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INTERPOLATION OPERATORS FOR PARABOLIC PROBLEMS

ROB STEVENSON AND JOHANNES STORN

ABSTRACT. We introduce interpolation operators with approximation and sta-
bility properties suited for parabolic problems in primal and mixed formula-
tions. We derive localized error estimates for tensor product meshes (occur-
ring in classical time-marching schemes) as well as locally in space-time refined
meshes.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years simultaneous space-time variational formulations for parabolic
problems became more and more popular. Besides practical aspects like highly
parallelizable computations [DGZ18; NS19; HLNS19; VW21] the ansatz offers an-
alytical advantages including quasi-optimality of the discrete solution [TV16] (also
called symmetric error estimates in [DL02; CW06]). This property motivates adap-
tive time stepping [Fei22], adaptive wavelet schemes [RS19], adaptive wavelet-in-
time and finite-element-in-space approaches [SVW22], and even adaptive mesh re-
finements locally in space-time [L.S20; LSTY21; DS22; GS22]. While numerical
experiments suggest superiority of the latter approach for singular solutions, theo-
retical results are restricted to plain convergence [GS21] but do not verify optimal
convergence rates as they do for elliptic problems [Ste07; CFPP14]. Motivated by
the extension of such optimality results to parabolic problem, this paper introduces
and investigates a main ingredient in the analysis of adaptive schemes for para-
bolic problems like the heat equation in a time-space cylinder Q = J x §2, namely
interpolation operators suited for the norm

lellx = (10 e sty + Vel Fa(y) ™

Additionally, we introduce an interpolation operator for first-order formulations of
the heat equation satisfying a beneficial commuting diagram property. On tensor
product meshes the interpolation operators are stable and have optimal approxima-
tion properties. We give upper bounds for the interpolation errors and emphasize
the need of parabolic scaling if the solution is rough in time. The localization of
the interpolation error in space leads to unavoidable weights in terms of negative
powers of the local mesh size. Under realistic regularity assumptions we can over-
come these negative powers due to parabolic scaling. Unfortunately, this strategy
cannot be applied to the interpolation error of adaptively refined meshes. In fact,
we illustrate that any (local) interpolation operator experiences these difficulties.
Overall, this paper’s main contributions are the following.
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e We present approximation properties suited for parabolic problems in Sec-
tion 3—4.

e We introduce an interpolation operator with optimal approximation prop-
erties on tensor product meshes in Section 5.1.

e We introduce an interpolation operator suited for first-order formulations
with optimal approximation properties on tensor product meshes and a
commuting diagram property in Section 5.2.

e We introduce an interpolation operator for locally in space-time refined
meshes and discuss its stability in Section 6.

2. BOCHNER SPACES AND THEIR DISCRETIZATION

This section introduces Bochner spaces, suitable discretizations by finite ele-
ments, and their underlying partitions.

2.1. Bochner spaces. Our analysis is motivated by the approximation of para-
bolic problems like the heat equation. Given a time-space cylinder with bounded
time interval 7 = [0,7] C R¢ and bounded Lipschitz domain  C R¢, this problem
seeks with given right-hand side f: ) — R and initial data ug: £ — R the solution
u: @ = R to

(1) Ou — Azu = fin Q, u=0on J x99, u(0) = ug in Q.

A suitable analytical setting relies on Sobolev-Bochner spaces. Therefore, we set
the space H () as the dual of the Sobolev space H{(£2) equipped with norm
[Vasl[z2(n) and dual pairing (s,+)o = (**)g-1,g1() Which equals the L? inner
product for smooth functions. Given V € {HZ(Q), L?(Q2); H=1(Q)}, we set

Pl = [ (o)l ds for all p: 7+ V,
||’U||%{1(.7;V) = HUHQL?U;V) + Hatv‘&?(.y;v) for all v: 7 — V.
The Bochner spaces read
LA(T;V) = {p: T = V: |pllzzgvy < o0},
HYT;V) = {v: T = Vi |Plmgv) < oo}
We can identify L?(J; L?(Q)) = L?(Q). Moreover, we have the following.

Remark 1 (Tensor spaces). Bochner spaces can be seen as closure of algebraic
tensor product spaces [EG21b, Rem. 64.24], i.e., for V € {H}(Q), L*(Q); H ()}

L*(J) @V = span{vv,: vy € L*(J) and v, €V} s dense in L*(J; V),
HY(J)®V =span{viv,: v; € HY(J) and v, € V}  is dense in H'(J; V).

We are particularly interested in the space
2) X = L33 HY(Q) 0 B (T3 B Q).
Lemma 2 (Embedding). We have for allv e X andt € J =1[0,T]

||U(t)||%2(g) < T_1||U||i2(cg) + Hvrv”%’-’(Q) + ||atv||%2(J;H*1(Q))'
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Proof. This is a known result which we prove to stress the dependency on T often
hidden in textbooks. Let v € X and t € J. The fundamental theorem of calculus
[EG21b, Thm. 64.31] reveals for all 7 € J

o172 () = lo(D1Z2 ) + Q/t (00, v) ds

< ||U(T)||2L2(Q>+/ (18e0($)[I77-1 () + IVav()]IZ2(q)) ds
t

< HU(T)H%?(Q) + Hat’UH%Q(J;Hfl(Q)) + ||VzU||2L2(Q)~
An integration of the inequality over all 7 € J concludes the proof. |
Given a right-hand side f € L?(J; H~(Q)) and initial data ug € L*(Q), the
problem in (1) has a unique solution v € X [SS09, Thm. 5.1]. More precisely,

the mapping (f,ug) — u is a linear isomorphism and so the norm of v depends
continuously on the data, that is,

3) Jull% = HUH%Q(J;Hé(Q)) + ”atu”?'ﬁ(j;H*l(Q))
= ||qu||2L2(Q) + Hatu”%Q(J;H*l(Q)) ~ ”f”%?(J;H*l(Q)) + HUOH%Z(Q)'
If the right-hand side is slightly smoother in space, that is f € L*(J; L?(Q2)), we
have for initial data ug € H{(£2) the additional regularity property [Diel5, Sec. 4]
(4) 1AzulZ2(g) + 10eullizq) S I1FII22(q) + IVauollZz(q)-
If fe HY(J; H71(Q)) and f(0) + Ayug € L*(9Q), then £ = d;u solves

0 — A6 =0, f in Q, &E=0on J x 09, £(0) = f(0) + Azug in Q.
Thus, (3) leads to the bound

Hatvmu||2L2(Q) + ||at2u||2L2(J;H*1(Q))
S ||atf||2L2(j;H—1(Q)) +[1£(0) + Aguoll72q)-

Notice that elliptic regularity results imply for convex or smooth domains 2
(6) IV3ullz2@) S 1Asullz2q)-
The estimates in (4)—(6) provide some reasonable regularity assumptions.
2.2. Triangulation. Rather than using simplicial partitions of the time-space cylin-
der Q = J x Q C R we use partitions 7 of @ into cylindrical closed time-space

cells K = K; x K, with time interval K; C R and simplices K, C R? as in [DS22;
(GS22]. The following considerations motivate the use of such partitions.
e A special case of cylindrical partitions are tensor product meshes which
typically occur in time-marching schemes and are thus of great interest.
e The parabolic Poincaré inequality in Theorem 4 suggests the use of parabol-
ically scaled meshes for irregular solutions. Thus, we want to allow for local
mesh refinements such that the diameter of local cells in space direction h,
and the length of cells in time direction h; satisfy

hs = h? if we scale parabolically,
h; = h; if we scale equally.

Such refinements can easily be achieved with cylindrical meshes.
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e The faces of each time-space cell in a cylindrical partition T are either
parallel or perpendicular to the time axis. This allows for the design of
finite elements that are better suited for approximations in spaces like
L3(J; H(div,, Q) = {7 € L*(Q;R%): div, 7 € L*(Q)}, where div, de-
notes the divergence in space. This leads to significantly improved rates of
convergence compared to finite elements on simplicial meshes; see [GS22].

Throughout this paper we suppose that the partition 7 of Q = J x € consists
of time-space cells K = K; x K, C R with shape regular d-simplices K,. A
special class of meshes satisfying these assumptions are tensor-product meshes.
Given conforming partitions 7; and 7, of the time interval 7 and the domain (2
into shape-regular simplices, these meshes read

(7) To=Ti®T, ={K; x K,: K; € T, and K, € T}

Besides these tensor product meshes, we discuss adaptively refined meshes with
hanging vertices in Section 6.

2.3. Finite element spaces. Let 7 be a partition of @) as described in the previous
subsection. For all cells K = K; x K, € T and polynomial degrees k € Ny we set
for L € {K, Ky, K} the space of polynomials

Pi(L) == {vy, € L*(L): vy, is a polynomial of maximal degree k}.
Given polynomial degrees k, ¢ € N, we discretize the space X in (2) by
(8)  Xp =X = {op € X: vp|i € Pp(K;) @ Py(K,) for all K; x K, € T}.

A special class of meshes included in our analysis are tensor product meshes Tg =
T: ® T, introduced in (7). We set the spaces

LUT) = {ps € L*(T): pi|k, € Pu(K,) for all K; € T;},
o) Li(T?) = {vi € H(T): ve|k, € Pp(Ky) for all K; € T;},
Li(T2) = {ve € HY(Q): v,|g, € Py(K,) for all K, € To},

Ly o(Te) = {ve € Hy(Q): vg|k, € Py(K,) for all K, € T, }.
If T = Tg is a tensor product mesh, the ansatz space in (8) equals

Xn =X = LH(To L1o(Ta)) = LL(T2) ® Lo(Tz).

3. LOCAL ESTIMATES

In this section we introduce several local estimates for functions on a time-space
cell K = K; x K,. The cell consists of a bounded time-interval K; C R of length
hy == |K;| > 0 and a simplex K, C R? with diameter h, = diam(K,). The
space H 1(K,) is defined as the dual of H}(K,) with dual pairing (s, ), =
<', '>H_1(Km);H5(Kz) and dual norm

[€le-1(k,) = sup (& w)r, for all ¢ € HY(K,).

wEH (Kz) ||er||L2(K1)
This definition and Friedrichs’ inequality lead to the upper bound
(10) Il S hall flzzk,y — forall fe LP(Ky).

The following lemma shows that these two terms are equivalent for polynomials.
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Lemma 3 (Inverse estimate). Let k € Ng. We have the upper bound

I fnllzecre,y S b fnlla—rc,y  for all fr € Pr(Ky).
The hidden constant depends solely on the degree k and the shape regularity of K.
Proof. The proof can be found in [FHK21, Lem. 1]. |

The following result is of crucial importance for the analysis of parabolic prob-
lems. It involves the integral mean

(f x ;:][ fdz  forall f € L*(K).
K
The result is stated in a very general formulation in [DSSV17, Lem. 2.9]. Rather
than using the more general result, we give an alternative direct proof.
Theorem 4 (Parabolic Poincaré inequality). All functions v € L?(Ky; HY(K,)) N
HY(Ky; H-Y(K,,)) satisfy
hs

lo =) xllz2) S e [Vavllz2ie) + 7= ||(9t‘U||L2(Kt, H(K,))-

More general, we have for k,f € Ny

llv — Uh||L2(K) S he eLQ(I}(lti%e(Kw))HVQC(U - ’Ua:)HLz(K)

hy
hx vtepk(m, ~1(K,))

min
v €PL (K¢;Pe (K2 ))
10¢(v — ve)ll L2 ()il (K )) -

The hidden constant depends solely on the polynomial degrees k and ¢ as well as
the shape regularity of K,.

The proof of the theorem splits the approximation of v by a polynomial on K
into the approximation by a polynomial in time and a polynomial in space. While
approximation properties of the latter are well understood, we state approximation
properties of functions in Py (K;; H Y(K,)) = Pr(K) @ H H(K,).

Lemma 5 (Averaged Taylor polynomial in time). Let & € H¥(K;; V) with V €
{L*(K,),H Y(K,)} and k € Ny. There ezists a polynomial &, € P (Ky; V) with
107 (€ = En)ll L2 (ki) S < hE” " NOFEl L2 (v Jor allm =0,..., k.

Proof. This result follows directly from the tensor product structure in Remark 1
and approximation properties of polynomials in H™(K;). A detailed proof (for
general LP spaces with p € [1,00]) can be found in the appendix of [DST21]. O

Let ZX°: L2(K;) — P(K;) be an L2(K;) stable projection onto the space of
polynomials of maximal degree k£ € Ny in time. Its application everywhere in space
leads to a mapping for functions on the entire time-space cell K, that is,

I LXKy HY(K,)) — Po(Ky HY(K)).

Lemma 6 (Approximability in L?(Ky; H-*(K,))). The mapping Ith: L*(K) —
Pu(Ky; HY(K,)) satisfies for allv € H™(Ky; H-Y(K,)) and m = 0,...,k
107" (0 = TF )| ey 116,y = min 107" (v = vi)ll 21 (5,)) -

v €Py (K¢ H 1 (K,))

Proof. This result follows by classical arguments using Lemma 5. See [DST21,
Thm. 24] for a detailed proof. O
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With these two results we are able to verify Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. We denote the L?(K;) orthogonal projection in time and the
H~1(K,) orthogonal projection in space onto constant functions by

My2(k,): LK) — Po(K) and  Tlg-ig,y: H ' (K,) = Po(Ky).

By applying them everywhere in time or space they extend to semi-discrete maps
pe(x,): L*(Ky; LP(Ky)) — Po(Ky; LP(Ky)),
Oy-1(k,): LP(Ky; H ' (K,)) — LP (K Po(Ky)).

Since their composition maps onto constant functions, we have for all f € L?(K)
1f = (O xllezx)y < Nf = Tk Hrzx,) fllzx)

<N =Ma-rxe) fllee ) + M-, (f = Mreae,) )l 22 x) -
Set (f)x, = f, fdw € L*(K;Po(K,)). The first addend is bounded by

1f =M=y fllzaey < M= () rellez ) + 1M1, (F = (P )l 2o

The inverse estimate in Lemma 3 yields L? stability of II H-'(K,) In the sense that

(11)

g1yl e2 k) S o M- (rey 9l L2 (0 m-1 (160
< h; Ml m-100) S N9llz2 e for all g € L*(K).

These two estimates (with ¢ = f — (f)k, ) and Poincaré’s inequality show

(12) If =Mk flleziey S he IVafllre k)

The second addend in (11) is bounded due to the inverse estimate in Lemma 3,
stability of Il -1, ) in H~'(K,), and approximation properties in Lemma 5-6 by

(13) = ey (f = T2y P2y S b IF = ez fll a1,
< hehg MO fl| L2 (i1 (¢,

Combining (11)—(13) concludes the proof of the first inequality in the theorem.
Similar arguments yield the second inequality. O

If the function v in Theorem 4 satisfies additionally that d;v € L?(K), an appli-
cation of (10) to the first estimate leads to the Poincaré inequality

(14) [v = (W kll2(x) S ha IVavllpe (i) + b 1000 2 ()

In this regard Theorem 4 can be seen as a weaker version of Poincaré’s inequality
that is better suited for parabolic problems. For example, the regularity stated in
(4) does not yield 9;V,u € L?(K) for the solution to the heat equation, preventing
an application of (14). However, Theorem 4 applies and yields with parabolic
scaling h; =~ h2 the convergence result

h
IVau = (Voudrllz2e) S ha Vaull Lz + hft 10:Vattl| L2 (5511 ()

< ha (IV3ull 22 0y + 10l 2 (x0))-

The need of parabolic scaling for irregular solutions is further illustrated by the
numerical experiment in [DS22, Sec. 7.4].
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Remark 7 (Sharp estimate). Inverse estimates show that the bound in Theorem 4
must be sharp. More precisely, let v = vv, with polynomials vy € Pp(K;) and
vy € Po(K,) with (v)g =0 for K = K; x K,.. Then inverse estimates reveal

h
he [Vavllpe k) + hft||3tv||L2(Kt;H—1(Kx)) S vllzzxy + he 0wwlle k) S Nlvllpex)-

4. INTERPOLATION IN SPACE OR TIME

The main idea in this paper’s design of interpolation operators in space-time is
to exploit the tensor product structure of Bochner spaces like H'(7; H~1(Q)) =
HY(J)® H~1(2) D X. This allows us to apply an interpolation operator in time
to the H'(J) component and in space to the H~!() component.

4.1. Interpolation operator in space. We utilize the H () stable interpola-
tion operator Z,: H='(Q) — Lj((T;) introduced in [DST21] for conforming and
shape-regular partitions 7, of Q with ¢ € N. Throughout this subsection we assume
that 7, is such a partition. Let N, denote the set of vertices in 7, and set for all
j € N the corresponding vertex patch

Wej = U{Kz eTh:je K}

We denote the nodal basis functions by ¢, ; € L£1(T,) with ¢, (i) = 6; ; for all
vertices 4, ] € N.

Lemma 8 (Localization of H=1(Q)). Let £ € H=Y(Q). Then we have

Do NEN sy SUENR ) S D haj

JEN, JEN,

2
€131 -

Proof. Let ¢ € H~1(Q)). The partition of unity 1 = Zje/\fm ©z; leads for all
w € HY(Q) to the upper bound

<£7w>Q = Z <£a(pw,jw>ﬂ

JEN,
< h e - o P 1 Ve (P w) | 22,
JEN,
B 1/2 1/2
) (T n2leloe,) (X 2Vl
FENL FENL
1/2

(X hole) )

JENz
_ 1/2
S (X r2lsn ) IValia).
This concludes the proof of the upper bound. The lower bound follows with stan-

dard arguments (see for example [DST21, Lem. 11]). |

The upper bound in Lemma 8 is indeed sharp, as one can see by localizing the
H~1(Q) norm of the constant function ¢ =1 € H~1(2). The operator Z, allows for
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a localization of the H~1(Q) norm without any additional weights. In particular,
we have the following result involving the patches

W2 — U {Wa:,i5 1€ ww)j} for allj S ./\/;,

z,J
Wi, ::U{K; €To: KoNKL#0} for all K, € T

Theorem 9 (Interpolation operator 7). The operator I,: H™*(Q) — L} ,(Tz) is
a linear projection onto Eé,o (T2). It satisfies for all € € H=1(2)
I~ Tty 36~ Tubllyro ™ X min €~ Eallyaee
]’6/\/@ JENL &n€ gﬁo( 'c) >
Moreover, it satisfies for all € € L?(Q) and K € T

& —T.&|| 2 ~ min E—Enlln2iwn )-
[ 22 (x) fhe%o(mll nllL2(ws,)

Proof. This result is shown in [DST21, Thm. 1]. O

Remark 10 (Boundary data). It is possible to modify the design of I, in order
to replace the space ﬁ%,o(ﬁ) equipped with zero boundary data by the space L}(Ty)
without zero boundary data; see [DST21] for details.

An application of Z, everywhere in time extends the operator to a mapping
T,: L*(J; H () = L*(TJ; L} 4(T2)) in the sense that for all v € L*(J; H1(Q))
(16) (Zv)(s) = Zyv(s) for almost all s € J.

4.2. Interpolation operators in time. Besides the interpolation operator Z, in
space introduced in the previous subsection, we utilize an interpolation operator
T;: HY(J) — Li(T;) with polynomial degree k € N and partition 7; of the time

interval J. We set the operator locally for each for time interval K; = [a,b] € T;.
Its definition involves the bubble function bg, € Po(K;) with [ x, b, ds = 1 and

bk, (a) = 0 = by, (b). For v € H'(K;) we set the operator as follows. Let Zj v €
P, (K) denote the nodal interpolation defined by

Ix,v(a) =v(a) and Iy, v(b) =v(b).
Let IIQQ’U =0for k=1 and for k > 2 let I%(tv € Pr_o(K;) be the solution to

bk, (I%{tv) Wi_o ds = / (v — I}Qv) Wy—_o ds for all wy_o € Pr_o(K?).

K, Ky
We set the interpolation of v as
(17) Ig,v =T, v+bg, Tk v.

Moreover, we denote the L?(K;) orthogonal projection onto P,.(K;) by

(18) Up, (k) : L*(K;) = P(K;)  for all r € No.

Theorem 11 (Interpolation operator Zg, ). The operator I;: H'(K;) — Py (K}) is
a linear projection onto Py (Ky) satisfying the commuting diagram property

(19) 0Lk, = p,_, (x,)0:-

For allv € HY(K}) the difference v—Tx,v € H}(K,) has zero boundary values and

(v —1, = i O (v — .
10c(v — Zre,v) | L2 (k) thI{P}iI(th)|| (v —vn)llL2(xy)
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Proof. Let v € HY(K,). Since by definition v — Zx,v € H}(K,), an integration by
parts and the definition of I}Q{t yield for all wy, € Pr_1(K})

Or(v — I, v) wp ds = —/ (v —Tk,v) Opwy, ds

Ky Ky

:/ b, (T3, v) Opwy, ds —/ (v —ZIk,v) dywpds = 0.
K

Ky

This proves the commuting diagram property. The commuting diagram property
yields the best-approximation property and leads to the projection property. ([l

By applying the operator everywhere in 2, the operator extends to a mapping
Tk,: HY(Ky; H Q) — Pp(Ky HH(Q)).
Applying Zx, on each time cell K; € T; leads to the operator Z;: L*(J; H~1(Q)) —
Li(T; H1(Q)) with
(20) (Zv)|k, = Ik, v|k,  forallve HY(J; H'(Q)) and K; € T;.

5. TENSOR PRODUCT MESHES

This section introduces interpolation operators for special cylindrical partitions
of @, namely tensor product meshes 7 = T; ® T, with a partition 7T; of the time
interval J and a conforming simplicial partition 7, of the domain 2. Such partitions
are of special interest since classical time-marching schemes can be seen as a space-
time ansatz using such meshes and ansatz spaces X, = Ly(Tr; Ly o(Tz)) as well as
some specific discretization of the test space L?(J; H}(€2)); see for example [UP14;
Fei22] for the Crank-Nicolson scheme. We introduce and investigate a suitable
interpolation operator in the first subsection. The second subsection introduces
and investigates an interpolation operator for mixed schemes.

5.1. Interpolation operator Ig?. Due to the tensor product structure of the mesh
T = T; ® T, the discrete space X, defined in (8) equals X, = L}(T;) ® C},O('E).
This allows for the direct application of the operators

I,: L*(J; HH(Q)) = L*(J; L4(T2))  defined in (16),

T, HY(J; H () — LL(T;; H1(Q))  defined in (20).
More precisely, we set the interpolation operator I}eé: X — X} as the composition
(21) I;@é = I:E OIt :It OII.

This operator has the following beneficial properties involving the local mesh sizes
hy(K) = diam(K,) and h(K) = |K;| for all K = K; x K, € T.

Theorem 12 (Interpolation operator I}eg). The operator Ig? satisfies for allv € X
IVo(v = ZZ0) 720y S min ))IIVx(v = Vo) 22(r, 22w, )

KeT Vg eLz(Kt;Lio(n

he(K)?

+ hm(K)4 ngPk(K?I;IEI(WKm

))Hat(v - Ut)||%2(Kt;H*1(me))'
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Moreover, we have for allv € HY(J; H=Y(Q)) the upper bound

O(v—TC0)%2 7.0 mi Ov — &7 e
[9:( X2 7 m-10)) S Z . ceri t:}O(TT))” 0 = Call T2 (k1w )

+ Z vt €Pg ( Kt Q))Hat( )H%Q(Kt;H—l(Q)).

Proof. Let v € X. The triangle inequality yields
(22)  Valv = Z%0)lr2(@) < IVal(v = Zov)llz2q) + I VaZa(v — Tev)ll L2()-

The approximation properties displayed in Theorem 9 yield for the first addend

V. (v —Z0)|)? ~ min V(v —uvg)|? . .
920 =Tl = 30 i, 1920~ 0l

Due to inverse estimates (Lemma 3) and Theorem 11 the second addend satisfies

IVaZe(v — Tov)l| 32 () = Z IVaZo(v = Tv)l|72 k)
KeT
(23) < D halB) ™0 = TvllZa i1 e, )
KeT
hi(K)? . 9
he (K)* utem(%}%fl(n»'l&(” = a1 (e, )

S
KeT

This proves the first inequality in the theorem.
Let v € L*(J; H-1(2)). Since Z,,0; = 8,Z,, we have

10:(v = Zov) || 27511 (02)) < 11000 — Lol 27301 (0))
+ ||Ia;8t<’l) — ItU)HLZ(J;H*I(Q))'
An application of Theorem 9 to the first addend yields

2 : 2
|0 — IxatUHL?(J;Hﬂ(Q)) < ;;;—QELQ(%?EI}O(E))”&U - foLz(Kt;Hﬂ(me)).

The H~'(Q) stability of Z, and the approximation properties of Z; yield

| Z20u (v — ItU)H%P(J;H*l(Q)) S [10k(v — Itv)”%Z(J'H*l(Q))

=y ||3t( vl ey -1 ()
K.eT, UtE]P’k(KuH

Combining the estimates concludes the proof. O

Due to the continuous embedding X — C%(J; L?(2)) in Lemma 2, we have for
allv e X and t € J = [0,T] the upper bound

lv(t) = (ZZv) Ol 220
S A+ T7HVa(v = ZR0)ll12(q) + 10:(v = ZR0)l| 27501 (2))-

The following result improves this bound. We set the diameters hy(K;) := |K;| and
hy(K;) = diam(K,) for all K; € T; and K, € T.
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Theorem 13 (Interpolation error in C°(J; L*(Q))). Lett € K, € T, and v € X.
Then we have

_® 2 2
[(v = Z3v) )72y S vep (L 1(9))” O (v = ve)llL2 (k-1 (02))

Y (1 BEEY - ) Bage e
hi(Ky) v €L2(KeiLy o(Tz)) ¢ SR (KL (wre )

K. €T,
ht(Kt) . 2
+ — min Oi(v—w -
KEE:TE T (K0)? vte]P’k(Kt;Hfl(Q))” i ( t)HLZ(Kt7H Hwky))
+ ¥ min 1850 = &l 2 (5,11 (wrc, )
o el (L o(T)) e

Proof. Let t € K; € T; and v € X. Lemma 2 reveals that

1
(v = ZR0) ()7 () < (KD o = ZSol 22 (ks r2(0y) + Ve (0 = ZR0) 122 (x,s 12 ()
+ 10s(v — I%”)HQL%K“H*(Q))'

The arguments in the proof of Theorem 12 lead to the bound

lv = IR0l e naion = D v = TR0Ta (a2

K.€Ts
< hz(Kr)2 min HVI(U - Ur)H2 ;
KmZETz v €L2(K L} o(T2)) P )
ht(Kt)2 . 2
7R E min ||8t(v_vt)||L2(Kt;H*1(w 2))
K.€Tz ha(Ky)? veePy (KH-1(9)) "

Combining this estimate with the approximation properties displayed in Theo-
rem 12 concludes the proof. ([l

‘We conclude this subsection with two remarks.

Remark 14 (Stability in L?(7; H3(2))). While the operator IS is always stable in
HY(J; H-1(R)), its (uniform) stability in X requires the parabolic scaling hy(K) =
hy(K)? for all K € T. This is due to the change of the norm ||V o||L2(k,:12(k,)) to
108 |l 1 ()¢, -1 (K, )) i (23). It is possible to avoid this change of norms when Ty is
replace by some L? stable projection operator ItLQ: L*(J) — Li(T;) like the Scott-
Zhang interpolation operator [SZ90] as done in [DST21, Sec. 4.2]. Set (IY) =
I, o0 ItL2 and assume that neighboring time cells Ky, K| € T; are of equivalent size.
A similar proof as in Theorem 12 leads for all v € L*(J; H} () to

V(v = (Z2) )72

< min V(v —v)|? .
N%?)JELQ(KH[I}{,O(E))” < z)”Lz(Kt’Lz(wK”))

min Vv — Wt 22 .2 .
Wteci(ﬁ;wm;w))” ; 122 e, 122 @0
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Furthermore, it satisfies for all v € H'(J; H~'(Q))
19 (v = (ZR) V)2 (711 ()

S min B — &, o
~ Z &eL%Kt;L},O(Tm))H k 5 HLZ(K"H Hwk,))

KeT
+ min 100 = ve) |22 (w11 (0
Kgﬂmeﬁ}cm;zf—l(m) L2 (wre, i HH(Q))

Note that this operator has increased the domain of dependence with respect to the
time direction compared to the operator in Theorem 12.

Remark 15 (Localization of the H(K;; H=1(Q2)) norm). While the interpolation
error for ||Vz(v — I%v)HLz(Q) decomposes into localized norms, the interpolation
error |0y (v — ZZv)||L2(7,-1(q)) localizes only in time. Lemma 8 shows that it is

possible to localize further but at the cost of negative powers of the local mesh size,
that is for allv e HY(J; H 1(2))

i O¢(v — 2 e
K.€T: vtePk(%}%*I(Q))” (0= o)l )

< he(K)™2 min (v — vy e .
NI;’ (%) mE]P’k(Kt;H_l((fJKm))” ' t)HLQ(K“H Hwne))

This upper bound is indeed sharp, as the following consideration shows.
Suppose there exists with some s < 2 for allv € H(J; H1(2)) an estimate

B (v —ZO0)|22; +. 4y < min (v — v,)||? o
[[0:( X )||L2(J,H 1(Q)) NKZQ_vIGLQ(Kt;%,O(E))H i ( )||L2(Kt1H Hwky))

+ ha (K)™ mGMKf?ziﬁl(Ww))”at(” = 00l 1 (e

The estimate holds in particular for functions w = wyw, with wy € H*(J) and
w, € Ly (Tz), that is

18 (we — Zewe) 1127y |well7-1 0y = 1186w = ZRw) 227, 1-1 ()

_s . 2
< Z h.(K) w,L,tePk(I?lt;%l )||8t(w _wt)HL2(Kt;H*1(wK,I))

KeT THwks)
S Z hx(K)2_s||ath%2(Kt;L2(wKz))'
KeT

Hence, we have

1—s/2

10 (wi — Zywe)|| L2y lwae | 5-10) S max h.(K) 10vwi || 2 (7 |we || 2 (@) -

This proves convergence of ||0(wy — Zywy)|| 12( 7y independent of the time discretiza-
tion, which cannot be possible.

5.2. Commuting interpolation operator If\@. Simultaneous space-time mini-
mal residual methods [FK21; GS21; GS22; DS22] and time marching schemes in
mixed form [JT81; BRK17; KP22] involve the time-space divergence div (v, 7) =
0yv + div,7 and the related space

A={(v,7) € L*(T; H}(Q)) x L*(Q;RY): div (v,7) € L*(Q)}.
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We set for all (v,7) € A the squared norm

1w, DR = IVavllzeig) + I71Z2(q) + Idiv (v, 7122 (q)-
Any function (v, 7) € A satisfies [GS21, Lem. 2.1]
(24) 10wl L2(7:m-1(0)) S ITll2(@) + Idiv (v, 7)l[12(@) < [I(v, 7)llA-

In particular, we have with ¥ = L?(J; H(div,,)) and H(div,,Q) == {q €
L*(Q;RY): div,q € L?(Q)} with spacial divergence div, the inclusion

A={(v,7) € X x L*(Q;RY): div (v,7) € L*(Q)} € X x X.

Let T =T, ® T, be a tensor product mesh with conforming triangulations 7; of J
and T, of Q. Set the Raviart-Thomas finite element space RTy(7,), which reads
with identity mapping id:  — Q

RT)(T,) = {1 € H(div,,Q): 7|k, € Pe(K,) +id - Po(K; R}
LetIlzo  (7.y: L*(Q) — L£9_,(T.) be the L?(£2) orthogonal projector onto £9 | (7).

Theorem 16 (Commuting interpolation operator Zgr). There exists an interpo-
lation operator Iy : L?(;RY) — RT,(T,) with the commuting diagram property

divy,ZrrT = HL?(TE)CHVIT for all T € H(div,, ).

Moreover, it has for all p € L?(S;R?) the approzimation property

-7 2 ~ min — 2 .
Ip RTP||L2(Q) KXE:T ph,eRTg(TI)”p thL?(wKx)

Proof. A suitable operator is investigated for example in [EG21a, Sec. 23]. O
We set the discrete subspace
Ep =Ly 1 (T RTW(T,)) = L5_1(T:) ® RTy(T,) C .

Moreover, we denote the L? orthogonal projections onto the space of piece-wise
polynomials in time £ _,(7;) and piece-wise polynomials in space £9(7) by

Hpo (7y: L(QRY) = L£0_(T;; LP (5 R7)) - with r € {1,d},
oy, L*(Q) — LA(T; L4(T2)).-
We set the interpolation operator

I3 =T (70 Zrr: L*(Q) — T

Theorem 17 (Commuting interpolation operator Z3). We have the commuting
diagram property

leng = Hﬁ‘,i,l(Tt)H.C?(Tz)divx'
Moreover, we have for all p € L?>(Q;R?) the approzimation property

— 7%p||2 =~ min — pall? .
Ip zp||L2(Q) I;prew(Ktl;Rsz))Hp pr”L?(Kt,L?(le))

: 2
min P = pellz2 (k02 (k0 ))-
Pe€P (KL (wic, D)) (Ko LA
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Proof. Let p € L?(Q;R?). The triangle inequality yields
Ip = Z5pll2@) < llp = Tgo_ (ryplica@) + ey () (@ — Zrrp)llez @)
< llp=Tgo_ (mypllez@) + llp — Zrrpllr2(q)-

The approximation properties of the semi-discrete operators I1 L0 (Th) and Zrr lead
to the approximation property in the theorem. Theorem 16 implies the commuting
diagram property. O

We set the discrete subspace Ay, = X, ® ¥jp,. By exploiting the tensor product
structure we can define for each (v,7) € A an interpolation (ZQv,Z37T) € Ay, with
good approximation properties. In fact, a similar interpolation operator has been
suggested in [GS22]. We modify this ansatz to achieve additionally a commuting
diagram property. The modification involves the application of the inverse Lapla-
cian (—A,)~t: LA(J; H-YH(Q)) — L3(J; H} () everywhere in time defined for all
¢ € L*(J; H1(Q)) as solution operator to

(Vio(=A,) T, Vow)g = (Ew)g for all w € L2(J; H(Q)).
We set for all (v,7) € A the interpolation operator Z3 : A — Ay, as
Ia(v,7) = (I%v,I(v, 7)) with T (v,7) = I3 (T — V4 (=A,) 710 (v — IRv)).
Theorem 18 (Commuting diagram property and approximablity of If?). The pro-
jection I onto Aj, commutes in the sense that for all (v,7) € A
diVIff’(v, T) = Hﬁg_lm—t)ﬂﬂg(n) div (v, 7).
Moreover, we control for all (v,7) € X x X the interpolation error by
25) - T, S I — T8 + 1900 = TE0) | a1
Proof. Let (v,7) € A. The commuting diagram property of Zy (Theorem 17) and
—div, Vi (—AL) 710 (v — Iv) = 9, (v — %) yield
div, T (v, 7) = div, T8 (1 + 9 (v — TRu))
=Tz (7 co(r)dive (T — Vo (=A4) 710, (v — IR0))
= —8tI§§U + Hﬁgil(ﬁ)ﬂﬁg(n)(&gv + div,7).
Hence, we have the commuting diagram property
divZP(v,7) = O Zyv + div,Io(v,7) = Mo (myllgocr,)div (v, 7).

The approximation property follows from an application of the triangle inequality
and the L? stability of Zx, that is, for all (v,7) € X x ¥

17— Za(v, M)llz2@) S I7 = ZE7 22 (@) + V2 (—A2) 10 (v — ZZ0)|I L2(g)
= |7 = ZE7llL2@) + 18:(v — ZR0)| L2711 () 0

Remark 19 (Smoothing rough-right hand sides). The papers [FHK21; DST21;
Fiih22] suggest smoothing of the right-hand side in least-squares and mized for-
mulations for the Poisson model problem to conclude optimal rates of convergence
even with right-hand sides in H='(Q). The key in the proof are suitable proper-
ties of the smoothing operator and the commuting diagram property of the operator
Irr. Using the commuting diagram property of the operator Iy and using a suit-
able smoother (which results from the composition of Hﬁgm) and the smoother for
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the Poisson model problem in space) lead to the same results for least-squares and
mized schemes for the heat equation.

6. IRREGULAR MESHES

In this section we introduce an operator Zx: X — X} with locally in space-
time refined underlying triangulation 7. Such local refinements lead to irregular
partitions as for example displayed in Figure 1. In order to have some local support
of the nodal basis functions (¢;);enr C Xj, where N denotes the set of degrees of
freedom in X}, we need additional assumptions like the 1-irregular rule in [GS22].
To avoid technicalities, we do not discuss the impact of these properties and rather
state the following assumption.

e (Shape regularity) All d-simplices K, with K = K; x K, € T are shape
regular.

e (Local grading) Let K € T and set N (K) :== {j € N': K C supp(p;)}. We
define the patch wx = wi X Wi,z D UjeN(K) supp(yp;) as the smallest
cylinder that contains the support of all basis functions ¢; with j € N (K).
We assume that simplices K’ = K] x K, € T with K’ C wg are of equiva-
lent size in the sense that |K}| = |K;| = |wr¢| and |K.| = |K,| = |wk «|"/%.

Let Ig: X — Pp(Ky;Po(K,)) denote the L?(K) orthogonal projection onto the
space Pp (K¢ Po(K,)) forall K =Ky x K, € T.

Lemma 20 (Operator k). Let K € T and v € X. We have

V(v —Tgv)||L2(x) = V(v —v)ll2 (k2 (k,))

min
vy €L2 (K ¢;Pe(Ky))

min V’U—‘/;g L2(K,: L2 (K
VteIP’k(Kt;L%Km;Rd))H @ L2 (k52 (k0))

O (v—T1I 2(K) ™ '
10w = o)z = min,

i O (v — . .
+ vtePk(IIgl;%"‘(Kz))” (v =)l L2(kisL2(K))

)Ilatv —&ellra (ki k.

Proof. Letv € X and let K = Ky x K, € T. Recall the L?(K;) orthogonal projector
Ilp, (k,) defined in (18). Let Ip,(x,) denote the L?(K,) orthogonal projection onto
Pg(KT) Since HK’U = HIPIC(Kt)H]PZ(Km)v7 we have
Ve (v — ko)l L2 (k)
< IVa(v = py ey 0) |22y + ey (56) Ve (v = Tpy () 0) | 22 ()
<[ Va(v =g, (k) 0) |22 (k) + [V (v = T, (x,)0) | 22 (k) -

Using the approximation properties of the semi-discrete projection operators leads
to the first estimate in the lemma. Similar arguments yield due to the identity
gv = 1lp,(k,)p, (k,)v the second estimate. ([

We assign to each degree of freedom j € A a simplex K(j) € T with j € K and
set the operator Zx : X — X}, with
(Zxv)(j) = (xv)(j)  forallve X and j € N.
Theorem 21 (Interpolation operator Zx). The operator Ix is a projection onto
Xy, that satisfies for allv e X

hi(K)
ha (K)

IVa(o = Ixv)llraaey S min V(v —on)llze i) + 10r0 = Brvn| L2 (i) -
Vh h
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Moreover, we have for allv € X

h (K
Jox(w = Tz < i 1060 = 002y + 357 1950 = Vil 2

Proof. The projection property of Zx follows directly by its definition. Let v € X,

v, € Xp, and K = K; x K, € T. Since (Ilgvy, — Zxvy)|xk = 0, we have with
6 =v— vy

(26)  [IVa(v —Zx)l|lL2(r) < [[Va(v = Hkv)|[r2(x) + Vo (Lkd — Ix6)| 22 (x)-

Let Moc(K) denote the degrees of freedom in Pp(K;) ® Py(K,) with associated
basis functions by = b by ., where b, ; € P(K;) and b, , € P, (K,) are such that
by(8) = 0,5 for all 7, 8 € Moc(K). Then there exists a dual basis b2 = b3 ;b5
with b} , € Py(K;) and b3 , € Py(K,) such that

Med= Y (5,b)qb,
Y ENoe (K)

Hence, we have

27)  IVa(gd = Ixd)llza) < D 16,0500 — (Zx) (W] Vaby [l 20
YENoe (K)

The values of Zxd at the local degree of freedom v € Me(K) read as follows.

e If v is not on the boundary J x 0f2, the value of Zx at v depends on
the values of Zx at some degrees of freedom (j;”)gll C N(K) with some
uniformly bounded number N, € N. More precisely, there exist coefficients
ay' € R with

N’Y
(28) (Zxw)(v) = Z al (Ixw)(5y") for all w € X.
m=1

For each basis function jI' € N (K) there exist by definition of Zx dual
weight functions (b7)* = (b7)*(b7,)* with (b7%)* € Py(K.(j2)) and
(b5,)" € Py(K,(j7')) such that

N’Y
(Zxw)(y) = Z i (w, (b3')") @ for all w € X.
m=1

e If the local degree of freedom ~ is on the boundary [J x 0f), we have
(Zx6)(y) = 0 and set N, := 0.
Case 1 (No dofs on boundary). We suppose that a local degree of freedom ~ €
Moc(K) is neither on the boundary J x 9 nor it depends on some degree of
freedom j € N(K) on the boundary. Then (28) as well as the fact that Zx preserves
constant functions (away from the boundary) and 3, vy ¢jlx = 1 yield

(29) Sal =1
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We set the integral means (0),,, , = fwK’t ddsand (0),, , = fwK’I 0 dz. Combining
(29) with (1,63 , — (b7%)*) 7 = 0 = (1, (b',)* — b3 ,)a and scaling arguments yield
N’Y
1(6,03) @ — @x6) (V) IVabyllL2x) = ’ o (8,65 — (WWQ’ IVaby |2 (x)
m

=1

N’Y
_ ‘ D b = (0)ue, b L (0], — <b%>*)>Q‘ Vbl 22 ()
(30) m=1
N“r’
+ ] O e O PN (O (bﬁx)*>(bﬂt)*)>Qﬂ Vs [l 2 ()
m=1
he (K
< ht<(K)) 1061120y + I Vadllzeey  for all y € Nioo(K).

Case 2 (dof on boundary). Suppose that a degree of freedom j € N(K) is on the
boundary J x 9€). Then the patch wg shares a face with the boundary and so
scaling arguments and Friedrichs’ inequality lead for all v € M.(K) to

N’Y
16.8)0 — @xO) (NI Vbl < [ (3.05 = 32 af 0597 | [1Vabs 20

(31)

SIVedll 2 k)

Combining (26)—(31) and Lemma 20 leads to the first bound in the lemma. The
second follows similarly. O

We proceed with a comparison of the interpolation error estimates on tensor
product and irregular meshes. Let K € T be a time-space cell with h; == h(K)
and hy = h,(K) in a tensor product mesh (if we apply Z%) or in an irregular mesh.
Due to Theorem 4, 12, and 21 we have the stability and approximation properties

V(v —Zv)|| L2k

IVavllpz(x) + %H@UHL?(K;H*(W@) for T =1%,

hall V20l 2g0) + R 1070l L2 (rey -1 oy for T =T,
(32) IVavll 2y + 4210001 L2 wre) for T € {Z3,Zx},
S | hallVEvllzoo) + 221100 2w for 7 € {I%,Ix},
hal[ V20| 250y + 72 1020]| 22w for T € {I%,Ix},

ha V20l L2 (i) + PillOeV vl L2 (0
h2
+ }Té”a?UHLz(Kt;Hfl(wK,m)) for 7 € {I%,Ix}.

Despite a smaller domain of dependency with respect to time (neglected in the
comparison above), the advantages of the operator I?g are restricted to stability
properties in X rather than in L?(J; H}(Q)) N HY(J; L*(Q)). However, under
reasonable regularity assumptions like in (4) and (5) both operators lead to the same
approximation properties. These properties suggest the following mesh scalings.

e If we only have (4), the results suggest the parabolic scaling h; ~ h2.

e If we only have (4) and (5), the results suggest the scaling h; ~ h3/2,

e If we additionally have 9?v € L?(Q), the results suggest the scaling hy ~ h.
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Ki(2) Ki(4) Ke(6) Ki(8) Ki(10) K¢(12) K¢(14)
Fi1GURE 1. Locally refined meshes

While Theorem 12 investigates the error 9;(v — Z%v) in the L*(J; H~1(f2)) norm,
Theorem 21 investigates the error 9;(v — Zxv) in the L?(Q) norm. Notice however,
that similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 12 allow us to conclude upper
bounds for the L?*(Q) norm of the interpolation error d;(v — Iv) as well. This
leads to the following comparison for Z € {Z%,Zx}, where the values in brackets
are solely needed if Z = Tx:

[0¢(v — Zv)|| L2 (k)

1000 22 wre) (+ 521 Vavll2(n) ) or
t hz
S P ll0eV vl L2 wre) + 21070l 2k )y (F 72 NVEVI L2 (i) OF
h
ha |06V v 2 (i) + hellOF 0 22 (e (+ 7= 1Vavll L2 wr))-

Under the regularity assumptions in (4) and (5) the estimates show for both oper-
ators a reduced rate of convergence compared to (32). This can be expected, since
we investigate the error with respect to the stronger L?(Q) norm. The combination
of the error estimates with the regularity properties in (4) and (5) suggests a scaling
hy = hi/ 2 If we grade the mesh too strongly, for example h; =~ h2, the operator
Tx experiences, unlike the operator I}eg, stability issues due to the terms

hy hi 9
(33) —IVavllzzy o EVivllre -
It hy

Notice that unlike for operators on tensor meshes, such terms which do not depend
on the time derivative dyv must occur in bounds for the interpolation error d;(v —
Txv), since on irregular meshes the interpolated function Zxv might vary in time
even so v might be constant in time, that is, the property d;v = 0 does in general
not imply 0;Zxv = 0. The following remark investigates this aspect in more detail.

Remark 22 (Parabolic scaling vs. local refinements). Let Z: X — X be some
locally defined interpolation operator with first order ansatz space X = X;L’l and
basis functions (p;)jen- For simplicity we assume that the operator has weights
¢ € X with supp(yp}) C supp(yp;) and

Tv = Z(v,gp;)goj for allv e X.
JEN
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Moreover, we assume that these weights solely depend on the shape of the element
patch. Let the underlying mesh result from refining a uniform tensor mesh T; @ T,
with 0 < hy = |Ky| for all Ky € Ty and 0 < h, = diam(K,) for all K, € T, in every
fourth time interval Ki(4), K(8), K(12),--- € T; as depicted in Figure 1. We can
find a function v € X with Oyv = 0 such that (Zv)|k,am—-2)xo = 0 equals zero on
every (4m — 2)-th time interval in Ty with m € N and ¢(j) = 1 for all degrees of
freedom j € N inside the refined area, that is inside j € int(K;(4m) x Q). Scaling
arguments lead to ||Vov||12(g) =~ hy ' and || V20| 12(q) =~ h;?. By definition we have
10:Z0| | 12( 7.1y = 10:Zvl|L2(Q)) = by ' Thus, the interpolation error reads
hy h2

[0c(v = Zv)l|2(7;1-1(0)) = 10:(v = Zv) || L2(@) = E||vxv||L2(Q) ~ h*:HVxUHm(Qy
In this regard the terms in (33) cannot be avoided in interpolation error estimates
for the time derivative on irregular meshes.

7. CONCLUSION

This paper introduces interpolation operators and investigates their stability and
(localized) approximation properties displayed in Theorem 12, 18, and 21. Their
derivation led to the following observations.

e While it is possible to localize interpolation errors in the H~1(Q) as for
example done in [DST21], it is not possible to localize the L?(J; H~1(Q))
error in space without introducing a negative power of the local mesh size
as weight; see Remark 15.

e The parabolic Poincaré inequality in Theorem (4) suggest a parabolic scal-
ing hy(K) = h2(K) for the interpolation of irregular functions v € X. This
scaling occurs also when we change the norm in our interpolation error
estimates like in (23). Roughly speaking, this change of norms reads

1 h2
10l L2 (a1 (10,)) & h*t||'||L2(Kt;H*1(Km)) ~ h*fHVx'HL?(Kt;L?(KI))-

On irregular meshes, we have to use the L?(7; L?(£2)) norm to localize the
error in the approximation of the time derivative. If we change the norm
(which we have to do according to Remark 22), we observe roughly speaking

1 hy
10l L2 ()12 (k1)) = h*t||'||L2<Kt;L2(KI>) ~ E“vw°||L2(Kt;L2(KI))~

This indicates that parabolic scaling occurs naturally for tensor product
meshes but causes difficulties for irregular meshes. Remark 22 underlines
the latter observation.

All in all, we have shown that the localization of the L?(7; H~1(£2)) norm in space
leads to some unavoidable difficulties, which can partially be overcome by assuming
additional smoothness of the underlying function. However, interpolation operators
Z: X — Xj, cannot have the same beneficial properties as interpolation operators
for elliptic problems. It is likely that similar difficulties occur in the numerical
analysis of simultaneous space-time variational formulations, in particular when the
underlying mesh is irregular. For example, to the authors’ knowledge there exists
no numerical scheme that leads to quasi-optimal approximations with respect to the
norm in X with underlying meshes that do not have some kind of tensor product
structure; c.f. [SW21]. An exception are minimal residual methods [FK21; GS21;
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DS22], which are quasi-optimal in a slightly stronger norm. This might indicate
that the norm in X is actually not well suited for adaptive numerical schemes and a
remedy might be the use of alternative norms that are better suited for localization.
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