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Abstract

As a sequel to our previous work [C. Ma, Q. Zhang and W. Zheng, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 60 (2022)], [C. Ma and W.
Zheng, J. Comput. Phys. 469 (2022)], this paper presents a generic framework of arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian unfitted finite
element (ALE-UFE) methods for partial differential equations (PDEs) on time-varying domains. The ALE-UFE method has
a great potential in developing high-order unfitted finite element methods. The usefulness of the method is demonstrated by a
variety of moving-domain problems, including a linear problem with explicit velocity of the boundary (or interface), a PDE-
domain coupled problem, and a problem whose domain has a topological change. Numerical experiments show that optimal
convergence is achieved by both third- and fourth-order methods on domains with smooth boundaries, but is deteriorated to
the second order when the domain has topological changes.

Keywords: Arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian unfitted finite element (ALE-UFE) method, moving domain problems, high-order
schemes.
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1. Introduction

Multiphase flows with time-varying domains or free-surface fluids have an extremely wide range of applications in science
and engineering. Transient deformations of material regions pose a great challenge to the design of high-order numerical
methods for solving such problems. In terms of the relative position of a moving domain to its partition mesh, current numerical
methods can be roughly classified into two regimes. In body-fitted methods, the mesh is arranged to follow the moving phase,
and the implementation of boundary conditions becomes easy. In the popular arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE) approach
[13, 5,7, 6,9, 14], the mesh velocity can be chosen independent of local fluid velocity. One needs to transform the problem
from a moving domain to a fixed reference domain through an arbitrary mapping and further mesh the reference domain. The
method can also be used in combination with space-time Galerkin formulations[23, 25]. However, these conveniences incur
the cost of mesh regeneration and data migration across the entire computational domain at each time step. Another major
concern of body-fitted methods is how to maintain high accuracy in the presence of abrupt motions or large deformations of
the phase [24].

In the other regime of unfitted methods, the mesh for the bulk phase is fixed while the moving interface is allowed to
cross the fixed mesh, resulting in cut cells near the interface where the degrees of freedom are doubled with additional penalty
terms or basis functions are modified to enforce the interface conditions weakly. Unfitted methods may encounter significant
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challenges for dynamic interface problems. Since the computational domain is time-varying, traditional methods for time
integration may not be applicable [8, 29]. To overcome this difficulty, the space-time method in [16] combines a discontinuous
Galerkin technique in time with an extended finite element method. The immersed finite element method exploits the invariant
degrees of freedom and uses backward Euler for the time discretization [10, 1]. Methods in [15, 19, 27, 4] extend the discrete
solution at each time-step by using a ghost penalty, which enables the use of a backward differentiation formula. Most recently,
von Wahl and Richter developed an error estimate for this Eulerian time-stepping scheme for a PDE on a moving domain, where
the domain motion is driven by an ordinary differential equation (ODE) coupled to the PDE [26]. In addition, the characteristic
approach is applied in [21, 20, 22] to develop high-order unfitted finite element methods and in [12] for convection-diffusion
problems on time-dependent surfaces.

This paper is inspired by the ALE method, where the mesh velocity is typically derived from boundary motion, which
allows the fluid to move with respect to the mesh. We exploit the ALE map to construct a backward flow map and then
approximate the time derivative, which makes it easier to obtain high-order convergence rates even for large deformations. The
basic idea behind is to replace the partial time derivative with a material derivative,

d
Ou(x, ty) = (A0, 1) |, =W e, 1) - Vulx, 1),

=ty
where A"(x, 1) is an arbitrary mapping that maps x € Q; toy = A"(x,1) € Q,, for any t < t,,, and w" = 0, A"(x,1) is the
velocity of the moving domain. The arbitrary feature of the algorithm arises from the fact that this application dose not follow
trajectories of bulk fluid particles, but only of boundary fluid particles. In particular, if w" coincides with the fluid velocity, the
method turns out to be the unfitted characteristic finite element (UCFE) method proposed in [21, 22, 20]. Compared with the
UCFE method, the proposed method — ALE-UFE has two advantages:

(i) In the framework of unfitted finite element method, it is difficult to calculate the integration of the numerical solutions
from early time steps at the present time step, since they do not belong to the present finite element space, especially in
nonlinear problems where the moving interface depends on the solution of the equation. The ALE-UFE method overcomes
this difficulty by choosing a simple ALE mapping to construct a backward flow map (see section 4.3).

(ii) Since the construction of the ALE map requires only the position of the moving interface and not the internal variation
of the region as in the UCFE approach, the ALE-UFE method can be applied to more models, including those where the
moving region does not maintain the same volume (see section 6.1) and the topology changes (see section 6.4).

The main contributions of this work are summarized as follows.

(a) Based on the heat equation in a time-evolving domain, we propose a new framework of designing high-order unfitted finite
element methods with ALE maps. We prove the stability of the numerical solution in the energy norm and establish optimal
error estimates, arising from both interface-tracking algorithms and spatial-temporal discretization of the equations.

(b) The competitive performance of the ALE-UFE method is demonstrated by numerical experiments on largely deforming
domains, including a PDE-domain coupled model, a two-fluid model with moving interface, and a problem with topologi-
cally changing domain. Optimal convergence of the method is obtained for domains with smooth boundaries or interface,
but is deteriorated for domains with topological changes.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the forward and backward flow maps. In section
3, we propose the ALE-UFE method for the heat equation on a moving domain, and establish the stability and error estimates
of the numerical solution. A general framework of the ALE-UFE method is presented. In section 4, we apply the ALE-UFE
method to a PDE-domain coupled problem. In section 5, the ALE-UFE method is applied to a two-phase flow problem. In
section 6, we present numerical results to demonstrate optimal convergence of both the third- and fourth-order methods, and
apply the method to more challenging problems.

Throughout this paper, vector-valued quantities and matrix-valued quantities are denoted by boldface symbols and black-
board bold symbols, respectively, such as L*(Q) = L*(Q)? and L*(Q) = L®(Q)>. The notation f < g means that f < Cg
holds with a constant C > 0 independent of sensitive quantities, such as the segment size 5 for interface-tracking, the spatial
mesh size A, the time-step size 7, and the number of time steps n. Moreover, we use the notations (-, -)q and (-, -)r to denote the
inner product on L*(Q) and L*(I'), respectively.



2. Flow maps

In this section, we introduce the forward boundary map for interface tracking and the backward flow map for time integra-
tion based on a given velocity field which has compact support in space. Throughout the theoretical analysis, we assume the
velocity is smooth such that v € C"(R? x [0, T]), r > k + 1 with 2 < k < 4 being the order of time integration.

2.1. Forward boundary map

Suppose the initial domain Qy c R? is bounded and has a C"-smooth boundary I'y = 0. The variation of the domain
boundary I'; has the form
Iy = {XF(1;0,x0) : Vxo € I'o}, ey

where X is a forward boundary map, defined by
d
3 Xr(65.x0) =v(Xp(t5,x,). 1), Xp(s:5,%5) = X, 2)

The moving domain €, is surrounded by the boundary I, i.e., I; = 0Q;. For theoretical analysis, we assume that v is C"-
smooth, thus X is a diffeomorphism and €, has same topological properties as . Meanwhile, we also assume that I'; is C”
smooth for all € [0, T].

Consider a uniform partition of the interval [0, T'], given by ¢, = nt,n = 0,1,--- , N, where 7 = T/N. Denote the forward
boundary maps, the transient boundaries, and the transient domains at time ¢,, respectively, by

Xy = Xp(tityer, ), =T, Q'=Q,, n>0.
The well-posedness of (2) implies that Xﬁ_l’”: I"~! — I'" is one-to-one.

2.2. Backward flow map based on the ALE map

For fixed 1,,, we choose Q" as a reference domain and are going to define a backward flow map A" (-, f) and the corresponding
fluid velocity w" by means of ALE map: fort < t,,

Ax, D) Q"> Q,, A'x,t,):=x, w'(x,t) = 0, A"(x,1). 3)

In practice, we only need the ALE map at discrete time steps. First we construct a discrete boundary map either by g™"~!(x) =

Xr(t,_1:1,, x) or by the closet point mapping g""~!(x) = argmin |y — x| (see [12]), for all x € I'". The backward flow map is
yeF’H
defined by the solution to the harmonic equation

-AX"'=0 in @',  X"'=g"" onI" 4)
The maximum principle implies that X™"~! maps Q" to Q7~!. We then define a multi-step map from Q" to Q"~, 2 < i < k, by
Xn,n—i — Xn—i+l,n—i 0.-+0 Xn,n—l. (5)

Let li, € Pi([t,—k, t,]) be the basis functions of Lagrange interpolation satisfying lfq(tn_ j) = 0;;, with 0;; the Kronecker delta.
Define the semi-discrete ALE map by

k

A (x, 1) = Z EOX™(x) V(x,1) € Q"X [tyy,tu]. (6)
=0

Clearly A" (-, t,-;) = AL 1) = X"~ The artificial fluid velocity is defined by

k
Wi, 1) 1= 0. A, x) = (1) (X" (x). (7)

i=0

ReMark 2.3. The construction of the ALE map is not unique. For example, one can represent the motion of a domain by
considering the domain as elastic or viscoelastic solid, and solve the problem by resorting to the equations of elastic dynamics.



3. The ALE-UFE method

The purpose of this section is to propose a high-order finite element method for solving PDEs on time-moving domains
based on ALE map. For clearness, we first focus on the heat equation and will extend the result to more complex problems in
sections 4-6.

3.1. The heat equation on a moving domain

Based on the forward boundary map and backward flow map presented in the previous section, we now design the numerical
scheme for solving the heat equation on a time-evolving domain

3
a—l:—Auzf in©Q, wu=0 onT,  u-0) =u in Qo (8)

where Q, ¢ R? is the time-varying domain, I, = 9€, the moving boundary defined in (1), u(x, ) the tracer transported by the
fluid, ug the initial value, and f(x, ) the source term distributed in R? and having a compact support.
By the chain rule and (3), the first equation of (8) can be written as

%u(ﬂ"(x, n,n| - w'(x, 1) - Vu(x, t,) — Au(x, t,) = f(t,). 9

n

From (9), A"(x, 1) is not necessarily differentiable in x. This inspires us to construct a discrete ALE map in practice. The
semi-discrete scheme is given by

1
;A’;Q" —Au" = f", (10)
where ", " denote u(x,t,) and f(x,t,), respectively, and T‘IA’; stands for the kM-order time finite difference operator, given
by
1 1 a
SALU" = AU - wi(x, ) - VU with AU = AfUm (11)
T T pay
Here 7! A¥ denotes the BDF-k finite difference operator defined by (cf. [18]) and
U=[U""- U, U™ =u A% tyi) tai), O0<i<k

The coefficients /lfF for k = 2, 3, 4 are listed in Table 1.

Table 1: Coefficients of A¥ in BDF schemes.

A i
0 1 2 3 4
k
2 3/2 -2 1/2 0 0
3 11/6 -3 3/2 -1/3 0
4 25/12 -4 3 -4/3 1/4

3.2. Interface-tracking approximation

Even the velocity of I', is known explicitly, we still need to approximate it with an approximate boundary due to com-
putational complexity in practice. The approximate boundary I’ can be constructed by either explicit algorithms such as
front-tracking methods [17] and cubic MARS (Mapping and Adjusting Regular Semi-analytic sets) methods [28], or implicit
algorithms such as level set methods [2]. The domain enclosed by I'} is denoted by Q7 with 1 being the parameter of approxi-
mation.

Let x,(1) and x,(0), [ € [0, L], denote the parametric representations of I'j and I'™, respectively. In order to get optimal error
estimates, we make an assumption that the approximation of the boundary is of high order in the sense that

A k+1—
|X”_X”|C#([0,L]) <o =0, 1. (12)

4



Figure 1: Left: the domain D and its partition 7, the approximate domain €} and its J-neighborhood €f. Right: the set of red and yellow
squares 7', the set of red squares 75, the set of blue edges &} 5, the union of red and yellow squares .

For a rigorous proof of the error estimate, we refer to [21, section 3.2] where the cubic MARS method is used for interface
tracking [28]. Using (12), we have the error estimate between the exact domain and the approximate domain

area(Q"\Q)) + area(Q;\Q") = o).
ReMARK 3.3. Assumption (12) is used only for analysis. In practice, we require the Hausdorff distance between I'; and I to

be small, i.e., dist(T';, T") < Tk

3.4. Finite element spaces
First we define a 6-neighborhood of €2 by

Q= {xeR? :;2329|x—y| <0.57}. (13)

Itis easy to see Q) C € (see Fig. 1). Let D be an open square satisfying Q, UQf c Dforall0 <7<Tand0<n<N.Let7,

be the uniform partition of D into closed squares of side-length A. It generates two covers of Q7 and I, U 0€3, respectively,
T ={KeTi: KnQj+0}, (14)
Tig:={KeT;: KnTy#0 or KNdQ#0}. (15)

The cover 7} generates a fictitious domain Q.= interior( Ukery K ) Let &, be the set of all edges in 7. The set of interior
edges of boundary elements are denoted by

ns={E€&: AKe Ty st. ECOK\Q"}. (16)
Next we define the finite element spaces on D and Q", respectively, as follows

V(k,T) :={veH (D) :vlx € Qu(K), YK € T}, },
V(k,T7) :={Vign : v e V(k,Ti) },

where Q is the space of polynomials whose degrees are no more than k for each variable. The space of piecewise regular
functions over 7 is defined by

H™T) = {ve L*(Q") : vIx € H"(K), VK € T} }, m> 1. (17)

3.5. Construction of an approximate ALE map
Let X"~! denote the approximation of the inverse of Xz(t,, #,_1,x). This is computed by solving (2) with the RK-(k + 1)
scheme (the (k + 1)M-order Runge-Kutta scheme) from ¢, to #,_;. For any x" € I“g, the point x"~! = XZ’"‘I (x™) is calculated as
follows:
xD = x",

i-1
xD=x"—7%" afflv(x(f),tn - c’;”'r), 2 <i< g,
J=1

(18)

it 1 . .
= x" - 1Y dy(x @, 10,

k
i—1

L



f»‘j“, d**1, 1 are the coefficients of the RK-(k + 1) scheme, satisfying af?jfr‘ = 0if j > i, and ng; is the number of

stages. Recall from section 2.2 that g""~' maps I to I""". We define its approximation by g;"~" = X7"'|r.

A discrete approximation of X! is defined by solving the discrete problem: find XZ”H € V(k, T} := (V(k,7;))* such
that

Here a

AKX vy = (fl"',}(g:l,’ml,"h) Vv, e VK, T)). (19)
where Fru (W, vy) = (w.yoh™ vy — Ouvi)p, and the bilinear forms are defined by
n
ww,v) =) (uy, vy) + 2, (U2, v2), (20)
A (u,v) :=(Vu, VV)Q;; + 0w,y + 2o (u,v)+ 71w, v), 21
%{l(l/t’ V) == <V7 Bnu>rg - <M3 6nV>F;; ) (22)

k
S u,v) :=%(u,v>rg, Ay =3 ST ([8u] L [90]), - (23)

Eeg, I=1

In (22), 0,u = g—z denotes the normal derivative of u on FZ. In (23), # is used to impose the Dirichlet boundary condition

weakly with yy > 0, aﬁ,v denotes the /-th order normal derivative of v, and [v] |z = vlk, — |k, denotes the jump of v across edge
E where K|, K, € T}, are the two elements sharing E.
Similar to (6), we define the fully discrete ALE map and artificial velocity by

k k
A1) = > LOXL wi e =D Y OX)" (24)
i=0 i=0
where X" = I and the multi-step backward flow map is defined by
Xz,n—i — qu,m o Xz,nfl _ Xz—iﬂ,n—i 0o XZ,nq. (25)
The recursive definition only needs to compute the one-step map XZ’"_I ateach t,.

3.6. The fully discrete scheme
Given the finite element function Wz,h’ we define the k™-order time finite difference operator as

1 1
—AL Up = —AUp —w, - VU, (26)
r M= s Ok
where U = U, ,U}',"”]T and U}™" = u}~ o X", Note that U}"" = u. The discrete approximation to problem (8) is
to seek uj, € V(k,7}') such that
1
- (A, Un, Vh)QZ + . W vn) = (f"svdey Y vn € VK T). (27)

In view of (27), the stiffness matrix corresponding to <7, has already been obtained when computing the discrete ALE map in
(19). The 6-neighborhood € is chosen to ensure that u;l"i o XZ’”_’ is well-defined for 0 < i < k.

3.7. Well-posedness and error estimates

In this section, we show the well-posedness, stability, and error estimates of the discrete problems in the appendix. Firstly,
we define the mesh-dependent norms

s

2 12 2 12
|||V”|Qg = (|V|Hl(977) +h ||V||L2(F77) +h ”anV”LZ(rg;))

2 1/2
My = (VB + S5 ) + 77, w) 2.



Clearly [[|llly» is a norm on H L(Q" N H*(7}"). From [11], we have the following norm inequalities: for any v, € V(k, 77"),

Valz2my S VallZaqy + B2 27O, valllay < MValllyy - (28)
Suppose yp is large enough. It is standard to prove the coercivity and continuity of the bilinear form (see [21]): for any
vy € V(k, 7)) and u € H*1(77) N H'(QZ),
i vi) 2 Collvalllz |, vi) | < Wlllgy Nvilllr -
By Corollary Appendix B.2, the artificial velocity wi;, is bounded. This gives the theorem.

THEOREM 3.8. There is a positive constant g S Cy||lwy hllii@n) small enough such that the problem (27) has a unique solution
: 4
for any T € (0, 19].

THEOREM 3.9. Assume the approximate boundary satisfies (12) and the penalty parameter vy in <" is large enough. Let uj}}
be the solution to the discrete problem (27) based on the pre-calculated initial values {u2, cee uﬁ" }. There is an hy > 0 small
enough such that, for any h = O(t) € (0, hy] and m > k,

m m k-1
2 2 2 i 12 i 12
(A R s (1| = B T e [nu;,ny(gp + Tl 3 3| -
n=k n=k i=0

The proof of Theorem 3.9 is presented in Appendix C.
For v € W¥>(0,T; H*(€,)), one has [[v()llps) € WH*(0,T]) fory = 0,1 and s = 1,--- ,k + 1. Suppose f €
L>(0,T; H'(D)). The exact solution satisfies

u € HN Q) N L0, T; H'(Q)) n Wh(0,T; H'(Q)), (29)
where Or = {(x,1) : x € Q;, ¢t € [0, T]}. Assume A" is smooth in time such that
0 A (e, Dll 2oy < Mo Yt € [tyis ] (30)

where k is the order of the BDF scheme and M, is independent of 7, , h and n. Since A7 is the k"-order Lagrange interpolation
of A" in [t,_, t,], we have

k k
) i k+1
D> A iz S D N0 A 2@y S 10 A2y V1€ lnio 1. (D
i=0 i=0
THEOREM 3.10. Suppose the assumptions in Theorem 3.9 hold and the initial solutions satisfy |78 MZH%Z(Q,-) + 7l - “§,|||2i S
7 N
TZkforS i<k-1. Then
m
2 2 2k
ll™ = i 2y + > ol -z, ST, k<m<N. (32)
n=k

By [21], there is an extension # of u such that, for | <m <k + 1,

IOy S Nu@llamg,)
il e pxo.ry S Nl o) (33)
0.2y S Nl + 10:u@®llm @,)-

Then (31) and (33) show H %ﬁ(ﬂﬁ(x, 1), t”)HLZ(Q”) S Mollull g @xis, - It is €asy to see that the extension i satisfies
n

Wp=>

| ) .
;(Ak U, viay + < (@1, vi) = (@", (yo/h = On)Vidry + "+ R ey oY
where U = [i"* o App Cotui)s - 0], f" = d,t,) - Ai", and
. d
R =7 INT = o ALy Dlim,-

The proof of Theorem 3.10 is parallel to [21, Section 6] by subtracting (27) from (34). We omit the details here.



3.11. The ALE-UFE framework
Now we conclude the ALE-UFE framework for solving PDEs on varying domains. It consists of four steps.

1. Track the varying interface by the forward boundary map (2).

2. Construct a one-step backward flow map with (19), a discrete ALE map and an artificial velocity with (24), and a multi-
step map X" with (25).

3. Define the finite difference operator in (26) by combining the BDF-k scheme and the backward flow map.

4. Construct the fully discrete scheme as in (27).

The framework can be conveniently applied to various moving-domain problems. The operations in each step are adapted
to a specific problem.

4. A domain-PDE-coupled problem

In this section we apply the ALE-UFE framework to a nonlinear problem where the moving domain depends on the solution.
Unless otherwise specified, the finite element spaces and bilinear forms are defined in the same way as in the previous section.
We consider the following model:

ov

a5 Av=f in Q, 9Jwv=gny onl, v(x,ty) = vy, in Q, 35)

where Q, is the domain surrounded by a varying boundary I3, i.e. I, = 9€;. The Neumann boundary condition gy can be
viewed as an applied force on I';, such as a surface tension of fluids [20]. For simplicity, we treat it as a given function.

4.1. Flow maps
The variation of I'; has the form of (1), namely I'; = Xz(#; 0,1), and the forward boundary map is defined by

d
$Xp(t; 5,x) = v(XEp(t; 5, %), D),  Xp(s;s,xg) = x,. (36)

Note that v is the solution of the problem. Based on an ALE map A"(x,) : Q" — Q,, (t < t,), the equation in (35) can be

written as follows
dv(A" (x,1),1)

dr =ty
where w"(x, t,) = 0, A"(x, 1)|;=,. Here, the unknown variables are the flow velocity v and the moving boundary I';. Equation
(36) governs the evolution of the boundary through the forward boundary map and Equation (37) governs the dynamics of the
fluid through an ALE map. They form a nonlinear system. We adopt semi-implicit BDF schemes for solving them: Xp is
computed explicitly at each time step, while the update of v is done implicitly. The semi-discrete scheme reads as follows,

=w'(x,1,)Vv(x, t,) + Av(x, t,) + f(x,1,), (37)

k k
1 4 . :
=) d Xy = BT o X i) Vx e, (38)
T i=1
1 k
- Z v o AN, i) = W, 1)V + AV + (39)
=

i=0

where the coefficients af, b are listed in Table 2 (cf. [3]), v*~" = v(-, 1,—;), and f" = f(-,1,). Here Xt = (X1 s the
inverse of Xﬁ"’”‘l. From (38), an explicit forward map on the boundary is defined by

1

Xn—l,n (x) —
F a]6

k
[tbfv" o X7 (x) — df X ().
i=1



Table 2: Coefficients for af, b;‘ schemes.

(a, , l) i
0 1 2 3 4
k
2 (3/23 ') (_2’ 2) (1 /2’ _1) (0’ 0) (07 O)
3 (11/6,-) (-3,3) (3/2,-3) (-1/3,1) 0,0)
4 (25/12,+) (-4,4) (3,-6) (-4/3,4) (1/4,-1)

4.2. Surface tracking algorithm via forward boundary map
In practice, we construct a discrete approximation X(; L o Xf?l’" for surface tracking. Suppose that the approximate
boundary I, the discrete solutions v};™ € V(k, 7;'™*), and the approximate backward boundary maps X La=i K

have been obtained for 1 < i < k. We use the information to construct the forward boundary map X;L; b l"j’]‘l - R?,
explicitly, as follows

k
n—1,n 1 n—i n—1,n—i n—1,n—i n—
X (x) = ‘7(()2 [tbfvp o X () — ab X ()] Yx eI (40)
-1

Let P° = { P9 :0<j<J% be the set of control points on the initial boundary I') := T'p. Suppose that the arc length of
1"9] between Po and pj equals to L‘j) = jnfor1 < j < J° where np := L°/J° and L° is the arc length of 1"2 Forall 0 < m < n,
suppose we are given with the set of control points £ = {p/ : 0 < j < J"} c I'’! and the parametric representation x,, of I'}',
which satisfies

J
XL =pl LT => g —pl|. 0
The set #" = {p} : j = 0,---,J"} are obtained by (40) and satisfy |p7,; — pj| ~ . We adopt the surface-tracking method in
[22, Algorithm 3.1 ] to construct a C?> smooth boundary I";, with cubic spline interpolation.

4.3. Construction of an approximate ALE map

Since ALE maps depend on boundary motions, the first task is to construct an approximation of the inverse map (X;L; Lyt
denoted by X;’;;H without causing confusions. The backward flow map X;’;:H in (40) will also be used to construct I';*! at the
next time step. The construction of X"’”"l consists of two steps.

Step 1. Construct an approx1matlon of X” bn Let I 4= o ''N K and let M be the number of control points in the
interior of K, which divide the curve into M + 1 segments namely,

M =Tk Uk U Uk, TR/ nlfh =0, [#m (41)

For each F’,Q‘nll we take k+ 1 nodal points Ay, - - - , A quasi-uniformly on I“’,Q‘,,ll with Ag, Ay € P! (see Fig. 2(a)). Let I=10,1]
be the reference interval. The two isoparametric transforms are defined as

k k
Fgn(®) =) Aibi&), Ggu@) =) Alb€) Véel, (42)

i=0 i=0

where b; € Py() satisfies b;(I/k) = 6;; and A7 = X5 1’”(A,'). They define a homeomorphism from Iy} to I, := {Ggm(é) :
&€ I }:
X" = G o Fgl,. (43)

Define T, := UM OFKm’ and F = Ukerp, 1T%. We obtain a homeomorphism X” b, oS by - F” which is defined piecewisely

as follows (see Fig. 2(b))
vn—1,n vn—1,n n— vn—1.n vn—1.n
X=X on KNI, XY et = X" (44)



F’Il{f a1 o Ik,
A3 . e
A XnT;L,n 2
A Ay —_—
Ao A ° r
(a) A cut element with markers (b) An illustration of X;; L for k = 3.

Figure 2: Left: A cut element with markers #"~! (blue points), 3 segments of F,’;’KI , (red lines), quasi-uniformly distributed points A; on I“’}gl'. Right: The black

line f}l(vm is obtained by Lagrange interpolation based on the points A}, 0 < i < 3 (green points), which is approximation of I'; (blue line).

Step 2. Construct the backward flow map X;;;’_l . It is easy to see that Xz " is the k™-order Lagrange interpolation of
Xg Ln (). Tt is natural to use the inverse of X;L; 1% to approximate (X5 )= Finally, we define the backward flow map by
X;’;:’_l = (X;’;’”)‘l o P,, where P, : I’y — fg is the projection defined by P, (x) := argmin|y — x| for any x € I';.

yeby

The construction of X;’L::_l is similar to [22, Section 3.4] but much more computationaly economic, since we only need the
boundary map from I’ to FZ‘l instead of the volume map from ;) to QZ‘I. Finally, the ALE map XZ”H € V(k, 7)) is defined
as in (19) by letting g;;’”‘l = X”T’:‘l, and ﬂﬁ’h, Wi s and XZ’"_i are obtained similarly as in (24)—(25) fori =2,--- ,k.

4.4. The discrete scheme

In view of (39), the discrete scheme for solving (35) is to find v, € V(k, 7}) such that

1
;(Aﬁ,h‘ﬁ, enay + (Vi Venar + 210 en) = (F", en)ay + (&N @ndry »

for any ¢, € V(k,7}), where
1

~ Ak
T Awh

n

k
1 . .
n _ k. n—i n,n—i n n
V, = - E avy o Xy —wiy, - Vv
i=0

5. A two-phase problem

In this section, we focus on a two-phase model with a time-varying interface. Let D ¢ R? be an open square with boundary
X =0D. Forany t > 0, let Q;, and Q;,, be two time-varying sub-domains of D occupied by two immiscible fluids, respectively.
We assume I'; = 0Q,; € D and 0Q,; = X UT. Consider the linear interface problem:

6u,~ . .

e vidu; = f; inQ;y, i=1,2, [u]=gp onT,, [d,u] =gy onT,, (45)
where [u] = u; — up denotes the jump of u across I, the viscosities v; are positive constants, and » is the unit normal on
I'; pointing to Q,,. The interface I, is driven by v and has the same form as (1). We treat the model as two free-boundary
problems which are coupled with the interface conditions.

5.1. Finite element spaces
Suppose we have obtained the approximate interface I'; by using some interface-tracking algorithm mentioned previously.
Let € | be an approximate domain of Qf = Q,,, such that Iy, = 62} ,. Define Q7 , = D\ ;. Similar to the single phase case,

we define
g,i =: {x € R?: min |x -y < 0.57}, i=1,2. (46)

yEQZ. i

10



Figure 3: Left figure: Qﬁ' (red and yellow squares), T (the set of red squares), & p (blue edges) and d€%; | (green edge). Right figure: Qg (red and yellow
squares), Tg,z (the set of red squares), 8’21, 5 (blue edges) and 69;{2 (green edge).

Let 7 be the uniform partition of D into closed squares of side-length h. It generates the covers of QF ;, i = 1,2 and the cover
of I'?
1

ri={KeT ) K0 #0}, Th:={KeTy: KnTuoQ;)+0}.
We define Q7 := UKE,% K. Clearly Q!; c Q. Define
Ep={Ec& : E¢dQ} and IK € T}, st. E CIK}.
The mesh is shown in Fig. 3. We define the finite element spaces

Wio = {v € Hy(D),v|x € Qu(K),VK € T3},

Wy = {n1,vi) v = Vilgns vi € Wy, i = 1,2}.

5.2. Discrete ALE map and fully discrete scheme

The ALE-UFE framework is used to each phase of the interface problem, and leads to the fully discrete scheme by coupling
the discrete formulations of both phases with interface conditions.

First we construct ALE maps piecewise. The discrete ALE map Ay, |, wy, | are exactly the same as Ay, and wi;, defined

in section 3.5. To construct Ay, ,, we let XZ:;’_' € V(k, T},) be the solution satisfying XZ:;’"' |, =1 and
X5 ) = Fro (@ o) v € Volk, T, (47)

where Vo(k, T7) = {v € V(k,T7,);¥lop = 0} and g2"~" is defined in section 3.5. Then we define A, = >t £ X5~ and

k i n,n—i
Wena = 2ico(n) Xj5
Next we use the backward flow maps to discretize the time derivatives

k

1 1 ; ;

k n o _ kym n n kym ._ k_ n—i n,n—i

M Uiy = N UL =Wy Vi AU =) Ao X35
i=0

The discrete scheme is to find uj, € W} such that

2
1
S (AR VR = fiws) |+ ] + S0 + S ) = 0,

j=1 .

for all v € W} withv; = V|Ql”1j, where

A} (u,v) = (viVu, VW)gn + 71,j(u,v),

Sy = Y S v [0u] L [0vi]) -

Ee&l, I=1

11



Moreover, ;" and _#" are bilinear forms which combine the two phases

Zn(u, V)= — <{V6n”} s [[Vﬂ >r;; - <{v6nv} > [[”‘]] >F',; >
1) =y 0} ([l . D)y, -

where o is a positive penalty coefficient and n is the unit outward normal to I'; from Q7 | to € ,. Here we have used the
average operator
{a} = ka1 + keax, kK1 =v2/(vi+v2), K2 =vi/(vi + 7).

6. Numerical experiments

In this section, we demonstrate the ALE-UFE method with all the models in the previous sections. Throughout the section,
we choose y9 = 1000. To simplify computations, we set the pre-calculated initial values by the exact solution, namely,
u) =u(- 1)), for0 < j<k-1.

6.1. One-phase linear problem

In this section, we consider a one-phase problem where the velocity of the moving boundary is given by an analytic
function. The exact solution is set by u = sin(z(x; + #)) sin(m(x, + 7)). The right-hand side and the boundary values in (8) are
set by u. The mesh of the evolution domain is shown in Fig. 4. The boundary is varying according to

x1(0) sin(21) x2(0) sin(21)

0= 02smen T 16 0 P T T 025sm@n T 16

The initial boundary is a circle centered at (0.5,0.5)T with radius 1/8. The numerical error is measured by
N 1/2
N = <||u(., T) - uhN”%Z(Q{;’) + TZ lu — MZ'I%II(Q;D) .
n=k
Numerical results for k = 3, 4 are shown in Tables 3. Optimal convergence rates e = O(%) are obtained for both the third- and

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0
.0 0.5 10 0.5 1 0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1

Figure 4: The moving domain Q,'; att, =0,0.2,04,0.6,0.8and 1 (h = 1/16).

fourth-order methods. Although the location of the boundary is given explicitly, the UCFE method in [21] is not applicable in
this case due to the lack of flow velocity inside the domain and the absence of moving domains that maintain the same volume.
Therefore, the ALE-UFE method has a wider range of applications than the UCFE mehtod.

6.2. Nonlinear problem

Now we demonstrate the ALE-UFE method with a nonlinear problem where the boundary motion is specified by the
solution. We require Qr = € to check the accuracy of interface-tracking. The exact solution is set by
v = cos(nt/3)[ sin(2mx) sin(27x,), cos(2mxy) cos(27x,)] i

The initial domain is a disk with radius R = 0.15 and centered at (0.5, 0.5). The domain is stretched into an inverted U shape
att = 1.5 and returns to its initial shape at T = 3 (see Fig. 5).

12



Table 3: Convergence rates for section 6.1.

h=1 Nk =3) rate Nk =4) rate
1/16 6.16e-03 - 1.91e-3 -
1/32 7.94e-04 2.95 1.25e-4 3.93
1/64 1.00e-04 2.98 9.97e-6 3.97
1/128 1.25e-05 2.99 5.01e-7 3.98
;
0.8
= ERENEE 1 I i EEEEEEEN ==
0.6 [ 1 | | [ I 7 ]
i i | [ 1 | | | It I i 1
I\ ] | ] 1 | \ ]
0.4 m X 7l / ]
0.2
00 0.5 10 0.5 1 0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1

Figure 5: Approximate domains at 7, = 0, 0.6, 1.2, 1.8, 2.4 and 3 (h = 1/16).

The source term and the Neumann condition of (35) are given by
f=0v—-Av inQ,, gy=Vv-n on I,
Define the boundary-tracking errors

eon = Y _ larea(Qr NK) - area(Q) N K)),

KeTy
N 172
elq = [ZT( Z ‘area(Qfef N K) — area(; N K)‘) } .
n=k KeTy

Here Q; is the reference domain computed with the finest grid and the smallest time step. Approximation errors are computed
on the numerically tracked domain

N 1/2 N 1/2
2 2
e = (Z TG, 1) = Vilizan ()> , e = (Z (1) = vm,,l(%)) .

n=k n=k

Tables 4 and 5 show that optimal convergence rates are obtained for the numerical solutions and the boundary-tracking algo-
rithm as h (or ) approaches 0.

6.3. Two-phase flow

0.8

I~

o
o

/

\

0.4 = = \ / | 1]

0.2 e =

0 0.5 10 0.5 10 0.5 1 0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1

Figure 6: Two moving subdomains €0} |,

Q, atr, =0,0.3,0.6,0.9, 1.2 and 1.5 (4 = 1/16).
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Table 4: Convergence rates for section 6.2 (k = 3).

h=rt ey rate ey rate €0.0 rate €10 rate
1/32 1.11e-04 - 4.06e-04 - 1.21e-03 - 1.40e-03 -

1/64 1.20e-05 3.21 4.42e-05 3.19 1.65e-04 2.88 1.71e-04 3.03
1/128 1.41e-06 3.08 5.50e-06 3.00 2.13e-05 2.95 2.11e-05 3.01
1/256 1.72e-07 3.03 6.88e-07 3.00 2.67e-06 2.99 2.63e-06 3.00

Table 5: Convergence rates for section 6.2 (k = 4)

h=1 €o rate el rate €0,0 rate 10 rate
1/32 4.72e-05 - 2.34e-04 - 4.05e-04 - 4.48e-04 -

1/64 4.14e-06 3.51 1.47e-05 3.99 3.93e-05 3.36 3.84e-05 3.54
1/128 2.82e-07 3.87 4.39e-07 5.06 2.73e-06 3.85 2.78e-06 3.78
1/256 1.80e-08 3.96 2.76e-08 3.99 1.75e-07 3.96 1.86e-07 3.90

We use the cubic MARS algorithm in [28] to track the interface and construct € and Q7 , = D\ ;. The initial domain
Q, o is a disk of radius R = 0.15 at (0.5, 0.75). The flow velocity is set by

v = cos(nt/3) [ sin(mx ) sin(27x,), — sin®(wx2) sin(27x;)]

The domain is stretched into a snake-like region at 7 = 1.5 (see Fig. 6). The viscosities are set by v; = 1000 and v, = 1. The
exact solution is set by
uy = sin(m(x; + 1)) sin(m(xy + 1)), up = e* sin(m(xy + ).

The numerical error is measured by eV, where

2

N
Ny\2 N2 5
@?=>" {Hum — 2y + T vilu(ty) - Uil |-
n=k

i=1

Convergence orders for k = 3 and 4 are shown in Table 6. For such a large deformation of the domain, the method still yields
optimal convergence rates.

Table 6: Convergence rates for section 6.3.

h=1 eV (k=3) rate eN (k=4) rate
1/16 6.05e-03 - 7.87¢-3 -

1/32 8.78e-04 2.78 5.17e-5 3.92
1/64 1.15e-04 2.92 3.27e-6 3.97
1/128 1.47e-05 2.97 2.07e-7 3.97

6.4. Domain with topological change
Finally we consider the domain having a topological change. Its boundary is given by the level set of the function

¢(x, 1) = min{lx — ¢, ()], |x — e2(0]} = 0.15,

where ¢ (z) = [0.5,0.75-0.5¢]" and ¢,(¢) = [0.5,0.25+0.5¢]T are the centers of the two circles. The finial time is setby T = 1
which satisfies ¢(x, 0) = ¢(x, T'). The evolution of the domain is shown in Fig. 7.

14
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Figure 7: The moving domain QZ att, =0,0.2,04,0.6,0.8,and 1 (h = 1/16).

Table 7: Convergence rates for section 6.4 (k = 3).

h=rt €o rate ey rate
1/16 4.95e-05 - 6.37e-4 -

1/32 1.21e-05 2.03 1.52e-4 2.02
1/64 3.06e-06 1.98 4.36e-5 1.85
1/128 7.80e-07 1.98 1.09e-5 2.00

The exact solution is u = sin(z(x; + 1)) sin(m(x; + ¢)). In the implementation of the ALE map, we choose gf;'”’l by the
closet point mapping. Again we compute the L?- and H'-errors of the solution on the approximate domain Q. Since the
evolution of the domain is discontinuous, the assumption in (30) does not hold anymore. Table 7 shows that the convergence

rate deteriorates into second order.

7. Conclusions

An arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian unfitted finite element (ALE-UFE) method has been presented for solving PDEs on
time-varying domains. High-order convergence is obtained by adopting BDF schemes and ALE maps for time integration and
unfitted finite element method for spatial discretization. The method is applied to various models, including a varying interface
problem, a PDE-domain coupled problem, and a problem with topologically changing domain. The ALE-UFE method has the
potential for solving a variety of moving-domain problems, such as fluid dynamics and FSI problems. These will be our future

work.

Appendix A. Useful estimates of the ALE mapping X""~!

Lemma Appendix A.1. Suppose g”’"’l(x) = Xp(ty-1;ty, x) and Xy is given by (2). The Jacobi matrices Jrrt = g Xl

1 <i <k, of ALE maps admit _
I = Tlo@y S 70 Iwee, )l S 0.

Proof. For ease of notation, we write dy = X""~! — X" Then (4) implies

—Adx =0 inQ", dy=g"" "' —g" onI".

Since g™ = I and both I"" and v are C"-smooth, we have ||g""~! — g""||g-qy < 7. The regularity result of elliptic equations

yields

nn—1 _

ldxlmrr < C g™ = 8| oy S -

Using X™" = I, Sobolev’s inequality, and (A.1), we find that

n—1 _
1" =Tl = ldxllwio@ny S ldxllpngn ST

By (5) and the chain rule, we obtain ||J"" — Moy Stfor2 <i<k.
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From the definition of w} in (7), a simple calculation gives

k k

k
N n,n—i 1 n,n—i 1 nn—i
i e = S = LS = 1S g

i=0 i=0 i=0

where /lf»‘ are the coeflicients of BDF-k. Clearly wj(x, #,,)|r- is an approximation to 0,Xr(t; t,, -)|i=;,. It is easy to see from (4)

that
k

—AWi(x, 1) =0 in Q' wiet) =7 Y g™ on I (A.2)
i=0

By Sobolev’s inequalities and regularity theories of elliptic equations, we obtain

k
1 .
wn[ wom < 7H /lk n’n_l’ < aX ity )= ().
O ZO TA S (3 AP A

O

Since the computations and numerical analysis are performed on the approximate domain Q, which is different from the
exact one Q" in general, we have to extend X""~! from Q" to the fictitious domain Q.

Lemma Appendix A.2. There exits an extension of X"~ ! € H™'2(QM), denoted by Xt e gHU2(Qm),) such that
X o =X X grangge, < 0. (A.3)
Moreover, the Jacobi matrix J*"~' = 3, X"~ satisfies
J g = I |t — Ty S T
Proof. By the Sobolev extension theorem and (A.1), there exits an extension of dy, denoted by cAl;( e H™V2({y), such that
dylor =dx,  ldxllgrng S lMxllgro ST (A4)
Then the extension of X™~! is defined by X""~! := I + rdy. It follows that

X g = X1 1X> 4 < area(D) + 1. (A.5)

o @y S
Since r > k + 1 > 3, from Sobolev’s inequality and (A.4), for u = 0, 1, we get
”Xnn I I”Wpoo(gn) S T”dX”Hzﬂl(Q”) g (A6)

This implies ||J™"~! 7 by noting J*1 = g, X, -

_]IH]L‘”(Q") ~

Appendix B. Useful estimates of the discrete ALE map X"~

Lemma Appendix B.1. Let J}"™"' := 8, X" be the Jacobi matrix of X;"~". Upon hidden constants independent of 7, h,n, and
n, there hold
||J"” 1 H”]L“’(fz") 5 T, ”Xz,nfl _ Xn’n_lHLm(Qn) S Tk—l/Z. (B.1)

Proof. Since Q! # Q", multiplying both sides of (4) by v;, € V(k, 7}") and using X""~! € H™*"/ 2 ¢ H1(QY"), we have
AX ) = —(AX vapar + Fro (X vy). (B.2)
For convenience, let 7}, be the Lagrange interpolation operator and define

e = Xnn 1 Xnn 1 ‘f Xnn 1 Iszn,n—l, n :IZX"‘vn,n—l _X”'vn,n—ll
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It is easy to see that e = &, + 5. Subtracting (B.2) from (19), one has
Aje,vi) = AX" " viapar + Fro(gp" ™ = X1 wy). (B.3)
For any v, € V(k, 77), Poincaré inequality and (28) show
Wallo@ey S Walaany + 20 0nsvi) S valllys - (B.4)
Since area(Q)\Q") = 7!, by [21, Lemma A4] and (B.4), we have
AX vpapar S X s @l (B.5)

Since the approximate boundary satisfies dist(I”,T7) < 7', and g/"~! is the (k + 1)"-order approximation to g""~', there
holds
”gnn 1 Xn,n_l”Lz(l"f]) 5 k1 (B.6)

From the trace inequality, inverse estimate, and (B.6), we have
Fry (X271 — X071 ) < 23l (B.7)
Insert (B.5) and (B.7) into (B.3). By Lemma 3.8 and interpolation error estimates, we obtain

NENE S & &n) = Aie. £1) — Apm. &) < @ + KOl (B.8)

Thus together with (28) and (B.8), one has

ko, k+l
Enlm @y S WEnlllry S A° + 7772, (B.9)
These yield le| g < < Bk + 73 Since (| X7 1”wkoo(gn) < || Xmn- 1”11”2(9" inverse estimates imply
- -1 . k=1 yn.n—1 k-1 k-1
llellwio@ny S h €nllg @ + A7 11X IIHH%(@) YA A (B.10)

Let J"" = 9, X""'. From (B.10) and (A.6), we have

n,n—1 n,n—1 Tn,n—1 5 Tn,n—1 5 5 n—1
15" = Ty < I =3 lps@n + 10 = Tl po@ny < llellwieo@n + llX™" g+ o ST

From Sobolev’s inequality and inverse estimates, for any v, € H'(Q"), we get

_1
||Vh||Lw(Qn) 5 ||Vh||wlﬁ4(f)n) S, h 2||Vh||Hl(fzn)~ (B.11)

Moreover, it yields from (B.4), (B.9), (B.11) that
_1 o
lell .y < IEnllzon + [[1]] oy S B2 0€R @y + HE (| X" [y
S Wl + 1S R+ it
The proof is finished by assuming & = O(1). O

CorovLLary Appendix B.2. Let wjl, be defined in (24) and write J;"~ L= 0, X" and I = (I for 1 < i < k. Then
IWEalle=cpy S [Well ooy and

“Jnn i ]I”]Loa(fln) 5 T, det(J"” l) —_ 1 + O(T), (B.lz)
I = Ty S 7 det(J;™") = 1+ 0(1). (B.13)
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Proof. Thanks to (13) and Lemma Appendix B.1, we have XZ’"_j @) c Qi for 1 < j < k. So (25) is well defined. The

k ~ .
proofs of (B.12)—(B.13) are direct consequences of (B.1). The stability of Sovolev extension shows that wj = % > /lf-‘X"’"”
i=0

satisfies
Wilar = wi, ||WZ||H~I/2(Q/:) < ”wZ”H'“/Z(Q”)'

Using Lemma Appendix B.1, we have

k

~ -1 n—i Yv.n—i k-3/2
Wi = Wil ST X" = X |y S P2 (B.14)
i=0

The proof is finished by the triangle inequality. [
Finally, we present estimates of the discrete ALE mapping by using Lemma Appendix B.1 and Corollary Appendix B.2.

Lemma Appendix B.3. Assuming X,'f"_] satisfies (B.1) and T = O(h), there exits a constant C independent of n, T such that, for
any vy, € V(k, 7'}:"[), and u=0,1,

2 —Ln—iy2 2
I\ (Vh o XZH I)HLZ(Q;;) < [[VH(vp 0 XZ " I)HLZ(Q»;#) + Ch”VHVh”Lz(QH)’ (B.15)
n—112 2 k—1 2
v o X" lz2m < (4 CONWAlIZ 1y + CT Vil ooty (B.16)
n—1 -1
|Vh OXZn |H1(F”) ~ |Vh|Hl(Qn l) (B17)

Appendix C. The stability of numerical solutions

Since the computational domain is time-varying, we have to deal with the issue that uz_j g Vik, 7)) for 1 < j < k
when proving the stability and convergence of the discrete solution. To overcome this difficulty, we introduce a modified Ritz
projection operator #j : Y(Q)) — V(k, 7}') proposed in [21] which satisfies

G (Pyw, v) = ap(w, vy) Yv, € V(k,T}), (C.1)

where Y(Q) := {v e H'(Q}): Vil < oo} It satisfies

r Sl [ w =P 2 gy S Rl Vw € V(). (C2)

Appendix C.1. Proof of Theorem 3.9

Proof. We only prove the theorem for k = 4. The proofs for other cases are similar. The rest of the proof is parallel to the
proof of [21, Theorem 5.2], we just sketch the proof and omit details.

Stepl: Selection of a particular test function. Write U,’j_l'” PrU,” Ly Since UZ"’" ¢ V(k,T}), we choose v, =
2ul — U}~ as a test function, the discrete problem for k = 4 has the form

5 4
DI UG = Y IO UGy, + 7 (s vi) + 785y vi) = TRY + R, (C.3)
i=1 i=1

where %} (u}}, vy) = (—Vwﬁ,h - Vuy, vh)gg, we have used [18, Section 2 and Appendix A], and
v} (Uy) Z Uy, o (Uy) Zc,jU,’j a,

- (72 O g R (A v o - v ) g
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The trace inequality and inverse estimates show [1dnjllizr 5 W lety| 1 ). For any & € (0, 1), by the definitions of £}, and
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has
%”(uz, 20, - U;z‘l*"> = 24 u ) = e, U

-1
n—1,n n—1,n ot+é n—1,n12
- ! _ e, o gt N E D et 4
T 2 h”uh”Lz(r Csluh'Hl(Q" 2| h |H](Q'I) 2| h |H1(1"7) W% ” h ”LZ(rq) (C )

=2 12

Since wy , is bounded with C,, = |lwy |l L@ and UZ_I’" € Y(€)), we infer from (C.2) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

n2
il oy

2 2 —1,n2 2 -2
B, v) < + 8C2 (I + 105" 1R ey + CHNUL IRy )

2 1, 2 1,
Rn SZ”fn”LZ(Qn + “uh”LZ(Qn + ”Un n”[)(gn) + Ch ”lUn n”lQ;’

1 n—jn TE —1n2
R <Cre ZIIU / 2 + 5 UMy
Jj=0

Step2: Estimate of ®¢(U/). We deduce from the inverse estimates and Lemma Appendix B.3 that

||V”UZ_j’"||iz(gn I\ ]||L2(Qn -y + Crl|V¥u, ’||L2(Qn sy =01, (C.5)
”UZ_UZ”iZ(rn <(1+ CT)”MH ]”LZ(F;}*‘) +C7’ ”uh l”Hl(Qn 1y (C.6)
|UZ_1’n|H1(l"g) < h—l/2”uh—l ||H1(Qn—1)- (C7)
Note that ®} (Uy) = ¥} (Up") o X! Tt is easy to see from Lemma Appendix B.3 that
1907 U2y < I W5 Dl + CTZ ey 1172 - (C.8)

j=1

Step3: Application of Gronwall’s inequality. Substituting (C.4)—(C.8) into (C.3), using O(h) =t <h< e < 1,C2h < ¢,
applying (28), and taking the sum of the inequalities over 4 < n < m, we end up with

4
Z N U2 o) + TZ (Al
i=1
m m

6+CT Yo\, nn
< ;m + Collufll, + 24 Ol gy + 20y + (o = 2y | + Co
after careful calculation, where Cj is related to the initial solutions, Cy = C Zl 0T|||M;,|||7—/ + Z, 1 ||‘I’4(U%)||L2(Q3 From [18,
Table 2.2], we know ‘I"‘(Uh) = C1,| uy' (cL1 > 0). Finally, we choose & small enough such that Ce < 1/2 and 7 large enough
such that yg > (6 + C7)/e. Then the proof is finished by using Gronwall’s inequality. O
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