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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 the integral values on edges as degrees of freedom for solving elliptic
interface problems. We show that those IFE methods without penalties are not guaranteed
to converge optimally 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 new method is
parameter-free which removes the limitation of the conventional partially penalized IFE method.
We show the IFE basis functions are unisolvent on arbitrary triangles which is not considered in
the literature. Furthermore, different from multipoint Taylor expansions, we derive the optimal
approximation capabilities of both the Crouzeix-Raviart and the rotated-Q. IFE spaces via a
unified approach which can handle the case of variable coefficients easily. Finally, optimal error
estimates in both H'- and L?- norms are proved and confirmed with numerical experiments.
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1 Introduction

Let Q C R? be a convex polygonal domain and I' be a C2-smooth interface immersed in Q. Without
loss of generality, we assume that I' divides € into two disjoint sub-domains Q7 and Q~ such that
I' = 097, see Figure 1 for an illustration. We consider the following second-order elliptic interface

problem
V- (B(z)Vu(z)) = f(z)  in Q\L, (1.1)
[u]r(z) =0 on T, (1.2)
[BVu-nlp(z) =0 on T (1.3)
u(z) =0 on 0f2, (1.4)
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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

+

[Vlp ;= vt|r —v7|r with v& =v|gs (1.5)

for a piecewise smooth function v. The coefficient 5(z) can be discontinuous across the interface I’
and is assumed to be piecewise smooth

B(x) =BT (z) if x € QT and B(z) = B~ (z) if 2 € O, (1.6)

with 8%(z) € C1(Q%), s = +,—. We also assume that there exist two positive constants S,,;, 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 isoparametric finite element methods using an interface-fitted
mesh can solve the interface problem with optimal convergence rates, see for example [23, 5, 8,
30]. 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(hl/ 2)
in the H! norm and O(h) in the L? norm) no matter how high degree of the polynomial is used, see
[1, 10].

The design and analysis of finite element methods on unfitted meshes with optimal convergence
rates was started in [2, 3]. Since then, many unfitted mesh finite element methods have been devel-
oped (see [16, 29, 7, 9, 15, 26] for a few examples). Among these methods, immersed finite element
(IFE) methods [24, 26, 12, 25, 18, 17, 22, 14, 28] 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 func-
tions across interface edges. Even for the P; conforming IFE method, these discontinuities are not
negligible [18, 27] and the optimal convergence rates cannot be achieved if the discontinuities are not
treated appropriately. To overcome the difficulty, Lin et al. [27] proposed a partially penalized IFE
method where extra penalty terms at interface edges were added to penalize the discontinuity. For
nonconforming IFE (i.e., a modification to the traditional Crouzeix-Raviart or the rotated-@Q; finite
element), we can choose midpoint values or integral-values on edges as degrees of freedom. If we
choose the midpoint values of 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 penalties (see
[31]). In contrast to the case of midpoint values as degrees of freedom, if the integral-values on edges
are used as the degrees of freedom, then the IFE basis functions have less severe discontinuity across
interface edges since the basis functions maintain the integral-value continuous [31, 14] . It seems



that this choice of degrees of freedom might overcome the difficulty caused by the discontinuities
without using penalties. Extensive numerical examples in the literature [22, 28, 31, 14] support
this opinion. However, the rigorous proof is missing and the current research tends to improve the
analysis of the related algorithms, as quoted in [31, pp. 96]: “How to theoretically prove that the
Galerkin IFE scheme with nonconforming rotated @)1 IFE functions using integral-value degrees of
freedom does converge optimally is an interesting future research topic.”

In this paper, we show that those nonconforming IFE methods using the integral-value degrees of
freedom are not guaranteed to converge optimally without penalties unless the tangential derivative
of the true solution (i.e., Vu - t) or the jump of the coefficient 8 is zero on the interface (see
Theorem 4.5 and Remark 4.4). Furthermore, to validate our theoretical analysis, a nontrivial counter
example with Vu -t # 0 (see Ezample 6.1) is constructed to show that nonconforming IFE methods
using the integral-value degrees without adding penalties may only achieve suboptimal convergence
rates (i.e., O(h'/?) in the H' norm and O(h) in the L? norm). Note that it is relatively easy
to construct an exact solution to satisfy the homogeneous interface conditions (1.2)-(1.3) when the
exact solution is a constant along the interface (i.e., Vu-t = 0). To the best of our knowledge, almost
all existing numerical examples in the literature satisfy the condition Vu -t = 0 on the interface
and thus the optimal convergence rates are observed (see [22, 28, 31, 14] for example) which is in
agreement with our theoretical analysis (see Theorem 4.5 in Section 4) in this paper.

To achieve the optimal convergence rates, the natural way is to add penalties on interface edges
[31]. However, the partially penalized nonconforming IFE methods proposed in [31] need a manually
chosen parameter which is assumed to be large enough and, moreover, how this parameter depends
on the coefficient 4% remains unknown. In this paper, we develop a parameter-free nonconforming
IFE method by using a special designed lifting operator defined locally on interface edges. We
consider both the Crouzeix-Raviart and the rotated-@); element for solving interface problems with
variable coefficients. The method is symmetric and the coercivity is ensured without requiring a
sufficient large parameter. To avoid integrating on curved regions, we also approximate the interface
by line segments connecting the intersection points of the mesh and the interface. The optimal error
estimates are derived rigorously and 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 if the integral-values on edges are used as degrees
of freedom. Our recent study in [21] 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 [14, 31], our proof is based on auxiliary functions constructed on interface elements and
some useful inequalities developed by Li et al. in [23] and by Bramble and King in [4] 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 7N QT or 7'N 2~ might be (see
Theorem 3.7 in Section 3.3). The result is useful for proving the optimal interpolation error estimates
on interface edges (see (5.20) in the proof of Lemma 5.5).

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 4, we analyze the nonconforming IFE method using the integral-value degrees of freedom
without adding penalties. In Section 5, we develop a new nonconforming IFE method and derive
optimal error estimates in H'- and L2- norms. Numerical examples are presented in Section 6 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 A}. For
a domain A, we define A* := ANQ% s=+,— and a space

H2(A) :={v e L*(A) : v|p- € H*(A®),5 = +,—, [v]rna =0, [BVv-n]raa = 0} (2.1)
when A® # ), s = 4+, —. Obviously, H2(A) € H'(A). The space H2(A) is equipped with the norm
|l - | z2(a+ua-) and the semi-norm | - |25 +ua-) satisfying

I e aroa—y = I Wy + 11 IE2a-ys |- [Fzaron-y = [ ey + 1 Feany-

By integrating by parts, we can immediately derive the following weak formulation of the interface
problem (1.1)-(1.4): find u € HZ () such that

= X u - var = vax v 1 . .
a(u,v).—/ﬂﬁ( )WV - Vud /Qfd Yo € HY(Q) (2.2)

We have the following regularity theorem for the weak solution (see [20] for the case of piecewise
smooth coefficients and [19, 9] for the case of piecewise constant coefficients).

Theorem 2.1. If f € L2(Q), then the interface problem (1.1)-(1.4) has a unique solution u € H2(S2)
satisfying the following a priori estimate

llull 52 +ua-) < Cllfllz2@), (2.3)

where C' is a positive constant depending only on Q, I' and (3.

Let {Tn}r>0 be a family of triangular or rectangular subdivisions of Q such that no vertex of
any element lies in the interior of an edge of another element. The diameter of T € T}, is denoted by
hr. We define h = maxpe;, hr and assume that 7, is shape regular, i.e., for every T', there exists a
positive constant o such that hp < grp where rp is the diameter of the largest circle inscribed in T
Denote &, as the set of edges of the subdivision, and let £ and 82 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

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

and the sets of non-interface elements and non-interface edges are 7,°°" = T,\T,}' and £ = E,\EL.
We can always 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'j, divides ) into two disjoint sub-domains Q; 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, =TNQ, , see Figure 2 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 ty(z) = Rr/onp(x), where R, is a rotation matrix

cosa —sina
Ro=| . .
sin « CcoS v

Denote dist(z,I") as the distance between a point z and the interface I', and U(T, §) = {z € R? :
dist(z,T') < &} as the neighborhood of T of thickness §. Define the meshsize of 7,1 by

hr = hr. 2.4
r j{réa%;cr (2.4)

It is obvious that hr < h and UTGT{ T c U, hr).

We also define a signed distance function near the interface as

() = dist(z,T) if z € QY NU(T, ),
PUZN “dist(a,T) itz e nUT, &),

for some &g > 0.

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

The assumption is reasonable since the interface I' is C%-smooth. We extend the coefficients
B%(z), s = +, — smoothly to slight larger domains Q2 := Q* UU(T, dp), s = +, — such that

B(x) € C'(Q2) and BL, < B() < Braer 5=+ (2.5)

where the constants 3;,,,, and 8¢, .. depend only on Syirn, Smae and dg. Thus, there exists a constant
Cs such that
”vﬁS”Lw(ﬁg) < Cp, s=+,—. (2.6)

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

T
n(z) =Vp, tx)= (—;—;;, ;—;1) , (2.7)

which are well-defined in the region U(T,dp). We note that the functions np(x) and tp(z) are
also viewed as piecewise constant vectors defined on interface elements. On each interface element
Te 7?, since I is in C2, by Rolle’s Theorem, there exists at least one point z* € I'NT, see Figure 2,
such that

interface as

n(z*) =ngp(x*) and t(z") = tp(a¥). (2.8)
Since p(z) € C*(U(T,dp)), we have

n(z) € (CYT))> and t(x) € (CY(T))* VT eT . (2.9)



Using Taylor’s expansion at x*, we further have
Hn—nhHLoo(T) < Chr and ||t—th||Loo(T) < Chr VTE%F. (210)

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 [23]).

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 L2 r,5)) < C0 VY| L2w(r.5)) -

Recalling Ts =T NQS, TF =T N, s=+,— forall T € T;F, we define
T = (T NT,Hu T nT,). (2.11)

Since I is in C2, we have |T2| < Ch3.. We shall need the following estimate on the region T4 (see
Lemma 2 in [4]).

Lemma 2.5. Assume that v € H'(T) and T € T;"'. Then there is a constant C, independent of h
and the interface location relative to the mesh, such that

HU||2L2(TA) < C(h7|vllTzrar + h4THVUH%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{l, x1, 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 k7 = |e1|/|eza|, e1 and ey are edges of the rectangle and parallel to the x1-axis and the xqo-axis,

respectively. On an interface element T € ’7?, the IFE shape function space Sy (T) is defined as the
set of the following functions

o (x) e ViW(T) ifz = (z1,22)T €T},
o) =1 _ . T (3.1)
¢ (2) e Vi(T)  ifx=(x1,22)" €T},
satisfying
(Blrunr(z) = 67(2) —¢~(r) =0 Yz €ThNT, (32)
BE(VOT ) (wp) — B (Vo - mp)(p) =0,
where x;,, is an arbitrary point on I';, N7 and the constants 8 and 8. are chosen such that
18°(x) = Bl oo () < Chry, 5=+, —. (3.4)

Actually, we can choose 35 = 5°(x%) with arbitrary z5 € T, s = 4, —, to satisfy the condition (3.4)

C

since we know that 3°(z) € CY(T), s = +, — from (2.5).



Remark 3.1. For the Crouzeiz-Raviart element, the condition (3.2) is equivalent to
¢T(D)=¢" (D), ¢7(E)=¢ (E),
since ¢*(x), s = +,—, are linear functions. For the rotated-Q1 element, we can write ¢*(z) as
¢°(x) = a® + b°x1 + ’xa + ds(:zzf - (HTxQ)Q), x = (a1, J:Q)T, s=+,—,

where a®,b%, ¢, d*, s = +,—, are constants. If we define a functional d : V,(T) = R as

1924° 1
d(¢®) = = = ®| g2 .
(¢°) 2 02 (4I€T+4)|T||¢ | i (T)> (3.5)
then d® = d(¢®). Similar to Lemma 2.1 in [17], the condition (3.2) is equivalent to
o' (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

BE(VoT - mp)(x) =B (Vo - mp)(x) Veel,NnT. (3.6)

However, for the rotated-Qq element, the relation (3.6) is no longer valid. In [28], the authors weakly
enforce the continuity by using the following condition

[ BV ) - 6 (Tom - m)ds =0
rpynT
which is a particular case of (8.8) since there exists a point x, € Ty, N T such that

/ (BFVET — BrVE™) - muds = [T A TI(BEVGT — BV )(zp) - .
T'pnT

Let T = {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

1
|€_|/ ods,  iel,

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 (T, S,(T), r) with X7 = {N;,i € T}.

Ni(¢) =

The nonconforming IFE spaces. The nonconforming IFE space Vh] FE is defined as the set

of all functions satisfying
dlr € Sp(T) VT eTr,

dlr € Vi(T) VT € T,
/[(b]eds:() Ve € &;.

We also need a space for homogeneous boundary conditions

Vh{gE::{vthlFE:/vds:O Veeé‘,l;}.

€



3.1 The unisolvence of IFE basis functions

It was proved in [14] that the function ¢ € Sy (T') is uniquely determined by N;(¢), i = 1,2,3,4
for the rotated-@; element, and i = 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, ., < /2 on interface triangles, is necessary to ensure the unisolvence (see [21]).
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. Let T 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 [14, 13]. 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 1) = AEDAj3 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 fej Ai(z)dx = 65, 4, = 1,2, 3, where 0;; is the Kronecker function. By using the condition (3.2)
and |e3|~! [, ¢ds = N3(¢), we can write the IFE shape function ¢(z) in (3.1) as

B ¢ (z) = 1M1 (x) + cada(z) + N3(¢) A3 () if v = (21,22)" € T},

r)= 3.7
#2) {gb_(x)_ngr(x)—l-conh-l% if v = (v1,22)" €T, 3.7

where cg, ¢1, co are unknowns. Applying the condition (3.3), the unknown ¢ can be expressed as
co=(B/Bs —VT -np = (8 /B — 1)(c1VA1L + 2V A2 + N3(9)VAs) - ny. (3.8)

Substituting (3.8) into (3.7) and using N;(¢) = |e;|~* fei @ds, i = 1,2, we obtain the following linear
system of equations for other coefficients (see [14, 13] for details),

I+ (8F/6; = 1Ddvy e =b, (3.9)



where
—

T

0= <|61|1/ L(z)ds, |€2|71/ L(x)ds) , L(z) =np, - Dz,
A3D AsE

c=(c1,e)T, v = (VA -1y, VAo -my)",

b= (Nl (¢) _ (B;’_/Bc_ — 1?5T(¢)V)\3 -y /_L(.%‘)ds, (3,1())
1 A3D
— T
Na(o) - L Z DO W [ )q)
|62| AE

Set k1 = |A3Dl|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 Ms onto the line As A3. We can find out (1) and §(1) as below

¥(1) = VA1 -ny = |]\42Q|71]\426|]\42Q|71 1y, = [MaQ| ' Ry )2 (M26|M2Q|71) Ry /o(np)
— 1 ) -
= [M2Q| ' As A3| Az As| ! -ty = (§|€2|SIH4A3) le1| 1 A2 A3 - t,

and

— _ﬁ 1
6(1) = |61|71/ n; - DIdS = |€1|71|A3D|nh . D = —§k1|A3A3_’L|,
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,

—_— -_— . _
’)’(1)6(1) = VAl . Ilh|€1|_1 _D.IdS = —klAQAB . th|A3A37L| (|€1||€2| sin 4143) !
A3D

, , _
= —DAj - t)|A3As 1 | (Je1]|ea] sin LA3) 7"

Analogously, we have

’)’(2)6(2) = V)\Q . nh|62|71 75%618 = —Agﬁ . th|A3A37L| (|€1||€2| SinlA3)71 .
A3E

Therefore,
Ts ? . -1 . —1
v 0 =ED - tp|AsAs 1| (|ex]lez|sin £A3) " = [DE||A3As 1| (lex|lez]sin LA5) .

Aslong as ZA3ED € (0,7), it holds |A3As, 1 | = ka|ez| sin LZA3 ED, which together with the relations
|DE|sin™! ZA3 = ki|e1|sin~! LZA3ED yields

T8 = kyleq| (sin ZAsED) ™" kyles| (sin LAsED) (|es|e2]) ™" = kiks € [0, 1].
From the above inequality, it holds
L+ (85 /8. = 1)y"6 > min(1, 85 /B.) > Bumin/Bmaz > 0- (3.11)

Hence, by the well-known Sherman-Morrison formula, the linear system (3.9) has a unique solution

L+ (85 /Be =178

which implies the lemma. O




3.2 Estimates of IFE basis functions

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

Also define functions ¢f € V4 (T), s = +, —, i € T such that ¢f = ¢;|7s. Let \; be traditional basis
functions, i.e.,

)\1‘ S Vh(T), NJ()\l) = 517‘ Vl,j ecT. (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

Nilwmery < Cha™, i€Z, m=0,1,2, (3.15)

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-

|bilwom rror-y < Chp™, i€, m=0,1,2. (3.17)

Proof. See Theorem 4.2 in [14] for the estimate (3.17) for the rotated-Q; element and the Crouzeix-
Raviart element on right triangles. The estimate (3.16) can also be obtained easily from the proof of
Theorem 5.6 in [13]. Next, we give a proof for general triangles without the constraint a,q, = 7/2.
We just need to prove (3.16) since (3.17) is a direct consequence of (3.16). Using |N;(¢;)| < 1,
Vil e (ry < Chz', 1,5 € T, we can estimate vectors in (3.10) as

bl < &, llvll < Chz's |8l < Che,

which, together with (3.11) and (3.12) lead to ||c|| < C, where the constant C' is independent of hp
and the interface location relative to the mesh. Thus, from (3.7), it follows

65 lwon(r) < Chy™, i€Z, m=0,1,

where we have used the fact |\;|ym ) < Chp™. Tt follows from (3.8) that |co| < Chy' which
together with (3.7) yields
|¢;|W;Q(T) < Ch%m, 1€Z, 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 € T are well defined}. Similarly, on each interface element 7' € 7!,
define I}7F : W(T) — Si(T) such that

Ni(I5Pv) = Ni(v), i€T. (3.18)
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The global IFE interpolation operator is defined by I}F% : HY(Q) — V,IF'F such that
IIEE,, if TeTr,
(ol = '
I v it T e T,

For simplicity, define v® := v|qs, s = +, — for all v € L%(Q)). With a small ambiguity of notation,
given a function vy, € Sy (T'), we define v§ € V,,(T), s = +, — such that

v, = nlTy, s=+,—. (3.19)

To show that functions in V;/F'F can approximate a function v in H 2(Q) optimally, we need to
interpolate extensions of v*, s = +, —. It is well-known that (see [11]) for any v € H?({)) there exist
extensions v, € H%(Q), s = +, — such that

vplos =v° and  ||vg|a2Q) < Clv*|a200), §=+,—. (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(),

[wil(z) = vh(z) —vg(2) Ve eT,
[65Vi -n](z) = BT () Vg (z) - n(z) — B~ (x) Vg (z) - n(z) Ve eT, (3.21)
(gl (z) = Ik (z) — Ty (z) Ve eT, '
[6V (L) - il (@) = % @)V (Invg) -on(x) = 5~ () V(Ihvgp) -mn(x) Vo eT,
and for a function vy, € V,LIFE,
[Wifl(z) = v} (z) — vy, (2) Ve eT, (3.22)
[[ﬂcin,jf ] (z) = BF Vo (2) - np(z) — BV, (2) - np(x) Ve eT. '

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

We introduce auziliary functions on each interface element T' € 7;{. Recalling that D and E are
intersection points of I' and 9T, define auxiliary functions Y1 (x), To(x) and ¥(x) as

Ti(a) m {T{(I) € Vi(T) .ifx = (z1,22) € T,{, i_1a (323)
T, (x) eW(T) ife=(z1,22) €Ty,
such that
N;j(T;)=0,j€Z, [YF)(D)=0, i=1,2,
VYT -mpl(ap) =1, [VYT - th](ap) =0, [d(YT)] =0, (3.24)
[BoVY5 -npl(ap) =0, [VY5 - ti](p) =1, [d(Y3)] =0,
and
() = {ij(x) e Vi (T) Tf x i (x1,22) € T,;:, (3.25)
(x) e Vi(T)  if o = (x1,22) € T),
such that

Nj(\ll):()v JETL, [[\I/i]](D):L

BEVTE () =0, [V95 - t](z,) =0, [d(¥*)] =0, (3:26)
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where d(-) is defined in (3.5) and the point x, € I', N T is the same as that in (3.3). For the
rotated-@; element, another auxiliary function is needed

o) = {g+(x) € Vi(T) ?f x=(r1,22) € T,j:, 327)
(x) e Vi (T)  if o= (x1,22) €T),
such that
NJ(®) =0, JE€ 7, [[ei]](D) =0, (328)

[5VOF -mp](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, these functions Y1(z), Y2(z), ¥(z) and © defined
in (3.23)-(3.28) exist and satisfy

|Tf|§{m(T) SChg“_Qma m2071527 i:1725 S:+7_7

(3.29)
(% Fm () < ChT 2™, [0 Fpm gy < CRGTH™, 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,
+ ot
z; inT,",
Ti = Z; — I]{FTEZZ, Z; = ¢ h 5 1= 1, 2, (330)
’ 0 in T},
where z;” and z; are linear and satisfy
2F(D)=0, BIVz -n,=1, Vz-t,=0,
1 (D) B. 1 h 1 " Vh (3.31)

z3 (D) =0, BIVzy -n, =0, Vzj -t, = 1.

It is easy to verify that z;” and 23 exist, and the constructed functions Y;, i = 1,2 satisfy (3.23)
and (3.24). From (3.31), we have

25 Lo (1) < Chr, V21 < C, |2 lwe (1) =0, ||zillpee(ry < Chey, i=1,2. (3.32)

Since IIEF 2, =3 Ni(2)¢;, it follows from (3.16) that, for m =0,1,2, 1 =1,2, s = +, —,
h,T 3 Y J

’(If{f;EZz)s W) < Z |N; (z)||95 lwm () < Chp™ Z |V ()]
i JET JET
Noticing
Nyl <les| ™ [ Jalds < il iy < O,
€j
we have
‘(IézﬂEzi)s‘ng(T) <ChE™ m=0,1,2,i=1,2 s =+,

which together with (3.30) and (3.32) implies
|Tf|Wg’ol(T) S Ch’_]i“_ma m = Oa 1725 1= 15 27 s = +7 -
Finally, the first estimate in (3.29) is obtained by

T3 ey < 2Ry 71 < CHE2", m=0,1,2, 1= 1,2, 5 = +,—
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Other estimates in (3.29) can be proved similarly. We construct ¥(z) as
2T = in T,",
Wi 1 s I
0 inT, .
It is easy to verify that the constructed function W satisfies (3.25) and (3.26). Since
Izt ey =1, 25 lwm) =0, |zllpe@ =1, m=1,2,

N (2)] < |ej|-1/ l2lds < |2llpeer) <1, jET,
€j

we get
[EP) gy < 2 NG5 ) < OB ST ING ()] < Ch™
JeT jez
and
| lwm(ry < Chy™, s=+4,—, m=0,1,2,
which implies
W G () < |‘I’S|12/V;g(T)|T| <Chy ™", s=+,—, m=0,1,2.

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

{+(3:1 ml)Q—Ii%(.IQ—mQ)Q inT,;L,
z =

@zz—],{f;Ez, ] s
0 inT,,

where (my,msg) is the center of the rectangle T'. Using (3.5), we easily verify that the constructed
function O satisfies (3.27) and (3.28). It follows that

2| poe () < Ch, 12T lw (1) < Chr, 12 w2 (1) < C, |2l ooy < Ch,

- . (3.33)
N, < lesl™ [ Telds < lellzmer) < O, 5 €,
which implies
(5] < ST NI ey < Ch™ 3T INj(2)| < Ch3 ™
(1) JET JjeET
and ) ) )
10 By < 10 Baras (9 1T1 < 10 Bas (|7
2
<C N ‘ IEE T 3.34
< (16 Tz + [WEEE ], ) 1T (3.34)

< OS2, s=+4,—, m=0,1,2.
For the Crouzeix-Raviart element, the above inequality (3.34) is also valid since we have defined
© =0if T is a triangle. O
Lemma 3.6. On each interface element T € T;F, for any v € ﬁQ(Q), the following identity holds
(Invy) () = (IFP0)* (2) = a®®(2) + > Y5 (@) + Y gids (x) +10%(z) Yz € T, s =+, —, (3.35)
i=1,2 =s

with
a = [Iho](D), by = [BV(Ihvg) - nl(xy), ba = [V(Ihvg) - tal(wp),

gi = |es| ™ /+(Ihvg —vjh)ds + /7 (Invg — vE)ds) , 1 €T, (3.36)

Bi Bi

t = [d(Invp)],
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where €5 = ¢; N Q°, s =+, —, and d(-) is defined in (3.5). It is easy to see that g; = 0 when e =0

or e;L =e;.

Proof. For simplicity, define a function wy, such that

wp|ry = wp, with wp = IyvE — (IIFEv) s =+, —. (3.37)

It is obvious that w; € V,,(T'), s = +, —. Define another functions vy, by

on = [ (D)W (z) + [[ﬂin,jf-nh]]( (@)
+ [Vwif - tp](zp) Y —i—ZN wp)di(x )+[[d(w2:)]]@(x) (3.38)

i€l

Next, we prove wy, = vp,. From (3.13), (3.1)-(3.3) and Remark 3.1, the IFE basis functions ¢;, i € Z
satisfy the following identities

[671(D) =0, [BEVe; - nu](xp) =0, [V - ta](z,) =0,

[ =0, Ny(o) = bus. ij € T )
Combining (3.38), (3.39) and (3.23)-(3.28), we find
[BE0E - mil(y) = [BE Vi - al(@y), Ni(wn) = Ni(wn), i€ T (3.40)
and
[va 1(D) = [wi I(D), [V - tul(ap) = [V, - tul(zp), [d(o;)] = [d(w;)]. (3.41)

It follows from (3.41) that vp, — wy, is continuous across I'y, N T, which together with (3.40) and
(3.2)-(3.3), implies
vy, —wp, € Sp(T) and N;(v, —wp) =0,i € Z.

Using the unisolvence of IFE shape functions (see Lemma 3.3), we know that the function vy, — wy,
is unique and v, — wy = 0 through a simple verification. Thus, from (3.38), we have

wy, = v, = a\I/(I) + blTl( + bng —l— Zgz(bl + ﬁ@ ) (3'42)
i€

where
a = [wif](D), b1 = [BEVw - np](xp), b2 = [VwiE - ta](xp), g = Ni(wp), t = [d(Invs)].
Using the following facts from (3.2)-(3.3)
[T P0)F1(D) = 0, [B2V (I o) - mp](zp) = 0, [V(I;"P0)* - tr](xp) = 0,

we can further derive

a = [wy (D) = [y — (I7P0)*)(D) = [wvpl(D) = [ F0)*1(D) = [Invp](D),
= [ Vg - mu)(wp) = [ V(I — (17 P0)*) - ma] () = [BV(Invg) - nn] (),
= [V, - thl(2p) = [VInvg — (7P0)%) - ta](2p) = [V(InvE) - ta](z)-

It remains to consider g;, i € Z. Define

+ it
[BK, ._ Ipvy inT;',
Iy inT,y,
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then we know from (3.37) that wy, = IPKv — IIFEy. Using the fact that N;(v — I[}FFv) = 0 on

interface elements from (3.18), we obtain

gi = Ni(wy) = N;(IPKv — IEFEy) = N;(IPEv — v + v — [HFEy)

= N;(IPKv —v) + Ny (v — I[FFv) = N;(IPKv —v)

= leg| 7! </€+ (Inv —vjh)ds + /{ (Invg — vE)ds) .

K

O

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

D ok = @) ) < Chr 2 ollEe @ivn-y, m= 0,12, 5=+, (3.43)
TeTr

where hr is defined in (2.4).

Proof. On each interface element 7 € 7,1, by the triangle inequality, we have
g — (L7 P0)* | gy < g — Tnvg m 1y + Tnvg — T P0) gy, s =+, — (3.44)
The estimate of the first term is standard
|vg — Ihv%ﬁlm(ﬂ < Ch4T_2m|v%|§{2(T), m=0,1,2, s =+, —. (3.45)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (3.44), from Lemma 3.6, Lemma 3.5 and (3.16), we

have B )
vy — (I, U)S|Hm(T)

<C | @V ) + Z O} |5 | Fym () + Zg?ld)fl%;m(;p) + 1210°[Frm (1)
i=1,2 i€ (3.46)

< Ch3m <a2 + ng) +Ch ™ 37 B4 ChETP™M2, m=0,1,2.
i€l i=1,2

Here the constants ¢, a, by, by and g;, i € Z are defined in (3.36). We now estimate these constants
one by one. Firstly, (3.5) implies

2 1 _ R
2 = |[dInop)l|” = m”ﬂhvﬂﬁﬂ(:ﬁ) < Chy® Z [ Tnvs 3z o)
s=+,—

(3.47)

<cnz? Y (il + vk — hoblha ) < ChT2 S okl

s=+,— s=+,—
Since v € H2() = 0, we have [v]2(D), which leads to

a* = [Lwg]*(D) = [nvg — vpl*(D) < [Hnvi — vl r) (3.48)

< Ol = vplF e (r) + Cllnvg = g7y < CHR(WE T2y + VB [5e (1)

where the standard interpolation error estimate is used in the last inequality since H?(T) — C°(T);
see Theorem 4.4.20 in [6].
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For the constant by, using the standard inverse inequality, we have

=[5 V(Invg) - nnl?(2p) < B2V Unvg) -l ) < Chz2 I[85V Unvg) - nall 72

3 B (3.49)
< Ch? |18V Invg) - vl (ry + Chz? 182 = B5)V(Invg) - mallfcr
From (3.4), the second term can be estimate as
ha? I8 = B*)VUnvg) - mudlGagry < hy® D 1182 = B lIE e () IV nv) - mil ()
s=+,—
<C Y (lIV Invg) - p = Vog - oy Fapy + [VUg - nhll%zm) < > lvsling
s=+,— s=+,—

For the first term on the right-hand side of (3.49), using (2.10), we get

h? 8=V Invgs) - mall| 22y = h?lI8%V (Invgs — vi5) -0 + BV 05 - (= i+ 0)] |21,
< Chy? (II[[ﬁjEV(IhviE —vg) mull ey + I = 0l o) | I8 V12 () + 155V - n]]llizm)

<C Y (kB + bl ) + Ch2II85VoE - nlla,
S=-4,—

Combining above three inequalities yields
B<C > (bl + Wl ) + CRRIIFEVoE - nllar). (3:50)
s=+,—
Analogously,
= [VUnv) - tal*(2p) < IVUInvi) - tall 7 (ry < CRL2 NIV (Invis) - talllF2(r)
< Ch?|[[V(Invg — vg) - th + Vog - (bn — 6+ 6)] 1721
< Chz? (IVUnvE = vF) - eallZacry + tn = 613y IIVOE N2y + 1905 - ey ) (B5)

<C Y (Wbl + Wil ) + ChR2IIVE - ey
s=-+,—

Finally, the constants g;, ¢ € Z in (3.36) 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)
o % s=+.— (3.52)
<C Z (h:Fz”IhU}S; - UJSEJH%Q(T) + [V(Invg — ’USE)H%Q(T)) < Ch2T Z |’USE|.%{2(T)'
s=+,— i=—4,—

We now combine (3.44)-(3.48), (3.50)-(3.52) to obtain the error estimate on interface elements

0B — (I P0) gy < OWE>™ S o oy + O3 (118598 - 0]y + 11995 - l3acr))-
s==+

Summing up the estimate over all interface elements 7' € 7, and using Assumption (2.3), we get

Z lvg — IFE v)* |Wm(T) < Oh4 2m||UE||H2 @ T Ch2 2m ((||[[ﬂin§ ) n]]”%%U(F,hF))
TeTr (3.53)
+ ||[[va 't]]Hiz(U(F,hr))) 5 S:+,_, m:O,1,2.

16



Since v € H2(12), we know from the definition (2.1) that [6*Vvi - n](z) = 0 and [vi](z) = 0 for
all z € T, which also implies [V - t](z) = 0 on T. Thus, by Lemma 2.4, and (2.5)-(2.6),

H[[ﬂivvjztﬂt ) n]l”iz(y I',hr)) = Oh2 H[ﬂiné ) n]”i{l (U(T',hr)) < th Z ||U?3||%I2(Q)a
s=+,—

V0% - €152 ey < CRRNIVVE - ) ey < OB D I3l -
s=+4,—

Substituting the above inequalities into (3.53) and using the extension result (3.20) we complete the
proof. O

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

Theorem 3.8. For any v € ﬁQ(Q), there ezists a constant C' independent of h and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that

Z lv— IfiFEUﬁ{m(T) < Ch4_2m||“||%{2(n+uszf)v m =0, 1. (3.54)
TeTh

Proof. On each non-interface element T' € 7,*°", the following estimate is standard
[0 = Ly P vl iy = [0 = Dnvlfp gy < Chp ™ |vla gy, m = 0,1, (3.55)

On each interface element 7' € T,I', in view of the relations 7= Tt UT~ and 7% = (T* N T, ) U
(T°NT, ), s=+4,—, we have

o= I F 0 oy = E [0* = (1" Fo )Sﬁzm(TsmT;;)
2 (3.56)
- [FE, \+|2 TFE ) =12
R G O )] (T T [ = I o) H™(TTNT, )

By the triangle inequality,

o™ = (1" Po)*t <2W” —vhf +2luf — (1)

+
|Hm (T-nT;t)y

m + m +
IFE f e o - IFE 2 (3.57)
|'U - (Ih U) Hm(T#»ﬁT}?) S 2|'U - vE|H7n(T+ﬂT};) + 2|vE (I ) H7n(T+ﬂT};)'
ubstituting (3. mto (3. and using the definition (2.11), we get
Substituti 3.57) i 3.56) and using the definiti 2.11
o= BP0y <C Y [v° = (TFF0) iy + Cluf; — Vg lFrm(ray, m=0,1 (3.58)
S=-+4,—
It follows from Lemma 2.5 and the fact [vi] = 0 on T'N T that
_ 2 R
[ = vilZacray < ChE sl oy < Ch D Whlin ),
s=+,—
2
IV @k = v5) I 2acrey < C (BEIVIEN oy + 1 |05 o ray)
< Chy Z HVUSEHLQ(FQT) +Chy Z |’USE|§{2(T)7
s=+,— s=+,—
which implies
vf — vgl3mgay < Chp 2™ Z (|U%|%11(T) + HVUJSEH%%FHT)) , m=0,1 (3.59)
s=-+,—
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Combining (3.55), (3.58) and (3.59), we arrive at

Z v = I P03 oy < CR*2™ Z 0l32(ry + C Z Z 0% = (I F0)° B (1)

TET, TeT o TeTk s=+.—

+ORYP NN Wilin ey + CRY Vol Taey m = 0,1,
TeT, s=+:—

which together with Theorem 3.7, the extension result (3.20) and the following global trace inequality

> AIVoillieam < CUEI @) + el (3.60)
s=+,—

yields the theorem. O

Remark 3.9. For the nonconforming IFE using the integral-value degrees of freedom, the optimal
interpolation error estimate (3.54) is not new and can be derived by multipoint Taylor expansions
(see [14, 31]). Here, we provide an alternative analysis for the optimal IFE interpolation error
estimate. Compared with multi-point Taylor expansions [14, 31], our new approach can handle the
case of variable coefficients and does not need to assume that the interface I' is smooth enough so
that PC2(T) is dense in H2(T) for every interface element; see [14, 31] for the assumption and the
definition of the space PC?(T). Furthermore, for nonconforming IFEs, our proof of (3.54) is the
first one to consider variable coefficient 3(x) and shape regular triangulations.

Remark 3.10. As a by-product of the main result (3.54), the estimate (3.43) is new, which shows
that the interpolation polynomial on one side of the interface can approzimate the extensions of the
exact solution optimally on the whole element T no matter how small T N QY or T N Q™ might be.
The estimate (3.43) is the key in deriving the optimal error estimates on interface edges; see (5.20)
in the proof of Lemma 5.5.

4 Analysis of nonconforming the IFE methods without penal-
ties

In this section, we analyze the nonconforming IFE method without penalties which is obtained from
the weak formulation (2.2) by simply replacing the Sobolev space H{(2) with the nonconforming
IFE space V;/ % (see [22, 28]). The method reads: find uj, € V;/{* such that

an(up, vn) =Y /ﬁ(:v)Vuh-Vvhdx:/fvhdx Yo, € VITE. (4.1)
TET T Q

We will show that the nonconforming IFE method without penalties is not guaranteed to converge
optimally unless [f]lrVu-t=0onT.

It is easy to see that an(-,-) = a(-,-) on H}(2) and it is positive-definite on V,/§'F because
an(vn,vp) = 0, vy, € VIEF implies vj, = 0. Thus, the discrete problem (4.1) has a unique solution.
We define the energy norm

[0llay = Van(v,v)  YoeVEE+ H}(Q)
and quote the following well-known second Strang lemma (see Lemma 10.1.9 in [6]).

Lemma 4.1. Let u and up, be the solutions of the problems (2.2) and (4.1), respectively. Then

ap\u — Up,Ww
lw—unlla, <C{ inf |u—uvplla, +  sup Jan(u = un,wn)l | (4.2)
o EVIEE wn€VIEP\ {0} llwllay
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Since u € H2(2), Theorem 3.8 implies

inf u—wvplla, < lju—
eViEE

L Pulle, < Chllull g2+ ua-)- (4.3)

Uh

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.2), we have
ap(u — up, wp) / BVu - Vwpdx — / fwpdx = /BVU ne[wp].ds,
TETh eeé‘h

where the jump [wy]en. across an edge e is defined as follows. Let e be an interior edge shared by
two elements 77 and T3, and n. the unit normal of e pointing towards the outside of T}. Define

[wh]ene = (wh|T1e — wh|T2e)ne on e.

If e is an edge on the boundary of €2, then define [wp].n. = wpn,, where n. is the unit normal of
e pointing towards the outside of . Given an edge e and an element T, define the standard L2
projection operators P§ and P{ as

. |e|’1/fds, PTf— |T|*1/dex,

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

Z/BVU ne|wp]eds

ecéy,

1/2 1/2
< (Z [6Vu - n, _Pg(ﬁvu'ne”ﬁ?(e)) (Z ”[wh]eHi?(e)) :

ecéy, ey

lan(u — up, wp)| =

Z/ BVu-n. — P§(BVu - n.)) [wp].ds

eelp

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

||[wh]e||2L2(e) < Clel (|wh|§I1(Tf) + |wh|%I1(T2€)) Vee & Vu, € VT

Proof. Using the fact that P (wn|7e) = P (wn|1¢ ), we have
€ € 2
ol = [ Conlrg = Pstanre) = wnlag + B Cunlg))” ds

<2 Z / wh|Tc Ps wh|Tc)) ds.
i=1,2
By the property of L? projection
1f = F5(Fllzze) < If —cellzey  Vee €R

and the standard trace inequality, we get

2
wnlellZ2 <2Z/ wp|re — P§(whlre)) ds<2Z/ wilre — Py (wh|Te)> ds

1=1,2 1=1,2
B e |2
<cy (th wy, — P wh‘L2(T€)+hTf wy — P wh‘Hl(Tf))

i=1,2
<C (hTf|wh|%{1(Tf) + hT§|wh|§11(T§)> )

where the fact that wy,|r € H'(T) is used in the last inequality even though T € 7,I'. (|
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If e is an edge on the boundary of 2, we also have similar estimates. Thus,

> lwnlelzz) < Chllwnl?, (4.5)
eely

The next step is to estimate [|[8Vu-ne — Pf(BVu - ne)|[12() in (4.4). Let T be an element such
that e C 9T. If e € E7°™ and T € T;"°", using the property of the L? projection operator P§ and
the standard trace inequality, we have

I18Vu - n, — P§(BVu - n€)||L2(e) < HﬁVu ‘n, — Py (BVu - ne)||L2(e)
< Chyp'?||BVu - 0. — BT (BVu - n,)||z2(r) + ChY |8V - 0| g (4.6)

< Oth/2|u|H2(T)-

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),

18Vu - ne = P§(BVu - 1) 120y = 18"V - ne — P§(8°Vug - 1) | 12
< ChP||B* Vg, - ne — P (B*Vugy - o) || 2(ry + Chyl 2|8V nel g () (4.7)

S Ch;/2|usE|H2(T)
Hence, it follows from (4.6)-(4.7) and the extension result (3.20) that

Z 18Vu - ne — F5 (BVu - ne)”iz(e) <Ch Z |U%|§12(sz) < Ch|u|§{2(mu§r)- (4.8)

ecepon i=t,—

For interface edges e € £}, we cannot conclude the optimal estimate since (8Vu - n.)|. may have
a jump across e N I'. Noticing that [u]r = 0 implies [Vu - t]r = 0, the jump can be derived as
[BVu - n.]r = [6Vu-n|rn-n. + [BVu - t|rt - ne = [B]r(Vu - t)(t - n.), (4.9)
where we have used
[BVu-n]r =0 and [BVu-t]p = %(ﬁJr +B87)[Vu-tlr + [B]rVu -t = [f]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,X'. Then it holds that

S 8Vu ne — PEBVE - 1)l 2 < Chr 3 llfiszvor + C ARV -ty - (410)
e€ey TeTT

Proof. Define a function z

Qs = 2%, s =+, —, such that

—AZ°4+2°=0 inQ° s=+4,—,
ozt

z° =[8]rVu-t on T, —— =0 on 0, s=+4,—,
ov

where v is the outward unit normal vector to 9. Since [B]rVu -t € H'/2(T), the function z exists
and satisfies

zlp = [BleVu-t and [zl @) < B0V bl /2. (4.11)
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For an edge e € £}, let w = BVu - n. and T be an element that has e as one of its edges. Define

~ w ifzeTt,
w(z) =z(z)t(r) ' n. Vo €T and w(x)=
0 ifxeeT™.

From (4.9) and (4.11), 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)H%?(e) < w-— Pg(w - 1‘7)”%2(8) =llw—w+d— P&F(w - 117)”%2(6)
<2|lw — b — Py (w — )| 72 + 2/|@] 720
< C(hptlw =@ — Py (w = @) 72y + hrlw — @3 ) + 201201720
< Clhr|w — @3y + hpt 212200y + bl )
< C(hT|w|§{1(T+UT*) +hpt 22y + hrl2l3n o))

Summing over all interface edges and using Lemma 2.4, we get

e 2 _
Z |8Vu - ne — P5(BVu - n€)||L2(e) < Z C(hT|w|%{1(T+qu) + hT1||Z||%2(T) + hT|Z|%11(T))

665}: TET{
< Chr Z |u|%12(T+UT*) + Chi 20220 ney) + ChrlzlFn o
TeT,
< Chr Z ulFz (e ur-y + Cllzllin )
TeT,
which together with (4.11) yields this lemma. O
r
~
o L7
Lar

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

Remark 4.4. The estimate (4.10) is sharp, i.e., we cannot find a better upper bound for the ap-
proxzimation error than O(1) when [BlrVu -t # 0 on T'. 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) € Az > a0}, A~ ={a = (x1,22) € A: 21 < x2}. The interface contained in the region is
INA={x=(z1,22) € A: x1 = x2}. We use uniform triangulations as shown in Figure 8 and only
consider these interface edges which are contained in the region A. Obviously, n, = t = (\/ii’ %)T
and n = (\/LE’ —%)T. Let BT =2, 37 =1 and the exact solution u(x1,z2) be a piecewise linear
function on AT, A~ such that

1
TVut - n=8"Vu -n=1 and u = —(x1 +x2).
B B Irna \/5( 1+ 22)
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Thus, Vu-t=1 and (BVu - ne)|e+ =2, (BVu-n.)|.- =1 for alle C A and e € E. Therefore,

[BVu e = P§(BVu- o)) = inf [18Vu - ne = ez

: le] 2, el 2 le]
= > > .
clfg ( 5 (2—c)* + 5 (1 —-ce) 1 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.

ecEl e€&l eCA

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

Theorem 4.5. Let u and up be the solutions of the problems (2.2) and (4.1), respectively. Under
the assumption of Lemma 4.3, the following discretization error estimate holds

lu = unllay < Chllullmz@+ua-y + OB 1Ble V- tll g2 - (4.12)
Proof. Tt follows from (4.8) and (4.10) that

Y 1BVu-ne = F5(BVu - 0e) |7y < Chluligrua-) + C B0V - )52 ry (4.13)
eclp

which together with (4.4) and (4.5) yields
Jan = unw0n)] < OB nll, (B2l ) + B0 ) - (414)

Combining (4.2), (4.3) and (4.14), we complete the proof. O

Remark 4.6. The estimate (4.12) in Theorem 4.5 suggests that the solution of the nonconforming
IFE method (4.1) only converges with a suboptimal convergence rate O(h1/2) 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 (4.12), we get

lu —unlla, < Ch1/2||u||H2(Q+UQ*)'

Using the standard duality argument (see [6, p. 284]), we can also derive the following suboptimal
L? error estimate
u—unllz20) < Chllull g2+ ua-)- (4.15)

5 A new nonconforming IFE method and error estimates

To recover the optimal convergence rates, different from the partially penalized IFE method in [31],
we propose a parameter-free nonconforming IFE method. On each interface element T € 7?, define

Wi (T) := {wy, € (L*(T))? : wp, = Vo, Vo, € Si(T)}. (5.1)
We also define a space associated with an edge e € &}, as

We = {wp € (L*(Q))? : wal|re € Wi(TY), wnlrg € Wa(T5), walo\(ryurs) = 0}. (5.2)
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For simplicity of the implementation, the coefficient (x) is approximated by
Bu() B(z) if €,
xr) =
" B (x) if z € Q.

Define a local lifting operator re : L?(e) — W, such that
/ Br(x)re(p) - wpdx = /{ﬂhwh Netepds Ywy, € W, (5.3)

where {v}e = 5(v|rs +v|rg). Obviously, re(¢) exists uniquely for any ¢ € L?(e) and the support of
re(p) is Tf U T5. We emphasize that the cost in computing r.(¢) with given ¢ is not significant in
general in practical implementation because the dimension of the space W}, (T') is 2 for the Crouzeix-
Raviart element and 3 for the rotated-Q); element. We also note that for the Crouzeix-Raviart
element we can express 7. () explicitly if we choose orthogonal basis functions of the space W (T)

as
B8 n, ifzxeT
wi(@) =tn,  walz) =9 ., . "
B my, ifxeT,
The new nonconforming IFE method is to find uy € Vh{ g F such that
Ah(uh, vh) = &h(uh, vh) + bh(uh, ’Uh) + sh(uh, vh) = / fvhda: Yy, € VIFE, (54)
Q
where
'dh(uh,vh) / ﬂh Vuh V’UhdI
TEThH
br(un,vp) = Z ({BrVun - nete[vnle + {BnVun - netelun]e) ds (5.5)
e€5F ¢
) =4 Y [ ro(funl.) - e([on))da
ceer /TE uTc

Clearly, the new nonconforming IFE method is symmetric. Compared with the partially penalized
IFE method developed in [31], the new nonconforming IFE method does not require a manually
chosen stabilization parameter.

Now we analyze the new method. For all v € HZ(Q) N H2(Q) + ViIEE, define the following
mesh-dependent norms

[vlla, == Van(v,v)
and
1/2
ollln = [ 10lZ, + Y lell{BaVolellia + D lel™ vlelFze) + sa(v,v) - (5.6)
ec&r ec},

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]) =
with respect to the norm || - ||z, -

Lemma 5.1. It holds that

Ah(vh,vh) —H’UhH Yo, €V, IFE. (58)
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Proof. For all vy, € V,igE, choosing wy|reury = Von, walo\(reurg) = 0 in (5.3) and using the fact
that the support of r.(y¢) is Tf U Ts, we have

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

It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

|bh(’Uh,’Uh)| =2 Z {ﬁhvvh : ne}e[vh]eds
ecgl ¢
1/2 1/2 (5.9)
< |4 Z/ﬁhre vhle) - re([vn]e)dx Z/ BrVup - Vupda
TeUTS

r r
e€&, ees),

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

Z/ BrVuy - Vopdr < 2 Z /ﬁh )Wop, - Vopdz. (5.10)
ecer M TTVT: TETs

Combining (5.5), (5.9) and (5.10), we have

1/2
Z /ﬂh V’Uh V’L)hdx)

bn (v, 1) < (sn(vn, 08))" (
TET

< sp(vp,vn) Z /Bh )Wop, - Vopdz,

TeTh
which together with (5.5) yields the result

A(vp,vp) = an(vn, vp) + bp(vn, vn) + sp(vn, vp) > = / Br(z)Vuy, - Vopdx = _thHah
TeTh

O

Next, we show the equivalence of the two norms || - ||z, and || - [|[» on the IFE space V;/§*. 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 [28, Theorem 2.7].

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

Vol 2omy < Chp 2| Vonllpzry Yo € Su(T) VT € T (5.11)

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

Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the
mesh such that
Ire(@)llz2@) < Clel™2ll@llz2e) Vo € LP(e) Ve € &

Proof. Since the support of r.(¢) is Tf U T5, choosing wy, = 7¢(¢) in (5.3) yields

Ire(@) sy < OB *re(@)izins) = € [ 1Brrele) - nebeseds

< Cl{Bure(#)}ell o) 9]l 2(e) < Cllellzee) Y, IIre()lrellzce)-
i=1,2

(5.12)
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Note re(¢)|re € Wi(TY), we know from (5.1) that there exists a function vy, € S5 (77) such that
re(¢)|lre = Vup. By the trace inequality (5.11) for the IFE shape functions, we have

—1/2 —1/2
[re(@)lrell2e) = IVonllL2e) < Chy / [VorllL2(rey = Chy / e (@)l L2 (e).

which, together with (5.12) and a similar estimate on Ty, 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
lvnllz, < llvellln < Cllonlz, — Yon € VG (5.13)

Proof. We just need to prove the second inequality since the first inequality is obvious. By the trace
inequality (5.11) for the IFE shape functions, it holds

S IellBnTontel3o < C 30 3 19030y < Cllonl2,. (5.14)

ec&r ecgf 1=1,2

From Lemma 4.2, we have

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

ec&f ecgf 1=1,2

which, together with Lemma 5.3 for the local lifting operator, leads to

2
snon,on) < C Y re(fon]e)lzz@y < C D lel ™ lonlelfzgey < Clivnll3,. (5.16)
ee}, ec&r
Combining (5.6), (5.14)-(5.16), we get the second inequality in (5.13). O

The following lemma provides an optimal estimate for the interpolation error in terms of the
norm ||| - [[[1.

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

llv = 1," " ollln < Chlv]l a2 @+ va-)-

Proof. The first term in the norm ||| - ||| can be bounded by Theorem 3.8
lv = 1" Flla, < Chllvllgzo+ua-)- (5.17)

Since (v — ItEEv)|p € HY(T) for all T € T,F, by the standard trace inequality and Theorem 3.8, we
have

S lel o = TP <€ S0 ST (0Pl = TPl By + o = TEFP ol ) )

eEEF eefrl 1,2

(5.18)
<C Z (h *lo - IFEU||L2 +lv— IFEU|H1(T)) < Chz”””m(sﬁusz )
TeTr
which, together with Lemma 5.3, implies
sp(v— Iy 0 — THFEy) < C Z le] M Ifv — 157 F ol HL2 () < Cht HU||H2 QtuQ-)- (5.19)

e€€F
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Let e®* = eN P, s = 4, —. Recalling the notations in (3.19)-(3.20), it holds
{61V (v = ;7 F0)}ellTagey = HBnV (v = LT B0 Yell Zoery + HBRV (v = LT B0 Yell 2oy
< CHV@E = URTP0) ) }ellfage) + CIH{V (v = (R7P0) ) Yell 2oy
Then using the standard trace inequality and Theorem 3.7, we can derive

Y lell{8rV (0 = P o) }elfae

e€5F

<C Z Z ( IFEU) |H1(T)+hT|vE (IIFE )S|§12(T)> (5.20)

TeT, s=+,—
< Ch%”””%{?((ﬁu(r)'
The lemma follows from (5.6), (5.17)-(5.20). O

The following lemma concerns the errors caused by replacing 3(x) by B (z).

Lemma 5.6. Let v € H2(Q) and w € VIFE 4 HY(Q). Then there exists a constant C independent
of h and the interface location relative to the mesh such that

1/2
a0, w) — @0, w)] < Chellolavasy | 3 IV0lagay | - (5.21)
TeT,
Furthermore, if w € H2(2), there holds
lan (v, w) — an(v,w)| < ChE||v]l g2a+uva-)llwll r2 @+ ua-)- (5.22)
Proof. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives
lap (v, w) — ap (v, w) Z / (8 — Br)Vv - Vwdzx
TeTr
e " (5.23)
<C Y IVUliara > IVwlliaga,
TeTr TeT,

Using Lemma 2.5 and the global trace inequalities on QF and 27, we derive

Z ||VUH22(TA): Z Z ||VUS||%2(TA0T5)§ Z Z ||VU§E||%2(TA)

TeTr TeTr s=+,— TeT, s=+,—
<C Z Z (h Vo1 22(rary + hrlvg Fe TA))
TeTL s=+,— (5.24)
< Cht Y IVellTaqy + Cht Y [oklie )
s=—+,— S=4,—
< Ch% Z ||U||§{2(Qs) = Ch%”“”%ﬂ(sﬁum)'
s=-+,—
The estimate (5.21) follows from (5.23) and (5.24). If w € H2(£2), then similar to (5.24),
Y IVwliamay < ChEllwllfs grua-)- (5.25)
TeTr
The estimate (5.22) then follows from (5.21) and (5.25). O
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With these preparations, we are ready to derive the H' error estimate for the new nonconforming
IFE method.

Theorem 5.7. Let u and up, 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 < Chllu] g2 @+ ua-)- (5.26)

Proof. From Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.4, we know that the bilinear form Ap(-,-) is also coercive on

VIFE with respect to the norm ||| - |||. Thus, the second Strang lemma implies
i Ap(u — up, wp,
lw—urnlln <C inf  |llu—wp ||n+ sup [An(u = un, wa)| . (5.27)
W€V, 5P win €VIEE\ {0} l[[wn Il

The first term of the right-hand side of (5.27) can be bounded by Lemma 5.5

inf |l —wnllln < lllu— L7 Pulln < Chllull g2+ vo-).- (5.28)

IFE
'UhEVh,O

Multiplying (1.1) by wy, € VI IE 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[wy]eds + ap(u, wr) — ap(u, wy),

eegnon €

where By, (x) = B(x) on edges, [u]le =0, [BVu - n.]. = 0 and r.([u].) = 0 are used. It follows from
(5.29) and (5.4) that

Ap(u —up,wp) Z /BVU ne[wp]eds + ap (u, wy) — ap(u, wp). (5.30)

ccgpon
Hence, by (4.4), (4.5), (4.8), and Lemma 5.6, we have
|An(u = un, wn)| < Chljul| g2+ ua-) [l wall;
which, together with (5.27) and (5.28), completes the proof of the theorem. O

The optimal L? error estimate is also derived by using the standard duality argument below.

Theorem 5.8. Let u and up, 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

lu = unll L2 () < Ch?||ull 2@+ L) (5.31)
Proof. Let z € H}() be the solution of the following auxiliary problem
a(v,z) = / (u —up)vdr Yo € HY(RQ). (5.32)
Q

Since u — up, € L?(Q), it follows from Theorem 2.1 that

€ HX(Q) and |2z|m(erua-) < Cllu—unllz2o). (5.33)
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Let zp, € VhIF E be the solution of the new nonconforming IFE method applied to the auxiliary
problem (5.32), i.e

Ap(vp, zp) = /(u —wp)opdx Yoy € VIEE. (5.34)
Q
Recalling that ap(-,+) = a(-,-) on H}(Q), and applying (5.32) and (5.34), we have

= unl|72 0y = alu, 2) — An(un, zn) = An(u, 2) — An(un, 2n) + an(u, 2) — an(u, 2) (5.35)
= Ap(u—up,z — 2zp) + Ap(u — up, zp) + Ap(un, z — z1) + (an(u, 2) — ap(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 5.6 provides the estimate for the last term

an(u, z) — an(u, 2) < CP?|Jul| g2(o+vo-) 12 2@+ va-)- (5.36)
The first terms on the right-hand side of (5.35) can be estimated using Theorem 5.7,
An(u—un, 2 = 2zn) < flu—wun [la Iz = znlla < CR?Jull 2@ vo-) 2] H2(0+ uo-)- (5.37)
We rewrite the second term on the right-hand side of (5.35) as
Ap(u—up, 2n) = Ap(u —up, zn — IEEE2) + Ap(u — up, IEEE 2). (5.38)
It is easy to see that
An(u—up, zn = I;7P2) <|llu—up || |20 = LT E2In < Ch?|ull 2@+ o) 12l 2 (@ va-)- (5-39)
From (5.30), we have
Ap(u—up, IHFF2,) = Z BV - [I1F P 2] ods + an (u, IFEE 21) — an (u, I P 2). (5.40)
eggpon Ve
Since [z]. = 0, we can derive

Z BV -0 [I}FF 2] ds = Z /BVU n, — P¢(BVu - n.))[I1FF 2y, — 2].ds

ecgpon Ve ecgpen (5.41)
< Cn* ||U||H2(Q+usr) |\Z||H2(sz+usr),

where the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (4.8), the standard trace inequality and Theorem 3.8 are used.
Applying Lemma 5.6 and Theorem 3.8 again we obtain

|an (u, 17 F ) — an(u, 1" P zp)| < fan(u, 2) — an(u, 2)|
+ [an (u, EE 2y, — 2) — ap(u, [EEE 2, — 2)| (5.42)

< CR*||ull g2+ va-) |12 m2 0+ ua-).-
Combining (5.38)-(5.42), we find
Ah(u — Up, Zh) < Ch2HuHH2(Q+UQ—) HZ||H2(Q+UQ—), (5.43)

and similarly,
Ap(un, z — zn) < Ch?|ul| g2ia+ua-) |2l H2(0+ ua-)- (5.44)

Applying (5.35)-(5.37), (5.43)-(5.44), we arrive at the estimate

lu = unl|7 20y < CR?|lull 2 @r v 12l B2 ua-),

which together with the regularity result (5.33) implies the estimate (5.31). O
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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 NV 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 == (Z VBV (u — uh)|%2(T)> and lenllz2 = [lu — unlL2(q)-

TEThH

For comparison, we replace 5(z) by Bx(z) in the nonconforming IFE method (IFEM) without penal-
ties (4.1) in our computation. Thus, the difference of the nonconforming IFEM without penalties
and our new nonconforming IFEM (5.4) is the terms by (+,-) and sp(-,-). In view of the analysis for
our new method, the error resulting from replacing 3(z) by 8x(x) does not affect the error estimates
in Theorem 4.5 for the nonconforming IFEM without penalties.

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

We use this example to show that the nonconforming IFEM without penalties does not converge
optimally, although the integral values on edges are used as degrees of freedom.

Example 6.1. The interface is I' = {(x1,72) € R? : 2?2 + 22 = rZ} such that Q= = {(z1,22) €
R? : 22 + 23 < r2}. Let (r,0) be the polar coordinate of z = (21, z2). The exact solution is chosen
as u(z) = j(x)v(z)w(z), where w(z) = sin(6),

— 5 5 if |7°—7°0|<7’],
—To)2/772>

0 if |r —ro| >,

jay =47 (_1 =

and
o) = {10 /@) it e QT
14+ (2 =rd)/B(x) freQ.

Let 7o = 0.5, n = 0.45, 8% (z) and B~ (z) be positive constants. It is easy to verify that the jump
condition (1.2)-(1.3) is satisfied and Vu -t # 0 on T'. We test two cases: (81, 57) = (10,1000) and
(BT, B7) = (1000, 10). The exact solutions of these two cases are plotted in Figure 4.

We report numerical results in Tables 1-2 which clearly confirm our theoretical analysis. The
second and third columns in Tables 1-2 indicate suboptimal convergence rates: |lex||r2 =~ O(h),
len| gt = O(h'/?) for the nonconforming IFEM without penalties (4.1). When the terms by, (-, -) and
sn(+,+) are added to the scheme, i.e., the new nonconforming IFEM (5.4), we observe the optimal
convergence rates (see last two columns in Tables 1-2).

We also use this example to test the classic IFE method [26, 18] where the nodal values are used
as degrees of freedom and no penalties are included. The suboptimal convergence rates are also
observed (i.e., O(h'/?) in the H' norm and O(h) in the L? norm), which indicates that the error
estimate in [18] is sharp. To avoid redundancy, we do not list the numerical results here.
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Figure 4: Exact solutions of Fzample 6.1. Left: (87, 57) = (10,1000); Right: (8%, 57) = (1000, 10)

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

Nonconforming IFEM without penalties New nonconforming IFEM
N ller |l 2 rate ler| e rate ller |l 2 rate ler| e rate
8 2.221E-01 2.140E+4-01 1.617E-01 1.781E+401

16 | 7.650E-02 1.54 | 1.037E4-01 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 | 3.851E400 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 | 2.309E4-00 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

Table 2: Numerical results of Ezample 6.1 with (87, 87) = (1000, 10).

Nonconforming IFEM without penalties New nonconforming IFEM
N ller |l 2 rate ler| g rate ller |l 2 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 | 1.579E+01 1.55
32 | 1.186E-02 2.69 | 8.927E4-00 0.92 5.868E-03 3.45 | 8.055E400 0.97
64 | 5.188E-03 1.19 | 4.822E4-00 0.89 8.575E-04 2.77 | 3.888E+00 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
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6.2 An example with variable coefficients and a non-convex interface

Ezxample 6.2. The interface is the zero level set of the function,
o(x) = (3(23 +22) — 21)? — 23 — 22 +0.02.
The exact solution is chosen as u(x) = p(z)/B(x), where

B(z) {ﬁ*(m) 300(2 + sin(6z1 + 6x2)) if p(z) > 0,
B (x) = 2+ cos(6x1 + 6x2) if p(x) < 0.

It is easy to verify that the jump condition (1.2)-(1.3) is satisfied and Vu -t = 0 on I". The exact
solution and the interface are plotted in Figure 5.

For the problem with variable coefficients, we choose 3+ = B (z,,), 8. = B~ (xm) on each
interface element T' € ’7;5, where x,, is the midpoint of 'y, NT. Since Vu-t = 0 on I', our theoretical
analysis suggests the optimal convergence rates for both the IFEM without penalties and the new
IFEM, which are confirmed by the results listed in Table 3.

In view of the requirement (3.4), we also test another choice: 8F = B*(A;) + C*h, 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.

Figure 5: The exact solution and the interface of Fxample 6.2. Left: the plot of —u; Right: the plot
of the interface

Table 3: Numerical results of Fzample 6.2.

Nonconforming IFEM without penalties New nonconforming IFEM
N ller |l 2 rate ler| g rate ller |l 2 rate ler| e rate
8 1.510E-02 1.744E+400 1.959E-02 1.747E+400

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 7.657TE-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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7 Conclusions

In this paper, we have shown that the nonconforming IFE methods using the integral-value degrees of
freedom on edges are not guaranteed to achieve optimal convergence rates without adding penalties
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-values on edges as 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-@Q); elements have been derived via a novel approach which
can handle the case of variable coefficients easily. 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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