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Abstract

We present a cut finite element method for the heat equation on two overlap-
ping meshes: a stationary background mesh and an overlapping mesh that evolves
inside/“on top” of it. Here the overlapping mesh is prescribed a simple discon-
tinuous evolution, meaning that its location, size, and shape as functions of time
are discontinuous and piecewise constant. For the discrete function space, we use
continuous Galerkin in space and discontinuous Galerkin in time, with the addition
of a discontinuity on the boundary between the two meshes. The finite element for-
mulation is based on Nitsche’s method. The simple discontinuous mesh evolution
results in a space-time discretization with a slabwise product structure between
space and time which allows for existing analysis methodologies to be applied with
only minor modifications. We follow the analysis methodology presented by Eriks-
son and Johnson in [1,2]. The greatest modification is the introduction of a Ritzlike
“shift operator” that is used to obtain the discrete strong stability needed for the
error analysis. The shift operator generalizes the original analysis to some methods
for which the discrete subspace at one time does not lie in the space of the stiff-
ness form at the subsequent time. The error analysis consists of an a priori error
estimate that is of optimal order with respect to both time step and mesh size. We
also present numerical results for a problem in one spatial dimension that verify
the analytic error convergence orders.

Keywords: CutFEM, space-time CutFEM, time-dependent CutFEM, overlapping meshes,
parabolic problem, error analysis, modified Ritz projection operator, shift operator

1 Introduction
Issue - Cost of mesh generation: Generating computational meshes for numerically

solving differential equations can be a computationally costly procedure. In practical
applications the mesh generation can often represent a substantial amount of the total
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computation time. This is especially true for problems where the solution domain changes
during the solve process, e.g., evolving geometry and shape optimization. With standard
methods the mesh then has to be constantly checked for degeneracy and updated if
needed, meaning a persisting meshing cost for the entire solve process.

Remedy - CutFEM: Cut finite element methods (CutFEMs) provide a way of de-
coupling the computational mesh from the problem geometry. This means that the same
discretization can be used for a changing solution domain. CutFEMs can thus make
remeshing redundant for problems with changing geometry but also for other applica-
tions involving meshing such as adaptive mesh refinement. The cost of CutFEMs is
treating the mesh cells that are arbitrarily cut by the independent problem geometry.

CutFEM on overlapping meshes: A
common type of problem with changing
geometry is one where there is a mov-
ing object in the solution domain, e.g.,
see Figure [l A straightforward CutFEM-
approach to this problem would be to con-
sider CutFEM for the interface problem,
i.e., to use a background mesh of the empty
solution domain together with an interface
that represents the object. However, a
more advantageous and sophisticated ap-
proach is to consider CutFEM on overlap-
ping meshes, meaning two or more meshes
ordered in a mesh hierarchy. This is also
called composite grids/meshes and multi-
mesh in the literature. The idea is to use
a background mesh of the empty solution Figure 1: Computed streamlines around a pro-
domain, just as for the interface problem, peller. Image| by Anders Logg is licensed under
but instead to encapsulate the object in [CC BY 4.0.

a second mesh. The mesh containing the

object is then placed “on top” of the background mesh, creating a mesh hierarchy. The
motion of the object will thus also cause its encapsulating mesh to move. There are
some advantages of using a second overlapping mesh instead of an interface. Firstly, an
overlapping mesh can incorporate boundary layers close to the object. Something an in-
terface cannot. Secondly, the total number of degrees of freedom (DOF's) of the resulting
linear system may be reduced. This is so since for CutFEM for the interface problem
this number can be twice the number of DOF's of the background mesh or more, whereas
for CutFEM on overlapping meshes it will be the number of DOFs of the background
mesh plus the number of DOFs of the second mesh. Thirdly, if the object has a com-
plicated geometry, representing it with an interface can lead to tricky cut situations and
thus a higher computational cost. By instead using an object-encapsulating mesh with a
simply-shaped exterior boundary, the cut situations can be made less tricky, see Figure [2]
A way to further sophisticate this is to allow the moving object to deform the interior
of the overlapping mesh while initially keeping its exterior boundary fixed. Only when
the deformations have become too large is the overlapping mesh “snapped” into place
to avoid degeneracy. Such a snapping feature provides a choice between computing cut
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situations or computing deformations, thus allowing the cheapest option for the situation
at hand to be chosen. A drawback of using a second overlapping mesh instead of an
interface is that overlapping meshes require collision computations between the cells of
the meshes, something that can be computationally expensive.

CuwtFEM on overlapping meshes can
also be used as an alternative to adaptive
mesh refinement by keeping a smaller finer
mesh in regions requiring higher accuracy.
Yet another application example is to use a
composition of simpler structured meshes
to represent a complicated domain.
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Literary background: Over the past
two decades, a theoretical foundation for
the formulation of stabilized CutFEM has
been developed by extending the ideas of
Nitsche, presented in , to a general weak
formulation of the interface conditions,
thereby removing the need for domain-
fitted meshes. The foundations of Cut-
FEM were presented in [4] and then ex-
tended to overlapping meshes in [5]. The \\:\“;\‘t_%.\\“\%
CutFEM methodology has since been de-

veloped and applied to a number of impor-
tant multiphysics problems. See for exam-

ple [6119]. For overlapping meshes in par- Figure 2: Overlapping meshes for a problem

ticular, see for example [L0H13]. So far, with a rotating propeller. [Image by |[Anders
only CutFEM for stationary problems on Togg is licensed under [(CC BY 4.0.

overlapping meshes have been developed
and analysed to a satisfactory degree, thus
leaving analogous work for time-dependent
problems to be desired.

This work: The work presented here is intended to be an initial part of developing and
analysing CutFEMs for time-dependent problems on overlapping meshes. We consider a
CutFEM for the heat equation on two overlapping meshes: one stationary background
mesh and one moving overlapping mesh with no object. Depending on how the mesh
motion is represented discretely, quite different space-time discretizations may arise, al-
lowing for different types of analyses to be applied. Generally the mesh motion may
either be continuous or discontinuous. We have considered the simplest case of both of
these two types, which we refer to as simple continuous and simple discontinuous mesh
motion. Simple continuous mesh motion means that the location of the overlapping mesh
as a function of time is continuous and piecewise linear, and simple discontinuous mesh
motion means that it is discontinuous and piecewise constant. The former is studied in
other work and the latter in this. Here, with no extra effort, we may also extend the mesh
motion to a mesh evolution, meaning that size and shape change as well. Thus, simple
discontinuous mesh evolution means that the location, size, and shape of the overlapping
mesh as functions of time are discontinuous and piecewise constant.
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Analytic novelty: The simple discontinuous mesh evolution results in a space-time dis-
cretization with a slabwise product structure between space and time. Standard analysis
methodology therefore work with some modifications. We follow the analysis presented
by Eriksson and Johnson in [1,[2]. The main modification is the introduction of what
we call a “shift operator” which can be viewed as a modified Ritz projection operator.
This is somewhat similar to what is done in . The shift operator is used to obtain
the discrete strong stability needed for the error analysis. In the proof of the strong
stability, discrete functions on one slab need to be translated into discrete functions on
the subsequent slab. In , this is done by simply assuming that the discrete space of
one slab lies in the discrete space of the next. In , the proof is generalized by mapping
discrete functions of one slab to the next with the Ritz projection operator. Here, the
Ritz projection on one slab is not defined for discrete functions on another slab since the
discontinuity on the interface between the two meshes changes between slabs. This issue
is solved by instead using the shift operator to map between discrete subspaces. The shift
operator thus further generalizes the original analysis to be applicable to some methods
where the discrete space of one slab does not lie in the space of the stiffness form on the
subsequent slab, e.g., problems with changing interior geometry. The error analysis con-
cerns an optimal order a priori error estimate of the L?-norm of the approximation error
at the final time. This estimate shows that the method preserves the superconvergence
of the error with respect to the time step.

Paper overview: In Section 2, the model problem is formulated. In Section 3, the
CutFEM is presented. In Section 4, tools for the analysis are presented including the
shift operator. In Section 5, we present and prove stability estimates for the discrete
solution. In Section 6, we present and prove an optimal order a priori error estimate.
In Section 7, we present numerical results for a problem in one spatial dimension that
verify the analytic convergence orders. In the appendix we present technical estimates
and interpolation results used in the analysis.

2 Problem

For d = 1,2, or 3, let Qg C R? be a
bounded convex domain with polygonal
boundary 9. Let T > 0 be a given fi-
nal time. Let G C Qy C R? be another
bounded domain with polygonal boundary
0G. We let the location, size, and shape of
G be time-dependent by prescribing for G
a time-dependent spatially smooth veloc-
ity field p; : G(t) — R% Using Q and G,

we define the following two domains: K Q
Oy =0 NG (2.2) Figure 3: Partition of Qq into ©; (blue) and

Oy (red) for d = 2 with G moving with velocity
with boundaries 9€; and 0y, respec- .

tively. Let their common boundary be
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For t € [0, T], we have the partition
Qo = Q1) UT(¢) U Q1) (2.4)

See Figure (3| for an illustration. We consider the heat equation in Qg x (0,7] with
source f € L*((0,T],€), homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, and initial data
Ug € H2<Qo) N H&(Qo)
u—Au=f in Qyx (0,7]
u=0 on dQ x (0,7 (2.5)
u=up in Qy x {0}

3 Method

3.1 Preliminaries

Let Ty and T be quasi-uniform simplicial meshes of 0y and G, respectively. We denote
by hy the diameter of a simplex K. We partition the time interval (0, 7] quasi-uniformly
into N subintervals I,, = (t,,_1,t,]| of length k, = ¢, —t,_1, where 0 =ty <t; < ... <
ty =T and n = 1,...,N. We assume the following space-time quasi-uniformity: For
h = maxgemure{hx}, and k = max;<,<n{kn},

h 5 kmin k 5 hmin (31)

where ki, = miny<,<n{k,}, and Ay, = mingerur, {hx}. We note that this space-time
quasi-uniformity is stricter than the one assumed in [2], which here has the equivalent
form h? < kuyin. The stricter one is needed because of using the shift operator results
Lemma and Lemma [4.5]in the analysis. We next define the following slabwise space-
time domains:

S()m = Qo X In (32)
Si,n = {(Qf,t) c S()’n X e Ql(t)} (33)
L, = {(s,t) € Son: s € T(t)} (3.4)

In general we will use bar, i.e., -, to denote
something related to space-time, such as
domains and variables. In addition to the
domains §2;(t) and Qs(t), we also consider
the “covered” overlap domain Qo(t). To
define it, we will use the set of simplices
Torw = {K € To: KNT(t) # 0}, i.e., all
simplices in 7y that are cut by I' at time .
We define the overlap domain Qo (t) for a
time t € [0, 7] by

Qo(t) == U K N Q) (3.5) Figure 4: Space-time slabs with simple discon-

KeTorw tinuous mesh motion.

As a discrete counterpart to the evolution of the domain GG, we prescribe a simple dis-
continuous evolution for the overlapping mesh 75. By this we mean that the location,
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size, and shape of the overlapping mesh 7g are functions with respect to time that are
discontinuous on [0, T] and constant on each I,,. This means that on each I,, the location,
size, and shape of Tg are fixed, but change from I,,_; to I,. We simply take 75 on I,
to be a mesh of G(¢,). An illustration of the slabwise space-time domains S;,, defined
by is shown in Figure The simple discontinuous mesh evolution results in the
following: Forn=1,..., N

T, =T(t) = T(t) Viel, (3.6b)
QO,n = Qo(tn) = Qo(t) vVt e I, (36(3)

3.2 Finite element spaces

We define the discrete spatial finite element spaces V} o and Vj, ¢ as the spaces of con-
tinuous piecewise polynomials of degree < p on 7, and 7, respectively. We also let the
functions in Vj, o be zero on 0€y. For t € [0,T], we use these two spaces to define the
broken finite element space V;(t) by
Vi(t) :== {v : v|a,@) = vola, @ for some vy € V}, o and (3.7)
U|Q2(t) = Ug|Q2(t) for some Vg € Vhyg} )
See Figure [5| for an illustration of a function v € Vj,(¢). From the simple discontinuous
evolution of T, we have via (3.6a)) that: Forn=1,... N

Vh,n = Vh(tn) = Vh(t) Vtel, (38)
Forn =1,..., N, we define the discrete space-time finite element spaces V;'y and Vg
v(x,t)
0] x

Figure 5: Example of v(-,t) € Vi(t) for d =1 and p = 1, where 7 is blue
and Tg red.

as the spaces of functions that for a ¢ € I, lie in V}, o and V}, i, respectively, and in time
are polynomials of degree < ¢ along the trajectories of 7y and T for t € I,,, respectively.

For n =1,..., N, we use these two spaces to define the broken finite element space V"
by:
Viii=A{v :vls,, = vgls,, for some vg € V;y and (3.9)
Vs, = VGls,, for some vg € V' }
We define the global space-time finite element space V}, by:
Vi ={v:vlg, €V ,n=1... N} (3.10)
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3.3 Finite element formulation

We may now formulate the space-time cut finite element formulation for the problem
described in Section [2| as follows: Find u; € V}, such that

T
By (up,v) = / (f,v)a, At + (ug,vg )a, Vv € Vj (3.11)
0

The non-symmetric bilinear form B, is defined by

N N-1
Baw,0)i= 3 [ (t0)ag + Anw,0)dt+ Y (oo + (il ooy (312
n=1 n n=1

where (-, -)q is the L?(Q2)-inner product, [v],, is the jump in v at time ¢, i.e., [v],, = v, —v,

£ = lim._,o, v(z,t, +€). The symmetric bilinear form Ay is defined by

Analw,v) =3 (Vo Voo = (), [t = () [ g o)

+(7hK1[ I, [ + ([Vw], [Vo])ag e

where (v) is a convex-weighted average of v on I, i.e., (v) = wivy + wave, where wy,wy €
0,1] and wy + we = 1, v; = lim._,04 v(5 — en;), § = (s,t), n is the normal vector to I'
(not to be confused with time index n, e.g., in t,,), 9,v = n- Vv, [v] is the jump in v over
[, ie., [v] = vy — vy, v > 0 is a stabilization parameter, hx = hg(x) = hg, for x € K,
where h, is the diameter of simplex Ky € T, and Qo(t) is the overlap region defined by

B3).

4 Analytic preliminaries

4.1 The bilinear form A,

The space of A, is H>?t(U;Q(t)) where ¢ > 0 may be arbitrarily small. From the
simple discontinuous evolution of 7¢, we have via (3.6 that

An - Ahﬂfn - Ah,t Vt c In (41)

Let I'k(t) := K NI'(t). We define the following two mesh-dependent norms:

HwH%/Q,h,F(t) = Z hl_(1||w||l2“K(t) ||w|| —1/2,AT(t) = Z hKHerK (4.2)
K€eTo,r KeTo,r)
Note that
lwltey < bllwlionre (W e < lwlly2nrollvlzare (4.3)

We define the time-dependent spatial energy norm |||-| A, DY

w3, , = Z IVl @ + K02 120y + Nl 2 nre + 1VOllGoe  (44)
Continuity of A, follows from using (4.3) in (3.13)). Next we consider the coercivity:
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Lemma 4.1 (Discrete coercivity of Aj;). Let the bilinear form Aj; and the energy
norm ||| 4, , be defined by and (4.4)), respectively. Then, for ¢ € [0,7] and v
sufficiently large

Ani(v,0) Z [[0lll3,, Vo € Valt) (4.5)

Proof. Following the proof of the coercivity in [4], we consider

1

2000 (Do < 1O srcr + <Nl s
9 2
<261 ( 190l + IVl (46)
1=1

1
- EH (anv>”2—1/2,h,r(t) + el|[v] H%/th(t)

where we have used Lemma and denoted its constant by C; . We use (4.6]) in

Aps(0,0) Z 19012, — 20000}, oD + Y mre + N0l
20
(1 _ —) Z V0l + SO s (4.7)
2CT
(= NI e + (1 - —) T2
By taking € > 2C7, and v > £ we may obtain (4.5)) from (4.7)). [ |

4.2 Standard operators that map to V()

Here we define some standard spatial operators for every ¢t € [0, T]. The L?()-projection
operator Py, : L*() — Vi (t) is defined by

(Pryw,v)q, = (w,v)q, Yv € Vy(t) (4.8)
The Ritz projection operator Ry, ; : H/?+¢(U;Q(t)) — Vi (t) is defined by
Apt(Rpw,v) = Api(w,v) Yo € V(1) (4.9)

Lemma 4.2 (Estimates for the Ritz projection error). Let the spatial energy norm
Il 4, , and the Ritz projection operator Ry, be defined by (4.4) and (4.9), respectively.

Then for any w € HP™(Qq) N Hy ()

llw = Rugwll,, , S WPIIDE wlla, (4.10)
lw = Ry wlla, < B7HIDE w]q, (4.11)

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in the standard case with only natural mod-
ifications to account for the CutFEM setting. First the energy estimate (4.10)) is shown,
which then is used in the Aubin-Nitsche duality trick to show (4.11)). Let ¢ = w — Ry, ,w

denote the projection error. Due to only having discrete coercivity of Aj;, we use the



spatial interpolation operator I, defined by (B.1) to split the error into 7 = w — I}, yw
and n = I, w — Ry w. Thus

lw = Bngwlll 4, , = ¢lla,, <ll7lla,, + lnlla,, (4.12)

Since n € Vj(t), we use Lemma to get

2
Il S AneCnm) = —Ana(mm) < el L, (4.13)

Using this in (4.12)) and applying Lemma we get
llw = Bagwlly,, S Mllla,, = llw = Inewlly, , S B7IDE wla, (4.14)

which is (£.10). For (4.11), we consider the auxiliary problem: Find ¢ € H?(€20) N Hg ()
such that A¢ = ¢ in Q. From regularity we have that [0,¢]|rz) = 0 in L*(I'(¢)). Using
the integration by parts provided by Corollary and the spatial interpolation operator
I, for p =1 in following the Aubin-Nitsche duality trick shows . |

The discrete Laplacian Ay, : H3/2%(U;Q;(t)) — Vi, (¢) is defined by
(—Apw,v)0, = Ap(w,v) Yo € Vj(t) (4.15)
From the simple discontinuous evolution of 7¢, we have via (3.8]) and (4.1)) that

Pn - Ph,tn - Phﬂf \V/t c _[n (416)
Rn - Rh,tn - Rh,t Vt S ]n (417)
An - Ah,tn — Ah,t Vt c In (418)

4.3 The shift operator

Here, we introduce the shift operator which is not present in the standard analysis,
presented in [1,2]. The shift operator is needed because of the simple discontinuous
mesh evolution in the CutFEM setting. The shift operator will be used in the proof
of Lemma . At one point in the proof, one would like to consider R,u,, , ;. This is
however undefined in the current setting because of the shifting discontinuity coming from
the evolution of I'. Since R, is only defined for functions in H3/%¢(U;8;,,) € HY(U;Q;i.)
and Up oy € Vin-1 C H 1(U1~Qi7n_1), the projection Rnu,;n_l is not defined. Enter shift
operator. The idea is to consider a Ritzlike operator that can map from one discrete
space to another. To define the shift operator, we will use a special bilinear form 47, ,,.
To define 7, ,,,, we will use a partition of {}y into the subdomains

Wij = Winjm = Lin Ny fori,j=1,2andn,m=0,...,N (4.19)
For n,m =0,1,..., N, we define the non-symmetric bilinear form <7, ,,, by
2
Ly (v, 0) =Y (Y0, V), = ([0], (aw))r, — ((Oav), [w])r,, (4.20)
ij=1

We define a related energy norm by

2 2
vll,. = llwllia, + 10av) 12 2, (4.21)

With this norm, we may obtain the following continuity result:
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Lemma 4.3 (Continuity of <7, ,,). Let the bilinear form 7, ,, be defined by (4.20)),
and the norm [[-[[[ , by (4.21). Then for functions v and w of sufficient regularity

Dm0, 0) S 0/l ,, Ml (4.22)

Proof. The left-hand side of (4.22) is given by (4.20)), where the first term is

2
> (Vo, V) < lollla, 0l < lloll, .

,5=1

w

A (4.23)

Here we have used that v € H'(U;2;,,) and w € H'(U;$;,,,) to merge integrals over w;;’s
to integrals over Q;'s, e.g., V|2, +[IVul2,, = [[Vvl[3, . For the second and third term,
we use . ) followed by the norm definition (4.21]). [ ]

By restricting v and w in Lemma to the corresponding discrete subspaces, i.e., Vj,,
and V}, ,,, respectively, we may obtain a continuity result in the weaker A,-norms. This
is done by estimating the average terms in the .7, ,,-norms using an inverse inequality
that is a twist on the one in Lemma [A.4 The average term is

0w 121 2, S 0N, + 10002 2, (4.24)

where we also want to estimate the second term by |||v|||?4n We do this by following the
proof of Lemma , omitting some of the steps that are the same. Partitioning I',, \ T,
into I'; := (I \ I'y) Ny, using the interdependent indices ¢ = 1,2, and j = 0, G, and
writing fin =K;nN fi, we have for v € V},,, that

100 21 jorir, S D D b ll(Vo)ollE, <Z Y Vel

FzK 0€{+7 FZK UE{+7

S IVolle,, + 1Vl + 1Volg,, (4.25)
2

S IVl
i=1

where we have used Corollary . Using (4.25) in (4.24]), we get for v € V},,, that

2
0 H VIS, S MlVlf,

1{Onv) | <1720, S 1Vl 4, (4.26)
Using (4.26)) in (4.21]), we may obtain
ollla, < vl S lolla, Yo € Vin (4.27)

By restricting the functions in Lemma to the discrete subspaces, we may use the
above norm equivalence to obtain the following discrete continuity result:

Corollary 4.1 (Discrete continuity of 47,,,). Let the bilinear form <7, ,, and the
spatial energy norm [|-[|[ , be defined by (4.20) and (4.4), respectively. Then

(v, w) Sl [Jwll,, Vo € Viy and Yw € Vi, (4.28)

We are now ready to move on to the shift operator.
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Definition 4.1 (Shift operator). For n,m = 0,..., N, we define the shift operator
S HY* (Ui Q40) — Vium by

A (Fmv,w) = Ay (v, W) Yw € Vi, (4.29)

Note that Vj,,, C H32%¢(U;Q;,,) so that % : Vi — Vim. When it is clear what type
of function .7, ,, operates on, we write .%,, = .7, ,, for brevity. For v € H3?**(U;Q;,.) ,
using .75, v € Vj, 1, the discrete coercivity of A,,, the definition of .#},, and the continuities
of <7, , we get the following stability of the shift operator:

150l S ol o € HY(U20) (4.30)
By restricting v in ([£.30)) to Vi, C H**7(U;€,,) and using ([{4.27), we have
1m0l 4, S IVllls, VO € Vi (4.31)

The shift operator has two approximability properties that are essential for its application
in the analysis. We present and prove these properties in the following two lemmas:

Lemma 4.4 (An estimate for the shift error). Let the shift operator .7, = .7, ,,, be

defined by (4.29) and the spatial energy norms ||||||, ~and [[-[[[, by (4.21) and (4.4),
respectively. Then

lo = Fwvllay S hllvllly,,, Vo€ B2 (Ui) (4.32)
[ = Fmvllay S Allvllla, Vo € Vin (4.33)

Proof. The estimate follows from by restricting v to Vj,,, € H¥2*(U;Q;.,)
and using . We thus only need to prove (4.32)). The proof is based on the Aubin-
Nitsche duality trick but involves a few modifications. Let ¢ = v — .%,,v denote the
shift error. We consider the auxiliary problem: Find ¢ € H?*(Qg) N H}(Qo) such that
—A¢ = 1 in Qp. We note from regularity that [0,¢]|r,.or, = 0 in L*(T,, UT,). We
denote by Ij, = Ipp=1,m the spatial interpolation operator I, defined by . The
square of the left-hand side of is

HU - ym/UH?]Q = (¢7¢)Qo - (U, _A¢)Qo - (‘ymvv _A¢)Qo
2
=D _(Vu,Vo)a,, — ([v], (0ud))r, — An(Fnv, @)

= Gy m(V,0) — Ap( Lm0, @) £ Ay (U, I m@) (4.34)
= (0, ¢ = Inm®) — An(Fnv, ¢ = Inm®)
S vlle, ,, e = Inmdll,, , + 1Smllla, ¢ = Inmdll4,
S hlll,,, 1Dzle0 < AL, 1¥]l0
where we have used Lemma [A.2] Corollary [A1] that [¢]|r,, = 0 to go to 7, ,,, the

definition of the shift operator, the continuities, Lemma [B.2} (4.30), Lemma , and
elliptic regularity on H?(Q) N Hg () for ¢. This shows (4.32)). |

Lemma 4.5 (An estimate for the shift energy). Let the bilinear form A,, be defined

by (3.13), the shift operator ., = 7, by (4.29), the spatial energy norm [[|-[|| , by
(4.4), and the discrete Laplacian A,, by (4.15). Then

A (S0, S0) = An(0,0) S [0l 1A00]l0y Vo € Vi (4.35)
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Proof. The left-hand side of (4.35)) is

A (L v, Lv) — An(v,0)
= A, (v, LS mv —v) = (Apv,v — 0L ),

< [Anvla, (IIv — vl + [|F v — ynymvugo) (4.36)

< 1 Anvlla, (h loll,. + HIvalllAm)

S PlAnvllao [V]l]4,

where we have used (.29)), Lemma [4.4] and (4.31). This shows (4.35). [ |

4.4 The bilinear form B,

The bilinear form Bj can be expressed differently, as noted in the following lemma:

Lemma 4.6 (Alternative form of Bj). The bilinear form By, defined by ({3.12)), can

be written as

Bh<w7 U) = Z/Iv (w7 _i})Qo + Ah,t(wv U) dt + Z_(w;7 _[U]R)Qo + (w;h U]?i)ﬂo (437)

Proof. The proof is exactly as in the standard case. The first term in (3.12)) is integrated
by parts with respect to time and the result is combined with the last two terms in
(3.12)). [ |

To show Galerkin orthogonality, we need the following lemma on consistency:

Lemma 4.7 (Consistency). The solution u to problem ({2.5)) also solves (3.11]).

Proof. First insert u in place of u;, on the left-hand side of and use the regularity
of u. Then integrate by parts in space to get interior and boundary terms. The exterior
boundary terms vanish because of the boundary conditions imposed on v thus leaving the
['-terms which are combined. Applying Lemma and the regularity of u only leaves
terms which from equals the right-hand side of (3.11). [ ]

From Lemma [£.7] we may obtain the Galerkin orthogonality:

Corollary 4.2 (Galerkin orthogonality). Let the bilinear form B, be defined by
(3.12), and let v and wuy be the solutions of (2.5)) and (3.11)), respectively. Then

Bp(u —up,v) =0 Yv eV, (4.38)
We now consider the discrete dual problem: Find z, € V}, such that

Bu(v, zn) = (vy, 2 n)0e YU EV, (4.39)
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5 Stability analysis

The stability analysis in this section is based on a stability analysis for the case with only
a background mesh, presented by Eriksson and Johnson in [1,/2]. Due to the CutFEM
setting, the original analysis has been slightly modified by the incorporation of the shift
operator defined by . The main result of this section is the following stability
estimate and its counterpart for the discrete dual problem:

Theorem 5.1 (The main stability estimate). Let u; be the solution of (3.11]) with
f =0 and let up be the initial value of the analytic solution of the problem presented in
Section 2l Then we have that

N N
gl + i il + | Antinllo dt + > [[funln-1llay < Cilluolla (5.1)
n=1 n n=1

where C; = C(log(ty/k1) + 1)V/? and C > 0 is a constant.

The counterpart of for z, is a crucial tool in the proof of the a priori error estimate
presented in Theorem [6.1] For the purpose of that application, we replace the initial
time jump term. From (5.1)), we have that ||[us]ollo, < Cilluollq,- The corresponding
inequality for z, is [|[zn]nllo, < Cnll#fyllay, where Cy = C(log(tn/ky) + 1)¥/? and
C > 0. By squaring both sides of this inequality and expanding the left-hand side we
may obtain ||z, ylla, < Onll2; yllq,, Which we use in the corresponding stability estimate

for z:

Corollary 5.1 (A stability estimate for z,). A corresponding stability estimate to
(5.1]) for the solution zj, to the discrete dual problem (4.39) is

N N-1
Izfollas + D f 2nllae + 1 Anznllay dt + > llzalnllas + Iznnlloo < Cnllzf wllao (5-2)
n=1 n n=1

where Cy = C(log(tx/kn) +1)¥2 and C > 0 is a constant.

To prove Theorem [5.1, we need two other stability estimates. We start by letting f = 0
in (3.11). We have: Find u; € V}, such that

N N N
Z/ (i, v) gy A + Z/ An(un,v) dt+) ([nln-1,0 o, =0 Yw eV, (5.3)
n=1"1In n=1"1In n=1

The first of the two auxiliary stability estimates is:

Lemma 5.1 (The basic stability estimate). Let u; be the solution of (3.11)) with
f =0 and let up be the initial value of the exact solution u. Then

N N
_ 2
e w6y + Z/J lunlly, dt+ > lunln-allg, S luollg, (5.4)
n=1 n n=1

Proof. The proof follows the same idea as in the standard case. By taking v = u;, € V},
in (5.3)), integrating the first term and combining the result with the third term, estimate
(5.4]) follows after using Lemma on the second term.

[ |
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Lemma 5.2 (The strong stability estimate). Let u;, be the solution of (3.11]) with
f =0 and let ug be the initial value of the exact solution u. Then

N N

: tn
Zt"/z il + [ Anunllé, dE+ Y k,—ll[Uh]n—llléo S Mol (5.5)
n=1 n n=2 "

Proof. By taking v = —t,A,u, € V, in (5.3) and using , we may obtain
- 131 3 -
thn ; ||Anuh||?20 dt + 5141(“;,07 uio) + ?AN(uh,N7 uh,N)
= tl(u;,o, _AIUZ,O)QO (5.6)
N-1 ; ;
+ Z <tn+1(uh,n, —Anaug o, — nTHAnH(u;n,u;’n) — EnAn(u,;n, uhm))
n=1

The first term on the left-hand side is done. Using Lemma [4.1] the other two terms on
the left-hand side are estimated from below by 0. Using standard estimates, the first
term on the right-hand side is

_ 1
faun g, =Aauyg)ay S lluollg, + et [ [[Avunllg, dt (5.7)
I

We move on to the last row of (5.6). We would like to use (4.15]) on the first term, but
due to the simple discontinuous evolution of 75, Uy, ¢ Vi nt1. To handle this, we make

use of the shift operator .#, 11 : Vi, = Vi pp1 defined by (4.29):

tne1 (W s —Anirttf oy

= tn+1((]l - yn-‘rl)u}:’n) _An—l—lu;n)ﬁo + tn-l—l(y’n—l—lu}:’n; _An-i-lu;’n)Qo

Using standard estimates, Lemma and (3.1)), the first term is

. 1
b (U= Fre i =Bsrtil o S 7 [ Ml dt+eten [ 18w, dt 6:9)

Ini1

(5.8)

Using (4.15)) on the second term in (5.8)) and combining it with the other two terms in
the last row of (5.6 we have

_ tn 1 n — —
tn+1ATL+1 (ynJrluh,n? u;n) - 2+ An+1 (U?L_,TN u?L_,n) - 5‘4” (uh,n7 uh,n)
tn _ _ tn _
< _2+1An+1(yn+luh,n7 S i1y ) — ?ATL(uh,n’ Uy, ) (5.10)

1
(10 2) [ Ml ae et [ Nl a
In In

where we have first used the algebraic identity (a — b)? = a® — 2ab + b* and Lemma
to estimate the difference term from below by 0, then Lemma , , that t,.1 <ty
forn = 1,..., N — 1, which follows from the temporal quasi-uniformity, and standard
estimates. Collecting the estimates, we have

N
St [ 1A, dt
n=1 In

N-1 N
1 1 9
S Hllally + 2 3 [ Monlly, S [ 18wl dt
n=1 n n=1 n

14
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Kicking back the last term on the right-hand side, taking ¢ sufficiently small, and using
Lemma 5.1, we may obtain

N
> ot i [AnunllE, dt < [luollg, (5.12)
n=1 n

It is thus sufficient to estimate the time-derivative terms and the time jump terms on
the left-hand side of by the left-hand side of to obtain . We proceed by
taking v = (t — t,_1)uy in ((5.3]). The subsequent treatment is exactly the same as in the
standard case, and yields

[ Nk, de S [ AR, at (5.1
We proceed by showing an estimate for the time jump terms for n = 2,..., N. We would

like to take v = [up|,—1 = u;n_l — Up g I , but due to the simple discontinuous
evolution of 7g, Upy oy ¢ Vi as already pointed out, so we cannot make this choice. To
handle this, we use the L?()-projection P,. By taking v = P,[up],_; in and using
and , we may obtain

fn)n-1llE, = (unln-1, (1 = Po)[un)n-1)eq +/ (Apun — i, [tp]n-1)oy dt - (5.14)
I,
We treat the terms separately, starting with the first. For n = 2,..., N, we use standard
estimates, Lemma , and the spatiotemporal quasi-uniformity (3.1)) to get

1
([un]n—1, (1 = Po)[un]n-1)a < Zl|[uh]n—1||?zo + Ck’n/ lunlls, ., dt (5.15)

Infl

Using standard estimates, the second term in (5.14)) is

. 1 .
[ (@t = 1)y 0t < Gllnlacalls, + 280 [ NAwl, + i, 4t 6.16)

In

Using the estimates (5.15) and ((5.16]) in (5.14]), we may obtain, for n =2,..., N, that

1 . 2
Flldioaliy S [ linlls, + 180l e+ [y, dt (517)

Infl

Finally we have all the partial results that are needed to show the desired stability

estimate (5.5)). Starting with the left-hand side of (/5.5|), first using ([5.17)), then applying

Lemma [5.1]followed by (5.13)), and finally using (5.12)) concludes the proof of Lemma [5.2]
|

Theorem may now be proven by deriving lower bounds for the left-hand sides of the
auxiliary stability estimates. To do this, we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to obtain

(St (k) <3 fror (515)

where ||w|| denotes a generic norm term. We also use that

N

> t—" < 1+ log(tn/k1) (5.19)

oy

n=1
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6 Error analysis

To prove an a priori error estimate, we follow the methodology presented by Eriksson and
Johnson in [1,2] and make only minor modifications to account for the CutFEM setting.

Theorem 6.1 (An optimal order a priori error estimate in || - ||g, at the final
time). Let u be the solution of (2.5)) and let u;, be the finite element solution defined by
(3.11). Then, for ¢ = 0,1, we have that

Juft) = vl < Cov s KA g, 4 07D oy} (6
where || - |, = || - |20, Cn = C(log(tn/kn) + 1)¥/2, where C' > 0 is a constant,
ky = tn — to1, |[Wllayr, = maxee, ||wla,, @) = 02ty /0t b is the largest

diameter of a simplex in 7y U T, and D, denotes the derivative with respect to space.

Proof. We use the interpolant @ = I"R,u € Vj, where I" is the temporal interpolation
operator defined by (B.12) and R, is the Ritz projection operator defined by (4.9)), to
split the error e = u — uy, into p = u — u and 0 = @ — uy. Thus

[u(tn) = up, yllao = llenllas < llonllay + 105 llo (6.2)
For p, we have from that forn=1,..., N,
lpwllae = ll(u = I"Row),, [loy = Iluy — Ruwy oy < llu— Roullgy,r, (6.3)
For 0, we note that since z;, € V},, the Galerkin orthogonality gives
B (0, z1,) = —Bn(p, z1) (6.4)
Since 0 € V},, the discrete dual problem (4.39) with z;: N = Oy gives

By(0, 21) = 10313, (6.5)
Combining with , and using Lemma , we obtain the error representation
N N-1
16312 =3 [ (0 20)os = Ansl. )t + 3o Laldan = (osindos (66)
n=1"1In n=1

Treating the terms on the right-hand side just as in [1,2], we obtain for ¢ =0

16518, < s, { = Rl + 1o =l

N N—-1 (6 7)
x (Z / HAnZhHQodtJrZH[Zh}nHQoJrHZh,NHQO) '
n=1 n n=1

< CnFo(u)||0x]lo
and for ¢ =1

16518, < max, (o = Rulo, + holAn{ R = o,

1<n

N N-1 (6 8)
x (22/1 2nlleo At + > Ilznlnllas + ||z};NHQO> :
n=1 " n=1

< OnFi(u)[0yao
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where Fj(u) is the factor with the max-function. To obtain the last inequalities, we have
used the stability estimate (5.2) with 2, y = . Thus, for ¢ = 0,1

105 llay < Cn Fy(u) (6.9)
We note that we may write the argument to the max-function in F,(u) as
lw = Ryullay,r, + (1 = @) Rau = tllqy.r, + qknl| An{Rnu — @}lqq,1, (6.10)
We treat the terms separately, starting with the first for which we use Lemma [4.2}
lu = Ruullay,r, < W7 DY ulla,, (6.11)
The second term in (6.10)) is

| Rott — il|0g,1, < |lu— Ruttllog.z, + [ 1w — Rpu)|lao,r, + Il — I™ullqo,r,

6.12
< WP DP g r, + EETH[0 g 1, (6:12)

For the three terms in the first row of (6.12)): we have used (6.11) on the first term; on
the second term, we have first used the boundedness of " from Lemma and then

applied (6.11); on the last term, we have used (B.13) from Lemma [B.3] We move on to
the third term in (6.10). Note that this term is only present for ¢ = 1. To treat it we use

that: For ¢ € H*(Q) and v € V},,,, we have from (4.15)), (4.9), and Corollary that
(—Aanl/% U)Qo = An(Rn¢a U) = An(d@ U) = (—A¢, U)Qo (613)

Taking v = —A, R, in (6.13)) gives ||A,RY]lq, < |A¢|q, which we use after applying
Lemma to the third term in (6.10]). Thus

1A Row — @Hlag,r, S K2 An Rt ||ag,r, < K2 AW gy 1, = kol|0®||ogr,  (6.14)

Collecting the results, we get for ¢ = 0,1

Fy(u) < max {hp“nDz“uqu,fn . kzq“nu@q“)nao,fn} (6.15)

1<n<N

We note from (6.3) that ||py|la, < Fy(u). Combining this with and using ([6.15))
concludes the proof of Theorem [6.1] |

7 Numerical results

Here we present numerical results for a problem in one spatial dimension on the unit
interval with exact solution u(z,t) = sin?(7z)e 2. We compute uj, for p = 1 and
qg = 0,1. The right-hand side integrals have been approximated locally by quadrature
over the space-time prisms: first quadrature in time, then quadrature in space. In space,
three-point Gauss-Legendre quadrature has been used, thus resulting in a quadrature
error = O(h%). For dG(0) in time, the midpoint rule has been used, thus resulting in a
quadrature error = O(k?). For dG(1) in time, three-point Lobatto quadrature has been
used, thus resulting in a quadrature error = O(k*). The stabilization parameter v = 10.
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For the error convergence study, both 7y and 75 are uniform meshes, with mesh sizes
ho and hg, respectively. The shape of Tg is kept fixed to conveniently avoid introducing
a change in hg. The temporal discretization is also uniform with time step k& for each
instance. The final time is set to T' = 1, the length of 75 is 0.25, and the initial position
of Tg is the spatial interval [0.125, 0.125 + 0.25]. The error is ||e(T)| r2@q) = [|[u(T) —
uy, ~lla,- The integral in the L?norm has been approximated by composite three-point
Gauss-Legendre quadrature, thus resulting in a quadrature error = O(h3). In the k-
convergence study, the mesh sizes have been fixed at h = 1073 and h = 5-107° for dG(0)
and dG(1), respectively. Analogously, in the h-convergence study, the time step has been
fixed at k = 107* and k = 1072 for dG(0) and dG(1), respectively. Figure[6] and [7] display
error convergence plots for dG(0) and dG(1) in time with p = 0.6. The left plots show
the error versus k and the right plots versus h = hg > hg. Besides the computed error,
each plot contains a line segment that has been computed with the linear least squares
method to fit the error data. This line segment is referred to as the LLS of the error.
Reference slopes are also included. In Table [I| we summarize the slope of the LLS of the
error for different values of u.

107 10
102 10°
10° 10
g S
5104 vz/m
g . o [le(Mleon]] T - o lle(T)llzzn) |
= - —LLS = P —LLS
10 7 ——wkl E 107 F /// 7'7'h1
w0k 7 7]62 E msf// 7]1'2
4 __ k3 B3
10 L 10 L
10 10 10 10 10?2 107
k h
Figure 6: Error convergence for dG(0) with x4 = 0.6.
10?2
107
107
<3
Em'f’ e
%‘”s : o [le(T)llz20) |
= bae —LLS =
107 - kl
o © /// o 2
e —-— k3
e

Figure 7: Error convergence for dG(1) with x = 0.6.

The numerical solutions presented in Figure [§] have been computed for an equidistant
space-time discretization: 22 nodes for 7y, 7 nodes for 75 for all times, and 10 time steps
on the interval (0, 3]. The length of 7¢ has again been kept fixed at 0.25 and the velocity
field p has for simplicity been slabwise constant at |y, = 3 sin(#g=).
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dG(0) in time dG(1) in time
i | versus k (points) | versus h (points) | versus k (points) | versus h (points)
0 1.0064 (1-15) 2.0559 (1-11) 2.7890 (9-12) 2.0122 (1-15)
0.1 1.0064 (1-15) 2.0486 (1-11) 2.9142 (9-12) 2.0058 (1-15)
0.2 | 1.0064 (1-15) 2.0421 (1-11) 2.8493 (9-12) 2.0024 (1-15)
0.4 1.0064 (1-15) 2.0422 (1-11) 2.6994 (9-12) 2.0024 (1-15)
0.6 | 1.0064 (1-15) | 2.0501 (1-11) | 2.8437 (9-12) | 2.0082 (I-15)
Table 1: The slope of the LLS of the error versus k and h for different
values of p.
|
RAA s
LLLL
LLLTTLTETETT
Figure 8: Space-time discretization (left) with resulting dG(0)cG(1)-

solution (middle) and dG(1)cG(1)-solution (right).

8 Conclusions

We have presented a cut finite element method for a parabolic model problem on an
overlapping mesh situation: one stationary background mesh and one discontinuously
evolving, slabwise stationary overlapping mesh. We have applied the analysis framework
presented in , to the method with natural modifications to account for the CutFEM
setting. The greatest difference and novelty in the presented analysis is the shift operator.
The main results of the analysis are basic and strong stability estimates and an optimal
order a priori error estimate. We have also presented numerical results for a parabolic
problem in one spatial dimension that verify the analytic error convergence orders.

A Analytic tools

Lemma A.1 (A jump identity). Let wy,w_ € Randw;+w_ =1,let [A] := A, —A_|
and (A) :=w; A, +w_A_. We then have

[AB] = [A|(B) + (A)[B] + (w- — wy)[A][B] (A.1)
Proof. Using the definitions and evaluating both sides shows the identity. |

Lemma A.2 (Partial integration in broken Sobolev spaces). For d = 1,2, or 3,
let Q@ C R? be a bounded domain and let ' C Q be a continuous manifold of codi-

mension 1 that partitions Q into the subdomains Qy,---,Qy. For ¢ € H?*(Q) and
v € HYQy, - ,Qn), we have that
N
(=AY, v)o =Y (Vi Vo)o, = ((9uth), [v])r (A:2)

i=1
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Proof. Using the partition of 2 and Green’s first identity on the left-hand side gives
interior terms and boundary terms. The interior terms are as we want them. For the
boundary terms, only the I'-terms remain since v|sg = 0. Combining terms with common

boundary, using Lemma and the regularity of ¢ shows (A.2)). [ |

Consider the domain partition and its corresponding broken Sobolev space presented in
the premise of Lemma [A.2] We define the symmetric bilinear form A that generalizes
the appearence of Ay, defined by (3.13)) to this setting by

N

A(w,v) = (Vw, Vo)g, = ((9aw), [v]))r — ((0), [w])r

i=1

+ (v [w], [W])r + ([V], [Vo))a,

(A.3)

where we just let h' be some spatially dependent function of sufficient regularity and
Qo be some union of subsets of subdomains. The specifics of hl}l and Qo are of course
taken to be the natural ones when restricting A to Ap,,;. For v € H*(Q), we have from
regularity that [¢]|r = 0 in L*(T") and that [V4]|q, = 0 since (V) = (V))_ on Qo for
a non-discrete function such as 1. Using this, we combine A with Lemma to get the
following corollary:

Corollary A.1 (Partial integration in broken Sobolev spaces with bilinear
forms A). For d = 1,2, or 3, let Q& C R? be a bounded domain and let I' C Q be a
continuous manifold of codimension 1 that partitions €2 into the subdomains €4, -- -, Qx.
For this setting, let the symmetric bilinear form A be defined by (A.3). For ¢ € H*(Q)
and v € H}(Qy, -+ ,Qx), we have that

(~Ag, v)0 = A, v) (A4)

Lemma A.3 (A scaled trace inequality for domain-partitioning manifolds of
codimension 1). For d = 1,2, or 3, let Q C R? be a bounded domain with diameter L,
ie., L =diam(Q2) = sup, ,cq | —y[. Let I' C Q be a continuous manifold of codimension
1 that partitions €2 into /N subdomains. Then

Il < L7 lllé, + LIVl Yo e HY(Q) (A.5)

Proof. If holds for the case N = 2, then that result may be applied repeatedly to
show for N > 2. We thus assume that I" partitions €2 into two subdomains denoted
Q1 and €2y with diameters L; and Lo, respectively. From the regularity assumptions on
v, we have for i = 1,2, that v € H*(€;) and thus

ol < llollde, < Li o]

o, + Lill Vol[g, (A.6)

where we have used a standard scaled trace inequality. Using the triangle type inequality

L < Ly + Ly and (A.6)), the left-hand side of (A.5)) is

2

2
L; _ _
ol < 3 2l 5 (L 1||v||a+LHw%zi)sL1||v||?z+L||W||é (A7)
=1

=1

which shows (A.5]). [ |
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Let 'x =T'k(t) = KNI'(t). Fort € [0,T], j € {0,G}, a simplex K € T;ry) ={K €7,
KNT(t) # 0}, and v € H(K), we have from Lemma [A.3] that

it < i ol + bV 0ll% (A.8)

where hg is the diameter of K. For v € P(K), we have the standard inverse estimate
IDsoll% S hilll Dy~ oll% for k> 1 (A.9)

Using (A.9) in (A.8]), we get the following corollary:

Corollary A.2 (A discrete spatial local inverse inequality for T'x(t¢)). For t €
0,71, 7 € {0,G}, K € T;rw with diameter hg, let I'x(t) = K N I'(¢). Then, for & > 0,
we have that

ID30lIE iy S Pic 1 Dgollic Vo € Vi) (A.10)

Lemma A.4 (A discrete spatial inverse inequality for I'(¢)). Let the mesh-dependent
norm || - ||—1/2,n,r@ be defined by (4.2)). Then, for ¢ € [0,T], we have that

1{0n0) 1% 1 2 01ty oy + IVl @ Vo € Val(t) (A.11)

i=1

Proof. To lighten the notation we omit the time dependence, which has no importance
here anyways. We follow the proof of the corresponding inequality in [4] with some
modifications. We use index j € {0, G}, such that, if j = 0, then ¢ = 1 and if j = G, then
i=2,and let ', = K; NI and Tjr = {K; € T; : K; NI # 0}. Note that for i = 1,2,

Y hlluillt, S Y0 gl (A.12)

Ko€To,r Kg€Ta,r

which follows from Ugery . ', = I' = Ukgers 1 'k and the inter-quasi-uniformity of the
meshes. Smce Opv =n - Vv and |w;||n| < 1, we have ||w;(0,v); HFK < (Vv); ”FK Using

this after , and followed by Corollary - A.2| the left-hand 81de of (A.11] - is

{00} 12 1/2hrNZ > h Vo)l NZ > Vol

i=1 K;€T;r i=1 K;€T;r (A13)
= 5 (IV0ln, + 1T, )+ 3 190l
KoeTo,r Kg€Te,r
The resulting terms may be estimated by the right-hand side of (A.11]). [ |

B Interpolation

For the definition of the spatial interpolation operator, we recall the discrete spaces
Vho and Vi o. We define the spatial interpolation operators g : LI(QO) — Vho and
e : L'(G) = Vi to be the Scott-Zhang interpolation operators for the spaces Vj, g
and Vj, ¢, respectively, where the defining integrals are taken over entire simplices. We
point out that the evolution of G makes 7, ¢ time-dependent, but since that does not
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matter here we omit it to lighten the notation. For ¢ € [0,T], we define the spatial
interpolation operator I, ; : L*(Qo) — Vi (¢) by

Inavla, ) = Thov]o, @), In4v]0, ) = Th,aV]aa) (B.1)

The operator I, is used in the proofs of Lemma and Lemma [4.4] where energy
estimates of its interpolation error are used. We present these estimates in the following
two lemmas:

Lemma B.1 (An interpolation error estimate in |[|-[||4, ). Let [[[-[|l, , and I, be
defined by (4.4) and (B.1)), respectively. Then
llo = Ingvlll s, , S BPIDE  0lla, Vo € HPFH(Q) (B.2)

Proof. To lighten the notation we omit the time dependence, which has no importance
here anyways. Letting w = v — I v, and using the definition of ||-|||4, , the square of

the left-hand side of (B.2) is

2
lwlly,, = D IVwld, + 10w 2y opr + 1l 2nr + 1[Vellla, — (B3)

=1

Letting w; = v — mj, ju, we treat each term in (B.3|) separately, starting with the first:

> IVl (B4)

K€7},Qi

Following the proof of Lemma and using (A.8]), the second term is

0 ne £ F bVl 5 3 (IVuilhe + D01 B3

1€{1,2} 1€{1,2}
K;€eT;r KE'E"Qi
The third term in (B.3)) receives the same treatment, thus
el nr £ Y tllolt, 5 5 (mlwli+IVolk) B0
1€{1,2} 1€{1,2}

Kj€7},l" KEE,QZ-

The fourth term in (B.3)) is

2

2
IVelllé, < ZII (Vwlld, S D IVullk (B.7)

=1 KG'E',QZ.

Summing up what we have, i.e., using (B.4)—(B.7)) in (B.3]), we get

2
ol S>° > ( i llwillie + IVw; i + ik |!D2wg||z<)5h2”HD§“vHéo (B.8)

=1 KGE’QZ.

where we have used standard local interpolation error estimates for Scott-Zhang inter-
polation operators. Taking the square root of both sides gives (B.2)). |
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Lemma B.2 (An interpolation error estimate in |||, ). Forn =1,..., N, let
Ill, ~and I, = Iny, be defined by (4.21) and (B.1)), respectively. Then

llo = Inwvlll,,,, < BPIDE  vlle, Yo € HPTH(Qo) (B.9)
Proof. Letting w = v — I ,v, and plugging w into ||||||?®7n _, we have
2 2
el . < Mwllia, + 10w 12 2 rr, (B.10)

The second term is treated by following the proof of Lemma . We partition T, \ T',,
into I'; := (I, \I',) N2, use the interdependent indices 7 and j, and write I'ix, = K;NT.
Letting w; = v — m, jv, we have

1O I o, S D e, [ (Vo
1\—"LI(J
oc{+,—}
< YV, 2 h2 D2 112 <h2p Dp+1 2
S > IVl + kI D3yl ) < B2 ID 3,

1€{1,2}
KEEVQL"

(B.11)

where we have used (A.8]) and standard local interpolation error estimates for Scott—
Zhang interpolation operators. Using Lemma [B.1] and (B.11) in (B.10) shows (B.9). M

Forge Nand n=1,..., N, we define the temporal interpolation operator 1™ : C(I,) —
P(1,) by

(™), = v (B.12a)
and with the additional condition for ¢ > 1,
/ IMow dt = / vwdt Yw € PTH(IL,) (B.12b)
In In

The operator I™ is used in the proof of Theorem 6.1 where an estimate of its interpolation
error is used. We present this estimate in the following lemma:

Lemma B.3 (An interpolation error estimate in || - ||,s,). Let I" be defined by
(B.12). Then, for ¢ = 0,1, for any function v : Qg x I, — R with sufficient spatial and
temporal regularity we have that [" is bounded and that

v — I gp1, S KETH09 g 1, (B.13)

~Y
where ||vlao.7, = maxier, ||V]ay, kn = tn — ta_1, and 04FD = gatly /ota+t,

Proof. The proof is exactly as in [2] which we refer to for details. [ |
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