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Abstract

This paper presents and analyzes an immersed finite element (IFE) method for solving
Stokes interface problems with a piecewise constant viscosity coefficient that has a jump across
the interface. In the method, the triangulation does not need to fit the interface and the IFE
spaces are constructed from the traditional C'R-Py element with modifications near the interface
according to the interface jump conditions. We prove that the IFE basis functions are unisolvent
on arbitrary interface elements and the IFE spaces have the optimal approximation capabilities,
although the proof is challenging due to the coupling of the velocity and the pressure. The
stability and the optimal error estimates of the proposed IFE method are also derived rigorously.
The constants in the error estimates are shown to be independent of the interface location relative
to the triangulation. Numerical examples are provided to verify the theoretical results.
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error estimates
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1 Introduction

In this paper we are interested in designing and analyzing immersed finite element (IFE) methods
for solving Stokes interface problems, also known as two-phase Stokes problems. Let Q C R? be a
bounded domain with a convex polygonal boundary 99, and I' be a C?-smooth interface immersed
in Q. Without loss of generality, we assume that ' divides €2 into two phases Q1 and Q™ such that
I' = 9Q~; see Figure [l for an illustration. The Stokes interface problem reads: given a body force
f € L2(Q)? and a piecewise constant viscosity p|g+ = p* > 0, find a velocity u and a pressure p
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such that
-V - (2ue(u)) +Vp="= inQtuQ, (1.1)
Vou=0 inQ, (1.2)
[e(p,u,p)n]r =0 on T, (1.3)
[ur=0 onT, (1.4)
u=0 on 09, (1.5)
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where €(u) = 1(Vu + (Vu)?) is the strain tensor, o(p, u,p) = 2ue(u) — pl is the Cauchy stress
tensor, I is the identity matrix, n is the unit normal vector of the interface I' pointing toward Q7
and [v]r stands for the jump of a vector function v on the interface, i.e., [v]r := vT|r — v7|r with
vt = v|g+. For simplicity, the notations of the jump []r and the superscripts +, — are also used
for scalar or matrix-valued functions. If the restriction (V - u)|r makes sense, the equation (I2)

provides an additional interface jump condition

[V-ulr=0 onT. (1.6)

Ot

Figure 1: Left diagram: geometries of an interface problem; Right diagram: an unfitted mesh.

The study of the Stokes equations is motivated to solve two-phase incompressible flows, often
modeled by the Navier-Stokes equations with a discontinuous density and viscosity across a sharp
interface. The Stokes interface problem is a reasonable approximation if the inertia term is negligible.
For interface problems, numerical methods using unfitted meshes have attracted a lot of attention
because of the relative ease of handling moving interfaces or complex interfaces. Unfitted meshes are
generated independent of the interface, and can have elements cut by the interface (called interface
elements), which makes it challenging to design numerical methods with optimal convergence rates
due to the discontinuities in the pressure and the derivatives of velocity across the interface.

In the finite element framework, generally there are two kinds of unfitted mesh methods. One type
is the XFEM [12] and the cutFEM [g], also known as the Nitsche-XFEM [28] where the finite element
space is defined on each individual subdomain separated by the interface and the jump conditions
are enforced weakly using a variant of Nitsche’s method. The basic idea of this kind of methods
is to enrich the traditional finite element space by extra degrees of freedom on interface elements
to capture the discontinuities. For the Stokes interface problems, this type of methods have been
developed and analyzed in [19, 10}, 37, 27, 17, [9] [36], 21]. The other type of unfitted mesh methods is
the immersed finite element (IFE) method [30, 33], which modifies the traditional finite element on
interface elements according to interface conditions to achieve the optimal approximation capability,
while keeping the degrees of freedom unchanged. For second-order elliptic interface problems, IFE
methods have been studied extensively in [32] 20, B4] 15, 25]. However, for the Stokes interface
problems, there are much fewer works on IFE method in the literature. One difficulty is that the
jumps of velocity and pressure are coupled together and it is difficult to modify the velocity and the
pressure finite element spaces separately.

Although the idea of IFE methods was proposed in 1998 [30], the first IFE method for Stokes
interface problem was developed in 2015 by Adjerid, Chaabane, and Lin in [2], in which the coupling
of the velocity and pressure was taken into account in constructing the IFE spaces and an immersed
@Q1-Qq discontinuous Galerkin method was proposed. The method then was applied to the Stokes
interface problems with moving interfaces in [3], and the idea was further developed with immersed
CR-Py and rotated Q1-Qo elements in [26]. We also note that recently, a Taylor-Hood IFE was



constructed by a least-squares approximation in [II]. However, to the best of our knowledge, there
is no theoretical analysis even for the optimal approximation capabilities of those IFE spaces, not
mentioning the stability and the convergence of those methods. One of the major obstacles hindering
the analysis is that the velocity and the pressure are also coupled in IFE spaces.

In this paper we develop and analyze an IFE method based on the immersed C'R-P; elements
proposed in [26] for solving Stokes interface problems. Different from [26], we propose a new bilinear
form by including additional integral terms defined on the edges cut by the interface (called interface
edges) to ensure the inf-sup stability and the optimal convergence. We show that these terms are
important to prove the optimal convergence of the IFE method. In some sense, one need these terms
to get an optimal error estimate on edges, otherwise the order of convergence is suboptimal; see the
counter example in [24] for the second-order elliptic interface problems.

Besides the different scheme considered in this paper (compared with [26]) we mention the
following other three new contributions of this paper. The first one is about the unisolvence (i.e., the
existence and uniqueness) of the IFE basis functions. We prove the unisolvence on arbitrary triangles
via a new augmented approach inspired by [31]. Note that in [26] the unisolvence is only shown on
isosceles right triangles by proving the invertibility of the corresponding 14 x 14 coefficient matrices.
It seems that the proof is tedious and cannot be extended to arbitrary triangles. Furthermore, we also
provide an explicit formula for the IFE basis functions, which is convenient in the implementation.
The second contribution is that we prove the optimal approximation capabilities of the IFE spaces
on shape regular triangulations, although it is challenging due to the coupling of the velocity and
pressure. The proof is based on some novel auxiliary functions constructed on interface elements
and a J-strip argument developed by Li et al. [29] for estimating errors in the region near the
interface. The third contribution is the well-known inf-sup stability result and the finite element
error estimates. By establishing a new trace inequality for IFE functions and investigating the
relations of the coupled velocity and pressure in IFE spaces, we prove that the coupled velocity and
pressure IFE spaces satisfy the inf-sup condition with a constant independent of the meshsize and
the interface location relative to the mesh. The optimal error estimates of the proposed IFE method
are also derived where the errors resulting from approximating curved interfaces by line segments
are taken into consideration rigorously. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper which
gives a complete theoretical analysis for IFE methods for solving Stokes interface problems.

The rest of this paper is organized follows. In section 2] we introduce some notations and
assumptions. The IFE and corresponding IFE method are presented in section Bl Section [ is
devoted to study the properties of the constructed IFE including the unisolvence of the IFE basis
functions and the optimal approximation capabilities of the IFE space. In section[] the stability and
the optimal error estimates are proved. Section [6] provides some numerical experiments. Conclusions
are drawn in section [7

2 Preliminaries and notations

Throughout the paper we adopt the standard notation Wf(A) for Sobolev spaces on a domain A
with the norm || - [lyx () and the seminorm | - [yyx (). Specially, WF(A) is denoted by H*(A) with
the norm || - ||gr(a) and the seminorm | - |gx(s). As usual Hj(A) = {v € H'(A) : v = 0 on dA}.
Given a domain A with ANQF # () and AN Q™ # 0, we define subregions AT := AN QT and a
broken space

H¥(ATUA™) == {v e L3(A) 1 v|ps € HF(A®),s = +,—} (2.1)



equipped with the norm || - [| gr(a+ua-) and the semi-norm | - gy +up-) satisfying

|- H%{’C(A+UA*) = ”%{’C(A+) +1- ”%{k(Af)v |- |§{k(A+uA*) = |%{k(A+) +1- |§{’C(A*)'

With the usual spaces V := Hg(Q)? and M := {q € L*(Q) : [, ¢ = 0}, the weak form of the Stokes
interface problem (LI)-(L3) reads: find (u,p) in (V, M) such that

a(u,v) +b(v,p) = /Qf -V Vv eV, 2.2)

b(u,q) =0 Vg € M,
where

a(u,v) := /92,“6(11) ce(v), b(v,q):= —/Q qV - v.

It is well-known that the problem (22)) is well-posed, that is, there exists a unique solution (u,p) €
(V, M) to the weak form (22)). For the convergence analysis we assume that the solution has a

higher regularity in each sub-domain, i.e., (u,p) € _ﬁz\f_ﬁ N (V, M), where

HyH, :={(v,q) : ve H*(QTUQ)? ¢e H'(QTuUQ),

(2.3)
[o(k, v, ¢)n]p =0, [v]r =0, [V-v]r =0}.

In order to solve the problem (2:2)), we consider a family of triangulations {73 } n>0 of Q, generated
independently of the interface I'. For each element T' € Ty, let hp denote its diameter, and define
the meshsize of the triangulation 7}, by h = maxreT, hp. We assume that 7j, is shape regular, i.e.,
for every T, there exists ¢ > 0 such that hp < grp where rp is the diameter of the largest circle
inscribed in T. Denote £ and £? as the sets of interior and boundary edges, respectively. The set
of all edges of the triangulation then is &, = & U 52. Since the interface I' is C%-smooth, we can
always refine the mesh near the interface to satisfy the following assumption.

Assumption 2.1. The interface I' does not intersect the boundary of any element T € Tp, at more
than two points. The interface I’ does not intersect the closure € for any e € &, at more than one
point.

We adopt the convention that the elements T € T;, and edges e € &, are open sets. The sets of
interface elements and interface edges are then defined by

TH={TeT,:TNT #0} and & :={ec€& :enT #0}.

The sets of non-interface elements and non-interface edges are 7,"°" = T,\7,l and £°" = &,\EF.

On an edge e = int(07y N 9Tz) with T1,T5 € Ty, let n. be the unit normal vector of e pointing
toward Ty. For a piecewise smooth function v, we define the jump across the edge e by [v]. :=
v|lr, — v|z, and the average by {v}c := 2 (v|7, + v|,). If e € £}, then n, is the unit normal vector
of e pointing toward the outside of 2, and define [v]. := v and {v}, := v. On a region A, for any
vt € LY(A) and v~ € L*(A), we also need the following notation

[E](x) == 0T (x) — v~ (x) Vx€A. (2.4)

For vector or matrix-valued functions, the notations []., {-}. and [-] are defined analogously. Note
that the difference between [-](x) and [-]r(x) is the range of x.

We approximate the interface I by I';,, which is composed of all the line segments connecting the
intersection points of the triangulation and the interface. The approximated interface I'}, divides 2



into two disjoint sub-domains O, and €2, such that I';, = 9, . On each interface element T € T,
the discrete interface I'y, divides T into two sub-elements:

T,j ::TQQ; and T, :=TNQ,.
For simplicity of notation, we denote
I'r:=I'NT and Fh,T =I'yNT.

Let np,(x) be the unit normal vector of I';, pointing toward QZ; see Figure2in the proof of Lemmal[4.6]
for an illustration. The unit tangent vectors of I', and I' are obtained by a 90° clockwise rotation
of nj, and n, i.e., t5(x) = R_;/onp(x) and t(x) = R_,/on(x) with a rotation matrix

cosa —sina
Ro=1{ . .
sin o cos
At the end of this section, we recall the notation v* := v|g+ for a function v defined on the whole
domain . Again the notation of the superscripts s = + and — may be different in the continuous
and discrete cases due to some mismatched regions from the line segment approximation. We also
use q to represent q|Ti if no confusion can arise. Furthermore, if the function ¢*, s = + or —, is a

polynomial, then the polynomlal q° is viewed as defined on the whole element T', unless 0therw1se
specified. The superscripts are used for vector or matrix-valued functions similarly.

3 The immersed CR-F, finite element method

3.1 The IFE space

Let Py (T) be the set of all polynomials of degree less than or equal to k on each T € T;,. On a
non-interface element 17" € 7,*°", we use the standard C'R-P, shape function spaces, i.e.,

(Va(T), M(T)) = (PL(T)?, Ro(T)). (3.1)

For every T € Ty, the local degrees of freedom are chosen as

. 1
Nir(v,q) = |/ v1, Napir(v,q): |/ ve, 1 =1,2,3, Nz(v,q) 5—m/Tq7

where e; € &, i,= 1,2,3 are edges of T, and v; and v, are two components of v, i.e., v = (v1,v2)7.

On an interface element T' € 7,0, the shape function spaces (V,,(T), My (T)) do not have the
optimal approximation capabilities due to the interface jumps (3], (L4) and (L6). The shape
function spaces need to be modified according to these interface jump conditions. Given v* € P;(T)?
and ¢ € Py(T), we define the following discrete interface jump conditions

[[ (/J'i Vivqi) ]] =0, (33)
[[V lIry,.» = 0 (or, equivalently, [[Vi]](XT) =0, [[Vvith]] =0),
[V-vi] =0,

where x7 is a point on I', 7 N I'r. The immersed C'R-F, shape function space is then defined by
VMI{FE(T) = {(Vaq) : V|Thi = V:t|Thi7 Vi 6 Pl(T)Qv q|Thi = q:t|Thiv qi 6 PO(T)7

(3.6)
(v¥, ¢F) satisfying conditions (B3)-(335)}.



Remark 3.1. Note that v and q& have fourteen parameters. It is easy to check that (33) provides
two constraints, (3.4)) provides four constraints, and [3.3) provides one constraint. Intuitively, we
can expect that the functions v* and q% satisfying conditions (3.3)-(33) are uniquely determined
by the degrees of freedom N; 1, i =1,...,7 defined in (F2). We will prove that the unisolvence holds
on arbitrary triangles in subsection [{-1}

Remark 3.2. The velocity and pressure belonging to VMIEE(T) are coupled due to the discrete
interface jump condition (3:3). In other words, if (vi,q1) and (va,q2) belong to VMITE(T), then
(Vi,q1+q2) and (vi+vVa,q1) may not belong to VMIFE(T), instead we only have (vi+va,q1 +q2) €
VMIFE(T).

The global IFE space is defined by

VMITE = {(v,q) : Vir € Vi(T), gz € MA(T) VT € T3,

(3.7)
V|7, qlr) € VMITE(T) vT € T}F, /[v]e =0 Vec 8,‘;} ,

€

in which the velocity and pressure are coupled. We also define a subspace of VM, ,{F E to take into
account the boundary condition of velocity and the constraint of pressure

VMIFE_{(v,q) : (v,q) e VMITE, /v:O Ve € &, /Qq—()}- (3.8)

3.2 The IFE method

To make the method easy for implementation, we define an approximate coefficient p(x) by

+ ot

o in Q)

Mw—{_ . (3.9)
I in Q.

In other words, the viscosity is adjusted in the mismatched small area due to the line segment
approximation. The immersed C'R-P, finite element method for the Stokes interface problem (T])-
(L3) reads: find (up,pn) € VMIEE such that

AW, pry Vi, qn) = / fovi  V(va.qn) € VMIGE, (3.10)
Q

where the bilinear form is defined as, for all (up,ps) and (vp,qn) in VMIFE,

Ap(an, pr; Vi, an) = an(n, Vi) + bn (Vi on) — bu(an, an) + Jn (0w, an),

n(Un, vp) Z /2/%6 (up) : €(vn) + Z B |/U-h [Vhle

TeTh ecéy,
_ Z ({2une(up)nete - [Vhle + 0{2une(vh)nete - [uple) B |/uh [Vi]e
ec&l V€ ec&l (3.11)
bn(Vh, qn) Z /QhV v, + Z {an}elvh - nele,
TETh EEF €
n(Phoan) == Iel/ph [gn]e
eGSF ¢

where 6 = +1 and > 0. When the parameter 6 = 1, the bilinear form ay(+,-) is symmetric and
the penalty 7 should be larger enough to ensure the coercivity. When § = —1, the bilinear form



an(-,-) is non-symmetric. In general, we can choose an arbitrary n > 0 to ensure the coercivity; see
Lemma 53] in section

We briefly discuss the roles of different terms in the method. The second term of a(+, ) is added
to control the rigid body rotations so that the Korn inequality holds for Crouzeix-Raviart finite
element spaces. The integral [ {2un€(up)ne}e-[va]e in the third term of aj (-, ) appears to make the
method consistent on interface edges; and correspondingly the integral [ {2une(vi)ne}e - [up]e and
the fourth term are added to make the bilinear form ap(-,-) coercive. We emphasize that, different
from the traditional C R-F, finite element method, these integral terms on interface edges cannot be
neglected and are important to ensure the optimal convergence of the IFE method. The reason is
similar to that of the nonconforming IFE methods for second-order elliptic interface problems [24].
The second term in by (-, -) is needed also for the consistency on interface edges and the penalty term
Jn(+,+) controlling the jumps of the pressure is added to make the inf-sup condition satisfied.

4 Properties of the IFE

In this section, we discuss some properties of the proposed IFE. To begin with, we make some
preparations. Denote dist(x, ") as the distance between a point x and the interface I'; and U(T', §) =
{x € R? : dist(x,T') < &} as the neighborhood of T' of thickness §. Define the meshsize of 7,I' by

hr := max hr. (4.1)
TeTr
It is obvious that Ar < h and UTeThp T C U(T, hr). We also use the signed distance function near
the interface

p(x) =

dist(x,T) if x € QT NU(T,d),
— dist(x,T) ifxeQ NU(,d).

Assumption 4.1. There exists a constant 69 > 0 such that the signed distance function p(x) is
well-defined in U(T, &y) and p(x) € C*(U(T,d)). We also assume that hy < & so that T C U(T', )
for all interface elements T € T}}.

The assumption is reasonable since the interface I' is C?-smooth. Using the signed distance
function p(x), we can evaluate the unit normal and tangent vectors of the interface as n(x) = Vp
and t(x) = R_,/2Vp, which are well-defined in the region U(I",dp). We note that the functions
ny,(x) and t,(x) can also be viewed as piecewise constant vectors defined on interface elements.
Since I' is C%-smooth, by Rolle’s Theorem, there exists at least one point x* € I' N T such that
n(x*) = n,(x*). Since p(x) € C*(U(L,dp)), we have n(x) € (C* (T))Q. Using the Taylor expansion
at x*, we further have

|In — nh”Loo(T) < Chr, |t-— th”Loo(T) = HR,W/Q(H — nh)”Loo(T) < Chyr VT € 77?. (4.2)

For any interface element 7" € T;F', we define the region between the mismatched interfaces I' and
Fh as
T = (T"NTHUuT ™ NT,) VYT eT,. (4.3)

Since I is C?-smooth, there exists a constant C' depending only on the curvature of I' such that
T2 Cc U, ChE) VT eTl. (4.4)

The following lemma presents a J-strip argument that will be used for the error estimate in the
region near the interface; see Lemma 2.1 in [29).



Lemma 4.2. Let § > 0 be a sufficiently small number. Then it holds for any v € H*(Q) that
ol L2 r.sy < OV V]| ar (-
Furthermore, if v|r = 0, then there holds
vl 2w r.s)) < COIVOlL2wr.6)-

We also need the following well-known extension result [13].

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that vE € H™(QF). Then there exist extensions vy € H™(Q) such that

Hi(Q) < C’|’Ui

+ + + ,
vglor =vT and |vg Hi(Q) 1=0,...m, m=1,2,

for a constant C > 0 depending only on QF.

For an element T € 75, with edges ¢;, i = 1,2,3, let W(T) := {v € L*T) : feiv,i =
1,2, 3 are well defined}. We define local interpolation operators wﬁ?, wg)T and IIj 7 such that,
for all v € W(T) and for all (v,q) € (W(T)?, L*(T)),

wi?v e P (T), / wi?v:/ v, i=1,2,3,
4.5
™ .1q € Po(T), / T g = / g, (45)
T T
I 7 (v,q) € (Vi(T), Mp(T)), Nir (Mpr(v,q) =Nir(v,q), i=1,..,7.

Note that these interpolation operators will be used to interpolate discontinuous functions; see, e.g.,
@21). Let v = (v1,v2)T, then we have

Uy, r(v,q) = (Wﬁgvaﬂg,TQ) with m?,?v = (Wﬁ?vl,wf?,?vz)T- (4.6)

For an interface element T' € 7", define a local IFE interpolation operator IT; %% : (W(T)?, L*(T)) —
VMITE(T) such that

Nir (IF (v,q) = Nip(v.q), i=1,..,7, Y(v,q) € (W(T)? L*(T)). (4.7)

Now the global IFE interpolation operator II}FE : (H1(Q)%, L?(Q)) — VM}TE is defined by

e (v, if TeTy,
Vv € (H QP T3Q),  (WFP(vg)lr = | 00 TET (45)
Iy r(v,q) it T eT,rn".
We use H{,{';E v and H{,{”;E q to represent the velocity and pressure of IILFE (v, q), i.e.,
;75 (v, q) = (5P, IT ) . (4.9)

Note that the subscript of H{,{”;E means that the interpolation operator may depend not only on
v but also on ¢ since the velocity and pressure are coupled in the IFE space; see Remark [£.10] for
details.

It is well-known that the local interpolation operators Wﬁ?, 7T27T and IT,, 7 are well-defined. We
can introduce the standard CR basis functions by

1
)\i,T S Pl(T)7 m/ )‘i,T = 51_]7 Z,] = 17 2737 (4‘10)
J €j



and the standard C'R-F, finite element basis functions by
(i1, i) € (Vi, Mp(T)),  Njr(ir,ir) =0ij, Vi, j=1,..7, (4.11)
where §;; is the Kronecker function. Obviously, we have

¢'L,T - (Ai,Tv O)Ta ¢i+3,T - (0; Ai,T)Tv 1= 17 25 37 ¢7,T - 05

4.12
Yi, T = 0, 1= 1, ...76, Y7, = 1. ( )

However, the well-definedness of the IFE interpolation operator H{lFTE is not obvious. We need

a result that the IFE shape functions in VM FE(T) can be uniquely determined by N; r(v,q), i =
1,...,7, which will be proved in the following subsection.

4.1 The unisolvence of IFE shape functions

Note that for many existing IFEs developed for other interface problems, the unisolvence of IFE
shape functions with respect to the degrees of freedom relies on the mesh assumption, i.e., the no-
obtuse angle condition [14} 28] [T6l 23]. Recently, we showed that for second-order elliptic interface
problems, if integral-values on edges are used as the degrees of freedom, then the unisolvence holds
on arbitrary triangles [24]. In this paper, we are able to prove that the unisolvence also holds on
arbitrary elements for the proposed immersed C'R-Py element for Stokes interface problems as well.

Now we use a new augmented approach inspired by [3I] to prove the unisolvence. Without
loss of generality, we consider an interface element T € ’7? for the proof. By the definition (B.3)-
([B.8), it is obvious that the space VM}F#(T) is not an empty set. Given a pair of IFE functions
(v.q) € VMITE(T), we define (v/0,¢”) such that

(v, q70) € (V,(T), My (T)), Nir(v7,¢7°) = Nir(v,q), i =1,...,7. (4.13)

From (@5)-(@8), we know (v/o, g/0) = (ﬂﬁIT%V,W%Tq). Recalling the notation of superscripts =+
described at the end of section B we set v/o* := (v/0)* and ¢/o* := (¢70)*. It is easy to check
that

IIO'(l, VJ07i7 qJ07i)nh]] =0, [[VJO’i]”Fh,T =0, [[v ’ VJO)i]] =0. (414)

We also define (v/1,¢71) such that

v/t .= (v‘h)i €V, (T), ¢t = (q‘h)i € My(T), Ni,T(VJl,qu) =0,:=1,..,7,

4.15
[[0,(1, VJl,:I:, q']l’i)nh]] =nyp, [[V,h,:tmrhm =0, [[V . VJl,:I:]] =0, ( )

and (v’2,¢”2) such that
vIirE = (vI2)E e Vi (T), ¢/>%F = (¢72)F € Mu(T), Nir(v'2,¢?)=0,i=1,..,7, (4.16)

[o(1,v7"%, ¢ F)np] = th, [V F]|p, » =0, [V-v2F] =0.

The existence and uniqueness of v/t and v/2 will be proved in Lemma Combining ([@I3))- [I16),
we immediately have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Given (v,q) € VM}ITE(T), if we know the augmented variable
[o(1,vE, ¢5)ng] = ciny + coty, (4.17)
then the pair of functions (v,q) can be written as

(v,q) = (v + vt + v ¢70 + e197 + ag”?). (4.18)



We want to find the augmented variable (c1,c2)” so that the original interface jump condition
B3) is satisfied. Substituting (£I])) into (B.3), we have
[[U(,ui,clv']l’i + CQVJ2’i,Cqu1’i + C2q(]2,:t)nh]] _ —[[U(ui,v']o’i,q‘]o’i)nh]]

= —o([pF], v7,0)ny,. (4.19)

To derive an equation for the augmented variable (c1, c2)? according to (@I9), we need the following
lemma about the functions (v/1,¢”/1) and (v/2, ¢”2).

Lemma 4.5. The functions (v/1,q”") and (v’2,q'2) defined in {{-15) and {-16) are unique and
can be constructed explicitly as

vhi=0, ¢"=2- ™7, v72 = (w— wng%w)th, ¢ =0, (4.20)
where
2T =-1 ifxe T, wt = dist(x,T ifx e T,",
z(x) = / ]i w(x) = (¢, Th.r) / ]i (4.21)
z- =0 ifx ey, w- =0 ifxeT, .

Proof. First we introduce the following identities about the interface jump conditions. If v/* €
V. (T) and ¢7* € My,(T), s = +, — satisfy

[o(1,v)E ¢ )] = g, [[VJ’i]th’T =0, [V-v/¥] =0, (4.22)
then the following identities hold

[Vv?E n,) -n] =0, [V(v'E -ny) -t4] =0,

[V tn) -mp] =gty [V t) - 6] = 0,[¢" ] = —g - nn. (423)

The second and fourth identities are direct consequences of [[VJ’i]th’T = 0. The other identities
can be proved easily by decomposing v/** into the normal direction nj, and the tangential direction
ty, ie.,
I+ | It I+
o(1, v, g7 ), = <23(V6nh n) qJ,i> ny, + <5(V - ny) 4 3(Vanh th)) £,
(‘?(VJ’i . Ilh) + (‘?(VJ’i ~th)
ony, oty, ’

which can also be derived easily in a new np-t; coordinate system. The detailed proof can be found

V-vhE =

in the literature; see, e.g., [22] [35].
For the function v/t defined in ([@I5), we set g = ny, in ([@22), then (ZZ3)) becomes
[V(v/"% ny) -n,] =0, [Vv"% -ny) -] =0,
[V tn) -np] = 0, [V - th) - ta] = 0, [¢" 5] = —1,
which together with [v/**]|p, . =0, v/v% € Vi, (T), ¢/v% € My, (T) and N r(v7,q"1) =0, i =

1,...,7 implies that v/t and ¢’ exist uniquely and can be constructed from (@20)-(@21]). Similarly,
for the function v/2 defined in ([@I6]), with g = t;,, we obtain

[[V(VJ2,:|: . nh) . nh]] _ 07 [[v(szyi . nh) . th]] = 0,
IIV(VJ2,:|: . th) . nh]] =1, IIv(VJm:I: . th) . th]] =0, IIqui]] =0.

Using the fact [[v‘]2*i]]|p” =0, v/2* € Vi (T), ¢/>* € M,(T) and N; r(v'2,¢72) =0, i =1,...,7,
we have
v2.on, =0, v2.t, =w— wﬁ?w, q¢’? =0,

which completes the proof. O
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Since v/t = 0 and ¢”2 = 0 from ([@20), the equation (@IJ) can be simplified as
[[U(/Liv CQVJ%ia Clq‘h’i)nh]] = _U([[:u:t]]a VJO ) O)nh' (424)

By the fact v/2 - nj, = 0 from (@20), the above equation @24 becomes

- [[qu)i]] 0 C1 U([[/"i]]v VJovo)nh ‘np
" ok =— 4 . (4.25)
0 [V (v~ th) - ma] ) \c2 o([w=],v™,0)nyp -ty
Using ([{20) again, we have —[¢7+*] = 1 and

[V (v ) - np] = [0V (w — 7 fw)® - np] = [p Ve - np] = [pF ]V fw -y

g (4.26)
=pt = (ut — p )V Fw -y
Thus, the linear system (€25) for the augmented variable (¢, c2)? becomes
( 1 0 ) 1 o(p™ = v, 0)ny - 1y, (4.27)
0 1+ (u/p" =D)Vrfw-ny ) \ey)  \o(u /ut —1,v7,0np -t ) '

(a) Case 1: T} = AEDA; (b) Case 2: T;, = AEDA3

Figure 2: Diagrams of typical interface elements.

Lemma 4.6. Let T be an arbitrary interface triangle with an arbitrary I'y, 7, and w be a piecewise
linear function defined in [{-21]). Then it holds that

0< Vg fw-n, <1 (4.28)

Proof. Consider T'= AA; Ay As with edges e; = Ay A3, eg = A1 A3 and ez = A A;. Without loss of
generality, we assume that the interface I' cuts e; and es at points D and E. There are two cases:
Case 1: T)" = AEDA; (see Figure 2(a)); Case 2: T, = AEDA; (see Figure 2(b)). In Case 1, we
have from (@2I)) that

(4.29)

) n, - Dx if x € AEDAs,
wix) =
0 if x € T\AEDA;.

In order to distinguish between these two cases, we replace the notations n; and w by nj, and w’ in
Case 2. Using the fact nj, = —ny, we have the following result according to (@.21))

/) 0 if x € AEDAs, (4:30)
w'(x) = :
_n,-Dx if x € T\AEDA;.
Comparing (£29) with [@30), we find v’ = w — nyp, - Dx, which implies
Vwﬁ?w’ ‘nj, = Vw,?%(w —ny - E)() (—mp)=1- Vwﬁ?w ‘ny. (4.31)
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If the estimate (Z28) holds for Case 1, then we can conclude from ([3I]) that the estimate (Z28)
also holds for Case 2. Therefore, we just need to consider Case 1 whose geometric configuration is

given in Figure

The proof for Case 1 is similar to that of Lemma 3.3 in [24]. By the definitions of the interpolation
operator ﬂ',?g in (A3) and the basis functions A; r in (£I0), we have

3

1
Vm(ﬁw ‘ny = Z (V)\i,T ‘np B / w)

=1

(4.32)

1 — 1
= V)\LT np— ny - Dx + v>\21T np—

n; - Dx.
lei| Ja3p le2| JA3E

Let My be the midpoint of the edge es and @ be the orthogonal projection of Ms onto the line
AsAsz. Then, it holds

VAL -ny, = |M2Q|_11\4282|1\42Q|_1 ‘np, = [MaQ| ' R_s o (M2C§|M2Q|_l) “R_7/omyp,
= |]V[2Q|_1|A3D|_1AsB “th.

Note that .
le1] AsD

Therefore, it follows from the above identities and the fact |M2Q||e1| = |T| that

1 —_—
nj, - lT)éds = §|el|_1|A3D|nh -DA;.

1 - 1 _ —_—
VAl,T-nhE nh~Dx:§|T| 1(nh-DA3)(A35-th). (4.33)
A3D

Analogously, we have

1 — 1 — =
Vo np— ny, - Dx = —|T| *(ny, - DA3)(EA3 - ty,). (4.34)
le2| J4E 2

Substituting [@33]) and [@34]) into [@32)) yields

1 — 1 — T
Vwi?w ‘ny = §|T|71(nh . DAg)(E—ﬁ “tp) = §|T|71(nh -DA3)|ED| = % e [0,1], (4.35)
which completes the proof. O
Lemma 4.7. For an arbitrary interface triangle T € T,-, the pair of functions (v,q) € VMIFE(T)
is uniquely determined by N; (v, q), i = 1,...,7. Furthermore, we have the following explicit formula

(v.q) = (v, q7) + (c2v”?, c1¢”") (4.36)
with

—/ut —1,v/o O)Ilh -ty
1 =olu™ — +,VJD,OII 1y, Co — U(:u’ /:u‘ ’ ) ,
1=l —a P2 = (u=/pt = 1)V fw -y,

(4.37)

6
VJO - Z N’L,T(Va q)¢’i,T7 qu = N7,T(Va q)7
i=1
where v7'2, ¢, w and ¢ are defined in ([{-20), {{-21) and ([{-11), and wﬁIT% 1s the standard CR
interpolation defined in (£.0)).
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Proof. From Lemma [.6] we have

1 if p=/put > 1,
+ (u /ut = 1)VasBw -ny, > 4.38
(= /p" =)V 7w - ny, {u‘/u* 0 < fut <1, (4.38)

Hence, the equation ([@2Z7) has a unique solution (c1,c2)? as shown in @37). The proof is now
completed by substituting (£20) into (£IF]). O

Remark 4.8. If uy* = =, then ¢ = c2 = 0 and (v, q) = (v70,¢7°) € (Vi (T), My(T)). Therefore,
the IFE space VM,{FE becomes the standard CR-Py finite element space (Vp,, Mp).

Remark 4.9. If N;r(v,q) =0, i = 1,...,7, then (v7/°,q7°) = (0,0). From ({.37), we also have
c1 = ¢ = 0. Hence, we conclude (v,q) = (0,0) when (v,q) € VMITE(T) and N;r(v,q) = 0,
i=1,..,7.

Remark 4.10. From (7.9)-({-0), we know v’o = W}?%V and q¢’° = 71'21Tq. Hence, the IFE interpo-
lations of (v,q) € (H' ()%, L?(Q)) on an interface element T € T,F are

(HIFE

LIV = 4 eov”? and (ISP q)|r = 7)) pq + 1™

with ¢ and co defined in ([{.37) that are independent of the pressure q. From the above identities,
we find that HIFEV depends only on the velocity v, not on the pressure q. However, HIFEq depends
both on v and q.

4.2 Estimates of IFE basis functions

For each interface element 7' € T,L, similar to (@), we define IFE basis functions by

(@i i) € VMTE(T), Nir(ir" i) =i, Winj=1,..7. (4.39)

Using Lemma L7, we can write these IFE basis functions (¢; 57, o/ 77) explicitly as

1EE o(p™/pt —1,¢i7,0)ny -ty
i, T + w—71 R, i=1,...,6,
=it L+ (p=/pt = )Vrg fw - nh( i, 1)t
. 4.40
ol = o™ —pt, @i, 0)np - np(z — mp 12), i =1,...,6, (4.40)
=0, ot =1,

where ¢; 7, i =1, ...,6 are the standard CR basis functions for the velocity (see (£12)), and w and
z are known functions defined in @21)). Also we have (¢157, pI5F) = (¢7. 1, 7. 7) from @IZ). We
emphasize that these explicit formulas for IFE basis functions are very useful in the implementation.

From (£38), we highlight that the denominator in the IFE basis functions (£40) does not tend to
zero even if |T;7| — 0 or |T, | — 0. This property is important for IFE method because the interface
may cut meshes in an arbitrary way. In the rest of our paper, we will show that the constant in
the analysis is also independent of the interface location relative to the mesh. In other words, our
method works for the case |T,"| — 0 or |T}, | — 0.

Lemma 4.11. There exists a positive constant C' depending only on u* and the shape regularity
parameter o such that, for m =0,1,

(L) E lwm(ry < Ch™, (0l 5E)E gy < Chz, i =1, ..,6,

(4.41)
[(@757)  lwamry = 0, 107 57) 5 My = 1.
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Proof. Tt suffices to estimate the terms on the right-hand side of ([@40). First we have the following
estimates about the standard CR basis functions

|/\i,T|W;g(T) < Ch;m and |¢i,T|W;g(T) < Ch;m, m = 0, 1.
Using the np-t; coordinate system, we then have

lo(u™ /b =1, 050,000 - ta| = [(u™ /™ = 1)(V(Pir - mp) -t + Vi - th) - mp)| < Chy!
(™ = p*, i, 0y -y | = [2(u™ = p*)V(ir - mp) -1y | < Chi'

By the definitions of w and z in [@2I]), we also have

[wh fwmry < Chy™, |[w™ [wm ) =0,

1 /
T w
|€i| €;

2F1=1, |e7[=0, |mpz|=IT|7"

3
< Chr Z |Ni7lwm () < Chy ™,
i1

CR
|7 rwlw ) = (4.42)

wz(
/-
T
Finally, the desired estimates (£4I)) are obtained by substituting (A38]) and the above estimates

into ([@.40). O

< el < 1.

4.3 Approximation capabilities of the IFE space

For clarity, we first describe the main idea of the proof of approximation capabilities of the IFE
space. Our target is to estimate the following term on interface element T' € T;I,

2

|v:) =G vl < 3 v ab) = (5P )

where || - || is a specific norm, VE and qg are extensions of v and ¢ as shown in Lemma 3] and
the notation of superscripts s = + is described at the end of section 2l Obviously, the functions on
the right-hand side can be split as

(vE a8) — (WEF (v, )" = (vE.a) — W r(vE. af) + (e (vE, ) — (IF (v,0) 7).

M D

The estimate of the first term (I) is standard and the main difficulty is to estimate the second term
(IT). Noticing that the term (II) are piecewise polynomials on the interface element T € T,I', our
idea is to decompose the term (II) by proper degrees of freedom as shown in Lemma T3l Then
we estimate every terms in the decomposition to get the desired results (see Theorem FI4]). The
degrees of freedom for determining the term (II) include N r, j = 1,...,7, and others related to the
interface jumps [B3.3)-(33]), which inspire us to define the following novel auxiliary functions.

On each interface element T € 7?, we define auxiliary functions (¥; 7, ¢¥ir), ¢ = 1,...,7 with
Wir|p: = v, Yl = 7 such that

(i) € (Vi(T), Mu(T)), Njr(¥iz, i) =0, j=1,..,7, (4.43)

14



and

[[U(Uia \IlfT’ V1, T)nh]] [[‘I’fT]](XT) = np, [[V‘I’li,:rth]] =0, [v- ‘I’liT]] =0,
[[U(Hia ‘I’zi,Ta 7/’2 T)nh]] =0, [[‘I’it,T]](XT) =tn, [[V‘I’zi,Tth]] =0, [v- ‘I’ziT]] =0,
[o (1™, 57, ¥5p)0n] = [¥5,)(xr) =0,  [VE3 ] =0, [V-¥5,]=0,
[[U(Niv ‘I’z:f,Tv 2/’4 )ns] = t, [[lI’IT]](XT) =0, [[V‘I’ff,:rth]] =0, [v- ‘I’flt,T]] =0, (4.44)
[[U(Niv ‘I’gt,Tv ¥s, T)nh]] =0, [[‘I’;T]](XT) =0, [[v‘Ilsi,Tth]] =n, [V ‘IlsiT]] =0,
[[C’(Uia ‘I’ét,T’ 7/’6 )] = [[‘I’ét,T]](XT) =0, [[V‘I’ﬁi,:rth]] =tn, [V ‘IléE,T]] =0,
[o(n* ¥p b m] =0, [T l(xr) =0, [V t]=0, [V-¥7]=1,

where xp is the same as that in ([3.4).

Lemma 4.12. On each interface element T € 7;{, these auziliary functions (¥, r,¢;r), i =1,...,7
defined in [({4J)-(4-44) exist uniquely and satisfy, for m = 0,1,

<Chy™  if i=1,2, _ L
| 0 Fios b SChet W=D )
m = 7 1 = ) A oo . . .
W (@) - TIL=(T) <C if 1=3,...,7,
<CRE™  if =4,

where the constant C depends only on u* and the shape reqularity parameter o.

Proof. The justification of the existence and uniqueness is that the coeflicient matrix is the same
as that for determining the IFE shape functions in the space VM FE(T) if we write a 14-by-14
linear system of equations for the fourteen parameters (see Remark B.1). To derive the estimates
(Z43), we need explicit expressions of these auxiliary functions. First, we define (v; ,¢q; ) = (0,0)
and (v, q") € (Viu(T), My(T)), i = 1,...,7 such that

o(vy -my) o(vy -my) oVl -tn) oVl -tn)
+ _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 N
vy (XT) =1y, 8nh — 07 8th - 07 811]1 - 07 8th — 07 q1 = 07
o(vy -my) d(vy -my) o(vy -tn) o(vy -tn)
V;_ (XT) = th7 ;nh = 07 gth = 07 82nh = 07 (;th 07 q;_ = 07
o(vy -my) o(vy -my) o(vi - tn) o(vy -tp)
Vi (xr) = 0, =T = 0, T = 0, S = 0,5 = 0,08 =
o(vy -my) o(vy -my) oy -tn) 1 OV -tp)
+ _ 4 _ 4 — 4 - Z\'4 *h) +— 4.46
V4 (XT) 07 811]1 07 8th 07 811]1 ,U+ ) 8th 07 Q4 07 ( )
A(vE -np vy -ny A(ve -t A(vE -t
v ) =0, 200 g S g O tt) S0t g,
(?(VJr . Ilh) (?(VJr . Ilh) (‘?(VJr . th) (?(VJr . th)
+ _ 6 -1 6 _ 6 _ 6 — 1.t = —ou*
V6 (XT) 07 61’1h ) ath Oa 61’1h Oa 6th 7QG By
O(vi -mny) o(vi -ny) o(vE - tp) o(vi -tp)
+ _ -1 7 _ 7 _ 7 —0.aF =out.
V7 X ( ) 0, (91’1h ’ oty, 0, ony, 0, oty, 0, a7 "

By using the np-t;, coordinate system, it is easy to verify that the above defined functions exist
uniquely and satisfy the jump conditions (£44]). If we define

(V;r,q;r) in T;F,
(Via%’) = { - . h, (4'47)
(Vi 4, ) m Th ’
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then the auxiliary functions satisfying ([@43])-([@44) can be obtained by

(O, Yir) = (Vi, ;) — HIFE(Vz', gi)

, (4.48)
(Vi q) ZN, Vi, @) (D177 el ), =17

Now we estimate the terms on the right-hand side of the above identity. From ([@.48]), we have

Vilwmry < Chz™, i =12, |v§ lwmr) =0, |V lwm ) < Chiy™, i=4,..,7, m=1,2,

4.49
¢ Loy < C, i =3,6,7, |¢] [Loo(r) =0, i =1,2,4,5, (4.49)
which together with (8:2)) leads to
|NJT(VZ7qZ)| <O .]_1 65 |N7,T(V’i7qi)| :05 i:1725
|N V37Q3)| - 0 j - 1 67 |N7,T(V3aQS)| S Cu
N, (4.50)

all
(V17Q‘)| < ChT7 j = 1 6 |N7,T(Vi7Qi)| = 07 1= 4757
|NJ T(V17QZ)| < Oh’Ta ] - 1 67 |N7,T(Vi7Qi)| S Ov 1= 677

Combining (£48)-(L50) and (A1), we get the desired estimates (L43]). O

Lemma 4.13. For any (v,q) € (V,M), let (vi,q5) be extensions of (vF¥,q%) as defined in
Lemma [{.3; and let vy, and vy 5 be two components of VE, ie., vy = (v%7l,v%)2)T, 5= 4,—.
For any T € ’77I , let e;, 1 =1,2,3 be its edges and we set e =e; NQF. Then it holds that

7 7
+
M (v, ai) — (5 (v, 0) " =D (@57, 08" i+ (Wir, ur)*Bi, (4.51)
i=1 i=1
where
1 S S N
o = |e | Z / 7Th TUE1 Vpa), Q34 = | Z /S(W}?,?’UEQ —Vpa), 1=1,2,3,
e The (4.52)
a7 = |T| Sg/ hTQE )
and CR_+ CR_+
Br = my rvpl(xr) - nn, B2 = [my 7vE](xr) - ta,
By = [o (™, i fvig, mh wdi 0] -, Ba = [o (™, 7, #vi, ™ g )0l - th, (4.53)
Bs = [V(m v tal - nn, Bs = [V(mh £vi)tn] - th, B7 = [V - (x Fvip)].
Proof. For simplicity of notation, we define a pair of functions (Ej,£,) such that
- _ . _ +
(.:h,ﬁh)|Thi = (En,6,)F with (8,,6,)F = Hh;r(v%,qE) (HIFE(v,q)) ) (4.54)
Define another pair of functions (éh, 2h) by
o 7 7
(En,&n) = > (D157, oliF )i + Y (Wi, i 1) Bi (4.55)
i=1 i=1
with
Q; = Ni,T(Ehafh)a L= 1, ceey 7 (4.56)
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and

B = [EF](xr) - np, B2 = [EF](x7) - ta,
Bs = [o(pt, B, &5y -np, Ba = [o(u®, B, &5 )ny] - th, (4.57)
= [VEFtn] -np, Bs = [VEFta] - tn, 87 = [V-EF].

Next, we prove (2,&,) = (Ep,&). Using the facts that the IFE basis functions ( AN
and the constructed functions (¥, 1, 1; 1) satisfy the interface jump conditions B.3)-(3.5) and (€44,

we have from (£50) and (£E1) that

[(En — En)*I(xr) - 1n = 0, [(En —En)*](xr) - ta =0,
[o(u™, (B — Bn)*, (& — &) )] 0y =0, [o(u®, (B — Bn)F, (& — &) )ni] £, =0, (4.58)
[[V(éh - Eh)ith]] ‘ny, =0, [[V(éh - Eh)ith]] b, =0, [V- (éh o Eh)i]] =0,

which implies

(Bn — B, & — &) € VMIFE(T). (4.59)
Similarly, from [@39), (£43) and (@55)-(E50), we also have
Nir(Bh —Bp,&n— &) =0, i=1,..1. (4.60)

In view of Remark 1.0l we therefore conclude (B, — B, &, — &) = (0,0), ie., (B, &) = (B, &).

Now it remains to calculate the constants «; and f; in ([@50)-(@57). If we define a broken
interpolation operator Hﬁ{ﬁ such that

(IZF (v, @) gz = Mar (v, a), (4.61)
then (Ej, &) defined in ([@54) can be written as
(8. &n) = 17 (v, q) = 57 (v, ). (4.62)
By (@), we can calculate «; in ([£56]) as
Q; = Ni,T(Hi?,IT{(Vv Q) — Ni,T(H}IzZ’E(Va q)) = Ni,T(Hf,IT{(Va q)) = Nir(v,q), i=1,...7, (4.63)

which together with ([Z61)), ([A6) and (B2) leads to (£52). The results in [@A13)) for 5;, i =1, ..., 7 are
obtained by substituting #54) into [E57) and using the fact that IT;77 (v, q) satisfies the interface

jump conditions [B.3)-(@3.0). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Theorem 4.14. For any (v, q) € HoHy, there exists a positive constant C' independent of hr and
the interface location relative to the mesh such that

Z |V§ - (H\I/,Fz;EV)i|§{7”(T) < Ch%dm(HVH%p(mqu) + ||Q||§{1(Q+u§r))= m = 0,1, (4.64)
TeTr

Z ||‘JE HIFEQ)iHLz < Ch%(”"”?ﬂ(ﬂ*uﬂ*) + ||Q||§{1(Q+UQ*))’ (4.65)
TeTr

where hr is defined in ({1)).

Proof. On each interface element T € T;', by the triangle inequality, we have

IVE — (WEEV)E () < VB — 7 BvE e (1) + |75 5vE — TLEV)E | 1,

(4.66)
||€U:Et (HIFEQ)iHL?(T) < ||QE - 7Th TQEHL2 + ||7Th,T‘JE (HIFEQ)iHL?(T)
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The estimates of the first terms are standard

+ 0 2 2 2 (4.67)
lag — Wh,TQEHL?(T) < ChT|QE|H1(T)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (£.60)), we use (4.0), (£9) and Lemmas 13} A.11 and
4.12] to get

7 ivE = (V) ) <C<ZO<2| i) b +Zﬁ2|‘1’ 7l )
i=1

6 2
<CY afhy P4+ CY BRI 4+ CZ Bihy ™,

i=1 i=1 =4

7
l7h ra — (") ey < © <Za2ll (i7" 1) +ZB§I|¢?§TI|22<T>>

i=1 =1

(4.68)

6 2 7
<CY af+Ca2hi +CY BI+CY BEhi,

i=1 =1 =4

where the constants «; and S; are defined in (£52) and ([@53]). Next, we estimate these constants
one by one. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

E / 7ThTUEl UEl

s=+,—
af < Cle|” IZ||7T}LTUE2 Vg ollT2(e,) @ =4,5,6,

2

a; = |61|2 < Clei| ™ Z Imh Fvg = vEal ey @ =1,2,3,

< Chi® > 7 ras — aillie -
s=%

2
> / (75 10 — qi)
=+,— 7Ty

2 _
TR | 4

By the standard trace inequality and the standard interpolation error estimates, it follows
1 2 —2\|_CR 2
of < Cle™ 3 Imiive —vilfiae) <O X (hz2Im v = viliaw
s==+

vy = Vil ) < OW Y Vel i= 106, (4.69)
s==+

aj <C Z 4517 (-
s==

Since (v,q) € I-/Iz\_/Hl, the value v(x7) is well-defined and the identity [v](x7) = 0 holds on the
point xp € I'y, 7 N T'r. Therefore, the constants f1 and B in [@53) can be estimated as

2 2
;<[ ivel(xe)|” = |[x; fve = vEl(xr)|” < [|[I=ffvy -

7 —

Vil HLao(T)

<C Z Hﬂ'h TVE — V%HLoo(T) < thT Z |VSE|§—I2(T)5 1=1,2,
s=+

(4.70)

where we have used the standard interpolation error estimate in the last inequality; see Theorem
4.4.20 in [4]. To estimate S5 and f34, we use the following notations for simplicity

+ +
ox = oW, m Ve, T ras), o0& = o(uE, Ve, 5)- (4.71)
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Noticing ofny, are constant vectors, we derive from (53] that
8% = [th omnn]® < Chy?|[th o nnlll7e r)

= Ch’||[t7 (o

= Chy’||[th (o

< Chz® Z (||U7Sr = 0° |22y + 1t =t (1) l0° 72
—=

+ +

of —o)ny, + (tLoFn, —tTorn) +tlo n]]||%2(T)
+_
7\'

o)y, + (7 —tT)ofn +tlot(n, —n) + tTUil’l]]H%z(T)

+on - n||2L°°(T)||US||%2(T)) +Ch? [on]lIr),

where ||US||%2(T) = [;|o*|* with |0®] = \/o® : 0° being the Frobenius norm for matrix, and o3 —
05||%2(T) is defined similarly. It follows from (£2)), [@TI)), and the standard interpolation error
estimates that

2
By > (il

s==% i=1

Tt gk %{ifl(T)> + Ch52||[[ (Mi Vi‘l%)“ﬂ”%z(m- (4.72)

Analogously, we can estimate 3;, i = 3,5,6,7 as

2
8 <C YN (Wil + 14kl + Cha?lllo(w®, vE g nllar)
s==+ i=1

8 < O3 (Wldeer) + Vil ) + ChrII9vEGDI3ar), i = 5.6, (4.73)
s=%+

B; <C Y Wil + Chi? IV - vall iy
s==+

Substituting (£69)-(@70), (@ 12)-(£73) into (E68) and summing up over all interface elements, we

get

Z I, TVE HIFE )iﬁ{m(:r) < Ohi{_% Z(”VSEH%(?(Q) + ||‘ﬁ3||12r{1(9))
TeTr s==+

+ Ch%dm (||[[V ‘ v%‘]]”%Q(U(F,hF)) + ||[[U(Nia"§= QE)H]]H%?(U(F,M))
IV ey ) ™= 0.1,

> lmhras — (MEE)E 2y < ChED IVl + a5 @)
TeTr s==+

+C (V- VEN 2@ ney + 1o, vE G0l e )

(4.74)

+||[[VV§th]]||%2(U(r,hF))) ;

where we have used the relation T C U(T,hr) for all T € T, from Assumption (I)). Since
(v,q) € HoHy, we know from the definition (23] that
[o(n*, v, ag)nlle = 0, I[V - vE]lr =0, [vi]Ir = 0 (implying [Vvit]lr = 0). (4.75)

Thus, by Lemma [4.2]

IV Va2 ney + 110G Vi gl w )

4.76
FIVEIIEir ) < O 3 (Ve + b1 o) @76
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where we note that the constant C' also depends on the curvature of I'. Substituting the above
inequality into (£74)) and combining (£.66)-(L.6T), we obtain

Z |V1'j3E - (H\I/{;Ev)i|?{m('f) < Oh;{_%" Z (HVSEH?{?(Q) + ||Q%||§11(Q)) 5
TeTr s==+

lgg — (MEFQ)E |72y < Chi Z (”VSE”%{?(Q) + Hqu”%{l(Q)) ;
1

s=

which together with the extension Lemma leads to the desired estimates [@64)) and (@63). O

Now we are ready to prove the optimal approximation capabilities of the IFE space VM, ,€F B
where the error resulting from the mismatch of I" and I'y, is considered rigorously.

Theorem 4.15. For any (v,q) € HoHy, there exists a positive constant C independent of h and
the interface location relative to the mesh such that

Z lv— HIFEV|Hm < Ch4_2m(||v||§{2(sz+uszf) + ||Q||%{1(Q+UQ*))7 m = 0,1, (4.77)
TeTh

llg — HIFEqHL?(Q <Ch2(||"||H2(Q+UQ )+||‘J||H1(Q+UQ )) (4.78)

Proof. On each non-interface element T € 7,°", it follows from ([@J)-(@3) and (L.0) that

|V HIFEVﬁ{m(T) = |V — W]??Vﬁ_lm < Ch472m|V|§{2(T), m = 07 17
e (4.79)

g — 72y = g = mh ralli2(r) <Ch Tlali o

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

v = IV oy = D IV = (V) i ey
s==+

(4.80)
— IFE_\+2 + IFE_\—|2
+ |V - (Hv,q V) HW‘L(T*(‘]TJ) + |V - (Hv,q V) Hm(T+NT; )"
By the triangle inequality, we further obtain
- IFE \+2 - +12 + IFE \+2
Vo = (V) Hm(T*mT;r) <27 - VE|Hm(T*ﬁTh+) +2pv = (") Hm(T*mT,f)’
v* (HIFE )" < 2vh —vlf +2|vg (HIFE )" sy
v Hm(T+mT ) Vo T Velgmriar,) Ve~ Hm(T+mT )
Substituting (31 into ER0) and using the definition (&3)), we conclude, for all T € 7,1,
Ty < C 30 1 = () gy + OV ey m=0.1. (452
Analogously, for all T € T}/, it holds
lg = T4l 720ry < C D lle° — W) 720y + ClllanlliFzcra)- (4.83)

s==+

Combining (£79), ([482)-([83)), (£4) and Theorem T4 we arrive at

Z v — H\I/i]EVﬁ{m(T) < Ch4_2m(||v||%{2(ﬂ+uﬂ,) + ||q||%{1(ﬂ+ufr)) + CH["E]H%M(U(P,Chﬁ))v
TETh

llg — HIFEQ”L?(Q < Ch2(||V||H2 a+ua-) T ||Q||H1(Q+uﬂ )+ C||[qE']||L2(U I,Ch2)):
(4.84)
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On the other hand, Lemma provides the following estimates
+ +712 s
”[[VE]]H%Q(U(F,ChI%)) < Chy |[[VE]]|H1(U(F,Ch§)) S Oh% Z |VE|12HI(Q)’
||[[VV§]]||%2(U(F,ChI%)) < Oh H[[VVE]]HHl(Q < Ch2 Z |VE|H2(Q

||[qE]HL2(U T',Ch2)) < Oht ||[[qE]]HH1 @ = Cht Z ||‘JE||H1 Q)
where the fact [[V%]] |[r = 0 is used for proving the first inequality. Substituting the above inequalities
into (£84) and using the extension Lemma 3] we complete the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 4.16. As shown in Remark[{.10, the function HIFEV depends only on the velocity v, not
on the pressure q. Accordingly, we can remove the term ”q”Hl(QJrUQ*) on the right-hand sides of

the estimates [{-64]) and ({{.77) in Theorems and [{. 10 Indeed, given (v,q) € HoHi, we can
construct a new function q such that

(v,q) € HyH, and ||5||H1(Q+UQ*) < C”VHH?(QJrUQ*)v (4.85)

which enables us to remove the term ||q|| g1 (o+ua-) i [({77) (similarly, in (£.64)) as

DoV Iy = D IV = IV o
TETh TEThH

< O (VI 2t ua-y T 11l @) < CR727 VI 320+ uo-y-
The function § is constructed as follows. Define 4o+ = G+ with G* satisfying
¢t=0 and A =0nQ", ¢ |r=—[o(u* vg,0)]lr

It is easy to verify that the condition (£.87)) is satisfied.

5 Analysis of the IFE method
For all (v,q) € (V,M)+ VM }{ISE , we introduce the following mesh dependent norms

VITn = > Wiy, WVIEL = D IIV2ume) Iz Z VlelZz ()

TETh TETh ecfy
2 n+1 + 1
IVIZ s = IV T L+ D lell{2mne(v)ne}elFe ) + Z Viell 72 ()
ecel ecel (5.1)
lgll2,, == llall 2y + Y leli{a}ell7z(e),
6655

v, P = 11VIE 5 + llall T + Tala,a), (vl = IV 124 +lallZ , + Tule,0).

As v|p € HY(T)? for all T € Ty, from B4), [ [v]e = 0 for all e € &, and [,, v = 0, the Poincara-
Friedrichs inequality for piecewise H' functions (see [5]) and the Korn inequality for piecewise H'!
vector functions (see [6]) imply

IVIZ20) < C Y- Wlanery, D Wiy < ClleWzey +C Y el VI (5:2)

TEThH TEThH e€ly

Hence, || - || and || - ||« are indeed norms for the space (V, M) + VM E.
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5.1 Boundedness and coercivity

It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that the bilinear forms ay(+, -) and by (+, -) are bounded,

i.e.,

an(,v) < [l fll«n [[1v [l[«.n and  bu(v,q) < Collvl1nllqll«p, (5.3)

where ( is a constant independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh. Furthermore,
by the definitions (311 and (EI) we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. For all (u,p) and (v,q) belonging to (V, M) + VMIEE it holds

A(u,p; v, q) < Call(w, p)[l<[[(v; @)+ (5-4)

where C'4 is a positive constant independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh.

To prove the coercivity of the bilinear form ay (-, -), we need a trace inequality for IFE functions.
For all (vi,qn) € VMIE(T) on an interface element 7' € 7,1, since v, € H'(T)?, we have the
standard trace inequality

IVallzzory < Clhy*Ivallz2ery + B 9val L2 ery). (5.5)

However, the standard trace inequality cannot be applied to Vvy, directly since the components of
Vv}, no longer belong to H'(T'). We establish the trace inequality for IFE functions in the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.2. For any interface element T € T,", there exists a positive constant C' independent of
hr and the interface location relative to the mesh such that

Vil 2or) < Chp 2V Vill2ry  Y(Vasan) € VMETE(T). (5.6)

Proof. From Lemma 7] and the definition (Z20), we know vj, = wng%vh + 02( - wglﬁw)th with w
and ¢ defined in (Z21) and [@37), respectively. Using 7f; vy, € P(T)?, 7f fw € Pi(T), [Vwh| =1,
and ([{L42), we have
IVVhll2or) < IVAEEvallzzor) + leal (IVAE fwl r2or) + Ve [l r2com))
< Ohy P2V fivn| ey + Clealiy!*.
From (£37) and (£3]) the constant |cz| can be estimated as

o(p™ /pt =1, w vy, 0)ny, - t,
L+ (p=/pt = )Vrfw - ny

lea] = < C’|V7‘rh TVh|.

Combining the above inequalities, we get
IV vallr2gory < Chz 'V ml fvall Laer- (5.7)

: T CR CR CR T
Let e;, ¢ = 1,2,3 be edges of T and v;, = (vp1,vp2)", then Ty VR = (7rh7th1,7rh7th2) . By
choosing a constant e = |T| 7! fT wf?vhl we can derive
/ (vh1 — cr)
e;

3
< OZh;Wthl — crllp2(e,y < C (hp'llvn — exllp2ery + lonla (1))
=1

3

Vs Bop | 2y = VA B (on1 — er)| p2(r Z
1 ’L

< Cloni|m (1),
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which together with a similar estimate for Wﬁ%vhg implies
IV vz < ClIVVallL2(r). (5.8)

Substituting this result into (5) we complete the proof of the lemma. O

The coercivity of ap(-,-) is given in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a positive constant C, independent of h and the interface location relative
to the mesh such that

an(Vh,vy) > CaHVh”ih V(Vh,qh) S VMIFE (5.9)

is true for § = —1 with an arbitrary n > 0 and is true for § = 1 with a sufficiently large 7.

Proof. From (5.0, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the relation |e(v)| < C|Vv|, we obtain

1/2 1/2
> [ 2mevinete - [vale < [ C Y lell{VVielizq D lel M Vel Fa e
ecgl V¢ ecEf ecEf
1/2 1/2
< Y Wi > lelm Vel 22
TeTr eeEl
ECl 1 _
D Wiy + 57 2l IMelZao.
TeTr ec&f

where the positive constant C is independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh.
By the second inequality in (52)), there is another constant Cy independent of h and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that

Z /2,uhe vi) 1 €(vy) |/vh [Vi]e > Co Z |V|H1(T) (5.10)

TETh ec&y TEThH
It then follows from B.I1) that, for 6 = 1,
an(Vi, Vi) = (Ca—£Ch) Y Vi + =27 D lel M VIl ),
TETh ec&f

which implies the coercivity (5.9 ) with C, = 27'Cy when choosing n > ¢ = C2(2C;)~!. And for
d = —1, the result (59) is a direct consequence of (510). O

5.2 Norm-equivalence for IFE functions

In this subsection we show that the two norms || - || and || - ||« are equivalent for the coupled IFE
functions. First we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. For all e € &y, let T;¢ be the set of all elements in T, having e as an edge, then there

exists a positive constant C independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh such
that, for all (vi,qn) € VMIFE,

— 2
el IValeliaey S C Y2 Waldnery Ve e én, (5.11)
TeT:
ellifan}el? <€ > (Walber + lanlar)) Ve € €F (5.12)
TEeTe
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Proof. If e € £1°™ and T,;¢ C T,"°", the proof of (GI1)) is standard. If e € 2" and T,¢ N T,L # 0,
or e € &, noticing that vi|r € HY(T)? for all T € T}F' from (B.4)), we can prove (E.I1)) analogously;
see Lemma 4.2 in [24].

Next, we prove (5.IZ). For an interface element T € 7,0, from Lemma [T the pressure can be
written as

qn = 7T27th +c(z— W,?)Tz) with ¢ =o(p™ —pt, ﬂ,g?vh, O)ny, - ny, (5.13)

where z is defined in (£2I)). Let e be an edge of T'. It follows from (£42]) and (5.8) that

2
elllanl2 < <|T|1 (L) + |w,?Rv|%p<T>> <0 (il +lanlZn) . (514)
which implies the estimate (5.12)). O

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

Lemma 5.5. There exists a positive constant Cy independent of h and the interface location relative
to the mesh such that, for all (vp,qp) € VM,{fSE,

[vallin < lIvallln < Collvallin (5.15)

and correspondingly,
[(vrs @)l < 1(vhyan)ll« < Coll(Vas an)ll- (5.16)

Proof. The result (510)) is obtained by using (510), (5.6), (G.II) and the relation |e(v)| < C|Vv].
Combining (515), (512) and the definitions in (&1I), we proved (G16I). O

5.3 The inf-sup stability

In order to prove the stability, we first need to bound the jumps of IFE pressures on interface
elements by the coupled velocity.

Lemma 5.6. ForanyT € 7?, there exists a positive constant C' independent of hp and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that

holllag W Zzw, o) < Clvalinery  Y(va,qn) € VMFE(T). (5.17)
Proof. Noticing that [¢71*] = —1 and ¢”° is a constant, Lemma A1 gives
lap1(x) = —o(p™ —u*, w5 vy, 0)ny, -y, vx eT.
It follows from (B8] that
hrlllay W, ) < ChrlChz Vg fvil? < CIVaEvallier) < CIVVAllLa(r),

which completes the proof. O

We also need the stability of the IFE interpolation and some interpolation error estimates under
the H!-regularity.
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Lemma 5.7. For any v € H(T)?, there exists a positive constant C independent of h and the
interface location relative to the mesh such that

TLEEV| gy () < |V (1 VT € T, (5.18)

|| HIFEVHLQ(T) < ChT|V|H1 | HIFEV|H1(T) < C|V|H1 VT € 7711—‘, (519)

where H‘I,ZEV is independent of q; see Remark[{.10)
Proof. On an interface element T' € T,', it follows from Lemma 7] and Remark 10 that

—Jut —1,7Ev. 0)ny, -ty
HIFEV = ngv + co(w — w8 Bw)ty, with ¢ = o /n n1v0) ,
: 1+ (p=/pt =) Vaffw -ny

where w is defined in (£2I)). Similar to the proof of Lemma [5.2] we have
|02| < O|7T}?)¥V|, |V’LU+| = 1, w = 0, |7T,?)¥w|wgg(;p) < Ohclr_m, |7T}€7§V|H1(T) < |V|H1(T)-
The result (B.I8) then is obtained from

|H{;,F¢;EV|H1(T) < |W€§V|H1(T) + ez (|w|H1(T) + |W€¥W|H1(T))
< | v oy + Chelwg fv| < Clag v vy < ClVa ey
From the definition (ZL21)), it is easy to verify [lw||r2(r) < Ch7.. Therefore,
5PV ey < IV = w5 Bvllea oy + leal (lwllaery + 175 Fwll 2 )
< ChT|V|H1(T) + Ch |7T V| S ChT|V|H1(T) + ChT|7T;§’:§V|H1(T) S OhT|V|H1(T)

lv—

(5.20)

which proves the first estimate of (BI9). The second estimate of (5I9) can be easily obtained by
(EI8) and the triangle inequality. O

With these preparations, we now prove the inf-sup stability of the proposed IFE method.

Lemma 5.8. There exist a positive constant Cs independent of h and the interface location relative
to the mesh such that, for all (vp,qp) € VM,{)ISE,

Nl=

bn(Vh, gn 1
03||(Jh||L2(Q) < sup ¥ + Z |Vh|%ll(T) + J? (qh, qn). (5.21)
(Vi dn)EVMELE IVall1,n perr
h

Proof. Let (vp,qn) € VMIFE. Since qp also belongs to the space M, there is a function v € V
satisfying (see Lemma 11.2.3 in [41)

V-v=gq, and |[V|[g (o) < Cllanllz2)

with a constant C' only depends on 2. Applying the integration by parts, we derive

llgnll7 m—/%v V= Z/Qh Vome— Y / [0,V - o (5.22)

€l re7r tnT
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Since the IFE interpolation function I1Z I';E v is continuous on the whole element T and independent
of the pressure ¢ (see Remark [L.10), we apply the integration by parts again to get

bn (TP, qn) Z/qv HIFEV—i—Z {an}e[MEFV]. - n,

TeTh ESIT €
= 3 [l n ) R n) S [
eclp € TE’T{ Ty
(5.23)
Z {Qh} ]e ‘e
ecgl V¢
== Z /Qh {H V}e n. + Z / i]]HIFEV np,
ecéh TGTF FhT
where we have used the facts that [ H£F~EV] = 0 for all e € &, and {qn}e is a constant for all

e € &°". Combining (5:22)-(523) and using the facts that [gp]e is a constant for all e € £]°™ and
J.(v - HLEEV”T =0 for all e € £)°" with e € 0T, we further have

lanllZ2) = —bn(TIFF5V, an) + (bh(n~~ v.qn) + / QhV-V>

— (T ) + 3 [la)o¥ - IR n - Y /F § - TEES) om,  (5:20)

ecEf TeTr

= Il —|—IQ —|—I'3,

It follows from (GI8) that

| h( IFE

b V. qn)| - b, (Vh, _
et e, < (s 2O ) gy,

L] = =
ITIZEEV 1, @nanevamire [Vallin

(5.25)
bn(Vh, qn)

sC¢ sup BT HQhHL2(Q)
@nanevare [Vallin

Since (Hé%E V) |7 € HY(T)? for all T € T;', we use the standard trace inequality and the interpo-
lation estimates (B.19) to get

Bl < | lellllan]elZae) D lel Y — IV HLQ(

ec}, ee}

D=
[N

[N

1 (5.26)
<CTE(anan) | D hil IV =TV Ty + [V — TIPS G o
TeTr

1 ~ 1
< CJ2 (an, ) ¥ |1 () < CT% (an an)llanll 22 -

Similarly, by (5I7) and a well-known trace inequality on interface elements; see Lemma 3 in [I8] or
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Lemma 3.1 in [38], we can bound the third term by

2

=

< | 3 hrllodlew, o | | 2 het |9 -9,
TeTr TeTr
3 3
<C| > Wil > PV = TS ey + [V = TP 0 oy (5.27)
TeTF TeTr
1 1
2 2

<cC Z |Vh|§{1(T) Vg <C Z |Vh|%{1(T) lgnllr2(e)-
TeTS TeTy

Substituting (G.25)-(E27) into (5.24)) we conclude the proof. O

Theorem 5.9. There exists a positive constant Cs independent of h and the interface location
relative to the mesh such that

A .
CSH(thqh)H < sup h(vhaqh7Wh,Th)
(wirmevaiEe  [[(Way )|

V(vh,qn) € VMLGE. (5.28)
Proof. Let (vp,qpn) € VM,{fSE. Since VM,{)ISE is a finite-dimensional space, we assume that the
supremum in (5.21]) is achieved at (v}, q;) € VMG, ie.,

bn(Vh,qn) _ bu(Vy,qn) _ bn(kv},, qn) with  k — ||Qh||L2(Q). (5.29)

||Qh||L2(Q) ||

sup S = 2h
@nanevmire IValla

Here the function ¢} is not unique and will be specified latter. Therefore, (5.2I]) becomes
1/2

1
CsllanllFzy < ba(k¥i.an) + | D IValin lanllLzo) + Ji (ans an)llanll L2y (5-30)
TeTF

Before continuing, we discuss some properties of the coupled functions v} and g7 . From Lemmald.1
we know that N7 (v}, qr) does not affect the function v;. Thus, we let N7 p(V5,q;) = 0 for all
T € Tp. Obviously, gi|r = 0 for all T € T,"°". On an interface element 7' € T}, it follows from

(E36)- [@37) that

a;ﬂT = (U(,U’_ - /L+7ﬂ}€¥627 O)Hh : nh) qu

with ¢t defined in (Z20). Let e be an edge of T. From (5.8) we can derive
lelll @720y + 1851172 () < CREIVAL VP < CIVHELEVi T2y < CIVIIT 20y

Thus, there exists a constant C, independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh
such that )
1@hllep < CllVillin and  J (G, @) < CullVillvn, (5.31)

which mean that g can be controlled by v} in a proper norm.

Now we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (E30)). From @BII), (&3), GI15), G31)
and (B.3T]), we have

bu(kvy,, an) = An(Vh, qn; k¥, kGyy) — an(Vi, BV3) + bu(Va, kGgy) — Jn(an, kay,)
1 1
< An(Vh, qn; kv, kay) b FO VRl nllkdh lep + 7 (an, an)Ji; (kG kqp,)

3 et ]
< An(Vis a0 K97, k) + CRIVAI Ll + Ce (Collvallin + 7 (ans ) ) 159310
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Substituting the above inequality into (B.30), and using the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality:
ab < Z-a? + b? and the fact k¥ |lun = [lqnl|L2(o) from B.29), we further have

CsllanllZ2) < An(Va, an; k5, kar) + C—;th”ih + §||Qh||%2(sz)
20202 C 20?2 C

3
Ivall?, + §||Qh||2L2(Q) +
2
Cs

* 3 2
Tth(Qh, an) + §||Qh||L2(Q)

Cs

2

Cg CB
+ C_3||Vh||%,h + §||Qh||%2(sz) + = Jn(an, an) + §||Qh||%2(sz)v

which leads to

53
8

203 +2C2CE +2
C3

202 + 2
C3

lanll72 () < An(Va, an: k¥, k) + vallf s + Jn(an,an).  (5.32)
On the other hand, by Lemma and the definition BII]), we know

In(ansan) + CalValli n < An(Vi, an; Vi, gn)-
Combining this with (5.32) we get

Cull (v, an)|I? = C4 (Jh(%%) + valfn + ||‘J||2L2(Q))

(5.33)
< Ap(Vh,qn; v + 0KV, qn + 0kQ;)
with
f = min CsCa Gy and Cj = min 3C50 E %
B 2(2C4 + 20202 +2)  2(202 +2) t 8 272 )
Since (vi,qn) € VM TP and (kvi, kg;;) € VMG, it holds
(Vi + OkV},, qn, + 0kGy) = (Va,qn) + 0(kV, kgy;) € VMLGE. (5.34)

By @.31) and the fact ||kvy|l1,n = llqrll2(o) from (B29), we see

1 ~
IEVhllLn + IKGh ] 2@) + J5 (Kgy, kar) < 2Cs + D[V [lLn = 2Cs + Dllanllz2 ),

which leads to
(kv k@)l < V32Cx + V)| (vhy an) |-

Therefore, we have
(v + O3, an + 0k | < (v, @) + 6155, k3 | < (1+V3RC + 1) l[(vaan)ll- - (5:35)
Combining (533)-(538) yields the desired result (G.28]) with

Cy = (1+\/§(2(J* +1)9) Y00

which is independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh. O

As a consequence of Theorem [5.9] the discrete problem (B.10Q) is well-posed; see [7] for example.
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5.4 A priori error estimates

We first derive an optimal estimate for the IFE interpolation error in terms of the norm || - ||..

Lemma 5.10. Suppose (v,q) € HyHy, then there exists a constant C' independent of h and the
interface location relative to the mesh such that

[(v,q) =P (v, )l < Ch(|[v| z2@+ua-) + llall g1 @rua-))-

Proof. Since (IILXFv)|p € HY(T)? for all T € Ty, we apply the standard trace inequality to get

1 _
> iy = Vela < € 30 (ha?lv = TGPVl + v = T Vi) ).
ecéy, TeTh

Let et = en QF. The following inequality holds
{20ne(v = ILEEvInc el 2s () = Z {20ne(vy — ALLEV) )nelel 2z (e

<C Z V(v = (V)72 ()

which together with the standard trace inequality yields
ST lell{2pmev TP n 3o <€ 30N (|v% — (5P | oy + h%lv%l%pm) :
ecEl TeTl s=%

Analogously, we have
3 Fella -~ abl g < € 32 Z(Hq (LLE )" 3y + W o o )
ecEf €Tk s=

Il =1 Pa,q — I Pg) < C

H_

/—\

— (5P Q) Bary + h31a* By ) -
TeTF s=%

Combining the above estimates with the definition of the norm ||- ||, in (&I]) and using Theorems[Z.14]
and ({.I3) we complete the proof. O

The following lemma concerns the consistent errors.

Lemma 5.11. Let (u,p) and (un, pr) be the solutions of the problems (Z2) and (3I0), respectively.
Suppose (u,p) € HoH N (V, M). Then, there exists a constant C independent of h and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that, for all (wp,ry) € VM,{FE,

|[Ap(u—upn,p — pn; Wa, )| < Ch (||UHH2(Q+qu) + ||p||H1(Q+uQ*)) |(wh,n)ll- (5.36)

Proof. Let (wp,r) € VMIFE be arbitrary and ngr be the unit outward normal to OT. Multiplying
(TI) by wp, and applying integration by parts, we obtain

/f Wh_TeT (/T2(ue(U)—pH):VWh—/8T (2u6(u)—p]1)naT-Wh)=

where the integral on the interface I' is canceled due to the interface condition (I3)) and the fact that
w|r € CO(T)? for all interface elements 7' € T,". Since (u,p) € HoH;, we have [2u€e(u)—pl].-n. = 0
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for all e € &, and

Qf-Wh: Z /T2ue(u):e(wh)— Z /TpV-wh

TeTh TETh

+ Z {p}e[wh 'ne]e - Z {2M€(u)ne}e ’ [Wh]e-

eclp € ec&p €

Subtracting (310) from (5.37) we further obtain

(5.37)

Ap(w—up,p— pr;wWp,h) = — Z /TA 2(p — pp)e(u) : €(wy)

TeTr
— Z /p[wh ‘Nele + Z /2ue(u)ne whle i =111 + 115+ I3,
ecgpon Ve ecgpon e

where we have used the facts that fQ rpV -u = 0 from [L2), ple = pple for all e € &, and
[ple = [u]e = 0 for all e € &), since (u,p) € HoH;.

We use [@4) and Lemmas and to bound the first term below

1| < [12(k = pr)e() | 2w r.enzy leWn) |2 onz)) < Clulm e onzy) | Wl

<Cc) lukl g we.onzyllwallin < Chr >kl () Wl
s==+ s==+

< Chr Y [0l g2 (00
s==+

1,h

1,h

whll1,n < Chllull g2 @+ua-) |Wall1,n-

Let 7,¢ be the set of all elements in 7j, having e as an edge. If 7,¢ N7, # 0, let T, € T, N T,"o™.
Then, we have the standard result for the nonconforming finite elements (see, e.g., [4])

/ep[Wh ‘nele

where c. is an arbitrary constant. If 7,¢ N7, = ) (i.e., T, C T,F), we have, for all T € T,

[t nale < 32| [ el -ml,

s==+
Combining the above estimates with Lemmas [4.3] and [5.4] we further get

< lp = cell 2 I Walell2(e) < Clplarylel*TWalell 22 o)

<Y pala el Walell L2 e)-
s==+

1/2

1/2
1| < C (Z Ip%lifl(m) > lelllwnlellZee < Chllpll g @+ue—) [Wall1,h-

s=+ ecEpon
Analogously, we have the following estimate for the third term
[[13] < Chllull g2 q+ua-)l[wall1,a-

This concludes the proof. O

We now provide the error estimate for the proposed IFE method in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.12. Let (u,p) and (up,pr) be the solutions of the problems (2.2) and (3I0), respec-

S

tively. Suppose (u,p) € HoHy N (V, M), then the following error estimate holds

(0, p) = (un, pr) |l < Ch (lull 2+ vo-) + Pl @+ va-)) (5.38)

with a constant C independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh.
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Proof. Using (B.10) for the equivalence of two norms, the inf-sup stability (5.28) and the continuity
(54) of the bilinear form Ap(-,-), we have, for all (v, q,) € VMIFE,

[ (an, pr) = (Vi, an)ll« < Coll(an, pr) — (Vi, qn)||

A _ o
< GOt sup h(Uh — Vi, Ph — Qn; Wh, Th)
(Wi ) EVMIEE 1w, ma)
2000;1 sup Ap(0— v, p— qu;wWh,rh) + Ap(uy, —u, pp, — p; W, 1)
(Whyrn)EVMIEE | (wh, ma)ll
- - Ap(up —w,pp — p;wp,
< CACECTH (0= vi,p— qn) |« + CoCt sup ( bn P )

(Wh,rh)EVM}{f)E ”(Whﬂ"h)H
It follows from Lemma [5.11] and the triangle inequality that, for all (vp,qn) € VMIFE,

||(uap) - (uhvph)H* < ||(uap) - (Vhaqh)”* + ||(uh7ph) - (Vhaqh)”*
< Cll(u,p) = (Va, qn) ||« + Ch(”uHHz(SHUQ*) + HpHHl(KHUQ*))'

Finally, the estimate (5.38) is obtained by choosing (v, gn) = I FE(u, p) and Lemma 10 O

6 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present some numerical experiments to validate the theoretical analysis. Consider
0 =(-1,1) x (—1,1) as the computational domain and use uniform triangulations constructed as
follows. We first partition the domain into N x N congruent rectangles, and then obtain the
triangulation by cutting the rectangles along one of diagonals in the same direction. The interface
is T = {(z1,22)7 € R? : 27 + 23 = r¢} with ro = 0.5 and the exact solution (u,p) is given for all
x = (r1,22)7 by

The right-hand side f and the non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition u|sq are determined
from the exact solution.

We set § = —1 and 7 = 0 and use a standard approach from the finite element framework to
deal with the non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. The resulting systems of equations
are solved by a robust sparse direct solver from the MKL PARDISO package [I]. Note that the
explicit formulas ([40) have been used to compute the IFE basis functions. We denote the errors
by [leullz2 = [u—up|L2(0), leulmr = [[u—upl|1,n and [lep||z2 = ||p — pullz2(0) and compute them
experimentally on a sequence of uniform triangulations. We test the example with the viscosity
coefficient ranging from small to large jumps: u* =5~ =1; ut =1, u= = 5; u™ = 1000, p~ = 1;
ut =1, p~ =1000. The errors and rates of convergence are listed in Tables [[ldl All data indicate
that the IFE method achieves the optimal convergence rates, which in turn confirms our theoretical
analysis.
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Table 1: Errors of the IFE method for the example with u* =5, p= = 1.

Table 2: Errors of the IFE method for the example with u* =1, = = 5.

N lleull 2 rate leul f1 rate llepll 2 rate
8 1.001E-02 2.020E-01 2.476E-01
16 | 2.688E-03 1.90 | 1.065E-01 0.92 | 1.297E-01 0.93
32 | 6.821E-04 1.98 | 5.422E-02 0.97 | 6.154E-02 1.08
64 | 1.667E-04 2.03 | 2.722E-02 0.99 | 2.971E-02 1.05
128 | 4.216E-05 1.98 | 1.364E-02 1.00 | 1.459E-02 1.03
256 | 1.054E-05 2.00 | 6.826E-03 1.00 | 7.250E-03 1.01
512 | 2.642E-06 2.00 | 3.414E-03 1.00 | 3.614E-03 1.00

N lleull 2 rate leulf1 rate llepll 22 rate
8 2.497E-02 6.643E-01 2.241E-01
16 | 6.419E-03 1.96 | 3.329E-01 1.00 | 1.172E-01 0.93
32 | 1.605E-03 2.00 | 1.667E-01 1.00 | 5.427E-02 1.11
64 | 3.997E-04 2.01 | 8.335E-02 1.00 | 2.653E-02 1.03
128 | 9.972E-05 2.00 | 4.169E-02 1.00 | 1.330E-02 1.00
256 | 2.490E-05 2.00 | 2.084E-02 1.00 | 6.631E-03 1.00
512 | 6.221E-06 2.00 | 1.042E-02 1.00 | 3.310E-03 1.00

Table 3:

Errors of the IFE

method for the example

with u* = 1000, p= = 1.

Table 4:

N lleu]|r2 rate leu| g1 rate llep|l L2 rate
8 9.349E-03 1.228E-01 3.835E-01
16 | 2.906E-03 1.69 | 6.905E-02 0.83 | 3.490E-01 0.14
32 | 8.687E-04 1.74 | 3.752E-02 0.88 | 1.759E-01 0.99
64 | 1.971E-04 2.14 | 1.976E-02 0.92 | 9.581E-02 0.88
128 | 5.417E-05 1.86 | 1.100E-02 0.85 | 5.046E-02 0.93
256 | 1.402E-05 1.95 | 5.827E-03 0.92 | 1.979E-02 1.35
512 | 3.539E-06 1.99 | 2.981E-03 0.97 | 7.686E-03 1.36

Errors of the IFE

method for the example

with =1, u= = 1000.

N lleull 2 rate leulfr1 rate llepll 2 rate
8 2.517E-02 6.636E-01 2.275E-01
16 | 6.444E-03 1.97 | 3.329E-01 1.00 | 1.426E-01  0.67
32 | 1.618E-03 1.99 | 1.667E-01 1.00 | 9.357E-02 0.61
64 | 4.049E-04 2.00 | 8.336E-02 1.00 | 6.253E-02 0.58
128 | 1.010E-04 2.00 | 4.169E-02 1.00 | 2.371E-02 1.40
256 | 2.518E-05 2.00 | 2.084E-02 1.00 | 1.014E-02 1.23
512 | 6.263E-06 2.01 | 1.042E-02 1.00 | 4.677E-03 1.12
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7 Conclusions

In this paper we have developed and analyzed an IFE method for Stokes interface problems with dis-
continuous viscosity coefficients. The IFE space is constructed by modifying the traditional C'R-FPy
finite element space. We have shown the unisolvence of IFE basis functions and the optimal approx-
imation capabilities of IFE space. The stability and the optimal error estimates have been derived
rigorously. This paper presents the first theoretical analysis for IFE methods for Stokes interface
problems. In the future we intend to study the Stokes interface problems with non-homogeneous
jump conditions and construct IFE spaces for three-dimensional Stokes interface problems.
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