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A C° FINITE ELEMENT APPROXIMATION OF PLANAR OBLIQUE
DERIVATIVE PROBLEMS IN NON-DIVERGENCE FORM *

GUANGWEI GAO SHUONAN wut

Abstract. This paper proposes a C° (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 : @ — R with [, udz = 0 such that

A:D?*u=f ae inQ,

(1.1)
{-Vu=-c on 0.

The domain Q C R? is assumed to have a C? boundary. Here, the coefficient ma-
trix A € L>®(Q;R?*2) satisfies the uniform ellipticity condition (2.1), ¢ is a given
unit vector field defined on 02 (hereby called the “oblique vector field”), A : B :=

Zf j=1AijBi; 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., ¢ 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on the integration by part is no longer applicable.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 H? strong solutions, and [6, 7, 20, 16, 17,
26, 10] for others.

This article considers the H? 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
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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
Vu 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 C° 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 C° finite element with the enhanced regularity on the vertices. A typical
family of finite elements that meets this requirement is the family of Py-Hermite finite
elements (k > 3). Since the problem (1.1) is solved in a planar C? 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 H? 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
H? 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 €2, and 0D denotes its boundary.
W3 (D) denotes the standard Sobolev space for s > 0 and 1 < p < oo, W)(D) = L?(D)
and W§(D) = H*(D). (-,-)p denotes the standard inner product on L?(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 <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 H? strong solutions. This section reviews the H? strong so-
lutions to the linear elliptic equations in non-divergence form with the oblique bound-
ary conditions.

The coefficient A € L>°(§; R?%?2) is assumed to satisfy the uniform ellipticity, i.e.,
there exist v, 7 > 0 such that

(2.1) v|€]? < €' A(x)E < p)gf Ve € R?) a.e. in Q.

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 ¢ = 2vi/(v? + %), see [24].

DEFINITION 2.1 (Cordes condition). The coefficient satisfies that there is an € €
(0,1] such that

(22) ﬁ< 1
' (trA)2 — 1+4¢

a.e. in .

Define the strictly positive function v € L*(Q2) by v := &ﬁ. The H? 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 € H*(Q) and open set U C Q, the following inequality holds a.e. in U

(2.3) |yA : D*v — Av| < V1 —¢|D?v).

The bounded domain Q C R? is assumed to have a C? boundary. Moreover, 95
is parametrized by the arc length ¢, i.e., x : [0, L] — R?

(2.4) 2(p) = @;Eg) with 2(0) = @(L).

For a function v : [0, L] — R, let © be its derivative with respect to the arc length
parameter . Similarly, ¥ denotes the second order derivative. Note that = €
C?([0, L]; R?), we denote x(p) = i1(p)i2(p) — #2(¢)a1(p) the curvature of 9 at
(). Let n be the unit outward normal vector of 99, and ¢ = & be the unit tangent
vector.

The oblique vector field ¢ : [0, L] — R?, which satisfies £(0) = ¢(L), is assumed
to have C* regularity. We denote 6 the oriented angle (anticlockwise) from n to /,
then 6 : [0, L] — R is of class C'. We further assume an additional condition on the
winding number of ¢, namely

o(L) - 6(0)

(2.5) o

=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 9. Notation
like £(x()) instead of £(p) will sometimes be used for convenience.

We define the following subspace of H?():

HZ(Q):={ve& H*(Q):£- Vv is constant on 9N},

(2.6) 0 - 2o . _
10(Q) :={ve H;(Q): / vdz = 0}.
Q
The analysis of the H? 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 € HZ(Q2), it holds that

L
(2.7) /Q(Av)2 — |D?*v|?dz = /0 Vol? (6 - x) de.
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Proof. First, a direct calculation gives

0 0
(A’U)2 — |D2U|2 = 871}1 (611}(9221} — (9211612’0) — 87.’172 (311)(9121) — 821)(9111)) y

for sufficiently smooth function v. By the divergence Theorem, we obtain
L
/(A’U)2 — |D2U|2dl‘ = / (811}8221] — 821]8121}) ny — (611}612’0 — 32’0(911’0) n2d<p.
Q 0

Next, we express the first and second order derivative of v as the directional derivative
along ¢ and its perpendicular direction £+ := (—/5, /). Using the condition that £-Vu
is constant on the boundary, we can obtain (2.7). We refer to [18, Page. 51] for more
details of the proof. O

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 Q@ and the oblique
vector field £ satisfy

. ‘= min(§ — > 0.
(2.8) Xo :=min(d —x) > 0

Then for any v € HZ(Q), it holds that

(2.9) /Q|D21)|2dx§/Q(Av)2dx.

Under a stronger assumption on 2 and ¢, we obtain the following gradient estimate
(see [18, Page. 53]).

LEMMA 2.5 (gradient estimate). Assume the domain Q and the oblique vector
field ¢ satisfy xo = II(;}ZH(G —x) > 0. Then for any v € HZ(), it holds that

(2.10) /|V1}|2dx < C/(Av)zdx,
Q Q

where the constant C' only depends on 2 and xo.

Proof. Applying the divergence Theorem to the field (x1(01v)?, 22(d2v)?) and
employing the Young inequality, we get the existence of two positive constants C
and Cy (depend on ), such that

(2.11) / |Vol2de < C’l/ |D?v|?dx + 02/ |Vo|2ds.
Q Q o9
For any A > 1, using Lemma 2.3, we have
(2.12) / |D?v|?dx < A/ |D?v|*dz = A/(Av)de - A/ |Vo|?(8 — x)ds.
Q Q Q o9

Substituting (2.12) into (2.11) and combining it with the condition xo = mingg (6 —
X) > 0, we have

/ |Vol2de < ClA/(Av)zdx +(Cy — CleO)/ |Vo|2ds.
Q Q o0

Then (2.10) is obtained by choosing A = max{%;o, 1}. d
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We find that the semi-norm | - [g2(q) is indeed a norm on H7,(2) by combining
Lemma 2.5 (gradient estimate) and the Poincaré inequality, i.e., for any v € H 52’ 0(82)
HUH%W(Q) = HUH%z(Q) + |'U\%11(Q) + |U|%I2(Q)

< |v|§11(9) + \vﬁqz(m (Poincaré inequality)

S HA”H2L2(Q) + |U|§{2(Q) S M%{z(g)- (Lemma 2.5)
Now in the Hilbert space (H7(2), |- |#2(q)), we are ready to define the bilinear form
b: Hio(Q) X HZO(Q) — R as
(2.13) b(w,v) = / A : D*wAvdz.

Q

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

b(v,v) = /Q(Av)zdx + /Q(fyA —1I): D*vAvdz

> [|Av]1Z2 () = VI = el D*l 2@l Av] r2(e) > (1= VI =€)l q)-
The variational form of problem (1.1) reads: Find u € HEO(Q) such that
(2.15) b(u,v) = 1l(v) Yo € Hp (%),
where I(v) = [, 7fAvdz is a linear functional on H7,(2). Before claiming the well-
posedness result for (1.1), we summarize the assumptions on the data as follows.

Assumption 2.6. Let A € L°°(Q;R?*2), satisfy the uniform ellipticity (2.1). Q is
assumed to be a bounded domain with C? boundary. The oblique vector field ¢ is
of class C' with unit length, and (2.5) is satisfied. Furthermore, it is assumed that
Xo = Ig})n(ﬁ —x) >0.

(2.14)

THEOREM 2.7 (well-posedness). Under Assumption 2.6, for any given f € L*(Q),
there exists a unique solution u € HgO(Q) to the variational problem (2.15). Further-

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

Proof. Tt is easy to verify that the linear form [(-) and the bilinear form b(-, -) are
bounded on the Hilbert space (H7(2),| - |n2(a)). Then the coercivity of b(-,-) and
the Lax-Milgram Theorem imply the existence of a unique solution u € H, 527 0(9) to
the variational problem (2.15).

Note that for any given z € L?(2), the condition (2.5) implies that there exists a
unique v, € HZO(Q) such that Av, = z, a.e. in Q (see [18, Page. 49-50] for details).
Therefore,

/ (vA: D*u—~f) zdx = / (YA : D*u—~f) Av.dz = b(u,v.) — l(v.) = 0.
Q Q

Then the fundamental Lemma of the calculus of variations yields yA : D?u —yf = 0,
which leads to A : D?u = f, a.e. in Q since 7 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
Q. The discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity for oblique boundary conditions is
therefore established through the C''-continuity on the vertices.
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3.1. Exact triangulation of the curved domain. Since ¢ is only defined on
01, the triangulation needs to strictly fit the curved boundary of the domain 2. For
this purpose, the domain 2 is exactly triangulated by Ty, i.e., Tj consists of curved
triangles near the boundary with at most one truly curved edge (fits the curved
boundary). In the interior of 2, T, 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 C R? is a curved triangle if
there exists a C' mapping Fx that maps a straight reference triangle K onto K and
that is of the form

(3.1) Fr = Fx + ®x,
where FK 1 2 +— Bgd + by is an invertible affine mapping and ® g is a C' mapping
satisfying

(3.2) cx = sup |[D® By < 1.
€K

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

(3.3) (1 — ex)hx < diam(K) < (1+ ex)hx.

Denote h := maxge7, hi. Let N}, be the set of vertices in Ty, N2 = Aj N N
and N} = N,\N?. Denote F, the set of edges in Tj,. Let F? := F, N 0N and
}'L = fh\f,?. For each edge F € fi, we define hp := min(hg, hgx') where K and
K’ are such that F = 0K NOK'. If F ¢ ]-',‘?, we define hp := hx where K is such
that F' = 0K N o1.
A family of conforming triangulations {7 } >0 is said to be shape-regular if there
exist two constants o and ¢; independent of A such that,

h
sup sup S <o and sup sup cx <c; <1
h KeTn PK h KeTh

Here, px is the diameter of the sphere inscribed in K. In the standard finite element
theory, the Sobolev space W (K) is usually related to W;"(K) by the push-forward
mapping, i.e., 9 = Fiv = v o Fg. To reproduce this in the curved triangle case, we

need to assume some smoothness on Fi.

DEFINITION 3.2 (class m triangulation). The family {Ty}n>o is said to be regular
of order m if it is shape-reqular and if, for each h, any K € Ty the mapping Fi is of
class C™1, with

sup sup ¢;(K) < ¢ < oo, 2<i<m+1,
h KeTn

where ¢;(K) := |FK|W;-Q([(;R2)HBK”4'

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

Fglp: F — F is an affine mapping.

Further, to construct {7;,},>0 with order m, the mapping Fx needs to be C™*1,
which requires the boundary 92 to be piecewise C™+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 Cl-continuity on the vertices. Since the discretization is
based on the exact triangulation of the domain Q, 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 K, the shape function space is given as Pi(K) (k > 3), where Py (K) denotes
the set of polynomials with total degree not exceeding k on K. The set of degrees of
freedom ¥ is defined as follows:
e Function value 9(&) and first order derivatives d;6(a), i = 1,2 at each vertex;
e Function values at (k — 3) nodes on the interior of each edge é;
e Function values at W nodes in the interior of K.
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

Pri={v="00Fg"0ePu(K)}, k=>3.

The set of degrees of freedom Y is defined as follows:
e Function value v(a) and first order derivatives 0;v(a), i = 1,2 at each vertex;
e Function values at (k — 3) nodes on the interior of each edge e;
e Function values at W nodes in the interior of K.
In Yk, the choice of the nodes on the edge or in the triangle are induced by the nodes
in> through Fk.

We now verify the unisolvent property. First, the dimension of the shape function
space is dim Px = dim Py (K) = UH_I)QM, 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 X i. By the definition of Pk, we know that v = do F !
for some v € Py, (K ). Note that v and its first derivatives vanish at the three vertices of
K, by the chain rule, we immediately know that ¢ and its first derivatives also vanish
at the three vertices of K. Next, the vanishing of the remaining degrees of freedom
in ¥ ensures that 0 has W zero points inside K and (k — 3) zero points
inside each edge é. Following the unisolvent property of (K, Py(K),3), & vanishes.
Therefore, v = v o Fgl =0.

The degrees of freedom ensure that the global finite element space has the C°-
continuity in  and C'-continuity on the vertices for every triangulation 7y, i.e.,

Vi ={ve H (Q) :v|g € Px,YK € Ty, vis C' at all vertices}.

Enforcing the boundary conditions, we define

V;ﬁo = {vp € Vh,/ vpdz = 0, Vuy, (z;) - £ is constant Va; € NP}
Q

Remark 3.4 (regularity of 7). To get the optimal approximation property, we
need to assume that {75 }n>o is regular of order k, which is consistent with the degree
of the polynomial involved in V},.

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 {T,}r>0 be
regular of order k. Let s be an integer, 0 < s < k+ 1, and p € [1,00]. For any
K € Th, a function v belongs to W, (K) if and only if the function ® = vo Fi belongs

to W;(K), and we have

(3.4a) [olws k) < Cs|det B |7 || Bt ||* > ||BK|‘(s_i)|ﬁ|W1§(K) ;

i=min(s,1)

S
(3.4b) [0l () < Csldet Bie| VP Bie|* | D0 Iolwyrey | s
i=min(s,1)
where Cs depends continuously on c1,ca,- -+ ,cx+1 given in Definition 3.2.

By the shape regularity of {75 }n>0, we know ||Bk| = hx and |det Bx| =~ h%.
Thus we obtain

S S
2/p—s (s—i) |~ N s—2/p
MW;(K) S hy Z hi |”|W;;(f<) and |’U|W;(f() S h Z |’U|W;7(K)7
i=min(s,1) 4=min(s,1)
with hidden constants depend on the shape-regular constant o and c1,co, -+, Ckt1.

LEMMA 3.6 (trace estimate, see Lemma 2.4 in [2]). Let {Tn}n>0 be shape-regular.
For any K € Ty, we have

(3.5) HUH%z(aK) < CTr(h;(IHUHQLz(K) + hK|U|%rl(K)) Vv € H'(K),

where Cy dependents on ci; and the shape-reqular constant o.

LEMMA 3.7 (inverse estimate). Let {Tn}hso s regular of order k. For any K €
Tr, the following inverse estimate holds with 0 < m < s <k+1

m

(3.6) olae) < e Y oluiy, Vo € Px,

i=min(1,m)
where Cr,, depends on the polynomial degree k, the shape-reqular constant o and
C1,C2, 7Ck+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) olars () S hic Z |ﬁ|Hi(f<)h§§ﬂ) Shi® Z ‘@‘Hi(f()h%nﬂ).
i=1 =

Next for each 1 <i < m, by Lemma 3.4 (scaling on curved triangles) again, we have
0] i) S hit Z;zl |v| i (k). Substitute this into (3.7), we obtained (3.6). For the
case of m = 0, similar arguments lead to

olarex) S 15 S 1ol s he ™ S e 1ol 2y S B ol e,
=1

This completes the proof. 0
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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 Vh{o)' Assume that {Tp, }nso is reqular
of order k, u € H*(Q)N H; (), and the oblique vector field { is piecewise C*~1 with
2 <s<k+1. Then there exists a quasi-interpolation HfL : HZQ,O(Q) — fo,o satisfying

(383’) |U_H§Lu|Hm’(K) Sh?m”uHH‘s(wK)7 m=1,2
s—1—-1/2
(3.8b) IV (u = Tu) | 2 com) S Bl 2 ull e (wre) -

Here, wg is the local neighborhood of K € T and the hidden constants depend
on ||€llyy:-1(punan) » the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular constant o and
C1,Coy" "+ 7Ck+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 C'-continuity on the vertices
of the finite element space.

Define the jump of the normal derivative on an interior edge F' = KT NOK™ as

i _
ov = o™ + 81}77 where 0% = v|g+,

[3771] ont ~ On
where n* is the unit outward normal vector of K. For any interior edge F € F},

we specify a tangent direction denoted as tr. Let w(l) and :c(2) be the two vertices
of F' (along the direction tr). Recall £ = (£1,£s) is the oblique vector field defined on
0f), and we denote

ov ov

& = f101v + €a0v  and (‘%T 1= —l01v + €102V

as the directional derivatives along ¢ and its perpendicular direction ¢+ = ({3, (1).

Moreover, we denote (%) = d (‘3;? (CL‘(SD)))

THEOREM 3.9 (discrete eranda—Talenti—type identity for oblique boundary con-
ditions). Let  be a bounded domain with C? boundary. The oblique vector field ¢ is

of class C'. Let Ty, be an exact conforming triangulation of ). For any v, € Vj,, it
holds that

Z/ (Avp)2da = /|D2vh| dr+2 Y / %”h %t”h
n

KeTh KeTh FE]”

Ou, (Din)
+ Z/|Vuh| ) =257 5, )ds

FeF?

(3.9)

Proof. Step 1: For a straight triangle K € Tj,, the normal vector of 9K is piecewise
constant. Using integration by part, we obtain (see [23, Equ. (3.7)])

/(Avh)zdx:/ |D?vp)?dx + %A h—V% Vupds
K K K on on

8vh 8 Uh 8 Uh a’l}h
= D?uy,|2d / il — —d
/K‘ ol et | B~ Bion ot

(3.10)
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Here, the common term |, Sk %2;:2!‘ %%ds is cancelled in the last step. Using integration

by part on the edge F' C 0K, we have

8211h ovy, 82’0h o,
/BK ot 5= D /F Btrom oty

FCOK
@
=y (- GOy Ovn O
FCOK F on 315% on 8tF a:(Fl)
Hence, (3.10) can be reformulated as
@
oy, 0%y, ovy, Ovy,
(3.11) / (Avh)de:/ |D?vp)?dx + 2| — ds — ——
K K FCZOK F 3n 61:% 871 atF mg)

Step 2: A direct calculation shows that

0 0
(Avp)? — |D?vp|* = —— (01002201 — DovpO12vs) — —— (O1VR0120, — Do O11v) -
ory Oz

For any curved triangle K € 7Tj,, apply the divergence Theorem
/ (Avp)? — | D2y, 2 dx
K

= / ni (010,,02205 — O2vpO120p) — Ng (0100120, — D20k 0110p) ds
oK

3
> / n1 (O1vp022v, — ovpO1201) — N2 (O1vp012v, — ovpOr1vy) ds .
F;

i=1,F;COK

I;

In the last step, we denote K = U?_, F; where F; and Fj are the two straight edges
and F3 C 09 is the curved edge. On the straight edge (i.e. i = 1,2), the same
calculation as in Step 1 leads to

(2)

vy, vy, 0 i
(3.12) =2 S8 hgs_ (ﬂﬂ) . i=1,2.
F On Oty on Otp, O
F;
On the curved edge F3, we first use the directional derivatives 88”; and g}’ﬁ to represent

O1vp, and Oquy, i.e.,

vy, Ouy, vy, Oup,
—l — —/ d o =y,
et T gLt e Gt = Grh T T
Then, substituting above formula into I3 and parametrizing F5 C 0 by the arc
length ¢ through the C? mapping, « : [L1, Ls] — R?, we obtain

a1'Uh = 61.

I3 = / n1 (01002201, — O20p012U) — Mg (01001208 — Dav,O1101) ds
F3

L
20
(3'13) = % (Ezauvhnz — la012vpm1 — £10210pM2 + Elazzvhm)
Ly

+ —1 (t1011vpn2 — £1012vpn1 + L2021Upn2 — L2020upm1) dip.
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Taking the derivative of ‘%h and 8;1 with respect to the arc length ¢, and noting

that (nq,ng) = (&2, —&1), we obtain
ooy, , . . .
50 )= (101101 + L1012V &9 + L2021V E1 + L20220pE2)
(3.14) + L1010, + (2000
= (—l1011vpn2 + £10120pm1 — €20210p M2 + £20220pM1)

+ 610101, + ladavp,

and similarly

vy,
( Gl ) = (4231111}17&2 - 5251211}17” - 51321?1}1712 + €1322Uhn1)

(3.15) ot

— E'Qalvh + élagvh.

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

L
2 th c%h . . avh 8”Uh (9’Uh avh
I3 = (—2 —2)66—66 ( > ( )d
’ /L (e + (Gger)™) (hle = 80 + 57 50T ) ~ 3t \ o
Using integration by part, |Vou|? = (92:)? + (22)2 and the identity (610, — £201) =
f — x (see [18, Page. 48]), we have

Lo ) vy, (a{;h) ((%h 8%)
J— 2 = 1 A
(3.16) I3 = /L1 [VoR|*(0 — x) — 25@ Y dp + ol o+

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

2
ovy, G%h <6’Uh dvp, )
24 2. 12 h — ===
/K(Avh) d:c—/K|D onl?da + ;:1 2 ). on o, o o,

(3.17)

(2)

(1)
T p,

(2)

F

e

) )

. 8vh ((%h) (a’l}h 8'Uh >

2 J— J— —_— E— —_——
o Vel O =x) =257 )5 5 gt

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

Z/ (Avp)?dx = Z / | D2y, |2da

(1)
T p,

KeTn KeTn

e

th 0? vh 31},‘1" 31}2‘ v, Ovy, r

2 [t 2 (am e | on- otr )|

FE]—" FeF; Tp

J1
e
ovp, (O, Ovy, Ovy,

> /'V”h| _2817( ) Z (ae ael) .
F€.7:a f T

J2
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For any interior edge FF' = K™ N K~, the C'-continuity on the vertices implies that

811; _81},? av; B avh
% T) = %(m)’ ani(m) = T on- (z),

here & € N, is the vertex of F. This shows that J; = 0. Let € = FtT N F~ be a
boundary vertex with F*, F~ ¢ ]-',?, we have

8’Uh 8’Uh
=D (( 0 90%)| ps

zeNP

Gt )@

Similarly, the C'-continuity on the vertices leads to J» = 0, which concludes the
proof. 0

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

ol = 3 ol + 30 3 [ (90

KeTh FeF?

where we recall o = nalén(e —x). For any v € fo,O? |lv]|, = 0 implies that D?v|x =0

on each triangle K € T,. Due to C'-continuity on the vertices, we immediately know
that v is a linear polynomial on Q. Since -y 7o Jr |Vo|?ds = 0 and [, vdz = 0, we

conclude that v = 0. Hence, || - || is @ norm on Vh 0
In light of (2.13), we define the bilinear form bh Vi x Vi, — R as
2—+1—c¢

(4.1) bh(wh,vh) = Z ("yA : DQU)h,Avh)K —+
KeTh

5 sn(Wh, vn),

where the stabilized term sy, : Vj, x V;, — R is defined by
8wh 02y, 3wh 3Uh
sn(wn, vp) =—2Z/ B 8t2d +ZZ/ 8€L

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 uy, € V{  such that

(4.2) bh(u;“vh) = lh(vh) Yoy, € V}f,Ov
where the linear form I, : Vj, — R is defined by {5, (vp,) := ZKGTh (vf, Avp) k

LEMMA 4.1 (consistence). Let u € Hj((Q) be the H? strong solution of (1.1),
then u satisfies the numerical scheme (4.2), i.e., by (u,vy) = lp(vs) for any vy, € fo,o-

Proof. u € H} () leads to

0, VFeF.

Ou ; ou

Thus we know sy, (u,v,) = 0. Since u is the H? strong solution of (1.1), we have
bu(u,vn) = 3 (YA: D*u,Avy)g = > (7f, Avn)k = In(vp).
KeTy, KeTy,

That conclude the proof. 0
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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 Ty, be a exact conforming
triangulation of 2, then

(43) bh(’l)h,’l)h) > (1 —V1- E)th”i v € Vh.

Here, recall € 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

br(on,vn) = > [Avl 72y + Y (VA= 1) : D?op, Avy) i
KeTy, KeTh

+2—\/1—5

sn(vn, vn)

2
> Z [Av |72y — V1 —€ Z I D?vn]l L2) | Avn | 2 (k)

KeTh KeTh

2—+1-
+ %sh(vh, vp) (by Lemma 2.2)
2—+1-¢

Z2—— ( > lIAvFe + Sh(vhvvh)>
KeTh

V1—e¢

- Z ||D2vh||%2(K). (by Cauchy-Schwarz)
KE,]—}L

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

bn(vn,vn) > (1 = V1 —¢) Z [1D%0n 122 1)

KeTh
2—+1—¢
+ 50 Y [ 9ePas = - VISl
FeF? F
This concludes the proof. 0

We note that the coercivity constant (namely, 1 —+/1 — ¢) under the broken norm
I - |n is exactly the same as that for the PDE theory.

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

reads
2—+1—-¢

B;L(wh,vh) = Z (VA : DZ’LU}L, Avh)}( + sh(wh, Uh),

KeTh 2
where £ is an approximation of € that satisfies v/1 — & + \};TEE_ < 2. As a result, the
coercivity constant becomes 1 — 1275 — 2\1/%. Even if there is no a priori estimate

of €, one may simply take € = 0, which leads to the coercivity constant §. 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 € Ty be a curved triangle with a
curved edge F. Let u € H'(K), we have

lull? 2y < 200+ ex)? (hacllull o ey + B lulb i) »

where cx 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 {Tp}n>o be regular of
order 2. Then, it holds that
(4.4) bi(wh, vn) < Collwllnllnlln — wh,on € Vi,
Here the constant Cy, depends on the the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular con-
stant o and cy,co, C3.

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

I = Z (A —=1) : D*wy,, Avp) kg + Z (Awp, Avp) k| S Nlwrllrllvrllz-
KeThn KeTh

Step 2: We estimate the first term of sy, (wp, vi,). Note that [
vertices of F' € F}, a Poincaré inequality on F' leads to

Z / 8wh6vh
on 8152 ds

2] vanishes on the two

FeF}
1/2 1/2
_ 8wh 8 ’Uh
(4.5) <| D mEll, ey > hellga I\Lz(m
FeF} FeF;
1/2 1/2
0 8wh 8 Uh
S| D2 hellg 5 e > hrellga IILz(F>

FerF, g FeF;

1, |0KNOoQ#0
0, [OKNaQl=0"
an interior edge F = K™ N K, Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate) leads to

We define an indicator function § : 7, — {0,1} as §(K) := { For

0 8wh

hrll g [ ]IILz VS > lwnliee + RiclwnlFe

Ke{K+ K~}

SO waleg + 0K wal i k-
Ke{K+ K-}

In the last step, we use the standard inverse estimate [3] for the term |wh|i13(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 {7}, }n>0 to be regular of order 2. Then, applying Lemma
4.4 (Poincaré-type estimate), we arrive at

0 8wh
Z hF“@tF[ 11172 2y S Z |wh|%12(1<) +5(K)|wh|%11(1<)

FeF} KeTn
(4.6) " ) , )
S D lwnlteg + D IVwnlZapr) S llwalli.
KeTh FeFp
Similar arguments as (4.6) lead to 3 pe i hFH%%hH%z(F) < |lonl|2. This, combined

with (4.6), leads to Iy < ||wg||nlvslla-
Step 3: Now we estimate the second term of sp(wp,vp). By the boundary con-

dition of V}f 0> We know fF 6)“’")ds = 85”[ (mg)) - Bgz"( %)) = 0 for any boundary

edge F'. Denote cp := fF aﬁ ds, a Poincaré inequality on F' leads to

awh th 8wh 3Uh
Z/ agL Z/ (%L_CF)ds

FeF?
1/2 1/2
6wh —1 (%h 2
(4.7) < Z hrll Z2(r > e HalT_CFHL?(F)
FeF?
1/2 1/2
8wh 8vh
<[ mel (2 o 5 el 2
FeFp FeF?

For a boundary edge F' = 0K N 02, combining Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate), Lemma
3.7 (inverse estimate) and (3.14), we have
6wh < 2 2 p
Bl (22 12y S R (9002200 + 11 D20 2 i) (by (3.14))

S ‘wh|H1 (x) T (h% + 1)|wh‘H2(K + hK|wh|H3 ) (Lemma 3.6)

S ‘wh|H1(K) + |wh|Hz(K)- (Lemma 3.7)

By Lemma 4.4 (Poincaré-type estimate), we obtain
Bwh
(1.9 (2 ) ey S ey + Iy

Similarly hF||((%L W22y S [nlfz )+ VORIl 2 (- This, combined with (4.8), gives
Is < |lwnllnllvelln- Then, the proof is concluded by combing the estimate for I;,
i=1,2,3. O

THEOREM 4.6. Under the Assumption 2.6, let u € H(Q) be the H> strong
solution of (1.1). Let {Tn}tn>o be regular of order 2. Then there exists a unique
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solution up, € V,f’o to (4.2) satisfying

1/2
( Z u— uhﬁz?(x))

KeTy

1/2
Ce
< ——" __  inf u— wp|? + h 2|V (u—wp) |2 )
S 1= oneve <K;h| h|H2(K) x IV( h)HLZ(aK)

Here, the Cq depends on the the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular constant o
and c1,co,C3.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the numerical solution u; € Vh o follow
from Lemma 4.2 (coercivity), Lemma 4.5 (boundedness), and the Lax-Milgram The-
orem. For any wy € Vif,O’ denote ¥y, := up — wp, € fo,o' Lemma 4.2 (coercivity) and
Lemma 4.1 (consistence) lead to

1 1
2« - p _ - -
qu)h”h = 1_ m h(uh /whalph) 1_ m

Here, we denote

by (u — wh, Yn).

2 ) 62¢h
br(u —wh,bn) S 1Y (YA D (u—wp), M) i |+] Y / 7] ez, ds|
KeT, FeFi
I I
31/%
—ds
1 3 [ () gkl
FeF?
I3
For I, similar arguments as Step 1 in Lemma 4.5 (boundedness) lead to
1/2
IS ( > fu- whﬁﬂ(}()) ll%on |-
KeTh
For Iy, we have
1/2 1/2
wh) &,
I < Z hg 1H ——— 72 Z hFHwniz(F)
FeF} FeF} F
1/2
w)
S he 1H ——— Iz l[¥nlln-
FeFi

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 € ]-",? . Due to the
C'-continuity on vertices of the finite element space and the boundary condition of
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u € Hf ((Q), we obtain

I3_|Z/ e gﬁ I_‘Z/a ewh gzﬁ)d'

FG}—G Fe ]:8
1/2 . 1/2
Wh) 1o O,
<| > hi 1|| 172 > haell 0L 1Z2(r)
FeF? FeF?
1/2
S Z hpt [V (u = wp) |32 [%nlln-

FeF?

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 I;, i = 1,2,3, we arrive

1/2
[¥nlln < (Z |u — wh 3 () +hE<1|V(u—wh)|I%2(aK>> :

KeTy

This, combined with the triangular inequality, concludes the proof. 0

Taking wj, = II{u in Theorem 4.6, and combining with (3.8b) and (3.8a) in
Theorem 3.8 (approximation property of Vfﬁo)v we have the following error estimate
result.

COROLLARY 4.7. Under the Assumption 2.6, assume that {Tp}nso is regular of
order k, w € H*(Q) N HF () is the H* strong solution of (1.1), and the oblique
vector field ¢ is piecewise C*~% with 2 < s < k + 1. It holds that

1/2 . 1/2
(4.9) < Z lu— Uh|%r2(K)> S T ( Z hQS 4||UHH5 WK)> )

KeTyn KeTn

where the hidden constant depends on £, the polynomial degree k, the shape-reqular
constant o and c1,Ca, -+ ,Ckt1-

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

L O) . Take

the unit disk Q := {|z|?> < 1}. The coefficient matrix is set to be A := (0 1

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

= ViR(p e

so that the rotation angle is § = 7/4. To test the convergence rate, we consinder the
smooth solution
(e +1)

. w+m
u = sin(m(2? + 22))el™ )—71_27“.
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The function f := A : D?u is directly calculated from the coefficient matrix and
solution. A straightforward calculation shows that the compatibility constant ¢ =
—/2me and xo = 1.

We apply the numerical scheme (4.2) to the problem on a sequence of uniform
triangulations {7 }n>0. The discretization errors in the L?, H' and H? norm are
reported in Table 1. We also display the approximations of the compatibility con-
stant. The expected optimal convergence rate [|[D?(u — up)||r2(;,) = O(RF™1) is
observed, agreeing with Corollary 4.7. Further, the experiments indicate that the
scheme converges with (sub-optimal) second-order convergence in both H! and L?
norm. Convergence to the compatibility constant ¢ = —+/27e is also observed for the
approximation cy,.

lu—wupllpz Order |u—uplgr Order |u—up|gz Order ¢

2 2.80e-02 0.00 2.88e-01 0.00 4.95 0.00 -12.128

3 7.67e-03 1.87 6.84e-02 2.07 2.81 0.82 -12.086
1 1.43e-03 2.43 1.20e-02 2.51 8.48e-01 1.73 -12.077

5

6

2.97e-04 2.26 2.36e-03 2.35 2.21e-01 1.94 -12.077
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 €2 := {|x|? < 1}.
The coeflicient matrix is set to be

2 |3L’1372|
— 1T
A= 210 9 .
[z122]

A straightforward calculation shows the Cordes condition (2.2) is satisfied with ¢ =
3/5. We note that the coefficient matrix is discontinuous across the set {(x1,z3) €
Q: 21 =0 or x5 = 0}. Take the oblique vector field ¢ to be the anti-clockwise rotation
of the normal vector by the angle § = s 4+ 7/4, i.e.,

0 := (cos(2s + m/4),sin(2s + 7 /4))7T,
where s := arctan(z2/x1). The function f is chosen so that the solution is given by
u=1/6(z}+23)> —1/2(x? + 23) +5/24.

Directly calculation shows that the compatibility constant ¢ = 0 and o = 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 2 := {|z|? < 1}.
The coefficient matrix A is the same as in Experiment 5.2. The oblique vector field

is given as
1 -1
é.:\/l/Q(l 1>n,
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10°
107
102
5
2} 3
10
10
-6 | D*u — D?up| 27
107 =% || Du — Dup|| 20
=B [|lu — unllz()
- = Slope 2
1076 6 ‘4 ‘3 ‘2
2 25 2 2 o

Mesh size h

Fig. 1: Convergence orders for Experiment 2.

so that the rotation angle is § = 7/4. Take f so that the solution is
u= (23 + x%)e(”?*"”g) —1.

Here the compatibility constant ¢ = 2v/2e and yo = 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
¢ = 24/2¢ is also observed.

lu —up|lz  Order |u—wup|gr Order |u—wup|gz Order ¢

2 9.29e-03 0.00 1.11e-01 0.00 2.52 0.00 7.6997

3 1.48e-03 2.65 1.80e-02 2.62 6.95e-01 1.86 7.6882
4 5.51e-04 1.43 3.40e-03 241 1.70e-01 2.03 7.6880

5

6

1.73e-04 1.67 8.25e-04 2.04 4.04e-02 2.08 7.6883
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  := {2?/4 + 23 < 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 = 1/4sin(w (22 /4+22)) —1/(2). In this case, the compatibility
constant ¢ = 0 and xo > 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 I : H, ZO(Q) —
V/f,o and its optimal approximation property.

A.1. Construction of IT. We consistently use the following correspondence in
the sequel: ® = Fi (&), v = 00 Fg'. Let Nj, := dimV}, and p;(-), 1 < i < Ny, be
the global degrees of freedom of V},. Denote a;, the node where p;(-) takes its value.
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-0~ D%u — Dup|z(7;)
=% || Du — Dun| 20
B |u— unll )

- = Slope 2

26 25 o4 P 22
Mesh size h

(a) Convergence orders. (b) Mesh on an ellipse domain with h = 273.

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

Let s; equal to 0 or 1, indicating whether p;(-) takes a function or derivative value.
Denote ¢; € Vj,, the basis function of p;(-). w; == U{K : K Nsupp(¢;) # @, K € Th},
and #w; := #{K : K Nsupp(¢;) # &, K € Tp}. Note that #w; is uniformly bounded
if {Tn}r>o0 is shape-regular. For any K € Ty, wk is the union of all w; containing K.

LEMMA A.1 (scale of ¢;). Assume {Tp}nso is reqular of order k. Then for 1 <
1 < Nh7
(A1) pillerm(y Shg ™ 0<m<k+1,
where K € Ty, is contained in w; and the hidden constant is depends on the polynomial
degree k, the shape-reqular constant o and c1,ca,- - ,Cry1-

Proof. Case 1: s; =0. In this case, p;(v) = v(a;). By Lemma 3.5 (scaling on
curved triangles), we have @l gm k) < h}{mHéiHHm(k). It is easy to check that
$; = ¢; o Fi is a basis function of (K, P(K),3), hence Héi”Hm(}%) =0(1).

Case 2: s; = 1. In this case, p;(v) = djv(a;), where j =1 or 2 and a; € N}, is a

vertex. The chain rule shows that él = ¢; o Fx vanishes on all the degrees of freedom
in X except

9;0i(d;) = D16s(a;)(DFx(d;))1,; + Oadi(ai)(DF(di))e; 7=1,2.
(&

Then, the norm equivalence on Py (K) leads to

16il1 3 i) = D A1)* = (916i(@:))° + (D2i(@s))?

peS
< sup | DFg(2)]* ((91¢i(ai)® + (92¢i(ai))?) S hk-
#ek
This, combined with the scaling argument, yields [|¢;|| gm (k) S h3- ™. d

Let u € L?*(K) and @ := u o Fi. Denote Q@ the L? projection of @ on Pr(K).
Then, we define the operator Qx : L?(K) — Py by

Qru = Qg0 Fi".

By the Lemma 3.5 (scaling on curved triangles) and the the Bramble-Hilbert Lemma
[3], we have the following approximation property of Q.
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LEMMA A.2 (approximation property of Q). Let {Tp}rso is of regular of k,
u € H*(Q) with2 < s <k+1. Then we have

(A.2) lu — Qrullgmx) S i " ull s (k) m=0,1,2.
Here the hidden constant depends on the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular con-
stant o and cy,ca, -, Cly1-

We are now ready to define the quasi-interpolation operator IIj : L?(2) — V}, by

averaging the local L? projection, i.e.,

#w;

1 .
T > wi(Qr,u), 1<i< N
K] ]:1

Here, we write w; = Uj&:f K; with K; and K;;, sharing a common edge.

THEOREM A.3 (approximation property of Ilj,). Assume {Tp}r>o is of reqular of
order k. Let uw € H*(Q) with 2 < s < k+ 1. Then we have

(A4) lu = Mpull gmky S R ™ 1l @s w5 m=0,1,2.
Here, the hidden constant depends on the polynomial degree k, the shape-regular con-
stant o and ¢1,ca, -, Cpy1-

Proof. For now, we number wq,--- ,w, the sets w; such that K C w;. Then, we
have

1Qxu — yull g (ry < 3 1i(Qrcwe) — pra () ||| o (10
i=1

In the case of #w; = 1, we know that w; = K and p;(Qru) — p;(Ipu) = 0. Below,
we assume #w; > 2. By (A.3) and triangle inequality, we have

1 #Hwi
i (Qrcu) — pi(Myu)| = T D (1iQru) — pi(Qr,u))
K2 J:I
(A5) #Hw;—1
S Z |i(Qr,u) — i (Qr, sy u)| S Z |Qk+u — Qr-ulysi(py,
J=1 FeF}i

with a; €F

where we denote ¥ = K+ N K~, and recall a; is the node where p; takes its value,
s; =0 or 1. Note (QKiu)}F =Qpuo (F§i|F), where FI;:HF is an affine mapping
(see Remark 3.3). Therefore, it is clear that (Q g=u) } 1 1s indeed a polynomial. Hence,
we have

1,
(A6) Qr+u— Qr-ulyzi(p Shp® Qk+u — Qr-ullr2(r)
<h

1
—5—5i

P (1Qx+u = ullL2(r) + 1Qk-u — ullL2(ry) -

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

Qrxu —ullL2py S h_;%tHQKiU*UHL? K+ +h%i|QKiU*U|H1 K=
A7) () <K ()l <>)

<hs_% :
~ N ||u||H5(WK)'
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Combing the above estimates, we obtain | (Qxu) — i (Ipw)| < R ™% |ull go (i)
This, combined with Lemma A.1 (scale of ¢;), leads to ||Qxu — Hpullgmx)y <

Ry ™ |ull s (wye)- Then the proof is concluded by triangle inequality and Lemma A.2
(approximation property of Q). 0

Next, we reorder the degrees of freedom such that for i = No+1,- -+ , Ny, p;(v) =
(Vv - e;)(a;), where a; € N2 is a boundary vertex and e; = (1,0)T or (0,1)7. Then
for any u € H7 ((Q), denote C., := (Vu - £)]pq. We first define wy, € V;, as follows.

e Forit=1,---, Np,

Hw;
1
(A.8a) pilwn) = i) = -3~ Qe )
7 j=1
e Fori=Ny+1,---, Ny,
Hwi
. [ . .. L 1 aQK]u .
(A.8b) wi(wp) == (e;-0)Cy + (€; - £ )#M 2 0L (a;).

It can be easily verified that (Vwy, - £)(z) = C, for any & € N?. Finally, the quasi-
interpolation operator I : HgO(Q) — Vh{O is defined by

(A.8¢) M = wy, — i/ wpdz.
9] Ja

A.2. Proof of Theorem 3.8. By (A.8¢), we know [IIyu—ITjulgm (i) = [Tpu—
wh|gm (), for m = 1,2. Note that if K does not contain boundary vertex, then
(ITpu — wp)|xk = 0 by (A.8a). Below, we assume K contains a boundary vertex. We
number w1, -+ ,w, the sets w; satisfying K C w; and Ny + 1 < i < Np. Then,

(k) < Z |11 (Tpw) — pas (wn) || s

i=1

|Hhu — Wh

Hm™ (K) .

For any 1 < i < n, there exists K C w; with edge F() satisfying a; € F() c 0.
Then, (A.8b) and triangle inequality leads to

#Hw;
1 8QKju
{ui(HhU)—ui(wh){SI%Fl o (@) = Cf
#wifl
8Q ;U aQ PR 0 i
S X 155 ) - ¢ | P ) - .
j=1
Iy

I

Similar arguments as (A.6) and (A.7) in Theorem A.3 (approximation property of
I1;,) yield

L 5 Z Qr+u— Qr-ulwr (r) S B2l #re wre) -
FeF]
with a; €F

For the estimate of I, let [ := FI;(1> (F®) with vertex @ := F];(l) (a;). Define
(:F -5 R2andf: F— R2 by
(A.9) U(z) = (loFrw)(#) and #(&):= (DFgw (&))" (&) zekF.
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The regularity of {Th}n>0 and ¢ implies that 7 € C’S’l(ﬁ’, R?). Now, pulling back I,
to F', and applying the chain rule yields

(A.10a) L =[(VQkwu-0)(a;) — Cu| = [(VQ g1 1) (&) — Cul,
and
(A.10b) Cu=(Vu-0)| 0y = (Ve )] 4

Let Z#) € Pr(F;R2?) be the Lagrange interpolation of 7 satisfying Zi(a) = 7(a). By
(A.10) and the norm equivalence on the polynomial space, we arrive at

I =|( VQgi-i)(a) - C, = VQpi-Th)(a) —Cy|
SIVQia-Th = Cull oy = IVQg - Ty — Vit - )| 12y
<|IVQgi - @aHL%ﬁ‘)Hjﬁ“Lw(ﬁ‘) + H@QHL%F)”jﬁ =l oo () -

.]1 JZ

For Ji, we have |2 o py < 1l ooy = I(DFR0) ™ po iy S it

Lemma 3.6 (trace estimate), Lemma 3.5 (scaling on curved tr1angles) and Lemma
A.2 (approximation property of Q) give

IVQptt — Vit oy S 1Qat — gy ey + Qi — il oty

SQkwu — ul| g

HU — UHH2(K(i))
< hi{& ||U|\Hs(w<)>

< S—

Similarly, for Ja, we have

(wr )+

IVall Ly S Vil gy + il g2y S Nl oy < lullae -
(

Recall the definition of 7 in (A.9), the Leibniz rule leads to

[

S—

[l () S D2 I(PFro (@) g, oy @)1y
j=0

By the fact that £ is piecewise C*~! and {7}, }1>0 is regular of order k, the standard
scaling argument on the curved element (cf. [2, Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3]) gives
Ay — - 1-

[(DFk (2)) 1|Wgc(p NhFu and  [£ ( )|w SR R < h;w jHEng;l*J(Fu))-
Therefore, we have ||7) — fﬁHLm(p) S w1y S h;(?) Combining the two above
estimates, we obtain Jo < A% *||ullgs(we). Thus, we conclude Ir < Ji + Jo <
B2l -

Combining the estimate of I, I5, and (A.1) in Lemma A.1 (scale of ¢;), we obtain
pu — wn|gm )y S hje " |ull s (wy)- Then, (3.8a) is obtained by triangle inequality
and Theorem A.3 (approximation property of II,). (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
P;, j =1,2,3 (see Figure 3), F' = P, P3 be the curved edge.
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P

~

Py

Fig. 3: curved triangle K

Let (21, 22) be the coordinates of point P;. We have

div(( A ) u?) = 2u® 4 2u ((x1 — 21)01u + (T2 — 22)Dou) .

T2 — 22

By integrating over K, we have

/ wldz
K

3 Jo (22 ) e [ o e - )

T2 — 22

IN

1/ n- ( 12 )u2d5+diam(K)/ u|(|81u| + |Oou|)da.
2 Jok K

X9 — 29
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

1
diam(K)/ lu|(|O1u] + |O2ul)de < 7/ ugdx—i—diam(K)Q/ |Vul?dz.
K 2k K

Note that n - (1 — 21,29 — zg)T =0on PP, and P3Py, thus

[ (575 Vet (275 Yt st [
orC T2 — 22 F T2 = =2 F

In summary, we have

1 1
/ u?dx < fdiam(K)/ u?ds + f/ u2dx+diam(K)2/ |Vu|?dz,
K 2 F 2k K
or
/ u?dz < diam(K) / u?ds + 2 diam(K)? / |Vu|?dz.
K F K
We then conclude the proof by applying (3.3).

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to express their gratitude to Prof.
Jun Hu in Peking University for his helpful discussions.

REFERENCES

[1] J. W. BARRETT AND C. M. ELLIOTT, Fized mesh finite element approzimations to a free
boundary problem for an elliptic equation with an oblique derivative boundary condition,
Computers & mathematics with applications, 11 (1985), pp. 335-345.



[12]

(13]

[14]

C° APPROXIMATION OF OBLIQUE DERIVATIVE PROBLEM 25

. BERNARDI, Optimal finite-element interpolation on curved domains, SIAM Journal on Nu-
merical Analysis, 26 (1989), pp. 1212-1240.

. BRENNER AND R. ScoTT, The Mathematical Theory of Finite Element Methods, vol. 15,

Springer Science & Business Media, Switzerland, 2007.

. C. BRENNER AND E. L. KAWECKI, Adaptive c® interior penalty methods for hamilton—jacobi—

bellman equations with cordes coefficients, Journal of Computational and Applied Mathe-
matics, (2020), p. 113241.

. FASkovA, R. CUNDERLIK, AND K. MIKULA, Finite element method for solving geodetic bound-

ary value problems, Journal of Geodesy, 84 (2010), pp. 135-144.

. FENG, L. HENNINGS, AND M. NEILAN, Finite element methods for second order linear elliptic
partial differential equations in non-divergence form, Mathematics of Computation, 86
(2017), pp. 2025-2051.

. FENG, M. NEILAN, AND S. SCHNAKE, Interior penalty discontinuous galerkin methods for
second order linear non-divergence form elliptic pdes, Journal of Scientific Computing, 74
(2018), pp. 1651-1676.

. GALLISTL, Variational formulation and numerical analysis of linear elliptic equations in
nondivergence form with Cordes coefficients, STAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 55
(2017), pp. 737-757.

. GALLISTL, Numerical approximation of planar oblique derivative problems in nondivergence
form, Mathematics of computation, 88 (2019), pp. 1091-1119.

. GALLISTL AND E. SULI, Mized finite element approzimation of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equation with Cordes coefficients, SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 57 (2019), pp. 592
614.

. L. KAWECKI, A dgfem for nondivergence form elliptic equations with cordes coefficients on

curved domains, Numerical Methods for Partial Differential Equations, 35 (2019), pp. 1717—
1744.

. L. KAWECKI, A discontinuous galerkin finite element method for uniformly elliptic two

dimensional oblique boundary-value problems, SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 57
(2019), pp. 751-778.

. L. KAWECKI AND I. SMEARS, Convergence of adaptive discontinuous galerkin and c®-interior

penalty finite element methods for hamilton—jacobi-bellman and isaacs equations, Founda-
tions of Computational Mathematics, (2021).

. L. KAWECKI AND 1. SMEARS, Unified analysis of discontinuous galerkin and cO-interior

penalty finite element methods for hamilton—jacobi—bellman and isaacs equations, ESAIM:
Mathematical Modelling and Numerical Analysis, 55 (2021), pp. 449-478.

. L. KEYFITZ anp G. M. LIEBERMAN, A proof of existence of perturbed steady transonic

shocks via a free boundary problem, Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics,
53 (2000), pp. 0001-0028.

. LAKKIS AND T. PRYER, A finite element method for second order monvariational elliptic
problems, SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 33 (2011), pp. 786-801.

. LAKkKIS AND T. PRYER, A finite element method for nonlinear elliptic problems, SIAM
Journal on Scientific Computing, 35 (2013), pp. A2025-A2045.

. MAUGERI, D. K. PALAGACHEV, AND L. G. SOFTOVA, Elliptic and Parabolic Equations with
Discontinuous Coefficients, vol. 109, WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co., Berlin, 2000.

M. MepL'a, K. MikuLa, R. CUNDERLIK, AND M. MACAK, Numerical solution to the oblique

derivative boundary value problem on non-uniform grids above the earth topography, Jour-
nal of Geodesy, 92 (2018), pp. 1-19.

H. NocHETTO AND W. ZHANG, Discrete abp estimate and convergence rates for linear
elliptic equations in non-divergence form, Foundations of Computational Mathematics, 18
(2018), pp. 537-593.

D. K. PALAGACHEV, The poincaré problem in | p-sobolev spaces ii: full dimension degeneracy,

Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 33 (2008), pp. 209-234.

W. QIU AND S. ZHANG, Adaptive first-order system least-squares finite element methods for

I.

I.

J.

second-order elliptic equations in nondivergence form, SIAM Journal on Numerical Anal-
ysis, 58 (2020), pp. 3286-3308.

SMEARS AND E. SULI, Discontinuous Galerkin finite element approzimation of nondivergence
form elliptic equations with Cordes coefficients, STAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 51
(2013), pp. 2088-2106.

SMEARS AND E. SULI, Discontinuous Galerkin finite element approzimation of Hamilton-
Jacobi-Bellman equations with Cordes coefficients, STAM Journal on Numerical Analysis,
52 (2014), pp. 993-1016.

URBAS, On the second boundary value problem for equations of Monge-Ampére type, J. Reine



26 G. GAO, S. WU

Angew. Math., 487 (1997), pp. 115-124.

[26] C. WANG AND J. WANG, A primal-dual weak galerkin finite element method for second or-
der elliptic equations in non-divergence form, Mathematics of Computation, 87 (2018),
pp. 515-545.

[27] G. WEN AND C. YANG, Finite element solutions of the oblique derivative problem for elliptic
complex equations of second order, Sichuan Shifan Daxue Xuebao Ziran Kexue Ban, 17
(1994), pp. 20-28.

[28] S. Wu, C° finite element approzimations of linear elliptic equations in non-divergence form
and Hamilton—Jacobi-Bellman equations with Cordes coefficients, Calcolo, 58 (2021).

[29] Y. ZHENG, A global solution to a two-dimensional riemann problem involving shocks as free
boundaries, Acta Mathematicae Applicatae Sinica, 19 (2003), pp. 559-572.

[30) M. ZLAMAL, Curved elements in the finite element method. i, STAM Journal on Numerical
Analysis, 10 (1973), pp. 220-240.



	1 Introduction
	2 Review of the H2 strong solutions
	3 Finite element space and discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity
	3.1 Exact triangulation of the curved domain
	3.2 Finite element space
	3.3 The discrete Miranda-Talenti-type identity for oblique boundary conditions

	4 Numerical scheme and analysis
	5 Numerical experiments
	5.1 Experiment 1
	5.2 Experiment 2
	5.3 Experiment 3
	5.4 Experiment 4

	Appendix A. Approximation property of finite element space
	A.1 Construction of h
	A.2 Proof of Theorem 3.8

	Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 4.4
	Acknowledgments
	References

