{BVU N, be[wple + {BVwy - ne feluleds

ccen (5.2)

= Ap(u,wp) Z BV - ne[wp]eds + ap(u, wy) — ap(u, wp,),

eegﬁlon €
where By, (x) = B(x) on edges, [u]le =0, [BVu - n.]e = 0 and r.([u].) = 0 are used. It follows from
(5:29) and (54) that

Ap(u — up, wp) Z BVu - ne[wp)eds + ap(u, wy) — ap(u, wp). (5.30)

eegnon €

Hence, by (@4), [@3), (£]), and Lemma (&.6]), we have

[An(u = un, wn)| < Chljul| g2 @+ua-) [l wall;

which, together with (521) and (5.2])), completes the proof of the theorem. O
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The optimal L? error estimate is also derived by using the standard duality argument below.

Theorem 5.8. Let u and uy be the solutions of the problems (22) and (54), respectively. Then
there exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh such that

lu = un 2() < Ch?[|ullg2(@+ua-)- (5.31)
Proof. Let z € H}(Q) be the solution of the following auxiliary problem
a(v,z) = / (u —up)vdr Yo € H(Q). (5.32)
Q

Since u — up, € L*(R), it follows from Theorem 2] that
2€ H(Q) and |2l m2arua-) < Cllu— unllza). (5.33)

Let 2z, € VhIF E be the solution of the new nonconforming IFE method applied to the auxiliary

problem (532, i.e.,
Ap(vp, zp) = /(u —up)vpdr Yoy € VIFE. (5.34)
Q

Recalling that ay(-,-) = a(-,-) on H (), and applying (5.32) and (5.34), we have

||u - uh”%ﬂ(ﬂ) = CL(’LL, Z) - Ah(uha Zh) = Ah(uv Z) - Ah(uha Zh) + Eh(uv Z) - CLh(’U,, Z) (5 35)
= Ap(u —un, 2z — zn) + Ap(u — un, 2n) + An(un, 2 — zn) + (an(u, 2) — an(u, 2)), -

where the relation by (u, z) = sp(u,z) = 0 is used in the second identity since [u]. = [v]. = 0 for all
edges. Lemma provides the estimate for the last term

an(u, 2) = an(u, 2) < Ch?||ull g2(a+ua-) 2] 2 @+ ua-)- (5.36)
The first terms on the right-hand side of (£.35]) can be estimated using Theorem [5.7]
An(u—up, z = 2) < llu = wn |ln 2 = 20l < Ch?ull 2@+ va-) 121l 2@+ va-)- (5.37)
We rewrite the second term on the right-hand side of (535) as
Ap(u —up, zn) = Ap(u — up, zp — IIFE )+ Ap(u— uh,I,{FEzh). (5.38)
It is easy to see that
PP2) < Jlw =l llzn = 752l < O lull oo 12l @rvasy- (5:39)

Ah(u — Up, Rh —

From (530), we have

Ap(u—up, IFE2 Z BV -0 [I1FE 2] eds + an(u, IHEE 2) — an(u, I P 2). (5.40)
eegﬁlon €
Since [IFFE2;]. = [2]e = 0, we can derive
Z BVu - n [I}FF 2, Z (BVu -n, — PS(BVu - n ) [IHFE 2, — 2)ods
ccgponJe ccgponJe (5.41)

< CR?||ull g2(a+ua-) 2l m2(0+ua-),
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where the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (L8], the standard trace inequality and Theorem 3.8 are used.
Applying Lemma and Theorem [B.§ again we obtain
lan(u, Iy 2n) — an(u, I P2n)| < fan(u, 2) — an(u, 2)|
+ [an (u, [HEE 2, — 2) — ap(u, [HFE 2, — 2)| (5.42)
< CR*||ul g2+ ua-) |12 m2 0+ ua-).-
Combining (53])-([E42), we find
Ah(u — Up, Zh) < Ch2HuHH2(Q+UQ—) HZ||H2(Q+UQ—), (5.43)

and similarly,
Ap(up,z — zp) < Ch2HuHH2(Q+UQ—) ||ZHH2(Q+UQ—). (5.44)

Applying (530)-E3T), (43)-(E44), we arrive at the estimate
= unl|720) < CR?|ull 2@+ va-) |2l B2(@+va-),

which together with the regularity result (5.33]) implies the estimate ([B31]). O

6 Numerical examples

In this section, we present some numerical examples to validate the theoretical analysis. To avoid
redundancy, we only report numerical results of IFE methods based on the Crouzeix-Raviart element
since the results of IFE methods based on the rotated-@); element are almost the same.

For simplicity, we take 2 = (—1,1) x (—1,1) as the computational domain and use uniform
triangulations constructed as follows. We first partition the domain into IV x N congruent rectangles,
and then obtain the triangulation by cutting the rectangles along one of diagonals in the same
direction. We examine the convergence rate of IFE solutions using the following norms

1/2
len|m == ( > VBV (u - uh)”%?(T)) and lenllz2 = [[u — unllL2(q)-

TEThH

For comparison, we replace 3(z) by SBx(z) in the existing nonconforming IFE method (&I]) in our
computation. Thus, the difference of the existing nonconforming IFE method and our new non-
conforming IFE method (&4) is the terms by (-, ) and sp(+, ). In view of the analysis for our new
method, the error resulting from replacing £(z) by B(z) does not affect the error estimates in
Theorem for the existing nonconforming IFE method.

6.1 A counter example with Vu-t#0 on I'

We use this example to show that the existing nonconforming IFE method using integral values as
degrees of freedom does not have the optimal convergence rates.

Ezample 611 The interface is I' = {(21,22) € R? : 23 + 23 = r¢} such that Q= = {(z1,22) €
R?: 2?2 + 23 < r3}. Let (r,0) be the polar coordinate of z = (x1,z2). The exact solution is chosen
as u(z) = j(x)v(z)w(z), where w(z) = sin(f),

< 1
exp| ————
j(w) = L= (r—r0)?/n?
0 if |r —ro| >,

> if |r —ro| <,
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and
(2) 14+ (2 =r2)/BY(x) ifzxeQ,
v(z) =
L+ (r*=r3)/B (x) ifzeQ .
Let 7o = 0.5, n = 0.45, 3% (z) and B~ (z) be positive constants. It is easy to verify that the jump

condition (L2)-(L3) is satisfied and Vu -t # 0 on I'. We test two cases: (81, 57) = (10,1000) and
(BT, 87) = (1000, 10). The exact solutions of these two cases are plotted in Figure [

B e e O Gy e
L
7 1
108 06 04 g 0 02 04 5 g 1

Figure 4: Exact solutions of Fzamplel6Il Left: (8, 57) = (10,1000); Right: (8%, 57) = (1000, 10)

We report numerical results in Tables which clearly confirm our theoretical analysis. The
second and third columns in Tables indicate suboptimal convergence rates: |lex||r2 ~ O(h),
len|gr = O(hY/?) for the existing nonconforming IFE method @I)). When the terms by(-,-) and
sn(+,+) are added to the scheme, i.e., the new nonconforming IFE method (54]), we observe the
optimal convergence rates (see last two columns in Tables [IH2).

Table 1: Numerical results of Ezample 6.1 with (87, 37) = (10, 1000).

Existing nonconforming IFE method New nonconforming IFE method
N ||€h||L2 rate |eh|H1 rate ||eh||L2 rate |€h|H1 rate
8 2.221E-01 2.140E+01 1.617E-01 1.781E+401

16 | 7.650E-02 1.54 | 1.037E+01 1.05 | 4.414E-02 1.87 | 6.889E4-00 1.37
32 | 1.745E-02 2.13 | 5.970E4+00 0.80 | 5.989E-03 2.88 | 3.851E+4+00 0.84
64 | 7.322E-03 1.25 | 3.597E4+00 0.73 | 7.855E-04 2.93 | 1.784E+00 1.11
128 | 3.204E-03 1.19 | 2.309E400 0.64 | 1.935E-04 2.02 | 8.932E-01 1.00
256 | 1.514E-03 1.08 | 1.548E+00 0.58 | 4.836E-05 2.00 | 4.461E-01 1.00
512 | 7.276E-04 1.06 | 1.056E+00 0.55 | 1.197E-05 2.01 | 2.229E-01 1.00
1024 | 3.603E-04 1.01 | 7.378E-01 0.52 | 2.992E-06 2.00 | 1.114E-01 1.00
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Table 2: Numerical results of Ezample 61 with (87, 87) = (1000, 10).

Existing nonconforming IFE method New nonconforming IFE method
N llerll 2 rate len| g rate | |len||L2 rate ler| e rate
8 1.736E-01 4.641E+401 1.540E-01 4.611E+401

16 | 7.679E-02 1.18 | 1.686E+01 1.46 | 6.402E-02 1.27 | 1.579E401 1.55
32 | 1.186E-02 2.69 | 8.927TE400 0.92 | 5.868E-03 3.45 | 8.055E4+00 0.97
64 | 5.188E-03 1.19 | 4.822E400 0.89 | 8.575E-04 2.77 | 3.888E400 1.05
128 | 2.242E-03 1.21 | 2.802E4-00 0.78 | 1.944E-04 2.14 | 1.949E4-00 1.00
256 | 1.061E-03 1.08 | 1.746E+00 0.68 | 4.841E-05 2.01 | 9.738E-01 1.00
512 | 5.043E-04 1.07 | 1.133E+00 0.62 | 1.218E-05 1.99 | 4.868E-01 1.00
1024 | 2.483E-04 1.02 | 7.654E-01 0.57 | 2.982E-06 2.03 | 2.434E-01 1.00

6.2 An example with variable coefficients and a non-convex interface

Example The interface is the zero level set of the function,
o(x) = (3(2F +23) —21)? — 27 — 23 + 0.02.

The exact solution is chosen as u(x) = ¢(x)/B(x), where

B(x) = B1(z) = 300(2 + sin(6z; + 622)) if p(z) > 0,

x
B (x) = 2+ cos(6x1 + 6x2) if p(z) < 0.

It is easy to verify that the jump condition ([2)-(L3]) is satisfied and Vu -t = 0 on I'. The exact
solution and the interface are plotted in Figure

For the problem with variable coefficients, we choose B+ = 8% (z,,), 8. = B~ (xm) on each
interface element T' € ’7;{, where x,, is the midpoint of I';, NT". Since Vu-t = 0 on I', our theoretical
analysis suggests the optimal convergence rates for both the existing and the new IFE methods,
which are confirmed by the results listed in Table B

In view of the requirement (3.4), we also test another choice: BF = f*(4;) + CTh, i.e., using
the value at one vertex A; of T' and random constants C* in [0, 1]. The numerical results are almost
the same and thus are not presented to avoid redundancy.

Table 3: Numerical results of Example

Existing nonconforming IFE method New nonconforming IFE method
N ller |l 2 rate len| g rate | |len||L2 rate len] g rate
8 1.510E-02 1.744E+00 1.959E-02 1.747E+00

16 | 5.245E-03 1.53 | 8.899E-01 0.97 | 6.609E-03 1.57 | 8.921E-01  0.97
32 | 1.540E-03 1.77 | 4.541E-01 0.97 | 2.151E-03 1.62 | 4.568E-01 0.97
64 | 2.785E-04 247 | 2.277E-01 1.00 | 4.067E-04 2.40 | 2.287E-01  1.00
128 | 5.968E-05 2.22 | 1.140E-01 1.00 | 7.657E-05 2.41 | 1.142E-01 1.00
256 | 1.356E-05 2.14 | 5.701E-02 1.00 | 1.601E-05 2.26 | 5.709E-02 1.00
512 | 3.335E-06 2.02 | 2.851E-02 1.00 | 3.773E-06 2.09 | 2.854E-02 1.00
1024 | 7.856E-07 2.09 | 1.425E-02 1.00 | 8.338E-07 2.18 | 1.426E-02 1.00
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Figure 5: The exact solution and the interface of Example[6.2l Left: the plot of —u; Right: the plot
of the interface

7 Conclusions

In this paper, we have shown that the nonconforming IFE methods using integral-value degrees of
freedom cannot achieve optimal convergence rates although the continuity of IFE shape functions
is weakly enforced through average values over edges. The suboptimal convergence rates have been
confirmed by a counter numerical example where the the tangential derivative of the exact solution
is not zero on the interface. We think there is similar issue for nonconforming IFE methods using
integral-value degrees of freedom for solving elasticity and Stokes interface problems, which is an
interesting topic in our future research.

To recover the optimal convergence rates, we have developed a new nonconforming IFE method
with additional terms at interface edges. The new nonconforming IFE method is symmetric and
the coercivity is ensured by a local lifting operator without a sufficient large penalty parameter. We
have also proved that IFE basis functions based on the Crouzeix-Raviart elements are unisolvent
on arbitrary triangles which is one of advantages compared with the IFEs using nodal values as
degrees of freedom. The optimal approximation capabilities of nonconforming IFE spaces based on
the Crouzeix-Raviart and the rotated-@; elements have been derived via a novel approach where
the problem with variable coefficients are also considered. The optimal error estimates for the IFE
solutions in the H'- and L2- norms have been derived and confirmed by some numerical examples.
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