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A MIXED FINITE ELEMENT METHOD
FOR A STRONGLY NONLINEAR
SECOND-ORDER ELLIPTIC PROBLEM

F. A. MILNER AND E.-J. PARK

ABSTRACT. The approximation of the solution of the first boundary value prob-
lem for a strongly nonlinear second-order elliptic problem in divergence form
by the mixed finite element method is considered. Existence and uniqueness
of the approximation are proved and optimal error estimates in L2 are estab-
lished for both the scalar and vector functions approximated by the method.
Error estimates are also derived in L9, 2 < g < +4o00.

1. INTRODUCTION

A large number of physical phenomena are modeled by partial differential
equations or systems of parabolic type—in evolution, or elliptic—at steady
state. Most of the models have quite strong nonlinearities which, typically,
are either weakened or removed (by linearization) before the problem is treated
analytically or numerically.

It is frequently the case that it is at least as important (if not more so) to
obtain a good approximation of some function of the gradient of the solution
of the differential equation (which may represent, for example, a velocity field
or electric field) as an approximation of the solution itself (which may repre-
sent, respectively, a pressure or an electric potential). The mixed finite element
method computes both approximations simultaneously and with the same order
of accuracy, be it directly or through postprocessing and, for some problems, it
seems to yield better results than standard finite element methods. For second-
order elliptic problems, the mixed method was described and analyzed by many
authors [3, 5, 7, 11] in the case of linear equations in divergence form, as well
as in [4, 8, 9] for quasilinear problems in divergence form.

In this paper we shall start to study the applicability of the mixed method
to more strongly nonlinear problems. Specifically, we consider the following
boundary value problem:

{ —div(g(Yp)) =f inQ,

(1.1)
p=-¢ on 0Q),
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where Q C R? is a bounded, convex domain with C2-boundary 6Q; a tilde un-
der a symbol is used to indicate a vector, g : QxR? — R? is twice continuously

differentiable with bounded derivatives through second order, f € H!/2+%(Q)
and g € H*%(9Q), & > 0. Note that this implies p € H**%(Q) [6].
We shall not indicate explicitly the dependence of any function on the spatial
variables x . Furthermore, we shall assume that g has a bounded positive

definite Jacobian with respect to the second argument, that is, with a(z) =

(al(g)’aZ(g))a Z GRZ’

a(al 5 a2)
O<Az)< —21—=L<A(2).
()= 56z <22
These conditions are satisfied, for example, for a(V p) = k(| Y p|) Y p, with

K a nonn'egative function. Such is the problem, for example, in the model for
minimal surfaces, where f =0 and

Vp

Q(YP)=\/——1‘;——|W-

Our assumption on the Jacobian gi(‘;:’—‘;’z; implies (using the implicit function

theorem) that V p can be locally represented as a function of the “flux”

(1.2) u=-a(Vp),
say
(1.3) Vp=-b(u).

We shall assume that this representation is global, and that u € H¥?*%(Q)? N
Cco1(Q)2.

Remark 1.1. Note that the domain of 5 is not known and, though it may be
small in specific cases, it always contains a ball centered at y in L°(Q). Let

us denote such a ball by %, .
Combining (1.1)-(1.3), we arrive at the following coupled system of first-
order equations for ¥ and p:

bw)+Vp=0 inQ,
divy=f in Q,
p=-8 on 90Q.
Wenow let ¥V = H(div; Q) = {v € L*(Q)?: divy € L?(Q)}, W = L¥(Q),
and arrive at the mixed weak form of (1.1) we shalluse: (u,p)e V x W is

the solution of the system
{ (b(w),v) - (divy,p)=(g,v-n), veV,

(1.4) (divy, w) = (f, w), wew,
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where n is the unit exterior normal vector on 0Q, (-, -) and (-, :) denote,

respectively, the L?(Q)-inner product and the L?(dQ)-inner product. We con-
sider a family of subspaces V R X Wi of ¥ xW (they may be Raviart-Thomas

[11] or Brezzi-Douglas-Marini [1] families, for instance) associated with a quasi-
uniform family of polygonal decompositions of Q by triangles or quadrilaterals,
with boundary elements allowed to have one curved side. The mixed finite el-
ement method we shall analyze is the discrete form of (1.4) and is given by:
Find (u,,py) € V', x Wy such that

(1.5)

(b(up), v) — (divy, pp) =(g,v-n), vEV,
(divy,, w) =(f, w), w € W.

This is a nonlinear algebraic system in the components of (%, p,), which

we must prove is uniquely solvable. The plan of the paper is as follows: in
the next section we prove the unique solvability of (1.5); in §3 we derive L2-
error estimates for u, and p;, and in §4 we derive L*-error estimates for

u ,, . Finally, in §5 we discuss how these results apply to the model for minimal
surfaces.

2. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS

We shall follow some of the ideas of [9] to use a fixed point argument for
the proof of existence. First, we derive from (1.4) and (1.5) the following error
equations:

{ (b(w) = b(uy), v) - (divy,p—py) =0, veV,
(2.1)

(div(y —uy), w) =0, wew,.

We shall need the following relations, which are integral forms of Taylor’s
formula: for U €R,

b(w) — b(u) = —B(u)(u — ) + (u — w)[Hy (1), Ho(w))(u — )

(2.2) _
=-B(u)(u-p),
where
8b _a(by, by) . , - : :
B(u) = B " Bt ) is the Jacobian of b, a positive definite matrix,
a%b; . .
(2.3) H; = vl (j =1, 2) is the Hessian of b;,

(TIH, ) = ((THV {THR) e R?,
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for j=1,2
(2.4) 2
Jo (1 =088 (u+ tlu — ul)dt [y (1 — 1) 520 (u+ tlp — u)) dt
(u) '
BT (= g + tlu — w]) At f (1 ?,—f(u+t[g—y1)dt
~ o OB (p+ tlu+ tu — pl)dt fy S8 (u+ flu — pl) dt
(2.5)  B(u)

Jo 8 (p+ tlu — pl)dt [y 32 (u+ tlu — ul)dt

Note that E( u) and H i(u), j=1,2, are well defined since they involve
evaluations of first and second derivatives of b along the segment joining
the center u of %, with the point 7 interior to the ball. Furthermore,

they are bounded (matrix) functions since g has two continuous and bounded

derivatives, and its (continuous) Jacobian is bounded away from 0. Combining
(2.1)-(2.5), we arrive at a more useful set of error equations:

(B(u)(u — uy), v) — (divy, p — py)

(2.6) = ((u — wp)T[H (up) , Ha(up))u—wp),v), vEVY,,
(div(y —up), w) =0, weW,.

Let us choose now ¥, x W, as the Raviart-Thomas space of index k>0

and introduce the L2-projection
Py W - W,
and the Raviart-Thomas projection [11]
mp: H(Q)P? - V,,

which have the following useful commuting property:
(2.7) divo m, = P, odiv: H(Q)? —» W,,.

These projections have the following approximation properties [4, 9, 11]:

(2.8) |lw — Pywllo,r < Ch*||wlla,r, 0<a<k+1, 1 <r<+o0,

29) I -mtlo, < CHllellar,  <a<k+l, 1<rs+oo,

where ||+|lo,, denotes the standard norm in the Sobolev space W*:"(Q) (r =2
being omitted in this notation).

Using (2.7), we rewrite (2.6) as
(2.10)

(B(‘!)[”hl‘ - yh] ’ ’Q) - (dl"l’ 5 Php - ph)

= ((u — w) T[H (uy) » Ho(y))( — ) +B(#)+BW)mpu — 4], v), VeV,

(div[mpu — u,], w) =0, weW,.
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Consider now the following (selfadjoint) operator M = M*: H*(Q) — L*(Q),
(2.11) Mw = —-div(B~(u) VY w),
whose restriction to H2(Q) N H}(Q) has a bounded inverse. That is, for any

y € L*(Q), there is a unique ¢ € H*(Q) N H}(Q) such that M¢ = y and
ll#ll2 < Qllwllo. This is guaranteed by the assumption that B~!(u) = A(u) =

g—((%( u) is positive definite, since ¥ is uniformly Lipschitz [6].

We shall show that (2.1) is uniquely solvable by using a fixed point argument.
Let s be small enough that m,u € ¥V, N %, , and choose a ball %, centered

at m, u such that %) C %, with respect to the L*°-norm. Let now
O (BNV,)xWy— V,x W

be given by
D((p,p)=(y,4),

where (y , q) is the solution of the system
(2.12) .
(BW)[mpu —y], v) — (divy, Ppp —q)
= (B(w)lmpu — ul + (u — wTH(0), (W) — 1), v), veV,,
(div[mu - y], w) =0, w e W,.

Note that, since the left-hand side of (2.12) corresponds to the mixed finite
element method for the operator M given by (2.11) with B(u) smooth and

fIl(-) and ﬁz(-) uniformly bounded on %), the operator ® is well defined
[3]. Clearly, in order to establish the solvability of (1.5), it suffices to prove the
following theorem (compare (2.10) with (2.12)):

Theorem 2.1. For h sufficiently small, ® has a fixed point.

We shall need the following technical result, the proof of which follows in an
analogous way to the one used in [9].

Lemma 2.2. Let @ € V, [ € L*(Q)?, and m € L*(Q). If 1 € W, satisfies
the relations

{ (Bww,v) - (divy, 1) =(,v), vel,
(2.13)

(divw, w) = (m, w), we W,

then there exists a constant C > 0, independent of h, but dependent on
4l cor @y » such that

lIllo < ClAll@llo + A2l div @ [lo + Il Lllo + lImllo]
Letnow 7", = V, endowed with the strong norm

Il =1¢llo,are + I div v lo.

Theorem 2.1 will be true if we prove the following result.




978 F. A. MILNER AND E.-J. PARK

Theorem 2.3. For 6 > 0 sufficiently small (dependent on h via the inverse
inequality (2.18), and smaller than the radius of %, so that ® is well defined
on &), ® maps the ball of radius & of 7', x Wy, centered at (nnu , Pyp),

into itself.
Proof. Let |mpu — pl 7, < 6 and ||P,p — pllw, < 0. We use in the sequel

0=4+¢c (0<e<1)and s=1+¢e+z%. Then, s— % =+, where

O<eg=¢+ % <« 1. Therefore, the Sobolev embedding theorem implies that

H¥oQ) c W0(Q) and |xlls,6 < QellXll3/24¢ -
Note that the second equation in (2.12) implies that
(2.14) div(m, u — y)=0.

We now apply Lemma 2.2 t0 (2.12), using @ =myu—y, 1=Pp—q, m=0,
and [ = B(u)lmyu — ul+(u — ) (Hi(p), Ho(p))(u — p) in (2.13). It
follows from (2.8) and (2.9) that

1Pap = gllo < Clhllmnu = yllo + h*llulls + lu — £, 4]

(2.15) < Clhllmau = yllo + A¥llulls + llu — ull3 4]
< Clhllmpu = yllo + (A* + 6%)(1 + |lulls,0)*],

where C depends on || ||, @ > as we have used Lemma 2.2. Note that,

since s > 1 is being required in the approximation by projection, we may not
use the Raviart-Thomas space of index k = 0, which is why we have assumed
k > 0. Next, it is easy to show (see [9]) that

mau = yllo < CliLllo

(2.16)
< Ch* +62)(1 + ||ull3/242)* s

where C depends on || u || Co @y - Substituting (2.16) in (2.15) yields the rela-
tion

(2.17) 1P — qllo < Ki[h* +67],

where K, depends on || ¥ ||3/24+¢, and ||q||CO‘,(§)2. We use now the following
“inverse-type” estimate [2]: for 2<v <4,

(2.18) Imhu = yllo.e < CH°~ 2 |mpu — yllo.s-

Combining (2.14) and (2.18), we see that (2.17) yields

s = yllz, = lwntt = yllo.a+e

< KK h#: ' [h° + 67)
= Ky[hs 8 4 p= 5162
= Ky[ht+e+es + h= 5 52).

(2.19)
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Since we want that Kyhi+te+e% < ¢ and Koh~ 562 < ¢ in (2.19), we need
e 1
(2.20) 2K hitetEE <8 < Th%ﬂ‘fﬁ .
2

Let h < (2K;)"%/¢ and 6 = 2K,ht**+%x . It follows that (2.20) holds, and
then (2.19) yields

Imny = ylly, <9.
Similarly (by choosing K, < K), (2.17) gives the bound

1 Pup — qllw, <9,

which concludes the proof. 0O
Remark 2.4. Note that Theorem 2.3 not only proves that (1.5) is solvable, but
also that the solution is close to (u , p). Specifically, for small 4,

zhu = unlly, +Pap = pallo < Kh3e+eiz .

By the inverse inequality (2.18), this implies that

I7nte = thllo, 0o < Ch™ 2 | mpte = wyllo, ase
(2.21)
< Che¥e
where C depends on || u 13/246, and || u || ., @2 - We shall need this estimate
in the next section.

We can also show that the solution of (1.5) is unique (near (u , p)).
Theorem 2.5. Let (u,, py) and (v ,, qy) be solutions of (1.5). Then, u, =
vy, and py =qy.

Proof. Let U = u,—v, and P = p,—q; . Then, (1.5) implies that (U , P) €
V, x W, satisfies the relations

(b(up) = b(vy), v) - (divy, P)=0, veV,
(divU,w)=0, w e W,,

and, using the mean value theorem, (2.2), we obtain

{ (B(uy)U, v) - (divy, P)=0, vel,,

2.22
22 (divU, w)=0, w e W,

where B(u,) is given by (2.5) with u = u, and u replaced by v, .

The crucial observation is now that, for /4 sufficiently small, the positive
definiteness of B(u) together with (2.21) imply the positive definiteness of

B(u,). Thatis,

(2.23) AMvld<Bluy,v,v), veV,
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where 4 > 0 is independent of # and v . Takenow v = U and w = P
in (2.22). Using (2.23), we see that U = 0 and hence (divy,P) = 0,
v € V. Choose y € ¥, such that divy = P € W,. Then ||P|jo =0 gives
P =0, asneeded. O

3. L2-ERROR ESTIMATES

Let { = u—-uy, g =mpu—uy, {=p-py,and 1= Pp-p,, and

rewrite (2.1) as

(B¢, v) — (divy, &) =0, vel,,
(3-1) {(divg,w)=0, w € W,
or
(B(up)g, v) — (dive, 1) = (B(up)[mpu —ul, v), veV,
(32) {(divq,w)=0, wew,.

With the choices v = ¢ and w =1 in (3.2), we see that
(B(up)a,q)=Buplmu - ul, q).

Then, the positive definiteness of B(u ), the analogue of (2.23), implies that
lallo<Climnu — ullo. Thus, by (2.9), if u € H*(Q)?, 1/2<a<k+1, we
have

(3.3) I¢llo<Climpu — ullo < Ch*|| ¢ la

where C depends on || 1!||Co,|(§)z- Observing that div ¢ = 0 from (2.7) and

(3.2),if feW?9(Q), 0<y<k+1, 1<qg<+0, we obtain from (2.7) and
(2.8) the estimate

I div {llo,q = Il divy + divg — div m,ullo,q
= ||divy — P, divullo,q

(3:4) =f = PiSllo.q
<CR\flly.a
< CH|[ullys1,q-

Error estimates for the scalar function p, will be obtained by the following
Lemma 3.1. Using (2.2), we can rewrite the error equations (3.1) as

(Bw), v) - (divy, 1) = (" [Hi(ws), Haup),v), vEV,,
(3-3) (div{, w) =0, weWw,.

We shall prove now an improved version of Lemma 2.2 .
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Lemma 3.1. Assume that the solution of (1.1) is sufficiently smooth. Then, there
is a constant C independent of h, but dependent on || u |32+, and ||l »

such that, for 0<s<k+1, 1 <a, B<k+1, 1<y<k+1,

- —k)* —
ll7ll—s < CIA7*H1 =07 gy + B P2y [lall w 1),

where (s +1 —k)* =max{0,s+1-k}.
Proof. Recall that

(T, ¥)
lzl-s = sup .
T e Vs
v #0

We shall employ duality to bound (7, w) for v € H5(Q). Let ¢ € H**2(Q)n
H}(Q) be the unique solution of M*¢ =y in Q such that ||¢|s;2 < Kly]ls,
where M* is given by (2.11), and K depends on || ||, gy - Then, it follows

from (2.7) and (3.5) that

(z, ¥) = (r, M*¢) = (z, —div(B~ (1) V9))
= (1, —div(my (B~ (w)V9)))

(3.6) = (T [H\(wy) » Ha(u)) — B@W)E, ma(B™ (4)V9))
= (("[Hi(wy) , Ha(u)), — Bw)¢, mu(B~" (w)V9) — B~ () V9))
+ (T H(uy), Hy(up)1C, B~ (w)V9) + (div{, ¢ — Pud).

Also, Sobolev’s embedding theorem, (2.9), (2.18), and (3.3) lead to the following
bound: for § <a, f<k+1,

T (H (up), Bo(u)), ma B~ (w)V 6 — B~ (1) V9)
< Cliglollllo, 24ellmn ()Y — AW) Vg, s

< ClI¢lolllun — matelo, 242 + Imate = tllo, 24s 1A 1 VBl e

(3.7) < Ch|ulla(lln — matello + A lullg- oz, 242) 14112
< Chlulla(Igllo + llznu = ullo + A2 lullg) I 112
< Ch(lullah? | 4llglldlls+2

< Ch*Fullallullglldllss2,




982 F. A. MILNER AND E.-J. PARK
while (2.9) and (3.3) yield, for 1 <a<k+1,
(Bw){, B~ (w)V¢ — my(B~' ()Y 9))
< ClEloll B~ (u) Vo — (B~ (1) V) llo
(3.8) < ClLloh ' %5 IV Pllss1—s, .,
< Cho||ullah* 0% k01|52

< Chu+s+l—55,k+l ||1;‘“a”¢“8+2 .

Next, note that Sobolev’s embedding theorem, (2.9), (2.18), and (3.3) lead, in
a similar way to how (3.7) was derived from them, to the following bound: for
I<a, p<k+1,

CTUH (uh), Ha(up)), B~ (@)V9) < ClIClolEllo, 24619 llg, sx2e
(3.9) < Ch®||ullah?~ 7% ||ullll¢ll2
< Ch*P =4 lullallull pllllss2 -
Finaliy, (2.8) and (3.4) yield, for 0<y <k +1,
(div¢, ¢ — Py@) < |l div{]lolld — Prdllo
(3.10) < CRH 207 1@l sv2— 541k
< CHHH 60y [l sz

and combining (3.6)-(3.10) we conclude the proof. O

Remark 3.2. Lemma 3.1 shows, in particular, that, if ¥ € H’(Q)?, 1 <y <
k + 1, then

(3.11) o < K7y,

where K depends on || 4 [[3/24¢, and || ¥ || o1 gy -

We shall now apply Lemma 3.1 to the derivation of L7-error estimates for
the scalar function p,, for 2 < g < +oc.

Theorem 3.3. Let 2 < q < +oc. There exist positive constants C,, independent
of h, but dependent on || ul32+s, and || u ”cow(ﬁ)z' such that, if p € Wr-9(Q)

and y e H™4H(Q2, 1+ 2 <r<k+1, then

1P = Pallo.q < Coh"(lIPNlr g + N2 ll,-2) -

Proof. Use Lemma 3.1 with s = 0, (2.8), and the estimate (3.11), and set
7+ 2 =r. Then, by the scalar analogue of (2.18), we obtain, for 1+ 2<r<
k+1,




MIXED METHODS FOR A STRONGLY NONLINEAR ELLIPTIC PROBLEM 983
Iip = pallo,q < 0 = Pupllo,q + lIllo, q
2_
< K[P'1pllr,q + he~Yzllo]
2 _
< Kgh|pllr.q + he ™ R+ ully)

< Ceh'(Ipllr,q + llull,—2) . O

Remark 3.4. Note that Theorem 3.3 shows, in particular, that,
P = pallo < CH"(IPllr + llull—1),  2<r<k+1,
”p_phllo,oo < Chr(”p”r,oo"'”y”r% 1 S"Sk-!' 1.

Also note that these estimates are both of optimal rate and, in case that
lull;—1 < C|p|lr, as in the linear case, and r > 3 (which requires k£ > 2), then
the L? estimate is also optimal in regularity (that is, ||p — pallo < Chplr) -
This is true because Sobolev’s embedding theorem gives H?*¢(Q)2 c C% 1(Q)2.

4. L°°-ERROR ESTIMATES FOR THE VECTOR FUNCTION ¥,
In this section, we shall extend some of the ideas of [8]. First, we shall need
an L7 version of the Duality Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 4.1. Let 2 < 6 < oo and let t© be given by (3.5). Then the following
relation holds -

I7llo,6 < Co(RlI ¢ llo,o + Al div £ lo,6),
where Cy depends on || zg||c0,.(§)2.

Proof. We shall employ a duality argument. For y € L (Q), let ¢ € W2:9'(Q)
be the unique solution of M*¢ =y in Q, ¢ =0 on JQ such that ||@|2, ¢ <
K|lwllo,e - The result now follows from (3.6) by the same argument as used in
Lemma 3.1. O

To prove our L*>-estimates, we shall use Nitsche’s weighted L?-norms [10].
Let p>0, u(x)=|x - x,)*+p*, x,€Q fixed, x € Q. Then, the weighted

L?-norm with weight u is defined as

lvllr.=lu"fvllo, reRr, v el¥ Q).

We shall need several well-known properties of these norms, which we list as
lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 >2. If ¢ € L9(Q)?, §+ 4 =1, then

_ —1-2
Ve pllo.e <Kp™' "3l gl u-

Lemma 4.3. Given 6 > 2, if ¢ € L™(Q)?, then

léllo.o < KON SIE el E.
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We shall also need the following relations between L>°-norms and weighted
L2?-norms [10]:

(4.1) lvlie<Clinpltvlo,cor ¥ € LX(Q)%;

if weW,, x,€Q is chosen such that ||w|jo, o = |w(Xp)|, then

(4.2) lwllo,c0 < A~ pllwlly, for p < vh,

(4.3) e~ = ma(u -1, u < Chp~ il w, - € LA(Q).

Theorem 4.4. Assume that y € W>(Q), L <r <k+1. Then, for h suff-

ciently small,
= whllo.co < CH AR 4 ]ls o0,

where C depends on || Ull o @y -

Proof. In view of (2.9), it suffices to prove the theorem for g in place of
¢ = u — uy. Note that it follows from (2.23) and (4.3) that

~ ~

lgl? . = Bup)g, B~ w)u"a)

< C(B(up)g, u'q)

= C{(B(up)g, u™"'g — my(u™"a)) — (B(uy)lup — u), my(1~'0))
(@4 — (B(up)[u — mpu, my(u~'q))}
< C{Chp gl — (B(up)luy — ul, ma(n'a))
+ (14 Chp™"lu = mnully wliglly, u}»
and hence, for & < yp, y sufficiently small, we get
45)  Nalf < Cllu —mull} ,+ B(uplu — sl 2" @)}
Next, from (3.1), (2.7), and Lemma 4.2, we see that for any J > 0,
(B(up)lu = upl, ma(n~'q)) = (div(my(u~')), p — pa)
= (div(ny(u~'q)), 1)
= {div(u~'9), 1)
=(Wu g, 1)+ (u " divg, 1)

<Ivu~"-allo.olltllo.6

—1-2
<Kp~'"illall . ulltllo.o

<K@ {p 2 )1t13 o} +6llal} ..
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Thus, (4.1) and (4.5) yield
gl < Cllle = mpulli, u+ p~" "$lizllo.0}
(4.6) . 13
< C{lnp |l — mhttllo, 0 + P~ " lI%ll0. 6} -

Next note that, by Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3, (3.4), and (4.2), we obtain, for 1 <r <
k+2,

Illo.6 < ClAIICllo, 0 + A2l div {llo, 6]
(4.7) < Chlllgllo,e + A" llullr, ]
< ChI(h™"p)' gl u + h'llullr, o]
Combining (4.6) and (4.7), we arrive, using (2.9), at the relation

(4.8) gl . < COI( At +hp~ ") ||ull, 00 + hE p~Rllg 1 4],

O<r<k+1.
Now fix 8 € (2, o) and let
2 _4 _ 1 . _ 2 _g
(4.9) hép 0__2C(0)’ that is, h = p*(2C(0))" 7.
Then, by (4.8),
lglliu<Clinhh 4l o, O<r<k+1.
Finally, by (4.2) and (4.9),
llgllo, 0 < Ch™'pllalli, u
<CllnhlhHull, o, S<r<k+1. O

Remark 4.5. The error estimate of Theorem 4.4 is optimal in regularity (only
for r > 1, since the constant C depends on || ¥ ||, @ for any r), but it is

one half power of / suboptimal in rate. This matches the estimate obtained in
[9] for the quasilinear case, but it is not as sharp as that of [4].

We can now combine Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 4.4 to obtain a better L>°-
estimate for the error in p, than the one given in Remark 3.4. That estimate
requires as many derivatives in ¥ asin p, while the one which follows requires

one half derivative less in ¥ thanin p.

Theorem 4.6. Assume that p € W >°(Q) and u € Wr=1.2(Q) for some given
e,0<e<l,and 1 <r<k+1. Then, for h sufficiently small,

12 = Pallo.oo < CA(IIPNlr 0 + Nt llr—y o) »

where C depends on | u o @

P2
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Proof. Tt follows from (2.18), Lemma 4.1, and Theorem 4.4 that, for % <a<
k+1,0<B<k+1,

Iello.0 < CH Szl s
< COR'H11glly, & + H2 41 div ¢l o)

< I Hn A |ulla, o0 + A2 2P |Ull 41, oo
< ClA Nl - g1e, 00 + A8l oo
SChy“y”y—%ﬂ:,oo’ 1 S}'Sk-’-%—{;‘,

and the result follows from (2.8). O

Remark 4.7. The error estimate for T = P,p — p, in Theorem 4.6 is supercon-
vergent by almost one half power of 4 in L>. This is an improvement over
the first result for the quasi-linear case [8], but it is not as sharp as that of [4],
which gives a superconvergent estimate by one power of 4.

5. APPLICATION TO THE MINIMAL SURFACE EQUATION
Let p(x) represent the vertical displacement of a surface (such as a mem-
brane or soap film) at the point x € Q, where the displacements at the bound-

ary are prescribed by the function —g. Assume Q is convex. Then, p is
determined (uniquely if g and 0Q are sufficiently smooth) as the solution of
the following boundary value problem:

Vp

—div = =0 inQ,
(.1) ,/1 +1vp/?
p=-¢8 on 9Q.
We see that (5.1) corresponds to the general equation (1.1) with
Vp
a(Vp) = ———.
(V) J1+1Y Dl
We let
-Vp
U=—F—
J1+1YpP
so that
2 _1YpP 2 _ Ul
Iz’!l _1+|Yp|2, lYpl _1_|y|2'

Thus, we obtain
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We compute now the Jacobian matrix B. Very straightforward calculations
lead to the following expressions:

¢ —u?

ab 1
9% —
CITIRTIOEN I

Therefore, we see that

b n-1[1-4  wu
RO A B

with eigenvalues
Ay = 3(tr(B) — /(tr B)2 — 4det B) =

1 E}.
(-l

Ay = 1 =A
SERNTIIES B

A being the smaller eigenvalue and A the larger. In this case we have A > 1,
which means that

B(u)v,v)>lvli, v elL*Q)?.

However, in order for B to be bounded, we must be sure that |¥| < 1. This
is equivalent to |V p| being uniformly bounded in Q, which holds under our
assumptions. It then follows that |u| < p < 1 (for some positive constant p).
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