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An immersed Crouzeix-Raviart finite element method in 2D

and 3D based on discrete level set functions
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Abstract

This paper is devoted to the construction and analysis of immersed finite element (IFE)
methods in three dimensions. Different from the 2D case, the points of intersection of the
interface and the edges of a tetrahedron are usually not coplanar, which makes the extension
of the original 2D IFE methods based on a piecewise linear approximation of the interface to
the 3D case not straightforward. We address this coplanarity issue by an approach where the
interface is approximated via discrete level set functions. This approach is very convenient from
a computational point of view since in many practical applications the exact interface is often
unknown, and only a discrete level set function is available. As this approach has also not be
considered in the 2D IFE methods, in this paper we present a unified framework for both 2D
and 3D cases. We consider an IFE method based on the traditional Crouzeix-Raviart element
using integral values on faces as degrees of freedom. The novelty of the proposed IFE is the
unisolvence of basis functions on arbitrary triangles/tetrahedrons without any angle restrictions
even for anisotropic interface problems, which is advantageous over the IFE using nodal values
as degrees of freedom. The optimal bounds for the IFE interpolation errors are proved on
shape-regular triangulations. For the IFE method, optimal a priori error and condition number
estimates are derived with constants independent of the location of the interface with respect
to the unfitted mesh. The extension to anisotropic interface problems with tensor coefficients is
also discussed. Numerical examples supporting the theoretical results are provided.

Keywords. interface problem, nonconforming, immersed finite element, unfitted mesh, three
dimensions, anisotropic
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1 Introduction

Let © be a bounded and convex polygonal /polyhedral domain in RY, N = 2 or 3, and the interface
I' be a C? compact hypersurface without boundary which is embedded in Q and divides €2 into
two disjoint subdomains Q7 and Q~. Without loss of generality, we assume that Q7 lies inside
strictly, i.e., I' = 9Q27. Consider the following second-order elliptic interface problem with variable
coefficients

-V (B(x)Vu) = f inQtuQ, (1.1)
[ulr =0 on T, (1.2)

[BVu-n]r =0 onT, (1.3)
u=0 on 011, (1.4)
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where f € L?(Q2), n(x) denotes the unit normal vector to I' at point x € I' pointing from Q~ to QF,
[v]r denotes the jump of a function v across the interface, i.e.,

+

[vlr == vT|r —v7|r on T with v* = v|g«,

and the coefficient §(x) can be discontinuous across the interface I and is assumed to be piecewise
smooth such that

B(x)or = BE(x) with p*(x) € C1(QF). (1.5)

We also assume there exist positive constants 55 and 83, such that 85 < f*(x) < B3i,. The
anisotropic interface problem, i.e., the coefficient 5(x) is replaced by a discontinuous tensor-valued
function B(x), will be discussed in Section [G

Interface problems appear in many engineering and physical applications involving multiple ma-
terials and interfaces. The main challenge is that the solutions of interface problems are not smooth
across interfaces due to interface conditions and discontinuous coefficients. It is well known that
finite element methods (FEMs) can be used to solve interface problems with optimal accuracy based
on body-fitted and shape-regular meshes (see, e.g., [42 [4, [11]). However, it is not trivial and time-
consuming to generate such a shape-regular mesh that fits complex or moving interfaces especially in
3D. So, FEMs based on unfitted meshes, which are completely independent of the interface, have be-
come highly attractive for interface problems. There are many FEMs using unfitted meshes (called
unfitted mesh methods) in the literature, for example, the unfitted Nitsche’s method [27] 411 [7],
the extended FEM [I§], the multiscale FEM [12], the FEM for high-contrast problems [25], the
immersed virtual element method (IVEM) [I0], and the immersed finite element (IFE) method

35} 136} 37, 1, 33].

We are interested in the IFE method which is distinguished from other unfitted mesh methods
in the fact that the degrees of freedom are the same as that of standard FEMs and the IFE space
is isomorphic to the standard finite element space. This feature is advantageous when dealing with
moving interface problems [20] and interface inverse problems [23]. The basic idea of the IFE method
is fairly simple: modify the basis functions of standard FEMs on interface elements according to
the jump conditions to capture the jump behaviors of the exact solution. Actually, this idea can
be traced back to the fundamental work of Babuska et al. in [3] where special basis functions are
obtained by solving local problems to capture the behaviors of exact solutions. We note that the
local problems are also used in the virtual element method (VEM) with variable coefficients. As
pointed out in [I0], for 1D problems with a piecewise constant coefficient (3, the IFE space in [35],
the finite element space in [3], and the virtual element space are exactly identical due to the trivial
1D geometry, but they are distinguished in higher dimensions because of the more complicated
geometry. For the existing 2D IFE methods (see, e.g., [36, B7, B1]), the interface inside an interface
element is approximated by a straight line connecting the intersection points of the interface and the
edges of the element, and a piecewise linear function is used as the IFE basis function so that the
interface conditions can be satisfied on the straight line. The optimal approximation capabilities of
the TFE spaces and the analysis of the related IFE methods have been presented in [37] 40} 2T, 3T].

However, for real 3D problems, the IFE methods and the corresponding theoretical analysis
are relatively few; see [32] 28] [31] for linear IFE methods on tetrahedral meshes, [39, 22, 24] for
trilinear IFE methods on cuboidal meshes, and [26] for some applications. Different from the 2D
case, the points of intersection of the interface and the edges of an interface element are usually not
coplanar. So, it is impossible to make a piecewise linear function continuous at these intersection
points. In the methods proposed in [32] 22] 24], the authors carefully choose three of intersection
points to determine a plane approximating the exact interface and construct IFE functions based
on the interface conditions defined on the plane. Another approach proposed in [2§] is to use all the



intersection points, leading to to an over-determined system of equations. The IFE functions are
then obtained by the least squares method. To our best knowledge, there is no theoretical results
for this approach.

In this paper we address the coplanarity issue by using a continuous linear approximation of
the interface which can be obtained by the zero level set of the linear interpolant of the signed
distance function to the interface. Since this approach has also not be discussed in 2D, we present
a unified framework for both 2D and 3D cases. Different from the method in [22] 24] B1], we
use the discrete interface in both the IFE space and the IFE method, which is very convenient
from a computational point of view. Note that the approximation of the interface in [22] 24 [31]
is only used for providing connection conditions for the piecewise polynomial basis functions, and
the IFE functions and methods are defined according to the exact interface since the approximate
interface on interface elements cannot form a continuous surface. We develop and analyze an IFE
method based on the conventional Crouzeix-Raviart finite element using integral values as degrees
of freedom [I3] on triangular/tetrahedral meshes, which is an extension of our previous work on
2D nonconforming IFE methods in [30]. We prove that the IFE basis functions are unisolvent
on arbitrary triangles/tetrahedrons without any angle restrictions. We note that if the values on
vertices are used as degrees of freedom, the unisolvence relies on some mesh assumptions; see for
example the “no-obtuse-angle” condition introduced in [31] for both 2D and 3D problems. We prove
the optimal approximation capabilities of the proposed IFE space under the assumption that the
triangulation is shape-regular. The proof is based on the method proposed in [31] where tangential
gradients and their corresponding extensions are defined via the signed distance function near the
interface. The approximation of the interface via discrete level set functions brings new difficulties
because there may be no intersection points between the exact interface and the discrete interface
on an interface element. For the proposed IFE method, by establishing the trace inequality and
the inverse inequality for IFE functions, we derive the optimal a priori error and condition number
estimates with constants independent of the location of the interface with respect to the unfitted
mesh. We also provide some numerical examples to validate the theoretical results.

Another contribution of this paper is the finding that for the case of tensor-valued coefficients,
the IFE basis functions based on integral-value degrees of freedom are also unisolvent on arbitrary
triangles/tetrahedrons, and consequently the theoretical analysis proposed in this paper can be
readily extended to this case. It should be noted that the IFE basis functions based on nodal-value
degrees of freedom may not exist for this case even in 2D (see [2]).

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl some necessary notations
and preliminary results are presented. In Section [B] we first introduce unfitted meshes, the discrete
interface, and the assumptions and notations, and then present the immersed Crouzeix-Raviart finite
elements. SectionMlis devoted to the properties of the proposed IFEs including the unisolvence of the
IFE basis functions and the optimal approximation capabilities of the IFE space. In Section [B the
IFE method and the corresponding analysis are presented. In Section[d] the extension to anisotropic
interface problems is discussed. Numerical examples are given in Section[7l Finally, some conclusions
are drawn in Section

2 Preliminaries

Let £ > 0 be an integer and 1 < p < oo be a real number. We adopt the standard notation
W} (D) for Sobolev spaces on a domain D with the norm || - ||W§(D) and the seminorm | - |W§(D).

Specially, W (D) is denoted by H*(D) with the norm || - ||gx(p)y and the seminorm | - |gr(p). As



usual HE(D) = {v € HY(D) : v = 0 on D}. For any subdomain D C RY we define subdomains
D#* := DN Q*F and a broken Sobolev space via

H*(UD*) = {v e L*(D) : v|p+ € H¥(D%)},
which is equipped with the norm || - || g»p=) and the semi-norm | - [z p=+) satisfying
I ey = I Waory 1 Wieomys | [ieopsy = 1 ey + 1 an oy
For the elliptic interface problems, we introduce a subspace of H?(UD%),
H?(D) = {v € H*(UD*) : [vlpnp = 0, [8Vv - n]rap = 0}. (2.1)

Obviously, H2(D) c H'(D). Under the setting introduced in Section [l it can be shown that
(see [29]) the interface problem (II)-(LH) has a unique solution u € H?(Q) N H{ () satisfying the
following a priori estimate

lull 2ty < Cllfll2)- (2.2)

In our analysis, we will frequently use the the signed distance function

dist(x, T) if x € QF,
d(x) =
— dist(x,T") ifxe Q.

Define the é-neighborhood of ' by
U(,6) = {z € RY : dist(x,T) < 0}

It is well known that d(x) is globally Lipschitz-continuous, and for I' € C?, there exists 5y > 0 such
that d(x) € C? (U(T,dp)) (see [I7]) and the closest point mapping p : U(T, ) — I’ maps every x
to precisely one point at I'. In other words, every point x € U(T, §p) can be uniquely written as

x = p(x) + d(x)n(p(x)).

The existence of dg is a standard result in differential geometry. For example, for N = 3, we require
that 6y < (max;—1,2 ||KJ7;||L00(F))_1, where k1 and ko are the principal curvatures of I' (see (2.2.4) in

[141).

Define U*(T',0) = U(T',5) N QF. We recall the following fundamental inequality that will be
useful in our analysis.

Lemma 2.1. For all 6 € (0,60], there is a constant C' depending only on T’ such that
[0ll7 2+ 1.y < C (5||U||%2(r) + 52||VU||%2(Ui(r,5))) Vo e H (UX(T,5)). (2.3)

Proof. See (A.8)-(A.10) in [§]. O

Remark 2.2. Ifv € HY(U*(T', 6y)), then applying the global trace inequality to ||v|| 2y on U (T, &),
the inequality (Z3) becomes

10172+ m,5y) < COllvlEn 1 (0,50)) (2.4)
which was proved in [3]], [15]. Furthermore, if v|r = 0, the inequality (Z-3) implies
[0l17 2+ r.6) < CO VU T20% (5 (2.5)

which was also proved in [34)]. We note that the constant C' depends on &y, but not on 6.



3 Immersed finite elements

In this section we first introduce unfitted meshes, the discrete interface, and the assumptions and
notations. Then we present the immersed Crouzeix-Raviart finite element in 2D and 3D.

3.1 Unfitted meshes

Let {Tn}rs0 be a family of simplicial triangulations of the domain €2, generated independently of
the interface T'. For an element T' € T, (a triangle for N = 2 and a tetrahedron for N = 3), hyp
denotes its diameter, and for a mesh 7}, the index h refers to the maximal diameter of all elements
in Ty, i.e., h = maxrer;, hr. We assume that 7y, is shape-regular, i.e., for every T' € Tj, there exists
a positive constant g such that hp < prp where rp is the radius of the largest ball inscribed in T
In this paper, face means edge/face in two/three dimensions. Denote Fj, as the set of faces of the
triangulation 7, and let ) and ]-"}; be the sets of interior faces and boundary faces. We adopt the
convention that elements and faces are open sets. Then the sets of interface elements and interface
faces are defined as

TE={TeTh:TNT #0} and Fi ={FecF,:FnT #0}.

The sets of non-interface elements and non-interface faces are 7,*°" = 771\’7;LF and FjIo" = }'h\}',l; ,
respectively.

Define hyr = maXpe7r hr. Our method and analysis will be valid when hr is sufficiently small so
that the interface is resolved by the unfitted mesh in the sense that the following assumptions are
satisfied.

Assumption 3.1. We can always refine the mesh near the interface to satisfy:

e hr <8y so that T C U(T, &) for all T € T;F.

e For any triangle belonging to T,X' for N = 2, or belonging to F} for N = 3, the interface T
must intersect the boundary of the triangle at two points, and these two points cannot be on
the same edge (including two endpoints) of the triangle.

(b) 3D: Type I (c¢) 3D: Type II

Figure 1: Intersection topologies of interface elements

Based on the above assumption, we now investigate the possible intersection topologies of in-
terface elements. For N = 2, there is only one type of the interface elements (see Figure [L(a))).
However, for N = 3, we have two types of the interface elements as shown by Type I (Three-edge

cut) in Figure and by Type IT (Four-edge cut) in Figure



Note that the case that the interface intersects an interface element at some vertices is also taken
into account in this classification by viewing it as the limit situation of one of these types. We also
note that the case that some faces are part of the interface or all vertices of some faces are on the
interface can be easily treated as body-fitted meshes, so we do not consider this case in this paper
for simplicity of presentation.

3.2 Discretization of the interface

Let us denote the discrete interface by I'j,, which partitions €2 into two subdomains Q;f and 2, with
0, =T. Define I'y, 7 :=1,NT and I'p :=T'NT for all T € 7;;. We make the following abstract
assumptions.

Assumption 3.2. The discrete interface I'y, is chosen such that

o The discrete interface T'y, is C°-smooth and is composed of Tpr C RN=Y for all interface
element T € T, i.e., U1 is a line segment for N =2 and a planar segment for N = 3 (see,
e.g., Figure[]).

o The closest point mapping plr, : T'n — T is a bijection.

e There is a positive constant C independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh
such that for all T € T;F,

ld() | < (0, 2) < Chip, (3.1)
Hdi‘gt(xv FIC;J,C%)”LOO(FT) < Ch%v
[n =L~y < Chr,
where I‘ff% 1s a N — 1-dimensional hyperplane containing I'y, 7 and ny, is a piecewise constant

vector defined on interface elements with ny|r being the unit vector perpendicular to Ty
pointing from €, to QZ

N\
. -

Figure 2: An illustration of I';, for the 2D case

We emphasize that the hyperplane I‘,‘f% plays an important role in the analysis of IFE methods.
In the construction of IFE spaces, one often uses v+ — v~ = 0 on I', 1 to enforce the continuity,
where v* are linear functions. This implies v+ — v~ = 0 on [5%5. The latter is more beneficial for
analysis. See Remarks [3.4] and for details.

In Figure 2] we illustrate an example of this discrete interface I'y, for the two-dimensional case.
Here we do not investigate whether ([BI]) and ([B.:2]) are independent or not because they can be easily
verified in practical applications. Under these assumptions, we now derive some relations that will
be useful in our analysis. Using the signed distance function d(x), we have n(x) = Vd(x), which is



well-defined in U(T,dp). As we assume that I' € C?, it holds d(x) € C? (U(T',dp)) (see [I7]), and
hence n(x) € C* (U(T,6y))" . Therefore, the inequality [@3) in Assumption 3.2 implies

[0 —np| ey = n(x) — np(xr)|
< In(x) — n(xr)| + [n(xr) — nx(xr)| (3.4)
< Clx —xr|+ [[n—npl Loy

S ChT7
where x € T, xp € I'r, and |- | stands for the 2-norm of a vector. In addition, the inequality @I]) in
Assumption implies that there exists a constant Cr independent of h and the interface location

relative to the mesh such that
I'y C U(F,Cph%).

The mismatch region caused by the discretization of the interface is defined by Q2 := (Q, N U
(QF NQ7). Also define TiF := TNQF and T2 := (T, NTT)U (T, NT~) for all T € T,'. Obviously,
we have
0% = |J 7% and Q% CU(T,Crh}). (3.5)
TeTr

The inequality (2] in Assumption is used to derive ([@30), which is useful in the analysis (see
Remark [L.5]).

Now we give an example of the discrete interface I', that fulfills Assumption Let I, be
the piecewise linear nodal interpolation operator associated with 7. The discrete interface can be
chosen as the zero level set of the Lagrange interpolant of d(x), i.e.,

Ty = {x e RY : Id(x) = 0}.

This choice of T'y, is often used in the CwtFEM for solving PDEs on surfaces (see, e.g., [9]). The
first two properties in Assumption are obviously satisfied. It suffices to verify B1))-(B3]). Since
d(x) € C? (U(T,&)), we have for all T € T,I' that

ld — Ind|| oo (1) + hr||Vd = VId|| poo(ry < ChT, (3.6)
which together with the facts
n=Vd, |Vd =1, n,=|Vd 'VId, |[VId| 'Iyd|=dist(x,I}") < Chr Vx €T,
leads to
|[VInd| — 1| < |VILd — Vd| < Chr,
Il ooy ) = ld = Ind| oo (v, 2y < |ld = Ind| oo (1) < Chi,
I = npl gy = ([ Vd = [VInd TV Ind]| o )
<|\Vd = VInd| oo pyy + | VInd — |VIhd|‘1VIhd||LOO(FT)
= Vd = VInd|| oo ppy + IV Ind| = 1]
< Chr,
Idist(x, TR 2o () = [V Indl ™ Tnd]| o
= |[IVInd| ' Ind — dHLm(FT)
< |IVInd| = Ind — IhdHLw(pT) + 1 nd = d| oo (p )
= |1 = |VInd]| H|thd|7lfhdHLm(FT) + [ Ind = d|| poc 1,
< Ch?.



This completes the verification of ([B1])-B3)).

In many practical applications, the exact interface is unknown, and only a discrete level set
function dj(x) is available which is often obtained by solving the related PDEs for the interface
together with some redistancing procedures (see, e.g., [I6]). The discrete interface is then chosen
as the zero level set of dp(x). For this point of view, the IFE method developed in this paper is
particularly well suited.

We also note that dj(x) and the corresponding I'j, can also be obtained if the exact interface
is given by a parametric representation because there exist algorithms to compute the closet point
projection based on the parametric representation of the exact interface (see, e.g., [38]).

3.3 Extensions and notation

For any § € (0, do], define QF := QF UU(T, ). Tt is well known that there exist extension operators
E*: H™(QF) — Hm(Qi) for any m > 0 such that

(E*v%)|ge = v and ||Ei’U||Hm(Q§i) < CH’Ui”Hm(Qi) for all v € H™(QF), (3.7)
0
where the constant C' depends on QF (see [19]). For brevity we shall use the notation v}, and vy

for the extended functions E*v" and E~v™, i.e., v = Efo*,

For the discontinuous coefficients, since 3% (x) € C1(QF), we can further assume that the exten-
sions also satisfy

BE(x) e CHQY) and G < BE(x) < Bi WxeQf, (3.8)

where the constants Bi and B]j\} are positive and depend on 6y and B*. Thus, there exists a constant
Cs > 0 depending on ﬁ% such that

IVBE o ) < Cs- (3.9)

Note that if 3 is a piecewise constant, the constant Cg = 0.

We now consider the extension of polynomials. Let P (D) be the set of all polynomials of degree
less than or equal to k on the domain D. Given a function v € L(T)) with v|,+ € Py(T;"), with a
h

small ambiguity of notation, we use v* to represent the polynomial extension of V), Le,
h
+ + _
vE €PR(T) and v |Thi = ’U|Thi.

We note that the superscripts + and — are also used for the restrictions of a function v € L?(Q)

* := v|g=. This abuse of notation will not cause any confusion in the analysis but
+

on QF, ie., v
simplifies the notation greatly. The reason is that we often use the extensions UE and vy when v
means v|q+.

Given a bounded domain D, for any v* € L?(D), we define
[vE](x) == 0T (x) —v~(x) Vx€D.

Therefore, for any v € H'(UQ¥), we have [v5](x) = vj(x) — vy (x) for all x € N(T, &), which can
be viewed as an extension of the jump [v]r. Note that the difference between [vi](x) and [v]r(x) is
the range of x. For vector-valued functions, the jumps [-] and [-]r are defined analogously.



Finally, we consider the extensions of the tangential gradients along the exact interface I' and
the discrete interface I'y,. Noting that n and nj are well-defined in the neighborhood of T", for any

ve HYU(T,dp)), these extensions are defined naturally as
(Vro)(x) := Vv — (n- Vou)n vx € U(T, do), (3.10)
(Vr,v)(x) := Vv — (n, - Vo)n, vxeT, TeTr. '

Let t;(x), i = 1,..., N —1 be standard basis vectors in the plane perpendicular to n(x). By definition,
there hold

N-1
Vrv = Z (t;-Vu)t; and Vpv=0 ifo|p =0.
i=1
Analogously, we have
N-1
Vr,v = Z (tin - Vo)t and |ty - V| < |Vp,v|, (3.11)

i=1
where t; ,(x), i = 1,..., N — 1 and nj,(x) form standard basis vectors in RY and tj, is an arbitrary
unit vector perpendicular to ny,.

3.4 The immersed Crouzeix-Raviart finite element

For each element T' € Ty, we define the linear functional N : W(T) — R by

Nir(v) = % = (3.12)
where F;’s are faces of T, |F;| means the measure of F;, and
W(T) ={ve L*T):v|p, € L*(F;), i=1,..,N +1}. (3.13)
The standard Crouzeix-Raviart finite element then is (T,Py(T'), ¥7), where
Yr={WMNMr,Nor,...Nys17} (3.14)

On an interface element T € T;F, in order to encode the interface jump conditions (L2)-(L3)
into finite element spaces, we replace the shape function space P1(T') by

Su(T) = {¢p € LA(T) : $lyz € PL(T}), [dlr,.» =0, [BrVé - mi]r, , = 0}, (3.15)

where [|r, . denotes the jump across I'y 7, and the function fr(x) is a piecewise constant on T'
defined by 87|+ = B% with the constants B}r and ;. chosen such that
h

I18% (%) — Bz || Loy < Chr. (3.16)

Obviously, S, (T) is a linear space, and we have dim(S,(T")) = N+1 = card(Xr). Now the immersed
Crouzeix-Raviart finite element is defined as (7', Sy (T), X7).

Remark 3.3. We can choose ﬁ% = BT (x.) with an arbitrary point x. € T to satisfy the requirement
[BI8) since B (x) € CY(T) for all T € T,F. We emphasize that this approzimation of the coefficient
B(x) is only used in the construction of the IFE space, not in the bilinear form of the IFE method.
To avoid integrating on curved regions, we will approzimate the coefficient B(x) by another function,

i.e., BBE(x) (see Section[5]).

Remark 3.4. Let X? be an arbitrary point on the plane T'5*L, and t; 5, i = 1,...,N — 1 be standard
basis vectors in the plane perpendicular to ny,. Then the interface condition [¢]r, , = 0 in (3.13) is
equivalent to

[6X](xF) =0 and [Vé* -tin] =0, i=1,...,N — 1.



4 Properties of the immersed finite element

To show that (T, Sy(T), Xr) is indeed a finite element, we need to prove that 37 determines Sy (T),
ie., ¢ € Sp(T) with N; r(¢) = 0 VN, 7 € X implies that ¢ = 0; see Chapter 3 in [6]. Equivalently,
in the next subsection we prove the existence and uniqueness of the IFE basis functions defined by

¢ir(x) € Sp(T), Njr(dir) = 0 (the Kronecker symbol) Vi,j=1,..,N + 1. (4.1)

4.1 Unisolvence of the basis functions

Clearly, the IFE shape function space Sy(T) is not empty since 0 € Sp(7T). Given a function
¢ € Sp(T), if we know the jump
o= [v¢ ’ nh]rh,T7 (42)

which is a constant, then the function ¢ can be written as
P(x) = do(x) + ady(x), (4.3)
where ¢o(x) and ¢;(x) are defined by

ol € Py(Ty) [bolr,.. =0, [Véo - nplr, » =0, Niz(do) =Nir(¢), i=1,...N+1, (44)
Gilrx € Py(TiE), [s]r,.r =0, Vs -mplr, » =1, Nix(és) =0, i=1,...,N+1. (4.5)

It is easy to check that

N+1

po(x) € P1(T) and ¢o(x) = Z Nir(@)Air(x), (4.6)

i=1
where A; 7(x) is the standard Crouzeix-Raviart basis function defined by
)\i,T(x) S ]P)l(T), /\/}T()\i,T) = 5@‘, 7=1,.,N+1. (47)

Next, we show ¢ 7(x) also exists uniquely and can be constructed explicitly. Suppose there is another
function satisfying (&3], denoted by ¢, then it is easy to see from &) that ¢y — ¢ = 0, which
implies the uniqueness. Let IIp : W(T) — P1(T') be the standard Crouzeix-Raviart interpolation
operator defined by

M,T(HT'U) Z./\/;')T(’U), = 1,...,N+1. (48)

The existence can be proved by constructing the function explicitly as
oy(x) = w(x) — Mrw(x) with w|Th+ = dpge; and w|T}: =0, (4.9)

where dl“;:lx% is the signed distance function to the plane I‘ff:‘}, ie.,

Ao (%) dist(x, T§"%) itx e T_}j',
Text X) = ’
mr — dist(x, T577) ifxeT, .
It is easy to verify that the constructed function above indeed satisfies ([AH]).

Now the problem is to find the constant « defined in ([@2)). Substituting ([@3]) into the jump
condition [frV¢ - npr, » = 0 in BIH), we have

[BrV oy -nplr, ra = —[BrVo - nulr, .
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Using ([@0) and [@9), we arrive at
(1+ (B7/BF = )VIpw-np) a = (87 /87 — 1)Véo - . (4.10)
To show the existence and uniqueness of the constant «, we prove the following novel result
which is the key of this paper.

Lemma 4.1. Let T € T,;' be an arbitrary triangle (N = 2) or tetrahedron (N = 3), and w be a
piecewise linear function defined in ({.9). Then it holds

17,
VHT’LU Ny = W S [O, 1], (411)
where | - | stands for the measure of domains (i.e., area for N =2 and volume for N =3).

Proof. We give a unified proof for both N =2 and N = 3 (including Type I and Type II interface
elements) by using the Gauss theorem. More precisely, by definition, we have

V- (wny)| e = V- (dist(x, T ), ) = 1.

Then the Gauss theorem gives

/ wnh-l/z/ V-(wnh):|T,j|,
T,k T,F

where v is the unit exterior normal vector to (?T,jr . Observing that w = 0 on I'j, 7 and (?T,jr is
composed of I'y 7 and F; N 8T,j, i1=1,...,N + 1, we obtain

N+1
g / wnh~ui:/ wnh~y:|T,j|,
i1 JFnaT,h T,k

h
where F;, i =1,..., N + 1 are the faces of T" and v; is the unit exterior normal vector to F;.

On the other hand, let I; be the distance from the face F; to the opposite vertex of T', then by a
simple calculation we have the following identity for the standard Crouzeix-Raviart basis function

N
V)\l'_’T - l_

V;.

Using the above two identities we can derive

N+1
Vilrw -ny = Z Nir(w)VXir-ny
i1

Y[ )N
p— —_— _— . h
=1 |F] FinaT; i
N+1
R N
- (2 - b)
= T FinaT," T
which completes the proof of this lemma. O

Theorem 4.2. For any T € 775, the IFE basis functions defined in (1) exist uniquely and have
the following explicit formula

(B /BF = 1)V Xir -my
L+ (87 /BF — DIT;|/|T)

Gi1(x) = Nir(x) + (w(x) — Hrw(x)), i=1,.,N+1, (4.12)

11



where A\; v is the standard Crouzeiz-Raviart basis function defined in {{.7), the function w is a
piecewise linear function defined in ([{.9), and Iy is the standard Crouzeiz-Raviart interpolation

operator defined in (4.8).

Proof. Using Lemma 1] we have

1 if B /B > 1,

Br /Bt if 0 < 87 /85 < 1,
which implies that the equation ([EI0) has a unique solution

__(Br/Br —DVéo-m
L+ (B2 /B = DT |/IT]

Substituting this identity, (0] and (£9) into (3] yields

1+ (87 /87 — 1)VIrw - ny, > { (4.13)

= (B7/8F = 1) 3300 Nir(9)Vr - mp
(%) = D Nir(@Nir(x) + —— =05 ——(w(x) ~ Trw(x).  (414)
; ’ ’ L+ (B /Bt = DIT/|/IT]
The desired result [@I2]) follows from the above identity and the definition (E.TI). O

Remark 4.3. We highlight that the denominator in ([f-13) does not approach zero even if |T,| — 0
or |T;7| — 0. We find (w — Ilrw)|r — 0 as |T; | — 0 or [T} | — 0. Thus, from ({{13) we claim
that the IFE basis functions tend to the standard finite element basis functions, i.e., ¢; 7 — NiT as
T} | — 0 or [T, | = 0. On the other hand, it is easy to see that ¢; 7 — Nir as B — By — 0. This
consistency of the IFE with the standard finite element is different from other unfitted mesh methods
(see, e.g.,[27, [7]). This nice property of the IFE is desirable for moving interface problems [20]
and interface inverse problems [23].

4.2 Bounds for the basis functions

It is obvious that the standard Crouzeix-Raviart basis functions satisfy the following estimates
|)\i,T|ng(T) < Ch;™, i=1,..,N+1, m=0,1, (4.15)

where the constant C' only depends on the shape regularity parameter p. In this subsection we show
that the IFE basis functions also have similar bounds with a constant independent of the interface
location relative to the mesh. This property plays an important role in the theoretical analysis.

Theorem 4.4. There exists a constant C, depending only on ﬂ% and the shape regqularity parameter
0, such that for all T € T;F,

65 rlwg @y < Chp™, i=1,.,N+1, m=0,1. (4.16)

Proof. In view of [AI2) and (@3] we have

(B /B = 1)V Xir -my
L+ (B7/BF — DIT;|/|T)

Tr(x) = Xir(x) + (drges (x) — Mrw(x)) vx €T,

55155 ~ VA o
(b;T(x) =Xir(x)— (Br -1 T Z’T_i_ gl Mrw(x) vxeT.
1+ (B7/Br — DIT /1T
By definition, it is easy to verify
||drgf;|\Lw(T) < Chr, |dr;§f;|wgo(:r) =1 (4.18)
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and
N+1

E:&ﬂm/

. (4.19)
< Chr Y irlwe

=1

< Chy ™.
Combining (£I7)-(E19), (@I3) and [@IA) yields the desired result (@I6). O

|HTw|Wm(T)

4.3 Bounds for the interpolation errors

In this subsection we prove the optimal IFE interpolation error estimates. To begin with, we
summary the following useful properties of the standard Crouzeix-Raviart interpolation operator
HTZ

|HT’U - U|Hm(T) < Ch%_m|U|H2(T), m = O, 1, (420)
v = vl| g (r) < Cha V0] g2, (4.21)
vl 1y < Clolgr), (4.22)

which are fundamental results in the finite element analysis. Here we emphasize that the interpola-
tion operator IIp is defined based on the integral values on edges so that the estimate ([@22]) holds.
It is worth noting that we only use the above properties of the operator Ily, so we can replace it by
another operator satisfying the same properties, for example, the L? projection onto Py (7).

In the analysis, we need a broken operator EPX : H™(UQF) — H™(UQF) for any m > 0 defined
by
(EEKU”Qf = v (4.23)

Similarly, the operator TIEX : H¥(UT*) — H*(UT}F) is defined by
(25 )|t = M. (4.24)
Let TIFE : W(T) — S,(T) be the local IFE interpolation operator defined by
N (TFE0) = Nip(v), i = 1,00, N+ 1.
We also need the IFE interpolation operator HIFE HIFEEBK Obviously,
Nir(IFEw) = NG p(TEEEPK vy = N o (EER ). (4.25)
For each F' € F}, denote by np a unit vector normal to F and let T{" and 74" be two elements
sharing the common face F such that ng points from T{" to T4". The jump across the face is denoted

by [v]p = v|pr — v[gr. When F € F?, np is the unit outward normal vector of 9Q and [v]F = v.
We then define the global IFE space by

ViFE = Ly tw|p € Py(T) VT € T™°", v|p € Sp(T) VT € 7?,/ [v]r = 0 VF € F°}
F

and the global IFE interpolation operator II}F'E : H? () = VIFE by

(I )| =

P T eT,,
1080 if T e T,
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Analogously, the standard Crouzeix-Raviart finite element space V;, and the interpolation operator
I, : H*(Q) — Vj, are defined by Vj, := {v : v|p € Pi(T) VT € Ty, [p[v]r = 0 VF € F°} and
(ITpv)|r = r(v|T), respectively.

For clarity, we outline our approach for deriving the bounds of the interpolation errors. We aim
to estimate

IFE, IFE 2 r
|EPKy — 1Y Hm(uTi E vg — (TE*0) " By VT €Ty (4.26)
Obviously, we have the split

+ +
vE — (ITFP0) ™ gy < g — Tpvg oy + 1Hrvg — (TFP0) ™ [gm(r) -

(M1 (D)2

(4.27)

The estimate of the first term (I); follows directly from ([@20) and the main difficulty is to estimate
the second term (I);. Noticing that the function in (I); is piecewise linear on T;f, our idea is to
decompose it by proper degrees of freedom (see Lemma [£7), and then estimate each terms in the
decomposition (see Theorem [.8)). The degrees of freedom for determining the function in the term
(I)2 should include NV; r, i = 1,..., N + 1, and others related to the interface jumps, which inspire us
to define the novel auxiliary functions W7, Tr and ©; 7,7 =1,..., N — 1 as follows.

On each interface element 7', the auxiliary functions ¥p, Yo and ©; 7, ¢ = 1,..., N — 1, are
defined such that

Ur|pe € Pi(Ty; £, Trlp= € Py (T;5), Oirlpx € Py (T;5),

(4.28)
Njr(¥r) = Njr(Yr) =Njr(©ir) =0, j=1,...,N +1,
and
[wE](xF) =1, [BEVYE -] =0, [VUE-t;,] =0, j=1,..,N—1,
[TE](xF) =0, [BEVYE -ny,] =1, [VYE - t;.] =0, j=1,..,N—1, (4.29)
+

[[@z T]](Xg) - 07 Hﬁ%veiﬁf ! Ilh]] = 0’ [[v@i:T ' tth]] = 61]’ ] - 15 aN - 15

where t; 5, j = 1,..., N — 1 are defined in Remark B4 and the point x% belonging to the plane Femt

is chosen carefully as follows. We set XT = Pry=, (x%) where xr? is an arbitrary point on the surface

I'r and Pry= is the orthogonal projection onto the plane I‘e” From (B2]) we have the relation
‘XT - xT’ < ||dist(x, T30 ) | oo (rpy < Ch. (4.30)

Remark 4.5. We note that the point x? € I“ff% may not belong to the planar segment I'y 1 (see
Figurefor the 2D case). This choice of xk and x3. is crucial in deriving the bound for |ar| in
[{73). Otherwise, if we choose x5 = p(x£) with a point xI € Ty 1, although the relation [{-30)
also holds, the point x3. may be outside of T, which brings difficulties in the analysis (see ([{-44)).

Lemma 4.6. The functions UV, Tr and ©; 1, 1 =1,..N — 1, exist uniquely and satisfy
WE () < Ch™ [Thlwaer < CRE™, [OFlwai < CHE™, m=01,  (431)

where the constant C' depends only on quf and the shape regularity parameter o.

Proof. First we prove the uniqueness. Suppose there is another function, denoted by U, satisfying
the same conditions as ¥ in [@28)-[@29). Then it is easy to see

[(Ur — Up)E[(xF) =0, [BFV(¥r — Ur)E -n,] =0, [V(¥7 — Up) - t;4] =0,
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which leads to Uy — Uy € Sp(T). By definition, we also have M,T(‘iJT —Ur)=0,i=1,...,N+1.
Thus, by the unisolvence of the basis functions proved in Section LI}, we obtain Wy — ¥y = 0, which
implies that W7 is unique. Same analysis is valid to prove the uniqueness of Y1 and ©; 7.

Next, we derive the estimates in ([@31)). Obviously, ¥r(x) can be constructed explicitly as

1 ifxeT',
Ur(x) = 2(x) — I P2(x)  with  2(x) = "
0 itxel), .
We have
1z Loy < 1 25wy =0, Nir(2)| <1, i=1,..,N+1,

which together with (ZI6]) leads to the first inequality in (£31]), i.e

N+1

|‘I’jTE|W;g(T) < |Zi|W;g(T) + Z Wi (2)] |¢?,:T|W£(T) <Ch™™.
=1

To derive the estimate for ’T%’ we construct Tr(x) as

w(T)’
- xf)

Tr(x) = 2(x) — IEP2(x)  with  2(x) = Br

0 ifxel, .

ny, if x € T}/,

To deal with that the point x4 may not belong to 7' (see Remark ELH), we use the inequality ([E30)
and fact x3. € T+ C T to get

Ix —x%| < |x — x3| + |x7 —xF| < Chr vx eT.
Now we have
HZ:‘:HLGO(T) S ChT, |Zi|Wolo(T) S C, |./V;1T(Z)| S ChT, 1= 1, ...,N—|— 1,

which together with (£I6]) leads to the desired result

N+1
|T%|W;Q(T) < |Zi|W;g(T) + Z Wiz (2)] |¢?,:T|W;Q(T) < Ch'™m™.

Same analysis is valid to prove the third inequality in (@31 if we construct ©; r as

P : +
X —Xp)-t; ifxeT,",
Our(x) = () ~ =) with  2(x) = 4 0 1)t 3
0 itxel) .
Lemma 4.7. For all T € 7? and v € H? (T'), we have the following decomposition
N+1

HTUE (HIFE ) = G/T\I}% + bTT + Z Cq, T@ T + Z i, T¢’L T

where the constants ar, br, ¢; 7 and g; v are defined as

ar = [[HTUZE]](Xg)v br = [[B%V(HTUE) ],

4.32
Ci, T = [[V(HT’I)%) . ti,h]]7 9i, T N ( — E}ILBK’U). ( )
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. +
Proof. Let Z|T}i = 2% with 2% = Tpof — (IFE) ™, then we have z = IIZXv — TIfFv. Define

3
another function as

N—-1 N+1
2 =[F)(xP)Ur + [BFVE ] Tr+ Y [VeF tinlOir + Y Nir(2)dir. (4.33)
1=1 1=1
Next, we prove zZ = z. It is easy to verify
[(2 = 2)%)(xF) =0, [B2V(Z—2)F - n,] =0, [V(2—2)F t;n] =0, i=1,..,N —1,

which together with the definition of Sy (T) (see also Remark B4)) implies that Z — z € Sp(T). From
[#33) we also have N; r(Z — z) = 0. Hence, by the unisolvence of the basis functions proved in
Section ], we obtain z = Z.

It remains to evaluate the coefficients in 33)). Since IIFFFv € Sy (T), we have [(IIFFv)*](xF) =
0. Thus, we obtain

[=F1(x7) = [Mrogl(xf) — [ )= (x7)
= [Mrog](x7) = ar.
The proof for by and ¢; 7 is similar since [V (ITIFFv)* - ny] = [VITFF0)* - t; 4] = 0 from the
definition of Sy (T) (see also Remark B.4]). For the constants g; 1, using [@.25]) we get

Niir(2) = Nir (T30 — T F)
/\/z (HBK —E}?KU):QLT-

This completes the proof of this lemma. O

Theorem 4.8. For all T € T} and v € H2(T), there exists a constant C independent of h and the
interface location relative to the mesh such that

lvg — (leFEv)i [ Frm () < Chy>™ Zi (|U§E|?{1(T) + |U§E|%I2(T)) o
s= 4.34
+ O3 ([[18590E 0l + [Vr0E] oy ) - m = 0.1,

Before proceeding with the proof, it is worth noting the following remark of this theorem.

Remark 4.9. Since v € H2(T), by the definition (Z1) we have [v]r, = [3Vv-nlp, = 0. This leads
to

[Vrvgllr, =0 and [BEVoE -n]|r, = 0. (4.35)

Therefore, it seems that we can obtain the optimal interpolation error estimate on each interface
element by applying the following type of the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality to the second term on
the right-hand side of [{-34)),

||v||L2(T) < CphT|’U|H1(T) fm’ allv € Hl(T) with 'U|FT =0.

Unfortunately, we cannot show that the constant Cp is independent of the interface location relative
to T. The proof of the above inequality is given as follows. Let v be the mean of v on T, then it
holds

lvllzz(ry < llv = 0llL2(r) + 19]| 2 (1)
/ 3.
I'r

N/2

< Chrlolgi(ry + Chy/*|Tp| ™!
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Since v|r,. = 0, we can see

< TrV?)o - vl 22y

/FT(“‘”)

< Ol (hz 20 = vllacry + hil*o = vl )

< C|FT|1/2h1T/2|U|H1(T),

where in second inequality we have used the well-known trace inequality on the interface (see, e.g.,
[Z7, [41)]). Combining the above inequalities yields

lvllL2r) < C (\/ A P 1) hrlvl g1y,

:=Cp

which implies that Cp — oo as |T'r| — 0.
To overcome the difficulty shown in Remark[4.9] in the following theorem we take all the interface
elements together and carry out the analysis on a tubular neighborhood of the interface T.

Theorem 4.10. For any v € ﬁz(Q), there exists a constant C independent of h and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that

j: —zm
> v = (0) ™ o (ry < CHE 2™ [0l3202), m = 0,1, (4.36)
TeTr
2 —zm
> lv- 0] iy < CRY 2 0l 2 gy, m =0, 1. (4.37)
T€7-h

Proof. Noticing that T C U(T, hr) for all T € T,', combining ([@35) and Lemma 1] we have

2 2
Z ||[[ﬂ§Vv§ ' n]]HL2(T) < ||[[ﬂ§Vv§ 'n]]HL2(U(F,hr))

TeTr
+ 2
< Ch% |[[ﬁEVU§ ! n]HHl(U(F,hF)) (438)
< Chi Z (|U%|§{1(U(F,hr)) + |U§E|§I2(U(F,hr))) ;
s==+

Z H[[VFUHH;(T) < Chi ‘HVFU§H|§{1(U(F,hF))

TeTr
2
< Chi |[Vvg — (n- vvéEt)n]]\Hl(U(MF)) (4.39)
< Chi. Z (|’USE|§{1(U(F,hF)) + |USE|§{2(U(F,hF))) ;
s==+

where we have used 38)-B3) and n(x) € C* (U(T,8))" in the derivation. Therefore, the result
@34) follows from (A3]), [@39), Theorem F.§ and the extension result (B.1).

To prove the estimate (£37), we need to consider the mismatch region caused by approximating
I" by I'y,. The triangle inequality gives
IFE, |2 BK IFE, |2 BK |2
Do o =Ty < C Y [EZ0 — 11 U}Hm(qu) +Clv—Ej ”|Hm(usz§) © o (4.40)
T€Th TeTh

Recalling the relation (£26), the first term can be estimated by ([@30]) for interface elements and the
standard interpolation error estimates for non-interface elements. Thus, it suffices to estimate the
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second term on the right-hand side of [@A0). By the definition of EPX in [@Z3) and the relation
B3) we have

BK, |2 T2 +72
|“ - By ”|Hm(uﬂf) = |[[’UE]HH7"(QA) = |[[UE]HH7"(U(F,CF}L%))'
Noticing that [vi]|r = 0, by &F) and 24, it holds

+7112 4 512

H[[UE]]HL?(U(F,CFh;)) < Chr Z |UE|H1(U(F,Crh%))=
s==+
+71(2 s s
||[[V”E]”|L2(U(P,Crh%)) < Ch% Z (|’UE|?{1(U(I“,6U)) + |UE|12H2(U(P,5(,)) :
s=+

Combining the above inequalities and the extension result (87) we arrive at

2

"U - EhBKU Hm(Uﬂf) < Ch%72m||’l}||§{2(ugi), m =0, 1. (4‘41)

This completes the proof of this theorem. O

Now we give the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [[.8 As shown in ([@27)), we only need to estimate the second term (I);. Com-
bining Theorem [£4] and Lemmas and (7] yields

N+1 N-—1
[Tpvs — (Hlﬁ%)i Hm () < Chp 2™ (a% + Z gﬁT> + Cpy TR <b% + Z cf)T> . (4.42)
=1 =1

Here the constants ar, by, ¢; r and g; p are defined in (£32]). We estimate these constants one by
one.

Derive bounds for ar. Using the triangle inequality, the estimate ([£30), and the fact that
[rvE] € Py (T) can be viewed as a polynomial defined on RN, we have

|
|+ Mol (x7) — [Mrog](x7))|
‘ + H[VHTUE]H ‘x:,i — x$|

|+ Ch |[VIrvg]| -

lar| = |[Mrvg](x
< |[Mrog]
< |[Mrvg]

< |[Mrog]

P
T

X

(4.43)

~—~ o~ —~

s
T
X7
X7

Since x7 € Ty C T, it holds [vE](x3) = 0, and by @ZI), we get

|Mrv5](x3)| = |[Mrvg — vE](x7)]
< [[zvg — Uﬂ”Lw(:r)

< ) IMrvp — vgllpe(r) (4.44)
s==+

< Chy 2 Z [V 2 (T)-
s==+
On the other hand,

[VITroil] = 17172 [IVTvg] | o

< Chy ™ Z v | ()
s==+

< Chp"? > Wisla ),
s==+
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where we have used (22) in the last inequality. Combining the above inequalities yields

a3 < OWN S (1wl o) + by ) - (4.45)
s==+

Derive bounds for by. By the fact [[B%V(HT’IJ%) -1ny,] is a constant on 7', we have

jbr| = |[87V (zvg) - 04|
< Chy P57V (Trvg) - o] acr
< Ch "85V (rvg) - nn]l|aery + Chy ™2 I5F — 55)V (Irvig) - mal | ey

For the first term, by 4] and (£20), we can derive
1085V (Mvg) - nulllzzery = 1185V (Thvg — vi) - 0w + B Vg - (an = n+ )] 2
<185V Tnv —v5) - malllzcr) + [0 — 0 oo o) | 185 Voglllzer) + 1185 Vog - nlll 2y
< Chr Y ([vpla2cr) + vklm ) + 1185 Vg - nlllz2cr)

s==+

Similarly, for the second term, it follows from ([B.I0) and ([@.22) that

I1BF = BE)V [ o) - nnlll2ery < D 11BF = BisllL ) IV (Tavi) - al L2y

s==+

< Chr Z hvg|m (1)
s==+

< Chr Z |’USE|H1(T).
s==+

Combining the above inequalities yields
b2 < ChE N Z (|’U]SE|§{2(T) + |USE|%11(T)) + Ch N (|[8* Vg - n]ll72(g)- (4.46)
s==+

Derive bounds for ¢; . Using the property ([BI1) of tangential gradients and the fact that
[Vr, (IT,v5)] is a constant vector on T', we have

leir| = |[V@Thog) - tin]|

H[Vrh HhUE ]H
< ChN? [V, (Thvg HHL?(T)

The triangle inequality gives

|[Vr, (Thvp)] L2y < [[VE, (yvg — vg) + (Vr, — Ve + Vi) vﬂ”m

< Ve, v = vl oy + [ [VEW0E = Vrvi] ||L2 + [ IVrozslll 2oy
Using the property of tangential gradients: |Vr, - | < |V - |, we have
H[[th, (HhvE < H[[V 1_I’I’UE v%)]] ||L2(T)

S OhT Z |USE|H2(T)-
s=%

UE ||L2(T)
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By the definition (3.I0) and the inequality (3.4)), we get
H[[VrhUE VFUE HL2 = H vUE n— (np - VUE Ih HL2(T)
= |[(n-Vog)n—mn,) + ((n—ny) - V”E)nh]]HLz(T)
<2[ln —npf|pe(r H[[VUE HL?(T)

< Chr Z [VE | (1)
s==+

Collecting the above inequalities yields

C%,T < Ch%“iN Z (lstﬁ{l + |UE|H2 ) + Ch N H VFUE HLz(T) . (4-47)
s==+

Derive bounds for ¢; r. By the definitions (312)), (Z23)) and (£24)), there hold

Nir(MEX ) = |Fy|~ 12/ Mol and N;r(EPEv) = |F|~ 12/

F;noTy ﬁBTS

Now we can estimate ¢; 7 as
|ng| | zT(HT ’U_EhBK’U)}
3 k)
F;noTy
< IR Z/ Mgy — v
s=+ 7 Fi
<|EITY2Y T vy — vkl e s

s==+
_ —1/2 s s 1/2 s s
< |Fi 1z Z (OhT / vy — UE||L2(T) + OhT/ v — UE|H1(T))
s==+

=|F|™

< C|F|72h3? Z V|2 (7))
s==+

where we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the standard trace inequality, and the estimate
([@20). Since we assume the triangulation is shape-regular, we have |F;| > ChY ™', and then,

giz,T < Ch4T7N Z |’USE|§{2(T)' (4.48)
s=+

Substituting the estimates ([@45)-(@4]) into (£242), we obtain
+ —2m S S
|HT”?3E - (HEIFE”) |§I7’I(T) < Ch4T ? Z (|UE|?{1(T) + |'UE|?{2(T))
s==+
—2m + + 2 7112
+Ch7? (H[WEVUE 'n]]||L2(T) + ||[[VF”E]]||L2(T)) ’
which together with the standard estimate
|05 — v Fom oy < CR* 2™ 0™ [fpa

yields the desired result ([d.34]). O
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5 The finite element method and analysis

5.1 The method
For each F € F}, let T{ and T4 be two elements sharing the common face F. Define the space

Qr ={qe L* ()" : Q|Tf € VSW(T),i=1,2, q|Q\(T1FuT2F) =0},

where VSy(T) = {Vup, : vy, € Si(T)}. The local lifting operator v : L?(F) — Qp is defined by
[, #"e)a= [ (3"aneh vaeQr 6-1)
TFUTE F

where 385 (x) := EPF 3(x) and {-}r stands for the average over F, i.e., {v}p = (vlgr + vlpr)/2.
Define the IFE space V(" = {v e V' : [Lo=0VF ¢ F?} and the following bilinear forms:

ap(z,v) == / BBENY 2 - Vo,
Q

bh(z,v) = — Z / ({ﬁBKVhZ . nF}F[v]F + {ﬂBth’U . nF}F[z]F) ,

FE]:,I: F (52)
(e0)=8 3 [ B (elr) o (ol

reFr /1P

Ap(z,v) = ap(z,0) + bp(2z,v) + sp(z,v),

where (Vyv)|7r = Vo|p for all T € 7" and (Vhl})|Thi = V’U|Thi for all T € T}'. The immersed
finite method reads: find u; € V,IIE)E such that

Ah(uh,vh) = / fBK’Uh Vvh S V]%F(‘)E, (53)
Q

where fPE := EPKf  Recalling the definition of EPX in [@2Z3), the function fBX relies on the
extensions fi and fg. Since f* € L2(QF), we can simply use the trivial extension of f* to satisfy

@D (ie., fi = 0 outside QF).

Clearly, the method is symmetric and does not require a manually chosen stabilization parameter.
We note that the term by, (-, ) is crucial to ensure the optimal convergence (see [30]). Comparing with
the traditional Crouzeix-Raviart finite element method, the additional terms by (+,-) and sp(-,-) are
only evaluated on interface faces, and thus the extra computational cost is not significant in general.
We also note that we do not need to solve linear systems for the lifting rp(v) for a given function
v € L(F). Using the fact that VS, (T) = span{n, t;p,i=1,...,N — 1}, where T]|Thi = Bfny, the
lifting rp(v) has an explicit formula (see [31]).

5.2 Continuity and coercivity

Define the mesh-dependent norms | - ||, and ||| - |||n by

vl = an(v, v),

ol = lolE + > (hel{BEX Yo} rll3ace + hE Nolrl3ar) ) + sa(v,v), (5-4)
FeF}
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where hp denotes the diameter of F. Using the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequalities for piecewise H'!
functions (see [3]), we have

30y <€ Y bnlipny < Clol; v (HY@Q) N EA@) + V5. (55)
TETh
which implies that || - ||, and || - |||, are indeed norms on the space (H&(Q) N HQ(Q)) + Vil Tt
follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that Ay(-,-) is bounded by ||| - |||, i-e.,
[An (2, 0)] < [z [l Ml flla - (5.6)
The following lemma shows that Ap(-,-) is coercive on the IFE space V,IIE)E with respect to || - |5

Lemma 5.1. It holds that 1
Ap(v,v) > §||UH,2L Y € VJ}BE. (5.7)

Proof. For all v € V¥, choosing q|rr = Vu|pr, i = 1,2 and dlo\(rFurry = 0 in @) yields

/ BBK e p([o]r) - Vo = / (655 V0 - np}rlolr.
TFUTF F
Then we have

bp(v,v) = =2 Z /{ﬁBKVv ‘nplrvlr=-2 Z / BEErp([v]F) - Vo.
rerr’t Ferr/THUTY
It follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

1/2 1/2

[bn (v, 0)] < | 4 Z/T B ([Wlr) - rr(lvlF) > /TFUTFBBKVU-VU

repp /TS FeFy
Since each element is calculated at most N + 1 times, it holds for both N = 2 and N = 3 that
> / pPEVY - Vo <4 Y / BBEVY - V.
TFUTF T
rerr /TT VT =
Therefore, we have

|bp(v,v)| < (%Sh(v,v)>l/2 (4 Z /TﬁBva,vU> 1/2

TEThH

1
< sn(v,v) + B Z /TﬂBKVv Vo,

TeThH

which leads to

1 1
an(v,v) + bp(v,v) + sp(v,v) > 5 Z / BEEYY - Vo = < ||v]|3.
2 TEThH T 2

This completes the proof of this lemma. O
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5.3 Norm-equivalence for IFE functions

We show that the norms || - [ and ||| - [|n are equivalent on the IFE space V,%®. To this end, we
first prove the trace inequality for IFE functions in the following lemma.

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

Vol 2ory < Chp?|VollLary Vo € Su(T) VT € TF. (5.8)

Proof. By the definition of Sp,(T") (see also Remark B4, there holds
ny - Vot = (B;/B}')nh -Vou~, Vphnyer = VFh’T’Ui,
which together with the decomposition Vv* = (ny, - Vo&)ny, + Vr, v* (see BI0)) yields

min {87 /85, 1} Vv~ || L2y < Vot |l p2(p) < max {85 /B5,1} Vo~ |2

for any subdomain D C T'. Using the above inequalities we can derive

IVollZ2omy < Y IVO I F20m) < D ChT IVV® 1720y < ChZ V)20,
s=+ s==+

which completes the proof of this lemma. |

With the trace inequality we can derive the following stability estimate for the operator rp.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the
mesh such that
ler ()| L2) < Chp?|v]|L2ry) Vo € LA(F) VF € Fp.

Proof. Choosing q = rp(v) in (&) yields
lrr(O)172rrorry < Cllvlleaie) (lep()lrellz2e) + Itr (@)l llzacr)
—1/2
< Chylloll 2 e r (o)l 2 r s,
where in the last inequality we have used the trace inequality (5.8)) since rp (v)|pr € VS, (TL). Using

the above inequality and the fact rp (U)|Q\(T1FUT2F) = 0 we completes the proof of this lemma. O

Since v|p € HY(T) and [, [v]r = 0 for all v € V,TF, we have the following standard result

VIFE

1] pll7ecr) < ChF(|U|§{1(T1F) + |’U|§{1(T2F)) VE € Fpn Yoe Vo

Combining this with the definition (&4 and Lemmas and (3] we can easily obtain the norm-
equivalence as shown 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
[olln < lolln < Cllvlln - Vo € ViG".
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5.4 Interpolation error estimates in the norm ||| - ||,

Lemma 5.5. Suppose v € Eﬂ(ﬂ) Let vBE .= EBKy then there exists a constant C' independent
of h and the interface location relative to the mesh such that

BK HIFE

v vllln < Chljol g2 wax)-

Proof. Using [@26]) and ([A.30]), we can bound the first term in the norm ||| - |||, as

[oPK HIFEUHh < Chl[v|| g2 wa*)-

For the second term, recalling the definition of ESK in [@23) and using ([30) again we can derive

> hel{BPEVL (0K ~ T o)} b Loy

FeFy

= Z Z hFH{ﬁBKV(USE - (IIIIFEU)S)}F”i%FﬂaThi)

FeFf s=+
<C Y3 hel{Th — () el
FE]:FS +
<0 35 (o~ (0 sy + W lvb )
TeTE s==+

< Ch ||UHH2 (UQE)>

where in the second inequality we have used the standard trace inequality since v z — (I FE ) E €
HY(T). Analogously, by the standard trace inequality, (34)), (E38)-(E39) and [B.7) we have

7 hp P = 0] e e
FeFy

<0 3 3 (hr?Mos — o) Bagr + o — (F0) o r))

TeTl s==*
scz(uuﬂ;wg-nw; Iy 1 5 Wl )
TeTr

< Ch%”“”%ﬁ(uszi)v
which together with Lemma leads to
su(0PF — I P, 0P H — TG E0) < Oh vl uax)-

The lemma then follows from the above inequalities and the definition of the norm ||| - |||1. O

5.5 Consistency

Define f; =-V- ﬁ%Vu% in Qi From the original PDE (ILT]), we can see féﬁ fif =0on Qi, while
fE fE is not in general equal to zero in Qi\Qi For simplicity of notation, we let u?% := EPKy
and define fPK such that fBK|Qf = fi |th, then it holds —V), - (BPEV,uBE) = fBK in Q.
v '

Multiplying this by vy, € and integrating by parts yields

/ﬂBthuBK-thh—l—/ [[ﬂ%V’UJE nh UVp — Z / ﬂBKthBK anh]F /fBK Vhp. (5.9)
Q

FeF), &
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Using fact [uPX]p = [BPEV,uBPE -nplr = 0 for all F € Fj,, we have the following relations

[BEEV PR npup)r = {BPEV0PE  np)plon)r + {855 Vo, -np)p[uPF,

sn(uPE vy) =8 / BPErp([uP ") p)rp([on]F) = 0.
TFuTE

FeFy

Combining these with (59), (&2) and (E3]), we obtain

Ah(uBK — uh,vh)
= —/ [[[325Vu§~nh]]vh+ Z / BEEY, uPK . nF[vh]F+/(fBK - fBK)vh. (5.10)
Fh Fe]:;llon F Q

(11), a, (1),

Derive bounds for (II),. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
0, < 1185V - 0| ey lon e (5.11)
To estimate the terms on the right-hand side of the above inequality, we need the following lemma.
Lemma 5.6. There is a constant C depending only on I such that

HUH%z(rh) < CHU”%%F) + Ch%HVU”%z(U(r,cphg)) Vv e HI(U(R th%))'
Proof. See (A.4)-(A.6) in [8]. O

With this lemma we can derive the estimate for || 6% Vui - nh]]Hp(F} )

Lemma 5.7. There is a constant C independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh
such that

2 s s 7
H[[B%Vv% . nh]]HLz(Fh) < Oh% Z (|’UE|§I1(U(F,50)) + |’UE|§I2(U(F,60))) Yo € HQ(Q) (512)
s==+

Proof. The triangle inequality gives
+o, + 2 +o, + 2 +o + 2
1185 Vg - nh]]Hm(Fh,) <2|[BE Vg - (- nﬂ]HL?(Fh,) +2|[[B5 Vv - nﬂHL?(Fh,) : (5.13)
By (B4), Lemma[5.6 and the inequalities (3:8)-(B3) for 8%, the first term can be estimated as

2 2
1185 Vo5 - (an = ][,y < CHE I8 VYR o e,
< Chill[B5Vopllia ) + ChtlllBs Vosllin wr.s)

< Cht. Z IVolZe ey + Cht Z Z v H (0(r.60)) (5.14)
s—+ s=4i=1,2

2 2 2
< Chp (|UJSE‘|H1(U(F,50)) + |U§E|H2(U(r,éo))) )
s==+

where in the last inequality we have applied the global trace inequality on the domain U*(T", dy) for
estimating ||Vv%|[L2(ry. For the second term on the right-hand side of (5I3), applying Lemma
again and using the fact [65 Vo - n]|r = 0, we have

2
185 Vg - n]]HL2(1"h) < ChE|IVIBE Vs 0l 720 (r .60y

s s (5.15)
< Cht, Z (|UE|12HI(U(F,5O)) + |UE|2H2(U(F,60))) :
s=%
Substituting (EI4]) and (&I5) into (BI3)) yields the desired result. O

25



To estimate the term |lvp||z2(r,) in (@II), we first need the inverse inequality for the IFE
functions as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8 (Inverse inequality). There exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface
location relative to the mesh such that

IVéllcar) < Chztlléllizry Vo € Su(T) VT €Ty (5.16)

Figure 3: Construction of the ball B (dash line) for the 2D case

Proof. Let x| = prest(x). Using the interface conditions in the definition of S,(T") (see also Re-
mark B4]), we have

T (x) ¢ (%) =V(¢" —¢7) nu(x —x1) my

_ { (B7/BF = 1)V$™ - mp(x —x1) - mp,
(1= B4/B7)VéT -np(x —x1) - my,

which leads to
167 a0y < 2067 2y + CHENIBI 6% B (5.17)

where the superscript sgp and the ball B are chosen as follows. Let Br be the largest ball inscribed
in T with the center x® and the radius ry. Let x = pres+(x°). The line x°x9 intersects dBr at
points y1 and yo such that [ys — x5 | > |y1 — x5 |. The superscript so = + or — is chosen such that
x¢ e Ty IfT'y, pNBr = (), we choose B = By, otherwise, B is the ball centered at xp = (x5 +y2)/2
with the radius rp = |x{ —y2|/2; see Figure Blfor an illustration for the 2D case. It is easy to verify
that, for both cases, the ball B C T}, and its radius g = min{ry, (rr + [x* —x9|)/2} > rr /2, thus,
|B| > Ch&. Applying the standard inverse inequality for v*° on the ball B, the inequality (EI7)
becomes

167122 < 206 gz + Cllé™ 3aca
< 2067 22 >+C||¢HL2<T>

Analogously,
||¢ HLz T*) < 2”¢+HL2(TJ) + C”¢H%2(T)'

Using the above inequalities we can derive

IV@l|Z2ry < Z IVe* 1727y < Z Ch?(6°1 22y < Chz2 (|8l T2(r),
s==+ s=%
which completes the proof of this lemma. O
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The following lemma shows the relations between the IFE function and its Crouzeix-Raviart
interpolant.

Lemma 5.9. For any ¢ € Si(T) with T € T}, there exist positive constant ¢ and C independent of
h and the interface location relative to the mesh such that

C|(;5|Hm(T) < |HT¢|Hm(T) < C|¢|Hm(T), m=0,1, (5.18)
¢ = Hrollrery < Chrld|m (7). (5.19)
Proof. From ([@I14) we known ¢ = Ilr¢ + a¢; with

_ _(Br/Bf = D)VIIzé - ny,
1+ (B7 /87 = VIT1/IT]

and ¢; = w — [lrw.

From ([EI3) we have
la| < C|VIIzg|.

Similar to the estimate for Y7 in Lemma [£.6] we can prove

b lwom Ty < Chy ™.
Therefore, we obtain
lp g |prm Ty < C|VHT¢|h"}r_mh¥/2
< Chy ™zl g (1
<{ CUr¢|pm (1),
Chy ™ lmr (1) < Cldlam (1),
where we have used the standard inverse inequality for IIpr¢, the stability result (£22]) and the

inverse inequality (5I6]) for IFE functions. The lemma follows directly from the above inequalities
and the relation ¢ = Ilr¢ + ag¢;. O

We also need a connection operator which maps a standard Crouzeix-Raviart finite element
function to a function in H'(2). Let V" be the P, Lagrange finite element space associated
with 7, for N = 2 and the P3; Lagrange finite element space for N = 3. The connection operator
Ry, : Vi, — Vo was defined in [5]. Let Z(T) = {T" € Tp, : 0T N 91" # 0}. Under the assumption
that the triangulation is shape-regular, we have the following properties of the operator R;. There
exist constants ¢ and C such that

e ol £ D Ry SC D olfiry, i=0,1, Yo eV, (5.20)
T€7-h T€7-h T€7-h
||Rh1} — /UH%Q(T) S Z Ch%/h)ﬁ.[l(/]v) Yvu S Vh, (521)
T'€E(T)

where the first property is from Corollary 3.3 in [5] and the second property is (3.7) in [5].
Now we can derive the bound for the term ||v||z2(r,)-
Lemma 5.10. There exists a constant C independent of h and the interface location relative to the
mesh such that
lonll2rn) < Cllonlln Vou € ViG". (5.22)
Proof. We have the split

lvrll2y) < IRRIIpvRl| L2,y + [lvn — Hpon 2,y + pvn — Rpllpvn |2 ry,)-
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Here we emphasize that we used the standard Crouzeix-Raviart interpolation operator II; in the
above inequality, not the IFE interpolation operator H}IFE. Since RyIT vy, € HY(Q), it follows from
Lemma and the global trace inequality that

IRAITvn 3 20,y < CIRATIROAIF ) < C Y IThvnlFn ey

TeTh
<C Y online <C Y lonlh ),
TETh TEThH

where we have used (520) in the second inequality, (BI8) in the third inequality, and (&3] in the
last inequality. By the well-known trace inequality on the interface (see, e.g., [27, [41]), we get

lon = ThvnlFe,y < Y Clhgtllon = Tavnll7ecry + hrlon — Thvnl3 1)
Tery

< Y Chrlonln ),
TeTF

where we used (BI8) and (E19) in the last inequality. Applying the well-known trace inequality on
the interface again gives

||Hh’Uh - RhHhvh”%%Fh) S Z O(h;lﬂﬂhvh - RhHhvhH%%T) + hT|Hhvh — RhHhvh|§{1(T))

TeTr

< Y Chy'Myon — Rullyonl|32r,)
TeTF

<Y Y ChpthgMhonli )

TeTE T'€E(T)

> Chlowlip ),
T€7-h

IN

where in the second inequality we used the standard inverse inequality, in the third inequality we
used the estimate (B.2I]), and in the last inequality we used ([B.I8]). Collecting the above inequalities
yields the desired result. O

Substituting (2.12) and (522) into (E11) and using the extension result (3.7 we obtain
|| < Chrllullz2was)llvnlla- (5.23)
Derive bounds for (II),. It suffices to consider the case F € Fj*°" with F C 9T, T € T;".

Suppose F' C 2°° with so = + or —, then we have the standard result from the nonconforming finite
element analysis

/ ﬁBKquK . nF['Uh]F
F

/ BRVuR -nplvy)r
F

S0 2 2 /2
< Chlug |H2(T) (|Uh|H1(T1F) + |Uh|H1(T1F)) J
which together with an analogous estimate for other faces gives

(D), < Ch Y [usl o ) lonlln < Chllull 2oz lvnln- (5.24)
s==+

Derive bounds for (II),. By definition, we have

FBE _ fBK _ fg—fz Q0%
0 otherwise.
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By B1) and ([Z2), it holds

it ty,,E +
||fE||L2(Q§O) =|Vv- EquHLQ(QJiO) < OH“EHH?(Q;})

< Cllu | g2ty < Cllfllz2@)-

Recalling Q2 = (2, N Q) U (2 NQ7), we can derive

(D] = ‘/Q(fBK = [P5)on| < Clfllz2@llonllz2e), (5.25)

Lemma 5.11. There exists a constant C' independent of h and the interface location relative to the

mesh such that

VIFE

lvnllz2(ay < Chllonlln Yon € Vi

Proof. By (B1) and the triangle inequality we have

lvnllzz@a) < lvnllzz@ @ crnz))

< |Rullponllpzr.crnzy) + llvn = Havnllz2) + [Thon — Rallpvnl (o).

Using (24), (EI8)-E21) and (GH) we obtain

||’Uh||L2(QA) < Chr‘”RhHhUh”Hl(Q) + Ch||vh||h + ChHHh'UHh
< Chllval|n,

which completes the proof. |

It follows from the above lemma and (28] that

(D] < Ch[fllL2@)llvnlla- (5.26)

Substituting (£.23)), (524) and (526) into (5.I0) yields the following lemma.

Lemma 5.12. Let u and up, be the solutions of problem [IL1))-({I1A) and problem [L3), respectively.
Then it holds for all v, € V;[5" that

| Ap (uP" = up,on)| < Ch([Jull 2 uas) + I Fllz2@)lvalln-

5.6 Error estimates

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

Theorem 5.13. Let u and up, be the solutions of problem (I1)-(I3) and problem (23), respectively.
Then there exists a constant C independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh such
that

I w® = unlln < Ch(lull g2ox) + 1fll2), (5.27)

where uPK = EBKy,

Proof. The triangle inequality gives

w5 =l < e = TGl + 1l T — |- (5.28)
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For simplicity of notation, let e, := IIF®u — . From Lemmas (0] and B4, we have
€h h > h h U — Up, ER
llenllli < CAR (I )
< C’Ah(H}LFEu —uBE e)) + CAL(uPE —up, ep).
By the continuity (&.6]) and Lemma [B.12] we further have
T Pu = wunlln < C || TG Pu = w5l +Ch(llul m2was) + 1 llz2@)-
Substituting this into (528)) and using Lemma [55] yields the desired result. O

Remark 5.14. We also have the following error estimate for the exact solution

lu —unlln < Ch([lullgzue+) + 1fll2 @),

BK”h + ”uBK

which is obtained by using the triangle inequality ||u — up|ln < |Ju—u — up||n and the

estimates {{-41]) and [5-27).

5.7 Condition number analysis

With the help of the inverse inequality (510) and the relation (5I8) we can obtain the following
theorem showing that the condition number of the stiffness matrix of the proposed IFE method has
the usual bound O(h~2) with the hidden constant independent of the interface location relative to
the mesh.

Lemma 5.15. Let {¢; : i = 1,..., Ny} be the basis for V}}}BE and A be the stiffness matriz defined
by A(i,j) = An(¢i, @) Yi,j=1,...,N;. Suppose the family of triangulations is also quasi-uniform,
i.e., there is a constant C such that h;l < Ch™! for any T € T;, and any triangulation T;,. Then
the lo condition number, conda(A), of A is bounded by

condy(A) < Ch™2,
where the constant C' is independent of h and the interface location relative to the mesh.
Proof. For any vector v.€ R/, there is a function v, € V,IIE)E such that vy, = Zg\;"l v(i)¢;. Noticing

that II,vy, is the corresponding function belonging to the standard Crouzeix-Raviart finite element
space V,, we have the following standard result

ch™ N [Myonl|72 0y < [VI* = vIv < Ch™ V| Thon| 1720,

where ¢ and C' are general constants. From the inequality h;l < Ch™! (the quasi-uniform assump-
tion) and the inverse inequality (&10]) for IFE functions, it holds

lonlli <C D IVonlZaery < Ch72llonlZa )
T€7—h/

Therefore, using the above inequalities we have

TA A
Amax(A) = max v T v S Inmax _Nh(v}hth)
verNs vy vneViIEE ch HH;LU;LHLQ(Q)
C |l vnlllz Cllvnllz

IN

oneVitE hN[[onll22(q) ~ wnevie AN loalZsq)
Ch™2||vnl72(

max
thV,ﬁ)E hiN”Uh”%p(

@ < o2
Q
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where we have used (BI8) and (50 in the second inequality and Lemma[G4lin the third inequality.
Analogously, we can derive

T
vIAv Ap (v, vp)
Apin(A) = min min !
mm( ) VERNJ vTv _U;LGVJ}BE Ch_NHHhvhH%Q(Q)
2
§ Clunlly 4 gy

on eV BN vnl|72 o)

where we have used (5.7) in the second inequality. Combining the above estimates yields the desired
result

condy(A) = 222 < ChT2

6 Extension to anisotropic interface problems

In this section we consider the anisotropic interface problem, i.e., the coefficient 5(x) is replaced
by a discontinuous tensor-valued function B(x). For simplicity, we consider a piecewise constant
tensor, ie., Blgr = BE, BT € RV*N. We assume there exist constants bl\i/[ and bf; such that
bﬁ[ > yT"Bty > bt > 0 for all y € RV with y7y = 1. The extension of our IFE method to this
case is obvious. Next, we show that the analysis can also be extended to this case easily.

Throughout our previous analysis, it is no hard to see that the key is the unisolvence of IFE
basis functions and the estimate (LI3). In the following we show that these results also hold for
tensor-valued coefficients. On each interface element 7', the local IFE space now is

S(T) = {¢ € L*(T) : ¢ly= € Pu(T3Y), [8]rr = 0, BrVé-mylr, . = 0},

where Br is a piecewise constant tensor defined by BT|T}i = B*. Substituting (@3] into the jump
condition [BrVe¢ - nylr, . = 0 we have

BrVeés -npr, o = —[BrVéo - nplr, .

It is clear that

N-1
BrVés -nj, = n} Brn, (Ve -np) + Z 0 Brt; (Vs - tin).

i=1
By (@A) and ([@3), we have

0} Brny (Vs - mp)lr, » = 0 Bin, (Vo) -n, + 1) —nfBrn, (Ve -np)
=0, Bing(1+ (1 - p)Vo; - ny)
= nhBTnh(l + (p - 1)VHT’LU . Ilh),

where p := (nfB;n;)/(nfBrny) > b,,/bi, > 0. By @J), we also have
Voh -t =Vo, -tin = VIrw-t; .

Then we obtain

N—-1
[BTng)J . nh]pth = nzB}'nh(l + (p — I)VHT’LU . Ilh + Z I‘lhlBéTtZ RITh 1 (VHTU) . ti,h)-
1=1
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By replacing ny, by t; 5 in the proof of Lemma BTl we find V- (wt; 5 )|+ = 0, and thus we can prove
h
that VIIpw - t; 5, = 0. Collecting above results, we get an equation similar to ([@.I0)),

(14 (p— 1)VIrw-ny) a = —(niBin,) ' BrVeo - nilr, .-

Similarly to Theorem [£.2] we can use Lemma ] to show that the IFE basis functions for this case
are also unisolvent on arbitrary triangles/tetrahedrons regardless of the interface.

The remaining analysis of the IFE space and method can be easily adapted to this case if the
regularity result (22)) holds. For example, in the proof of Lemma the construction of Yr(x)
should be changed to

(n}Bin,) '(x —x%) - ny if x € T)F,

= 2(x) — IIFE 2 (x wi z(x) =
Tr(0) = 200 ~ P20 with  =(x) {O fxeT

Remark 6.1. The unisolvence of IFE basis functions for anisotropic interface problems in both
2D and 3D is another advantage of using integral-values as degrees of freedom. It should be noted
that the authors in [2] give some counter examples to show that the IFE basis functions based on
nodal-value degrees of freedom may not exist even on isosceles right triangles and for SPD tensors.

7 Numerical examples

In this section we present some numerical examples for the proposed IFE method in 3D. The com-
putational domain is Q = (—1,1)3. The interface is the zero level set of a given function ¢(z,vy, 2)
so that QT = {(z,y,2) € R®: p(x,y,2) > 0} and Q™ = {(x,y,2) € R3 : p(z,y,2) < 0}. The exact
solution is u|q+ = u® with given ut and u~. We use uniform meshes of the domain (2, consisting
of M x M x M equally sized cubes. Each of these cubes is then subdivided into six tetrahedrons.
In all examples, the discrete interface is chosen as I', = {(x,y,2) € R3 : I, = 0}, and the L? and
H' errors are computed via

1/2 1/2
lenllr2 == <Z fw® — Uh||2L2(Q;)> » o lenlm = <Z [Vhu® — thh|%2(9;)> :

s=+ s=+
We use the explicit formula (ZI2) to compute the IFE basis functions in the code.

Example 1. The coefficient 5(z,y, 2) is a piecewise constant, i.e., B|g= = 3F. The functions ¢,
u™ and u~ are chosen as

p(z,y,2) = Va2 +y* + 22 — 1o,

ul(2,y,2) = (@ + 97+ 2°)%2 /B0 + (1/87 = 1/5%)r,

u(2,y,2) = (@ +y7 + 2225
where 19 = 7/6.28. We test the example with the coefficient 5 ranging from small to large jumps:
BT =287 =1; BT =1000,3~ = 1; 7 = 1,8~ = 1000. The errors and orders of convergence
are shown in Tables[IH3l The condition numbers and orders are shown in Table @ These numerical
results indicate that the proposed IFE method achieves the optimal convergence and the condi-

tion number of the stiffness matrix has the usual bound O(h~?), which are in agreement with our
theoretical analysis.
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Table 1: Numerical results for Example 1 with 3t =2, 3= =1

M llen]| L2 Order len| g Order
5 | 3.605E-02 2.780E-01

10 | 9.498E-03 192 | 1.250E-01 1.15
20 | 2.403E-03  1.98 | 5.993E-02 1.06
40 | 6.037E-04 1.99 | 2.919E-02 1.04
80 | 1.510E-04  2.00 | 1.439E-02 1.02

Table 2: Numerical results for Example 1 with 7 = 1000, 3~ =1

M llen]| L2 Order len| g Order
5 | 3.204E-02 8.778E-02

10 | 1.065E-02  1.59 | 5.194E-02  0.76
20 | 2.828E-03 1.91 | 2.802E-02  0.89
40 | 6.983E-04 2.02 | 1.103E-02 1.34
80 | 1.727E-04  2.02 | 4.573E-03  1.27

Table 3: Numerical results for Example 1 with T =1, 3~ = 1000

M llen]| L2 Order len| g Order
5 | 7.759E-02 5.953E-01

10 | 1.998E-02 1.96 | 2.553E-01  1.22
20 | 4.429E-03 2.17 | 1.143E-01  1.16
40 | 1.099E-03  2.01 | 5.628E-02  1.02
80 | 2.721E-04 2.01 | 2.788E-02 1.01

Table 4: Condition numbers for Example 1 (denoted by Ex1) and Example 2 (denoted by Ex2)

Ex1: pt/3- =2 | Ex1: 3t/3~ =10° | Ex1: p*/8~ =103 Ex2
M | condz(A) Order | condz2(A) Order | condz(A)  Order | condz(A)  Order
5 | 1.067E+02 5.792E+04 4.215E+05 1.700E+4-02

10 | 4.346E+02 -2.04 | 4.179E+05 -2.85 | 1.336E+06  -1.66 | 6.911E402 -2.02
20 | 1.753E4+03 -2.01 | 1.629E4-06 -1.96 | 9.202E+06  -2.78 | 2.782E+03 -2.01
40 | 7.027TE+03  -2.00 | 7.574E406 -2.22 | 3.956E4-07  -2.10 1.116E4+04  -2.00
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Example 2 (Variable coefficient). The functions ¢, 3% and u* are chosen as

22 42 2
p(z,y,2) = ﬁ+b_2+c_2_17
B (z,y,2) =sin(z +y+2) + 2,
B (z,y,2) =cos(x +y+ 2) + 2,
u

E(z,y,2) = /BF,

where a = 0.3, b = 0.5, ¢ = 0.6. It is easy to verify that the jump conditions ([2]) and (L3) are
satisfied.

For this interface problem with variable coefficients, in the construction of IFE basis function
on an interface element T', we simply choose [335 = B* (x4, 9, z;) with (2;,y:, 2;) being an arbitrary
vertex of the element T to satisfy (BI6). Numerical results are reported in Tables Bl and @ which
show the optimal convergence of the IFE method and the usual bound O(h~2) of the condition
number.

Table 5: Numerical results for Example 2

M | lenllr2 Order len| g Order
5 | 2.674E-01 2.336E+00

10 | 6.684E-02 2.00 | 1.195E400 0.97
20 | 1.642E-02  2.03 5.989E-01 1.00
40 | 4.148E-03  1.99 2.993E-01 1.00
80 | 1.030E-03  2.01 1.495E-01 1.00

Example 3 (Sliver experiment). In this example we investigate the dependence of the condition
numbers on small-cut elements and the contrast 57 /8~. We deliberately create small-cut elements
by setting M = 10 and defining ¢(z,y, 2) = x¢ with z varying from 0 to 2/M = 0.2.

We plot log;,(condz(A)) versus xg and log, (87 /87 ) in Figure[d From the numerical results, we
can observe that the condition number is not sensitive to the small-cut elements and grows linearly
with respective to max(3%,37)/ min(8%, 7).

8 Concluding remarks

In this paper we have developed and analyzed an immersed Crouzeix-Raviart finite element method
for solving 2D and 3D elliptic interface problems with scalar- and tensor-valued coefficients on
unfitted meshes. We have shown that the IFE basis functions are unisolvent on arbitrary trian-
gles/tetrahedrons cut by arbitrary interfaces and the IFE space has optimal approximation capabili-
ties for the functions satisfying the interface conditions. The proposed method is easy to implement
because that the curved interface is approximated by a continuous piecewise linear function via dis-
crete level set functions and the coefficient is also approximated according to the discrete interface.
We provide a complete error analysis of the proposed method taking into account all aspects of the
approximation. The condition number the stiffness matrix of the proposed method is also proved to
have the usual bound as that of conventional finite element methods. Throughout the analysis, the
involved constants are independent of the mesh size and the interface position relative to the mesh.
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6.5
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Figure 4: The dependence of the condition numbers on small-cut elements and the contrast 57 /3.
The domain (—1,1)? is divided into 10 x 10 x 10 cubes, and then each of these cubes is divided into
six tetrahedrons. The interface is the plane x = z(. It is easy to see that small-cut elements appear
as xg — 0 or zg — 0.2.
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