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Abstract. This paper proposes a C0 (non-Lagrange) primal finite element approximation of
the linear elliptic equations in non-divergence form with oblique boundary conditions in planar,
curved domains. As an extension of [Calcolo, 58 (2022), No. 9], the Miranda-Talenti estimate for
oblique boundary conditions at a discrete level is established by enhancing the regularity on the
vertices. Consequently, the coercivity constant for the proposed scheme is exactly the same as that
from PDE theory. The quasi-optimal order error estimates are established by carefully studying the
approximation property of the finite element spaces. Numerical experiments are provided to verify
the convergence theory and to demonstrate the accuracy and efficiency of the proposed methods.
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1. Introduction. We consider the elliptic equations in non-divergence form in
a planar domain subject to the oblique boundary conditions. The model problem is
to find u : Ω→ R with

´
Ω
udx = 0 such that

(1.1)
A : D2u = f a.e. in Ω,

` · ∇u = c on ∂Ω.

The domain Ω ⊂ R2 is assumed to have a C2 boundary. Here, the coefficient ma-
trix A ∈ L∞(Ω;R2×2) satisfies the uniform ellipticity condition (2.1), ` is a given
unit vector field defined on ∂Ω (hereby called the “oblique vector field”), A : B :=∑2
i,j=1Ai,jBi,j denotes the Frobenius inner product of two matrices. The constant

c appearing in the boundary conditions is intended to absorb the compatibility con-
dition, i.e., c is a priori unknown. The problem (1.1) considered in this paper corre-
sponds to the homogeneous oblique boundary conditions.

The oblique derivative problems arise from the linearization of transport bound-
ary conditions for the Monge-Ampére equation [25]. Further applications of oblique
derivative problems include the problem of determining the gravitational fields of
celestial bodies [21], and the study of systems of certain conservation laws [15, 29].

Due to the non-divergence structure of (1.1), the concept of weak solutions based
on the integration by part is no longer applicable. Instead, solution concepts such as
classical solutions, viscosity solutions, and strong solutions are applicable. For these
different solution concepts, numerical methods for the linear elliptic equations in non-
divergence form have recently experienced rapid developments; See [23, 24, 24, 11, 4,
13, 14, 8, 10, 22, 28] for approximating the H2 strong solutions, and [6, 7, 20, 16, 17,
26, 10] for others.

This article considers the H2 strong solutions of non-divergence form with oblique
boundary conditions (1.1). Here, the oblique vector field ` satisfies some technical as-
sumptions (c.f. [18]), which are specified in Assumption 2.6. The coefficient matrix A
is allowable to be discontinuous. As compensation, it is required to satisfy the Cordes

∗The work of Shuonan Wu is supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China grant No. 11901016.
†Corresponding author. School of Mathematical Sciences, Peking University, Beijing 100871,

China .

1

ar
X

iv
:2

20
6.

12
88

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
A

] 
 2

6 
Ju

n 
20

22



2 G. GAO, S. WU

condition (2.2), which is equivalence to the uniform ellipticity (2.1) in the planar case.
In addition, the well-posedness of (1.1) hinges on a variant of the Miranda-Talenti
estimate. We refer the reader to [18] for the analysis of PDEs with discontinuous
coefficients under the Cordes condition.

For the numerical approximations of (1.1), a discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method
was proposed in [12], which is applicable when choosing suitably large penalization
parameters. A mixed method was proposed in [9], where the function approximating
∇u is confined to the piecewise linear space. More examples on the numerical ap-
prixmations of oblique derivative problems are discussed in [1, 27, 5, 19], where [1, 5]
apply to a particular geodetic and free boundary problem.

This paper proposed a C0 primal finite element approximation of (1.1) without
introducing any penalization term. Following the principle in [28], we established a
discrete version of the Miranda-Talenti estimate for the oblique boundary condition by
adopting the C0 finite element with the enhanced regularity on the vertices. A typical
family of finite elements that meets this requirement is the family of Pk-Hermite finite
elements (k ≥ 3). Since the problem (1.1) is solved in a planar C2 domain, we apply
the techniques in [30, 2] and use the curved Hermite element; See Section 3.2 for
details. The jump and boundary terms in the discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity
naturally induce the stabilization term in the proposed numerical scheme.

Thanks to the Miranda-Talenti estimate at a discrete level, we show the well-
posedness of the proposed numerical scheme, which mimics the analysis of H2 solu-
tions to a great extent. A striking feature of the proposed scheme is that the coercivity
constant at the discrete level is exactly the same as that from PDE theory. Another
interesting feature is that the proposed method also gives an approximation of the
unknown constant that arises in the compatibility condition. The proposed scheme
is proved to be consistent, coercive, and bounded. Moreover, we constructed a quasi-
interpolation operator that preserves the oblique boundary conditions at a discrete
level with optimal order in the energy norm, which naturally leads to the energy norm
error estimates.

The remaining parts of this paper are organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the
H2 strong solution theory of (1.1). In Section 3, we state the finite element spaces and
present the proof of the discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity. The numerical scheme
for approximating (1.1) is proposed and analyzed in Section 4. Numerical experiments
are presented in Section 5. Some technical proofs can be found in Appendixes A and
B.

We use D to denote a generic subdomain of Ω, and ∂D denotes its boundary.
W s
p (D) denotes the standard Sobolev space for s ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, W 0

p (D) = Lp(D)
and W s

2 (D) = Hs(D). (·, ·)D denotes the standard inner product on L2(D). For
convenience, we use C to denote a generic positive constant independent of mesh size
h. The notation X . Y means X ≤ CY . X h Y means X . Y and Y . X. We also
denote | · | as the Euclidean norm for vectors and the Frobenius norm for matrices.

2. Review of the H2 strong solutions. This section reviews the H2 strong so-
lutions to the linear elliptic equations in non-divergence form with the oblique bound-
ary conditions.

The coefficient A ∈ L∞(Ω;R2×2) is assumed to satisfy the uniform ellipticity, i.e.,
there exist ν, ν̄ > 0 such that

(2.1) ν|ξ|2 ≤ ξtA(x)ξ ≤ ν̄|ξ|2 ∀ξ ∈ R2, a.e. in Ω.

It is well known that in two dimensions, the uniform ellipticity (2.1) implies the
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following Cordes condition (2.2) with ε = 2νν̄/(ν2 + ν̄2), see [24].

Definition 2.1 (Cordes condition). The coefficient satisfies that there is an ε ∈
(0, 1] such that

(2.2)
|A|2

(trA)2
≤ 1

1 + ε
a.e. in Ω.

Define the strictly positive function γ ∈ L∞(Ω) by γ := trA
|A|2 . The H2 well-

posedness of the problem (1.1) hinges on the following lemma; see [23, Lemma 1] for
the proof.

Lemma 2.2 (property of Cordes condition). Under the Cordes condition (2.2),
for any v ∈ H2(Ω) and open set U ⊂ Ω, the following inequality holds a.e. in U

(2.3) |γA : D2v −∆v| ≤
√

1− ε|D2v|.

The bounded domain Ω ⊂ R2 is assumed to have a C2 boundary. Moreover, ∂Ω
is parametrized by the arc length ϕ, i.e., x : [0, L]→ R2

(2.4) x(ϕ) =

Å
x1(ϕ)
x2(ϕ)

ã
with x(0) = x(L).

For a function v : [0, L] → R, let v̇ be its derivative with respect to the arc length
parameter ϕ. Similarly, v̈ denotes the second order derivative. Note that x ∈
C2([0, L];R2), we denote χ(ϕ) := ẍ1(ϕ)ẋ2(ϕ) − ẍ2(ϕ)ẋ1(ϕ) the curvature of ∂Ω at
x(ϕ). Let n be the unit outward normal vector of ∂Ω, and t = ẋ be the unit tangent
vector.

The oblique vector field ` : [0, L] → R2, which satisfies `(0) = `(L), is assumed
to have C1 regularity. We denote θ the oriented angle (anticlockwise) from n to `,
then θ : [0, L] → R is of class C1. We further assume an additional condition on the
winding number of `, namely

(2.5)
θ(L)− θ(0)

2π
= 0.

This means that ` does not make a full turn around the normal n. Note that ` is
defined on the interval [0, L], and it can be identified with a function on ∂Ω. Notation
like `(x(ϕ)) instead of `(ϕ) will sometimes be used for convenience.

We define the following subspace of H2(Ω):

(2.6)

H2
` (Ω) : = {v ∈ H2(Ω) : ` · ∇v is constant on ∂Ω},

H2
`,0(Ω) := {v ∈ H2

` (Ω) :

ˆ
Ω

vdx = 0}.

The analysis of the H2 well-posedness of the problem (1.1) hinges on several lemmas
introduced below, which extend the important Miranda-Talenti estimate to the case
of oblique boundary conditions. The proofs of these lemmas are given in [18], and we
sketch the proof here for completeness.

Lemma 2.3. For any v ∈ H2
` (Ω), it holds that

(2.7)

ˆ
Ω

(∆v)2 − |D2v|2dx =

ˆ L

0

|∇v|2
Ä
θ̇ − χ

ä
dϕ.
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Proof. First, a direct calculation gives

(∆v)2 − |D2v|2 =
∂

∂x1
(∂1v∂22v − ∂2v∂12v)− ∂

∂x2
(∂1v∂12v − ∂2v∂11v) ,

for sufficiently smooth function v. By the divergence Theorem, we obtain

ˆ
Ω

(∆v)2 − |D2v|2dx =

ˆ L

0

(∂1v∂22v − ∂2v∂12v)n1 − (∂1v∂12v − ∂2v∂11v)n2dϕ.

Next, we express the first and second order derivative of v as the directional derivative
along ` and its perpendicular direction `⊥ := (−`2, `1). Using the condition that `·∇u
is constant on the boundary, we can obtain (2.7). We refer to [18, Page. 51] for more
details of the proof.

We are now ready to give the Miranda-Talenti estimate in the case of oblique
boundary conditions.

Lemma 2.4 (Miranda-Talenti estimate). Assume the domain Ω and the oblique
vector field ` satisfy

(2.8) χ0 := min
∂Ω

(θ̇ − χ) ≥ 0.

Then for any v ∈ H2
` (Ω), it holds that

(2.9)

ˆ
Ω

|D2v|2dx ≤
ˆ

Ω

(∆v)2dx.

Under a stronger assumption on Ω and `, we obtain the following gradient estimate
(see [18, Page. 53]).

Lemma 2.5 (gradient estimate). Assume the domain Ω and the oblique vector
field ` satisfy χ0 = min

∂Ω
(θ̇ − χ) > 0. Then for any v ∈ H2

` (Ω), it holds that

(2.10)

ˆ
Ω

|∇v|2dx ≤ C
ˆ

Ω

(∆v)2dx,

where the constant C only depends on Ω and χ0.

Proof. Applying the divergence Theorem to the field (x1(∂1v)2, x2(∂2v)2) and
employing the Young inequality, we get the existence of two positive constants C1

and C2 (depend on Ω), such that

(2.11)

ˆ
Ω

|∇v|2dx ≤ C1

ˆ
Ω

|D2v|2dx+ C2

ˆ
∂Ω

|∇v|2ds.

For any A ≥ 1, using Lemma 2.3, we have

(2.12)

ˆ
Ω

|D2v|2dx ≤ A
ˆ

Ω

|D2v|2dx = A

ˆ
Ω

(∆v)2dx−A
ˆ
∂Ω

|∇v|2(θ̇ − χ)ds.

Substituting (2.12) into (2.11) and combining it with the condition χ0 = min∂Ω(θ̇ −
χ) > 0, we have

ˆ
Ω

|∇v|2dx ≤ C1A

ˆ
Ω

(∆v)2dx+ (C2 − C1Aχ0)

ˆ
∂Ω

|∇v|2ds.

Then (2.10) is obtained by choosing A = max{ C2

C1χ0
, 1}.
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We find that the semi-norm | · |H2(Ω) is indeed a norm on H2
`,0(Ω) by combining

Lemma 2.5 (gradient estimate) and the Poincaré inequality, i.e., for any v ∈ H2
`,0(Ω)

‖v‖2H2(Ω) = ‖v‖2L2(Ω) + |v|2H1(Ω) + |v|2H2(Ω)

. |v|2H1(Ω) + |v|2H2(Ω) (Poincaré inequality)

. ‖∆v‖2L2(Ω) + |v|2H2(Ω) . |v|
2
H2(Ω). (Lemma 2.5)

Now in the Hilbert space (H2
`,0(Ω), | · |H2(Ω)), we are ready to define the bilinear form

b : H2
`,0(Ω)×H2

`,0(Ω)→ R as

(2.13) b(w, v) :=

ˆ
Ω

γA : D2w∆vdx.

Lemma 2.2 (property of Cordes condition) and Lemma 2.4 (Miranda-Talenti estimate)
imply the coercivity, i.e., for any v ∈ H2

`,0(Ω)

(2.14)
b(v, v) =

ˆ
Ω

(∆v)2dx+

ˆ
Ω

(γA− I) : D2v∆vdx

≥ ‖∆v‖2L2(Ω) −
√

1− ε‖D2v‖L2(Ω)‖∆v‖L2(Ω) ≥ (1−
√

1− ε)|v|2H2(Ω).

The variational form of problem (1.1) reads: Find u ∈ H2
`,0(Ω) such that

(2.15) b(u, v) = l(v) ∀v ∈ H2
`,0(Ω),

where l(v) =
´

Ω
γf∆vdx is a linear functional on H2

`,0(Ω). Before claiming the well-
posedness result for (1.1), we summarize the assumptions on the data as follows.

Assumption 2.6. Let A ∈ L∞(Ω;R2×2), satisfy the uniform ellipticity (2.1). Ω is
assumed to be a bounded domain with C2 boundary. The oblique vector field ` is
of class C1 with unit length, and (2.5) is satisfied. Furthermore, it is assumed that
χ0 = min

∂Ω
(θ̇ − χ) > 0.

Theorem 2.7 (well-posedness). Under Assumption 2.6, for any given f ∈ L2(Ω),
there exists a unique solution u ∈ H2

`,0(Ω) to the variational problem (2.15). Further-

more, u is the H2 strong solution to the oblique derivative problem (1.1).

Proof. It is easy to verify that the linear form l(·) and the bilinear form b(·, ·) are
bounded on the Hilbert space (H2

`,0(Ω), | · |H2(Ω)). Then the coercivity of b(·, ·) and

the Lax-Milgram Theorem imply the existence of a unique solution u ∈ H2
`,0(Ω) to

the variational problem (2.15).
Note that for any given z ∈ L2(Ω), the condition (2.5) implies that there exists a

unique vz ∈ H2
`,0(Ω) such that ∆vz = z, a.e. in Ω (see [18, Page. 49-50] for details).

Therefore,

ˆ
Ω

(
γA : D2u− γf

)
zdx =

ˆ
Ω

(
γA : D2u− γf

)
∆vzdx = b(u, vz)− l(vz) = 0.

Then the fundamental Lemma of the calculus of variations yields γA : D2u− γf = 0,
which leads to A : D2u = f , a.e. in Ω since γ is uniformly positive.

3. Finite element space and discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity. In
this section, we shall construct the finite element space for approximating (1.1). More
precisely, we adopt the curved Hermite elements on exact triangulations of the domain
Ω. The discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity for oblique boundary conditions is
therefore established through the C1-continuity on the vertices.
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3.1. Exact triangulation of the curved domain. Since ` is only defined on
∂Ω, the triangulation needs to strictly fit the curved boundary of the domain Ω. For
this purpose, the domain Ω is exactly triangulated by Th, i.e., Th consists of curved
triangles near the boundary with at most one truly curved edge (fits the curved
boundary). In the interior of Ω, Th consists of straight triangles. A formal definition
of the curved triangle is stated as follows [2].

Definition 3.1 (curved triangle). A closed set K ⊂ R2 is a curved triangle if
there exists a C1 mapping FK that maps a straight reference triangle K̂ onto K and
that is of the form

(3.1) FK = F̃K + ΦK ,

where F̃K : x̂ 7→ BK x̂+ bK is an invertible affine mapping and ΦK is a C1 mapping
satisfying

(3.2) cK := sup
x̂∈K̂
‖DΦKB

−1
K ‖ < 1.

Let K̃ := F̃K(K̂) be a straight triangle that “approximates” the curved triangle
K. Note that if the mapping ΦK is equal to zero, K = K̃ is a straight triangle. The
mesh size of K is defined as hK := diam(K̃). A simple calculation shows that (c.f.
[2, Lemma 3.1])

(3.3) (1− cK)hK ≤ diam(K) ≤ (1 + cK)hK .

Denote h := maxK∈Th hK . Let Nh be the set of vertices in Th, N ∂
h := Nh ∩ ∂Ω

and N i
h := Nh\N ∂

h . Denote Fh the set of edges in Th. Let F∂h := Fh ∩ ∂Ω and
F ih := Fh\F∂h . For each edge F ∈ F ih, we define hF := min(hK , hK′) where K and
K ′ are such that F = ∂K ∩ ∂K ′. If F ∈ F∂h , we define hF := hK where K is such
that F = ∂K ∩ ∂Ω.

A family of conforming triangulations {Th}h>0 is said to be shape-regular if there
exist two constants σ and c1 independent of h such that,

sup
h

sup
K∈Th

hK
ρK
≤ σ and sup

h
sup
K∈Th

cK ≤ c1 < 1.

Here, ρK is the diameter of the sphere inscribed in K̃. In the standard finite element
theory, the Sobolev space Wm

p (K) is usually related to Wm
p (K̂) by the push-forward

mapping, i.e., v̂ = F ∗Kv = v ◦ FK . To reproduce this in the curved triangle case, we
need to assume some smoothness on FK .

Definition 3.2 (class m triangulation). The family {Th}h>0 is said to be regular
of order m if it is shape-regular and if, for each h, any K ∈ Th the mapping FK is of
class Cm+1, with

sup
h

sup
K∈Th

ci(K) ≤ ci <∞, 2 ≤ i ≤ m+ 1,

where ci(K) := |FK |W i
∞(K̂;R2)‖BK‖−i.

Remark 3.3 (construction of FK). The construction of FK is specified in [2, Sec-
tion 6]. Here, we emphasize that the construction of FK guarantees the following fact:
if F is a straight edge of the curved triangle K, then for any edge F̂ of K̂,

FK |F̂ : F̂ → F is an affine mapping.

Further, to construct {Th}h>0 with order m, the mapping FK needs to be Cm+1,
which requires the boundary ∂Ω to be piecewise Cm+1.
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3.2. Finite element space. Following the idea in [28], the key to designing the
finite element space is the C1-continuity on the vertices. Since the discretization is
based on the exact triangulation of the domain Ω, we adopt the technique in [2] to
consider the curved Hermite element. To this end, we start with the standard Hermite
element on straight triangles.

Hermite element on the straight reference triangle. For the straight reference tri-

angle K̂, the shape function space is given as Pk(K̂) (k ≥ 3), where Pk(K̂) denotes
the set of polynomials with total degree not exceeding k on K̂. The set of degrees of
freedom Σ̂ is defined as follows:

• Function value v̂(â) and first order derivatives ∂̂iv̂(â), i = 1, 2 at each vertex;
• Function values at (k − 3) nodes on the interior of each edge ê;

• Function values at (k−1)(k−2)
2 nodes in the interior of K̂.

It is simple to check that the degrees of freedom given above form a unisolvent set [3].
Curved Hermite element. The shape function space for a curved triangle K is

given as

PK := {v = v̂ ◦ F−1
K , v̂ ∈ Pk(K̂)}, k ≥ 3.

The set of degrees of freedom ΣK is defined as follows:
• Function value v(a) and first order derivatives ∂iv(a), i = 1, 2 at each vertex;
• Function values at (k − 3) nodes on the interior of each edge e;

• Function values at (k−1)(k−2)
2 nodes in the interior of K.

In ΣK , the choice of the nodes on the edge or in the triangle are induced by the nodes
in Σ̂ through FK .

We now verify the unisolvent property. First, the dimension of the shape function

space is dimPK = dimPk(K̂) = (k+1)(k+2)
2 , which coincides with the number of the

degrees of freedom. Therefore, it suffices to show that v ∈ PK vanishes if it vanishes
at all the degrees of freedom in ΣK . By the definition of PK , we know that v = v̂◦F−1

K

for some v̂ ∈ Pk(K̂). Note that v and its first derivatives vanish at the three vertices of
K, by the chain rule, we immediately know that v̂ and its first derivatives also vanish
at the three vertices of K̂. Next, the vanishing of the remaining degrees of freedom

in ΣK ensures that v̂ has (k−1)(k−2)
2 zero points inside K̂ and (k − 3) zero points

inside each edge ê. Following the unisolvent property of (K̂,Pk(K̂), Σ̂), v̂ vanishes.
Therefore, v = v̂ ◦ F−1

K ≡ 0.
The degrees of freedom ensure that the global finite element space has the C0-

continuity in Ω and C1-continuity on the vertices for every triangulation Th, i.e.,

Vh = {v ∈ H1(Ω) : v|K ∈ PK ,∀K ∈ Th, v is C1 at all vertices}.

Enforcing the boundary conditions, we define

V `h,0 := {vh ∈ Vh,
ˆ

Ω

vhdx = 0,∇vh(xi) · ` is constant ∀xi ∈ N ∂
h }.

Remark 3.4 (regularity of Th). To get the optimal approximation property, we
need to assume that {Th}h>0 is regular of order k, which is consistent with the degree
of the polynomial involved in Vh.

The following lemmas deal with the scaling argument and the trace estimate. We
refer to [2] for the proof.
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Lemma 3.5 (scaling on curved triangles, see Lemma 2.3 in [2]). Let {Th}h>0 be
regular of order k. Let s be an integer, 0 ≤ s ≤ k + 1, and p ∈ [1,∞]. For any
K ∈ Th, a function v belongs to W s

p (K) if and only if the function v̂ = v ◦FK belongs

to W s
p (K̂), and we have

|v|W s
p (K) ≤ CS|detBK |1/p‖B−1

K ‖
s

Ñ
s∑

i=min(s,1)

‖BK‖(s−i)|v̂|W i
p(K̂)

é
,(3.4a)

|v̂|W s
p (K̂) ≤ CS|detBK |−1/p‖BK‖s

Ñ
s∑

i=min(s,1)

|v|W i
p(K)

é
,(3.4b)

where CS depends continuously on c1, c2, · · · , ck+1 given in Definition 3.2.

By the shape regularity of {Th}h>0, we know ‖BK‖ h hK and |detBK | h h2
K .

Thus we obtain

|v|W s
p (K) . h

2/p−s
K

s∑
i=min(s,1)

h
(s−i)
K |v̂|W i

p(K̂) and |v̂|W s
p (K̂) . h

s−2/p
K

s∑
i=min(s,1)

|v|W i
p(K),

with hidden constants depend on the shape-regular constant σ and c1, c2, · · · , ck+1.

Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate, see Lemma 2.4 in [2]). Let {Th}h>0 be shape-regular.
For any K ∈ Th we have

(3.5) ‖v‖2L2(∂K) ≤ CTr(h
−1
K ‖v‖

2
L2(K) + hK |v|2H1(K)) ∀v ∈ H1(K),

where CTr dependents on c1 and the shape-regular constant σ.

Lemma 3.7 (inverse estimate). Let {Th}h>0 is regular of order k. For any K ∈
Th, the following inverse estimate holds with 0 ≤ m < s ≤ k + 1

(3.6) |v|Hs(K) ≤ CInvh
m−s
K

m∑
i=min(1,m)

|v|Hi(K), ∀v ∈ PK ,

where CInv depends on the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular constant σ and
c1, c2, · · · , ck+1.

Proof. If m ≥ 1, by Lemma 3.5 (scaling on curved triangles) and the norm equiv-
alence on finite dimensional space, we have

(3.7) |v|Hs(K) . h1−s
K

s∑
i=1

|v̂|Hi(K̂)h
(s−i)
K . h1−s

K

m∑
i=1

|v̂|Hi(K̂)h
(m−i)
K .

Next for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, by Lemma 3.4 (scaling on curved triangles) again, we have

|v̂|Hi(K̂) . hi−1
K

∑i
j=1 |v|Hj(K). Substitute this into (3.7), we obtained (3.6). For the

case of m = 0, similar arguments lead to

|v|Hs(K) . h1−s
K

s∑
i=1

|v̂|Hi(K̂)h
(s−i)
K . h1−s

K ‖v̂‖L2(K̂) . h−sK ‖v‖L2(K).

This completes the proof.
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As one of the main focuses of our work, the following theorem gives the approxi-
mation property with oblique boundary conditions. The proof is a nontrivial, and is
threfore postponed to Appendix A for the reader’s convenience.

Theorem 3.8 (approximation property of V `h,0). Assume that {Th}h>0 is regular

of order k, u ∈ Hs(Ω)∩H2
`,0(Ω), and the oblique vector field ` is piecewise Cs−1 with

2 ≤ s ≤ k+ 1. Then there exists a quasi-interpolation Π`
h : H2

`,0(Ω)→ V `h,0 satisfying

|u−Π`
hu|Hm(K) . hs−mK ‖u‖Hs(ωK), m = 1, 2,(3.8a)

‖∇(u−Π`
hu)‖L2(∂K) . h

s−1−1/2
K ‖u‖Hs(ωK).(3.8b)

Here, ωK is the local neighborhood of K ∈ Th and the hidden constants depend
on ‖`‖W s−1

∞ (∂ωK∩∂Ω) , the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular constant σ and
c1, c2, · · · , ck+1.

3.3. The discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity for oblique boundary
conditions. In this subsection, we establish the Miranda-Talenti estimate for oblique
boundary conditions in the discrete level by using the C1-continuity on the vertices
of the finite element space.

Define the jump of the normal derivative on an interior edge F = ∂K+ ∩ ∂K− as

[
∂v

∂n
] :=

∂v+

∂n+
+
∂v−

∂n−
where v± := v|K± ,

where n± is the unit outward normal vector of K±. For any interior edge F ∈ F ih,

we specify a tangent direction denoted as tF . Let x
(1)
F and x

(2)
F be the two vertices

of F (along the direction tF ). Recall ` = (`1, `2) is the oblique vector field defined on
∂Ω, and we denote

∂v

∂`
:= `1∂1v + `2∂2v and

∂v

∂`⊥
:= −`2∂1v + `1∂2v

as the directional derivatives along ` and its perpendicular direction `⊥ = (−`2, `1).

Moreover, we denote ˙(∂v
∂`

)
:= d

dϕ

(
∂v
∂` (x(ϕ))

)
.

Theorem 3.9 (discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity for oblique boundary con-
ditions). Let Ω be a bounded domain with C2 boundary. The oblique vector field ` is
of class C1. Let Th be an exact conforming triangulation of Ω. For any vh ∈ Vh, it
holds that

(3.9)

∑
K∈Th

ˆ
K

(∆vh)2dx =
∑
K∈Th

ˆ
K

|D2vh|2dx+ 2
∑
F∈Fi

h

ˆ
F

[
∂vh
∂n

]
∂2vh
∂t2F

ds

+
∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

|∇vh|2(θ̇ − χ)− 2
∂vh
∂`⊥

˙Å
∂vh
∂`

ã
ds.

Proof. Step 1: For a straight triangleK ∈ Th, the normal vector of ∂K is piecewise
constant. Using integration by part, we obtain (see [23, Equ. (3.7)])

(3.10)

ˆ
K

(∆vh)2dx =

ˆ
K

|D2vh|2dx+

ˆ
∂K

∂vh
∂n

∆vh −∇
∂vh
∂n
· ∇vhds

=

ˆ
K

|D2vh|2dx+

ˆ
∂K

∂vh
∂n

∂2vh
∂t2

− ∂2vh
∂t∂n

∂vh
∂t

ds.
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Here, the common term
´
∂K

∂2vh
∂n2

∂vh
∂n ds is cancelled in the last step. Using integration

by part on the edge F ⊂ ∂K, we have

ˆ
∂K

∂2vh
∂t∂n

∂vh
∂t

ds =
∑
F⊂∂K

ˆ
F

∂2vh
∂tF∂n

∂vh
∂tF

ds

=
∑
F⊂∂K

Ñ
−
ˆ
F

∂vh
∂n

∂2vh
∂t2F

ds+
∂vh
∂n

∂vh
∂tF

∣∣∣∣∣
x

(2)
F

x
(1)
F

é
.

Hence, (3.10) can be reformulated as

(3.11)

ˆ
K

(∆vh)2dx =

ˆ
K

|D2vh|2dx+
∑
F⊂∂K

Ñ
2

ˆ
F

∂vh
∂n

∂2vh
∂t2F

ds− ∂vh
∂n

∂vh
∂tF

∣∣∣∣∣
x

(2)
F

x
(1)
F

é
.

Step 2: A direct calculation shows that

(∆vh)2 − |D2vh|2 =
∂

∂x1
(∂1vh∂22vh − ∂2vh∂12vh)− ∂

∂x2
(∂1vh∂12vh − ∂2vh∂11vh) .

For any curved triangle K ∈ Th, apply the divergence Theoremˆ
K

(∆vh)2 − |D2vh|2dx

=

ˆ
∂K

n1 (∂1vh∂22vh − ∂2vh∂12vh)− n2 (∂1vh∂12vh − ∂2vh∂11vh) ds

=

3∑
i=1,Fi⊂∂K

ˆ
Fi

n1 (∂1vh∂22vh − ∂2vh∂12vh)− n2 (∂1vh∂12vh − ∂2vh∂11vh) ds︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ii

.

In the last step, we denote ∂K = ∪3
i=1Fi where F1 and F2 are the two straight edges

and F3 ⊂ ∂Ω is the curved edge. On the straight edge (i.e. i = 1, 2), the same
calculation as in Step 1 leads to

(3.12) Ii = 2

ˆ
Fi

∂vh
∂n

∂2vh
∂t2Fi

ds−
Å
∂vh
∂n

∂vh
∂tFi

ã ∣∣∣∣∣x(2)
Fi

x
(1)
Fi

, i = 1, 2.

On the curved edge F3, we first use the directional derivatives ∂vh
∂` and ∂vh

∂`⊥
to represent

∂1vh and ∂2vh, i.e.,

∂1vh =
∂vh
∂`

`1 −
∂vh
∂`⊥

`2 and ∂2vh =
∂vh
∂`

`2 +
∂vh
∂`⊥

`1.

Then, substituting above formula into I3 and parametrizing F3 ⊂ ∂Ω by the arc
length ϕ through the C2 mapping, x : [L1, L2]→ R2, we obtain

(3.13)

I3 =

ˆ
F3

n1 (∂1vh∂22vh − ∂2vh∂12vh)− n2 (∂1vh∂12vh − ∂2vh∂11vh) ds

=

ˆ L2

L1

∂vh
∂`

(`2∂11vhn2 − `2∂12vhn1 − `1∂21vhn2 + `1∂22vhn1)

+
∂vh
∂`⊥

(`1∂11vhn2 − `1∂12vhn1 + `2∂21vhn2 − `2∂22vhn1) dϕ.
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Taking the derivative of ∂vh
∂` and ∂vh

∂`⊥
with respect to the arc length ϕ, and noting

that (n1, n2) = (ẋ2,−ẋ1), we obtain

(3.14)

˙Å
∂vh
∂`

ã
= (`1∂11vhẋ1 + `1∂12vhẋ2 + `2∂21vhẋ1 + `2∂22vhẋ2)

+ ˙̀
1∂1vh + ˙̀

2∂2vh

= (−`1∂11vhn2 + `1∂12vhn1 − `2∂21vhn2 + `2∂22vhn1)

+ ˙̀
1∂1vh + ˙̀

2∂2vh,

and similarly

(3.15)

˙Å
∂vh
∂`⊥

ã
= (`2∂11vhn2 − `2∂12vhn1 − `1∂21vhn2 + `1∂22vhn1)

− ˙̀
2∂1vh + ˙̀

1∂2vh.

Substituting (3.14) and (3.15) into (3.13), we arrive at

I3 =

ˆ L2

L1

Å
(
∂vh
∂`

)2 + (
∂vh
∂`⊥

)2

ã
(`1 ˙̀

2 − `2 ˙̀
1) +

∂vh
∂`

˙Å
∂vh
∂`⊥

ã
− ∂vh
∂`⊥

˙Å
∂vh
∂`

ã
dϕ.

Using integration by part, |∇vh|2 = (∂vh∂` )2 + ( ∂vh
∂`⊥

)2 and the identity (`1 ˙̀
2 − `2 ˙̀

1) =

θ̇ − χ (see [18, Page. 48]), we have

(3.16) I3 =

ˆ L2

L1

|∇vh|2(θ̇ − χ)− 2
∂vh
∂`⊥

˙Å
∂vh
∂`

ã
dϕ+

Å
∂vh
∂`

∂vh
∂`⊥

ã ∣∣∣∣∣x(2)
F3

x
(1)
F3

.

Finally, combing (3.12) and (3.16), we have, on the boundary curved element K,

(3.17)

ˆ
K

(∆vh)2dx =

ˆ
K

|D2vh|2dx+

2∑
i=1

Ñ
2

ˆ
Fi

∂vh
∂n

∂2vh
∂t2Fi

ds−
Å
∂vh
∂n

∂vh
∂tFi

ã ∣∣∣∣∣x(2)
Fi

x
(1)
Fi

é
+

ˆ
F3

|∇vh|2(θ̇ − χ)− 2
∂vh
∂`⊥

˙Å
∂vh
∂`

ã
ds+

Å
∂vh
∂`

∂vh
∂`⊥

ã ∣∣∣∣∣x(2)
F3

x
(1)
F3

.

Step 3: Using (3.11) and (3.17), we now sum over all the triangles K ∈ Th to obtain∑
K∈Th

ˆ
K

(∆vh)2dx =
∑
K∈Th

ˆ
K

|D2vh|2dx

+2
∑
F∈Fi

h

ˆ
F

[
∂vh
∂n

]
∂2vh
∂t2F

ds−
∑
F∈Fi

h

Ç
∂v+

h

∂n+

∂v+
h

∂tF
+
∂v−h
∂n−

∂v−h
∂tF

å ∣∣∣∣∣x(2)
F

x
(1)
F︸ ︷︷ ︸

J1

+
∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

|∇vh|2(θ̇ − χ)− 2
∂vh
∂`⊥

˙Å
∂vh
∂`

ã
ds+

∑
F∈F∂

h

Å
∂vh
∂`

∂vh
∂`⊥

ã ∣∣∣∣∣x(2)
F

x
(1)
F︸ ︷︷ ︸

J2

.
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For any interior edge F = K+ ∩K−, the C1-continuity on the vertices implies that

∂v+
h

∂tF
(x) =

∂v−h
∂tF

(x),
∂v+

h

∂n+
(x) = −

∂v−h
∂n−

(x),

here x ∈ Nh is the vertex of F . This shows that J1 = 0. Let x = F+ ∩ F− be a
boundary vertex with F+, F− ∈ F∂h , we have

J2 =
∑

x∈N∂
h

Å
(
∂vh
∂`

∂vh
∂`⊥

)
∣∣∣
F+
− (

∂vh
∂`

∂vh
∂`⊥

)
∣∣∣
F−

ã
(x).

Similarly, the C1-continuity on the vertices leads to J2 = 0, which concludes the
proof.

4. Numerical scheme and analysis. In this section, we will give the numerical
scheme for approximating (1.1). We first define a broken norm as

‖v‖2h :=
∑
K∈Th

|v|2H2(K) + χ0

∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

|∇v|2ds,

where we recall χ0 = min
∂Ω

(θ̇− χ). For any v ∈ V `h,0, ‖v‖h = 0 implies that D2v|K ≡ 0

on each triangle K ∈ Th. Due to C1-continuity on the vertices, we immediately know
that v is a linear polynomial on Ω. Since

∑
F∈F∂

h

´
F
|∇v|2ds = 0 and

´
Ω
vdx = 0, we

conclude that v ≡ 0. Hence, ‖ · ‖h is a norm on V `h,0.
In light of (2.13), we define the bilinear form bh : Vh × Vh → R as

(4.1) bh(wh, vh) :=
∑
K∈Th

(γA : D2wh,∆vh)K +
2−
√

1− ε
2

sh(wh, vh),

where the stabilized term sh : Vh × Vh → R is defined by

sh(wh, vh) := −2
∑
F∈Fi

h

ˆ
F

[
∂wh
∂n

]
∂2vh
∂t2F

ds+ 2
∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

˙Å
∂wh
∂`

ã
∂vh
∂`⊥

ds,

which is naturally induced by the jump and boundary terms in the discrete Miranda-
Talenti-type identity (3.9). We are now ready to define the numerical scheme as
follows: Find uh ∈ V `h,0 such that

(4.2) bh(uh, vh) = lh(vh) ∀vh ∈ V `h,0,

where the linear form lh : Vh → R is defined by lh(vh) :=
∑
K∈Th(γf,∆vh)K .

Lemma 4.1 (consistence). Let u ∈ H2
`,0(Ω) be the H2 strong solution of (1.1),

then u satisfies the numerical scheme (4.2), i.e., bh(u, vh) = lh(vh) for any vh ∈ V `h,0.

Proof. u ∈ H2
`,0(Ω) leads to

[
∂u

∂n
]
∣∣∣
F
≡ 0, ∀F ∈ F ih and

˙Å∂u
∂`

ã∣∣∣
F
≡ 0, ∀F ∈ F∂h .

Thus we know sh(u, vh) = 0. Since u is the H2 strong solution of (1.1), we have

bh(u, vh) =
∑
K∈Th

(γA : D2u,∆vh)K =
∑
K∈Th

(γf,∆vh)K = lh(vh).

That conclude the proof.
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The following coercivity result follows directly from Theorem 3.9 (discrete Miranda-
Talenti-type identity for oblique boundary conditions).

Lemma 4.2 (coercivity). Under the Assumption 2.6, let Th be a exact conforming
triangulation of Ω, then

(4.3) bh(vh, vh) ≥ (1−
√

1− ε)‖vh‖2h vh ∈ Vh.

Here, recall ε is the parameter in the Cordes condition (2.1).

Proof. Combining Lemma 2.2 (property of Cordes condition) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we obtain

bh(vh, vh) =
∑
K∈Th

‖∆vh‖2L2(K) +
∑
K∈Th

((γA− I) : D2vh,∆vh)K

+
2−
√

1− ε
2

sh(vh, vh)

≥
∑
K∈Th

‖∆vh‖2L2(K) −
√

1− ε
∑
K∈Th

‖D2vh‖L2(K)‖∆vh‖L2(K)

+
2−
√

1− ε
2

sh(vh, vh) (by Lemma 2.2)

≥ 2−
√

1− ε
2

( ∑
K∈Th

‖∆vh‖2L2(K) + sh(vh, vh)

)

−
√

1− ε
2

∑
K∈Th

‖D2vh‖2L2(K). (by Cauchy-Schwarz)

Applying (3.9) in Theorem 3.9 (discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity for oblique
boundary conditions), we have

bh(vh, vh) ≥ (1−
√

1− ε)
∑
K∈Th

‖D2vh‖2L2(K)

+
2−
√

1− ε
2

χ0

∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

|∇v|2ds ≥ (1−
√

1− ε)‖vh‖2h.

This concludes the proof.

We note that the coercivity constant (namely, 1−
√

1− ε) under the broken norm
‖ · ‖h is exactly the same as that for the PDE theory.

Remark 4.3 (approximation of ε in Cordes condition). We note that the bilinear
form (4.1) explicitly uses the constant ε in the Cordes condition (2.2). As discussed
in [28], if the optimal value of ε is not easy to compute, a simple modification of (4.1)
reads

b̃h(wh, vh) :=
∑
K∈Th

(γA : D2wh,∆vh)K +
2−
√

1− ε̃
2

sh(wh, vh),

where ε̃ is an approximation of ε that satisfies
√

1− ε̃ + 1−ε√
1−ε̃ < 2. As a result, the

coercivity constant becomes 1−
√

1−ε̃
2 − 1−ε

2
√

1−ε̃ . Even if there is no a priori estimate

of ε, one may simply take ε̃ = 0, which leads to the coercivity constant ε
2 . We refer

to [28, Section 4.4] for more details.
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Next, we introduce a Poincaré-type estimate which is helpful in the analysis. The
proof is given in Appendix B for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 4.4 (Poincaré-type estimate). Let K ∈ Th be a curved triangle with a
curved edge F . Let u ∈ H1(K), we have

‖u‖2L2(K) ≤ 2(1 + cK)2
Ä
hK‖u‖2L2(F ) + h2

K |u|2H1(K)

ä
,

where cK is defined in (3.2).

We are now ready to give the boundedness result by combing Lemma 3.7 (inverse
estimate), Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate), and Lemma 4.4 (Poincaré-type estimate).

Lemma 4.5 (boundedness). Under the Assumption 2.6, let {Th}h>0 be regular of
order 2. Then, it holds that

(4.4) bh(wh, vh) ≤ Cb‖wh‖h‖vh‖h wh, vh ∈ V `h,0.

Here the constant Cb depends on the the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular con-
stant σ and c1, c2, c3.

Proof. Step 1 : For the first term of bh(wh, vh), by Lemma 2.2 (property of Cordes
condition) we have

I1 :=

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∑K∈Th((γA− I) : D2wh,∆vh)K +
∑
K∈Th

(∆wh,∆vh)K

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . ‖wh‖h‖vh‖h.
Step 2 : We estimate the first term of sh(wh, vh). Note that [∂wh

∂n ] vanishes on the two

vertices of F ∈ F ih, a Poincaré inequality on F leads to

(4.5)

I2 :=

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
F∈Fi

h

ˆ
F

[
∂wh
∂n

]
∂2vh
∂t2F

ds

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

Ñ∑
F∈Fi

h

h−1
F ‖[

∂wh
∂n

]‖2L2(F )

é1/2Ñ∑
F∈Fi

h

hF ‖
∂2vh
∂t2F
‖2L2(F )

é1/2

.

Ñ∑
F∈Fi

h

hF ‖
∂

∂tF
[
∂wh
∂n

]‖2L2(F )

é1/2Ñ∑
F∈Fi

h

hF ‖
∂2vh
∂t2F
‖2L2(F )

é1/2

.

We define an indicator function δ : Th → {0, 1} as δ(K) :=

®
1, |∂K ∩ ∂Ω| 6= 0

0, |∂K ∩ ∂Ω| = 0
. For

an interior edge F = K+ ∩K−, Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate) leads to

hF ‖
∂

∂tF
[
∂wh
∂n

]‖2L2(F ) .
∑

K∈{K+,K−}

|wh|2H2(K) + h2
K |wh|2H3(K)

.
∑

K∈{K+,K−}

|wh|2H2(K) + δ(K)|wh|2H1(K).

In the last step, we use the standard inverse estimate [3] for the term |wh|2H3(K) if

K is a straight triangle. If K is a curved triangle, we apply Lemma 3.7 (inverse
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estimate), which requires {Th}h>0 to be regular of order 2. Then, applying Lemma
4.4 (Poincaré-type estimate), we arrive at

(4.6)

∑
F∈Fi

h

hF ‖
∂

∂tF
[
∂wh
∂n

]‖2L2(F ) .
∑
K∈Th

|wh|2H2(K) + δ(K)|wh|2H1(K)

.
∑
K∈Th

|wh|2H2(K) +
∑
F∈F∂

h

‖∇wh‖2L2(F ) . ‖wh‖
2
h.

Similar arguments as (4.6) lead to
∑
F∈Fi

h
hF ‖∂

2vh
∂t2F
‖2L2(F ) . ‖vh‖2h. This, combined

with (4.6), leads to I2 . ‖wh‖h‖vh‖h.
Step 3 : Now we estimate the second term of sh(wh, vh). By the boundary con-

dition of V `h,0, we know
´
F

˙(∂wh

∂` )ds = ∂wh

∂` (x
(2)
F ) − ∂wh

∂` (x
(1)
F ) = 0 for any boundary

edge F . Denote cF :=
ffl
F
∂vh
∂`⊥

ds, a Poincaré inequality on F leads to

(4.7)

I3 :=

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

˙Å
∂wh
∂`

ã
∂vh
∂`⊥

ds

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

˙Å
∂wh
∂`

ã
(
∂vh
∂`⊥

− cF )ds

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

Ñ∑
F∈F∂

h

hF ‖
˙Å

∂wh
∂`

ã
‖2L2(F )

é1/2Ñ∑
F∈F∂

h

h−1
F ‖

∂vh
∂`⊥

− cF ‖2L2(F )

é1/2

.

Ñ∑
F∈F∂

h

hF ‖
˙Å

∂wh
∂`

ã
‖2L2(F )

é1/2Ñ∑
F∈F∂

h

hF ‖
˙Å

∂vh
∂`⊥

ã
‖2L2(F )

é1/2

.

For a boundary edge F = ∂K ∩ ∂Ω, combining Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate), Lemma
3.7 (inverse estimate) and (3.14), we have

hF ‖
˙Å

∂wh
∂`

ã
‖2L2(F ) . hF

Ä
‖∇wh‖2L2(F ) + ‖D2wh‖2L2(F )

ä
(by (3.14))

. |wh|2H1(K) + (h2
K + 1)|wh|2H2(K) + h2

K |wh|2H3(K) (Lemma 3.6)

. |wh|2H1(K) + |wh|2H2(K). (Lemma 3.7)

By Lemma 4.4 (Poincaré-type estimate), we obtain

(4.8) hF ‖
˙Å

∂wh
∂`

ã
‖2L2(F ) . |wh|

2
H2(K) + ‖∇wh‖2L2(F ).

Similarly hF ‖ ˙(
∂vh
∂`⊥

)
‖2L2(F ) . |vh|

2
H2(K) +‖∇vh‖2L2(F ). This, combined with (4.8), gives

I3 . ‖wh‖h‖vh‖h. Then, the proof is concluded by combing the estimate for Ii,
i = 1, 2, 3.

Theorem 4.6. Under the Assumption 2.6, let u ∈ H2
`,0(Ω) be the H2 strong

solution of (1.1). Let {Th}h>0 be regular of order 2. Then, there exists a unique
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solution uh ∈ V `h,0 to (4.2) satisfying( ∑
K∈Th

|u− uh|2H2(K)

)1/2

≤ Cerr

1−
√

1− ε
inf

wh∈V `
h,0

( ∑
K∈Th

|u− wh|2H2(K) + h−1
K ‖∇(u− wh)‖2L2(∂K)

)1/2

.

Here, the Cerr depends on the the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular constant σ
and c1, c2, c3.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the numerical solution uh ∈ V `h,0 follow
from Lemma 4.2 (coercivity), Lemma 4.5 (boundedness), and the Lax-Milgram The-
orem. For any wh ∈ V `h,0, denote ψh := uh − wh ∈ V `h,0. Lemma 4.2 (coercivity) and
Lemma 4.1 (consistence) lead to

‖ψh‖2h ≤
1

1−
√

1− ε
bh(uh − wh, ψh) =

1

1−
√

1− ε
bh(u− wh, ψh).

Here, we denote

bh(u− wh, ψh) . |
∑
K∈Th

(γA : D2(u− wh),∆ψh)K |︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

+ |
∑
F∈Fi

h

ˆ
F

[
∂(u− wh)

∂n
]
∂2ψh
∂t2F

ds|

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

+ |
∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

˙Å
∂(u− wh)

∂`

ã
∂ψh
∂`⊥

ds|

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I3

.

For I1, similar arguments as Step 1 in Lemma 4.5 (boundedness) lead to

I1 .

( ∑
K∈Th

|u− wh|2H2(K)

)1/2

‖ψh‖h.

For I2, we have

I2 ≤

Ñ∑
F∈Fi

h

h−1
F ‖[

∂(u− wh)

∂n
]‖2L2(F )

é1/2Ñ∑
F∈Fi

h

hF ‖
∂2ψh
∂t2F

‖2L2(F )

é1/2

.

Ñ∑
F∈Fi

h

h−1
F ‖[

∂(u− wh)

∂n
]‖2L2(F )

é1/2

‖ψh‖h.

In the last step, we use the same argument as Step 2 (4.6) in Lemma 4.5 (bounded-
ness).

For I3, we first apply the integration by part on edge F ∈ F∂h . Due to the
C1-continuity on vertices of the finite element space and the boundary condition of
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u ∈ H2
`,0(Ω), we obtain

I3 = |
∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

˙Å
∂(u− wh)

∂`

ã
∂ψh
∂`⊥

ds| = |
∑
F∈F∂

h

ˆ
F

∂(u− wh)

∂`

˙Å
∂ψh
∂`⊥

ã
ds|

≤

Ñ∑
F∈F∂

h

h−1
F ‖

∂(u− wh)

∂`
‖2L2(F )

é1/2Ñ∑
F∈F∂

h

hF ‖
˙Å

∂ψh
∂`⊥

ã
‖2L2(F )

é1/2

.

Ñ∑
F∈F∂

h

h−1
F ‖∇(u− wh)‖2L2(F )

é1/2

‖ψh‖h.

In the last step, we use the same argument as Step 3 (4.8) in Lemma 4.5 (bounded-
ness). By combing the estimate of Ii, i = 1, 2, 3, we arrive

‖ψh‖h .

( ∑
K∈Th

|u− wh|2H2(K) + h−1
K ‖∇(u− wh)‖2L2(∂K)

)1/2

.

This, combined with the triangular inequality, concludes the proof.

Taking wh = Π`
hu in Theorem 4.6, and combining with (3.8b) and (3.8a) in

Theorem 3.8 (approximation property of V `h,0), we have the following error estimate
result.

Corollary 4.7. Under the Assumption 2.6, assume that {Th}h>0 is regular of
order k, u ∈ Hs(Ω) ∩ H2

`,0(Ω) is the H2 strong solution of (1.1), and the oblique

vector field ` is piecewise Cs−1 with 2 ≤ s ≤ k + 1. It holds that

(4.9)

( ∑
K∈Th

|u− uh|2H2(K)

)1/2

.
1

1−
√

1− ε

( ∑
K∈Th

h2s−4
K ‖u‖2Hs(ωK)

)1/2

,

where the hidden constant depends on `, the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular
constant σ and c1, c2, · · · , ck+1.

5. Numerical experiments. This section presents numerical experiments of
the proposed methods for (1.1). We apply the curved Hermite element discussed in
Section 3 with polynomial degree k = 3. The convergence history plots are logarith-
mically scaled in all the convergence order experiments.

5.1. Experiment 1. In the first experiment, we consider the problem (1.1) in

the unit disk Ω := {|x|2 < 1}. The coefficient matrix is set to be A :=

Å
1 0
0 1

ã
. Take

the oblique vector field ` to be the rotated normal vector, i.e.,

` :=
»

1/2

Å
1 −1
1 1

ã
n,

so that the rotation angle is θ = π/4. To test the convergence rate, we consinder the
smooth solution

u = sin(π(x2
1 + x2

2))e(x2
1+x2

2) − π(e+ 1)

π2 + 1
.
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The function f := A : D2u is directly calculated from the coefficient matrix and
solution. A straightforward calculation shows that the compatibility constant c =
−
√

2πe and χ0 = 1.
We apply the numerical scheme (4.2) to the problem on a sequence of uniform

triangulations {Th}h>0. The discretization errors in the L2, H1 and H2 norm are
reported in Table 1. We also display the approximations of the compatibility con-
stant. The expected optimal convergence rate ‖D2(u − uh)‖L2(Th) = O(hk−1) is
observed, agreeing with Corollary 4.7. Further, the experiments indicate that the
scheme converges with (sub-optimal) second-order convergence in both H1 and L2

norm. Convergence to the compatibility constant c = −
√

2πe is also observed for the
approximation ch.

h ‖u− uh‖L2 Order |u− uh|H1 Order |u− uh|H2 Order ch

2−2 2.80e-02 0.00 2.88e-01 0.00 4.95 0.00 -12.128
2−3 7.67e-03 1.87 6.84e-02 2.07 2.81 0.82 -12.086
2−4 1.43e-03 2.43 1.20e-02 2.51 8.48e-01 1.73 -12.077
2−5 2.97e-04 2.26 2.36e-03 2.35 2.21e-01 1.94 -12.077
2−6 7.15e-05 2.05 5.58e-04 2.08 5.55e-02 1.99 -12.077

Table 1: Errors and observed convergence orders for Experiment 1.

5.2. Experiment 2. In the second experiment, let the domain Ω := {|x|2 < 1}.
The coefficient matrix is set to be

A :=

Ç
2 x1x2

|x1x2|
x1x2

|x1x2| 2

å
.

A straightforward calculation shows the Cordes condition (2.2) is satisfied with ε =
3/5. We note that the coefficient matrix is discontinuous across the set {(x1, x2) ∈
Ω : x1 = 0 or x2 = 0}. Take the oblique vector field ` to be the anti-clockwise rotation
of the normal vector by the angle θ = s+ π/4, i.e.,

` := (cos(2s+ π/4), sin(2s+ π/4))T ,

where s := arctan(x2/x1). The function f is chosen so that the solution is given by

u = 1/6(x2
1 + x2

2)3 − 1/2(x2
1 + x2

2) + 5/24.

Directly calculation shows that the compatibility constant c = 0 and χ0 = 2.
The numerical result is displayed in Figure 1, which is in agreement with Corol-

lary 4.7. The convergence orders are similar to Experiment 5.1. This experiment
demonstrates the robustness of this proposed scheme with respect to the choice of
oblique vector field and the discontinuous coefficient matrix.

5.3. Experiment 3. In the third experiment, let the domain Ω := {|x|2 < 1}.
The coefficient matrix A is the same as in Experiment 5.2. The oblique vector field
is given as

` :=
»

1/2

Å
1 −1
1 1

ã
n,
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Fig. 1: Convergence orders for Experiment 2.

so that the rotation angle is θ = π/4. Take f so that the solution is

u = (x2
1 + x2

2)e(x2
1+x2

2) − 1.

Here the compatibility constant c = 2
√

2e and χ0 = 1. The numerical results on
uniformly refined meshes are shown in Table 2. Similar convergence orders to Ex-
periments 5.1 and 5.2 are observed. The convergence to the compatibility constant
c = 2

√
2e is also observed.

h ‖u− uh‖L2 Order |u− uh|H1 Order |u− uh|H2 Order ch

2−2 9.29e-03 0.00 1.11e-01 0.00 2.52 0.00 7.6997
2−3 1.48e-03 2.65 1.80e-02 2.62 6.95e-01 1.86 7.6882
2−4 5.51e-04 1.43 3.40e-03 2.41 1.70e-01 2.03 7.6880
2−5 1.73e-04 1.67 8.25e-04 2.04 4.04e-02 2.08 7.6883
2−6 4.81e-05 1.85 2.15e-04 1.94 9.64e-03 2.07 7.6884

Table 2: Errors and observed convergence orders for Experiment 3.

5.4. Experiment 4. In the fourth experiment, let Ω := {x2
1/4 + x2

2 < 1} be an
ellipse domain. The coefficient matrix is the same as in Experiment 5.2. The oblique
vector field ` is taken to be the tangential vector. We take the function f so that the
solution is given by u = 1/4 sin(π(x2

1/4+x2
2))−1/(2π). In this case, the compatibility

constant c = 0 and χ0 ≥ 1/4. We apply the numerical scheme (4.2) to the problem
and refine the mesh uniformly. Similar convergence orders to the above experiments
are observed. Numerical results and the mesh are shown in Figure 2.

Appendix A. Approximation property of finite element space. This ap-
pendix considers the construction of the quasi-interpolation operator Π`

h : H2
`,0(Ω)→

V `h,0 and its optimal approximation property.

A.1. Construction of Π`
h. We consistently use the following correspondence in

the sequel: x = FK(x̂), v = v̂ ◦ F−1
K . Let Nh := dimVh and µi(·), 1 ≤ i ≤ Nh, be

the global degrees of freedom of Vh. Denote ai, the node where µi(·) takes its value.
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(a) Convergence orders. (b) Mesh on an ellipse domain with h = 2−3.

Fig. 2: Convergence orders and mesh for Experiment 4.

Let si equal to 0 or 1, indicating whether µi(·) takes a function or derivative value.
Denote φi ∈ Vh, the basis function of µi(·). ωi :=

⋃
{K : K̊ ∩ supp(φi) 6= ∅,K ∈ Th},

and #ωi := #{K : K̊ ∩ supp(φi) 6= ∅,K ∈ Th}. Note that #ωi is uniformly bounded
if {Th}h>0 is shape-regular. For any K ∈ Th, ωK is the union of all ωi containing K.

Lemma A.1 (scale of φi). Assume {Th}h>0 is regular of order k. Then for 1 ≤
i ≤ Nh,

(A.1) ‖φi‖Hm(K) . h1−m+si
K 0 ≤ m ≤ k + 1,

where K ∈ Th is contained in ωi and the hidden constant is depends on the polynomial
degree k, the shape-regular constant σ and c1, c2, · · · , ck+1.

Proof. Case 1: si = 0. In this case, µi(v) = v(ai). By Lemma 3.5 (scaling on

curved triangles), we have ‖φi‖Hm(K) . h1−m
K ‖φ̂i‖Hm(K̂). It is easy to check that

φ̂i = φi ◦ FK is a basis function of (K̂,Pk(K̂), Σ̂), hence ‖φ̂i‖Hm(K̂) = O(1).

Case 2: si = 1. In this case, µi(v) = ∂jv(ai), where j = 1 or 2 and ai ∈ Nh is a

vertex. The chain rule shows that φ̂i = φi ◦FK vanishes on all the degrees of freedom
in Σ̂ except

∂̂j φ̂i(âi) = ∂1φi(ai)(DFK(âi))1,j + ∂2φi(ai)(DFK(âi))2,j j = 1, 2.

Then, the norm equivalence on Pk(K̂) leads to

‖φ̂i‖2Hm(K̂)
h
∑
µ̂∈Σ̂

µ̂(φ̂i)
2 = (∂̂1φ̂i(âi))

2 + (∂̂2φ̂i(âi))
2

≤ sup
x̂∈K̂
‖DFK(x̂)‖2

(
(∂1φi(ai))

2 + (∂2φi(ai))
2
)
. h2

K .

This, combined with the scaling argument, yields ‖φi‖Hm(K) . h2−m
K .

Let u ∈ L2(K) and û := u ◦ FK . Denote QK̂ û the L2 projection of û on Pk(K̂).
Then, we define the operator QK : L2(K)→ PK by

QKu := QK̂ û ◦ F
−1
K .

By the Lemma 3.5 (scaling on curved triangles) and the the Bramble-Hilbert Lemma
[3], we have the following approximation property of QK .



C0 APPROXIMATION OF OBLIQUE DERIVATIVE PROBLEM 21

Lemma A.2 (approximation property of QK). Let {Th}h>0 is of regular of k,
u ∈ Hs(Ω) with 2 ≤ s ≤ k + 1. Then we have

(A.2) ‖u−QKu‖Hm(K) . hs−mK ‖u‖Hs(K), m = 0, 1, 2.

Here the hidden constant depends on the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular con-
stant σ and c1, c2, · · · , ck+1.

We are now ready to define the quasi-interpolation operator Πh : L2(Ω)→ Vh by
averaging the local L2 projection, i.e.,

(A.3) µi(Πhu) :=
1

#ωi

#ωi∑
j=1

µi(QKju), 1 ≤ i ≤ Nh.

Here, we write ωi =
⋃#ωi

j=1 Kj with Kj and Kj+1 sharing a common edge.

Theorem A.3 (approximation property of Πh). Assume {Th}h>0 is of regular of
order k. Let u ∈ Hs(Ω) with 2 ≤ s ≤ k + 1. Then we have

(A.4) ‖u−Πhu‖Hm(K) . hs−mK ‖u‖Hs(ωK), m = 0, 1, 2.

Here, the hidden constant depends on the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular con-
stant σ and c1, c2, · · · , ck+1.

Proof. For now, we number ω1, · · · , ωn the sets ωi such that K ⊂ ωi. Then, we
have

‖QKu−Πhu‖Hm(K) ≤
n∑
i=1

|µi(QKu)− µi(Πhu)|‖φi‖Hm(K).

In the case of #ωi = 1, we know that ωi = K and µi(QKu) − µi(Πhu) = 0. Below,
we assume #ωi ≥ 2. By (A.3) and triangle inequality, we have

(A.5)

∣∣µi(QKu)− µi(Πhu)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

#ωi

#ωi∑
j=1

(
µi(QKu)− µi(QKju)

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

#ωi−1∑
j=1

∣∣µi(QKj
u)− µi(QKj+1

u)
∣∣ . ∑

F∈Fi
h

with ai∈F

|QK+u−QK−u|W si
∞ (F ),

where we denote F = K+ ∩K−, and recall ai is the node where µi takes its value,
si = 0 or 1. Note (QK±u)

∣∣
F

= QK̂ û ◦ (F−1
K±

∣∣
F

), where F−1
K±

∣∣
F

is an affine mapping

(see Remark 3.3). Therefore, it is clear that (QK±u)
∣∣
F

is indeed a polynomial. Hence,
we have

(A.6)
|QK+u−QK−u|W si

∞ (F ) . h
− 1

2−si
F ‖QK+u−QK−u‖L2(F )

≤ h−
1
2−si

F

(
‖QK+u− u‖L2(F ) + ‖QK−u− u‖L2(F )

)
.

Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate) and Lemma A.2 (approximation property of QK) lead to

(A.7)
‖QK±u− u‖L2(F ) .

(
h
− 1

2

K±‖QK±u− u‖L2(K±) + h
1
2

K± |QK±u− u|H1(K±)

)
. h

s− 1
2

K ‖u‖Hs(ωK).
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Combing the above estimates, we obtain
∣∣µi(QKu) − µi(Πhu)

∣∣ . hs−1−si
K ‖u‖Hs(ωK).

This, combined with Lemma A.1 (scale of φi), leads to ‖QKu − Πhu‖Hm(K) .
hs−mK ‖u‖Hs(ωK). Then the proof is concluded by triangle inequality and Lemma A.2
(approximation property of QK).

Next, we reorder the degrees of freedom such that for i = N0 +1, · · · , Nh, µi(v) =
(∇v · ei)(ai), where ai ∈ N ∂

h is a boundary vertex and ei = (1, 0)T or (0, 1)T . Then
for any u ∈ H2

`,0(Ω), denote Cu := (∇u · `)|∂Ω. We first define wh ∈ Vh as follows.
• For i = 1, · · · , N0,

(A.8a) µi(wh) := µi(Πhu) =
1

#ωi

#ωi∑
j=1

µi(QKj
u).

• For i = N0 + 1, · · · , Nh,

(A.8b) µi(wh) :=

Ñ
(ei · `)Cu + (ei · `⊥)

1

#ωi

#ωi∑
j=1

∂QKj
u

∂`⊥

é
(ai).

It can be easily verified that (∇wh · `)(x) = Cu for any x ∈ N ∂
h . Finally, the quasi-

interpolation operator Π`
h : H2

`,0(Ω)→ V `h,0 is defined by

(A.8c) Π`
hu := wh −

1

|Ω|

ˆ
Ω

whdx.

A.2. Proof of Theorem 3.8. By (A.8c), we know |Πhu−Π`
hu|Hm(K) = |Πhu−

wh|Hm(K), for m = 1, 2. Note that if K does not contain boundary vertex, then
(Πhu− wh)|K ≡ 0 by (A.8a). Below, we assume K contains a boundary vertex. We
number ω1, · · · , ωn the sets ωi satisfying K ⊂ ωi and N0 + 1 ≤ i ≤ Nh. Then,

|Πhu− wh|Hm(K) ≤
n∑
i=1

∣∣µi(Πhu)− µi(wh)
∣∣|φi|Hm(K).

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, there exists K(i) ⊂ ωi with edge F (i) satisfying ai ∈ F (i) ⊂ ∂Ω.
Then, (A.8b) and triangle inequality leads to

∣∣µi(Πhu)−µi(wh)
∣∣ ≤ ∣∣ 1

#ωi

#ωi∑
j=1

∂QKj
u

∂`
(ai)− Cu

∣∣
.

#ωi−1∑
j=1

∣∣∂QKj
u

∂`
(ai)−

∂QKj+1
u

∂`
(ai)

∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+
∣∣∂QK(i)u

∂`
(ai)− Cu

∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

.

Similar arguments as (A.6) and (A.7) in Theorem A.3 (approximation property of
Πh) yield

I1 .
∑
F∈Fi

h

with ai∈F

|QK+u−QK−u|W 1
∞(F ) . hs−2

K ‖u‖Hs(ωK).

For the estimate of I2, let F̂ := F−1
K(i)(F

(i)) with vertex â := F−1
K(i)(ai). Define

ˆ̀ : F̂ → R2 and η̂ : F̂ → R2 by

(A.9) ˆ̀(x̂) := (` ◦ FK(i))(x̂) and η̂(x̂) := (DFK(i)(x̂))−1 ˆ̀(x̂) x̂ ∈ F̂ .
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The regularity of {Th}h>0 and ` implies that η̂ ∈ Cs−1(F̂ ,R2). Now, pulling back I2
to F̂ , and applying the chain rule yields

(A.10a) I2 =
∣∣(∇QK(i)u · `)(ai)− Cu

∣∣ =
∣∣(∇̂QK̂ û · η̂)(â)− Cu

∣∣,
and

(A.10b) Cu = (∇u · `)
∣∣
F (i) = (∇̂û · η̂)

∣∣
F̂
.

Let Îη̂ ∈ Pk(F̂ ;R2) be the Lagrange interpolation of η̂ satisfying Îη̂(â) = η̂(â). By
(A.10) and the norm equivalence on the polynomial space, we arrive at

I2 =
∣∣(∇̂QK̂ û · η̂)(â)− Cu

∣∣ =
∣∣(∇̂QK̂ û · Îη̂)(â)− Cu

∣∣
. ‖∇̂QK̂ û · Îη̂ − Cu‖L2(F̂ ) = ‖∇̂QK̂ û · Îη̂ − ∇̂û · η̂‖L2(F̂ )

≤ ‖∇̂QK̂ û− ∇̂û‖L2(F̂ )‖Îη̂‖L∞(F̂ )︸ ︷︷ ︸
J1

+ ‖∇̂û‖L2(F̂ )‖Îη̂ − η̂‖L∞(F̂ )︸ ︷︷ ︸
J2

.

For J1, we have ‖Îη̂‖L∞(F̂ ) ≤ ‖η̂‖L∞(F̂ ) = ‖(DFK(i))−1 ˆ̀‖L∞(F̂ ) . h−1
K(i)‖`‖L∞(F (i)).

Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate), Lemma 3.5 (scaling on curved triangles), and Lemma
A.2 (approximation property of QK) give

‖∇̂QK̂ û− ∇̂û‖L2(F̂ ) . |QK̂ û− û|H1(K̂) + |QK̂ û− û|H2(K̂)

. ‖QK(i)u− u‖H1(K(i)) + hK(i)‖QK(i)u− u‖H2(K(i))

. hs−1
K(i)‖u‖Hs(ωK),

which leads to J1 . hs−2
K(i)‖u‖Hs(ωK).

Similarly, for J2, we have

‖∇̂û‖L2(F̂ ) . |û|H1(K̂) + |û|H2(K̂) . ‖u‖H2(K(i)) ≤ ‖u‖Hs(ωK).

Recall the definition of η̂ in (A.9), the Leibniz rule leads to

|η̂|W s−1
∞ (F̂ ) .

s−1∑
j=0

|(DFK(i)(x̂))−1|W j
∞(F̂ )|ˆ̀(x̂)|W s−1−j

∞ (F̂ ).

By the fact that ` is piecewise Cs−1 and {Th}h>0 is regular of order k, the standard
scaling argument on the curved element (cf. [2, Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3]) gives

|(DFK(i)(x̂))−1|W j
∞(F̂ ) . hj−1

F (i) and |ˆ̀(x̂)|W s−1−j
∞ (F̂ ) . hs−1−j

F (i) ‖`‖W s−1−j
∞ (F (i)).

Therefore, we have ‖η̂ − Îη̂‖L∞(F̂ ) . |η̂|W s−1
∞ (F̂ ) . hs−2

F (i) . Combining the two above

estimates, we obtain J2 . hs−2
K ‖u‖Hs(ωK). Thus, we conclude I2 . J1 + J2 .

hs−2
K ‖u‖Hs(ωK).

Combining the estimate of I1, I2, and (A.1) in Lemma A.1 (scale of φi), we obtain
|Πhu − wh|Hm(K) . hs−mK ‖u‖Hs(ωK). Then, (3.8a) is obtained by triangle inequality
and Theorem A.3 (approximation property of Πh). (3.8b) follows from Lemma 3.6
(trace estimate) and (3.8a). The proof is thus complete.

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 4.4. Let K be a curved triangle with vertices

Pj , j = 1, 2, 3 (see Figure 3), F = P̆2P3 be the curved edge.
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P1
P2

P3

Fig. 3: curved triangle K

Let (z1, z2) be the coordinates of point P1. We have

div(

Å
x1 − z1

x2 − z2

ã
u2) = 2u2 + 2u ((x1 − z1)∂1u+ (x2 − z2)∂2u) .

By integrating over K, we have

ˆ
K

u2dx

=
1

2

ˆ
K

div(

Å
x1 − z1

x2 − z2

ã
u2)dx−

ˆ
K

u((x1 − z1)∂1u+ (x2 − z2)∂2u)dx

≤ 1

2

ˆ
∂K

n ·
Å
x1 − z1

x2 − z2

ã
u2ds+ diam(K)

ˆ
K

|u|(|∂1u|+ |∂2u|)dx.

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

diam(K)

ˆ
K

|u|(|∂1u|+ |∂2u|)dx ≤
1

2

ˆ
K

u2dx+ diam(K)2

ˆ
K

|∇u|2dx.

Note that n · (x1 − z1, x2 − z2)T ≡ 0 on P1P2 and P3P1, thus

ˆ
∂K

n ·
Å
x1 − z1

x2 − z2

ã
u2ds =

ˆ
F

n ·
Å
x1 − z1

x2 − z2

ã
u2ds ≤ diam(K)

ˆ
F

u2ds.

In summary, we have

ˆ
K

u2dx ≤ 1

2
diam(K)

ˆ
F

u2ds+
1

2

ˆ
K

u2dx+ diam(K)2

ˆ
K

|∇u|2dx,

or ˆ
K

u2dx ≤ diam(K)

ˆ
F

u2ds+ 2 diam(K)2

ˆ
K

|∇u|2dx.

We then conclude the proof by applying (3.3).
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