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Cartesian grids. In particular, we focus on interface problems with discontinuities in the
coefficient, the source term, the solution, and the fluxes across the interface. The method
uses standard piecewise trilinear finite elements for normal cells and a double piecewise
trilinear ansatz for the solution on cells intersected by the interface resulting always in a
compact 27-point stencil. Singularities associated with vanishing partial volumes of inter-

g/{r,sjgs sected grid cells are removed by a two-term asymptotic approach. In contrast to the 2D
65N12 method presented by two of the authors in [M. Oevermann, R. Klein, A Cartesian grid finite
65N30 volume method for elliptic equations with variable coefficients and embedded interfaces,

Journal of Computational Physics 219 (2006) 749-769] we use a minimization technique
Keywords: to determine the unknown coefficients of the double trilinear ansatz. This simplifies the
Elliptic equations treatment of the different cut-cell types and avoids additional special operations for degen-
Finite volume methods erated interface topologies. The resulting set of linear equations has been solved with a

Embedded interface
Variable and discontinuous coefficients
Discontinuous solution

BiCGSTAB solver preconditioned with an algebraic multigrid. In various testcases - includ-
ing large p-ratios and non-smooth interfaces - the method achieves second order of accu-
racy in the L., and L, norm.

© 2009 Elsevier Inc. Open access under CC BY-NC-ND license.

1. Introduction

We seek solutions of the three-dimensional variable coefficient elliptic equation
V- (BE)Vu®) =f(X), ¥ Q\I (M

defined in a domain @\ I" with an embedded interface I'. For simplicity we assume Q to be a simple cuboid. The embedded
interface I' separates two disjoint sub-domains Q+ and Q- with Q = (Q+ U Q"), see Fig. 1 for an illustration. Along the inter-
face we prescribe jump conditions for the solution

[ulp =u*(X) —u (X) = g(xr) (2)
and for its gradient in the normal direction
[Bun]p = pruy — pu, = h(xr), 3)

with the notation u, = (Vu - ii). The unit normal vector #i on I' is defined to point from Q* to Q~.
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Fig. 1. Domain Q with sub-domains Q*, -, and embedded interface I.

Elliptic equations of type (1) with variable and discontinuous coefficients and solution discontinuities often arise as a
component in modelling physical problems with embedded boundaries. Examples include incompressible two-phase flow
with surface tension featuring jumps in pressure and pressure gradient across the interface, projection methods for zero
Mach-number premixed combustion with jumps in the dynamic pressure and pressure gradient across the flame front, heat
conduction between materials of different heat capacity and conductivity and interface diffusion processes. In the literature
one can find a vast number of different approaches for the numerical solution of this type of problem. However, we limit our
discussion here to methods on grids which are not aligned with the interface. These methods have the advantage that they
do not need any re-meshing if the interface moves.

In Peskin’s immersed boundary method [31], singular forces arising from discontinuous coefficients and jump conditions
are treated as delta functions. Using discretised discrete delta functions, the discontinuity is spread over several grid cells
making the method first order accurate. The method has been used for many problems in mathematical biology and fluid
mechanics. Cortez and Minion [3] considerably improved Peskin’s method by improving its accuracy through higher order
procedures for representing boundary forces. Recent work by Tornberg and Engquist [38,39,5] generalizes the immersed
boundary approach and allows for high order approximations with minimal distribution of discontinuities or singular source
terms over the computational grid.

Mayo [25,26] presented a second order accurate method for Poisson’s equation and the biharmonic equation on irregular
domains using an integral equation formulation. The resulting Fredholm integral equations of the second kind are solved
with a fast Poisson solver on a rectangular region. Although the method captures solution discontinuities at the embedded
interface, continuous derivatives have been assumed to evaluate the discrete Laplacian. The method can easily be extended
to fourth order accuracy.

The immersed interface method [16-18,20] is a second order finite difference method on Cartesian grids for second order
elliptic and parabolic equations with variable coefficients. Discontinuities in the solution and the normal gradient at the
interface are explicitly incorporated into the finite difference stencil. Second order has been achieved by including additional
points near the interface into the standard 5-point stencil leading to a non-standard six-point stencil in 2D. The resulting
linear equation system is sparse but not symmetric or positive definite. Based on the immersed interface method Li and
Ito [19] present a second order finite difference method which satisfies the sign property on the matrix coefficients which
guarantees the discrete maximum principle. The resulting linear system of equations is non-symmetric but diagonally dom-
inant and its symmetric part is negative definite. The ideas presented in [19] have been extended to 3D in [4].

A first order finite difference method on Cartesian grids was presented by Liu et al. [22]. Interface jump conditions are
explicitly incorporated into the finite difference stencil as in the immersed interface method. Applying a one-dimensional
approach in each spatial direction by implicitly smearing out the gradient jump condition, standard stencils (5-point in
2D, 9-point in 3D) for the discrete Laplacian are achieved leading to a symmetric positive definite matrix for the Poisson
equation. The method shows first order accuracy for the solution u in the L*-norm for constant coefficients f*. A conver-
gence proof of the method has been provided in [23] based on the weak formulation of the problem. Due to its simplicity
and robustness the methods has been used in many engineering and scientific problems. The method has been indepen-
dently developed and applied to incompressible two-phase flow in [29].

A fourth order accurate finite difference method for elliptic problems with complex boundaries has been developed by
Gibou and Fedkiw in [7]. By high order extrapolation of the solution outside the domain they were able to apply high order
finite difference formulas at and near the interface. Similar ideas have been used in a series of papers by Wei and coworkers
[44,43,42] for elliptic problems with embedded interfaces. They developed finite difference methods of up to sixth order in
3D for smooth interfaces and up to second order for complex interfaces with sharp edges, wedges, and tips. Their methods
can be viewed as a higher-order generalization of the immersed interface method. Solutions on both sides of the interface are
smoothly extended beyond the interface allowing the application of standard high order finite difference formulas.

One of the first methods to model discontinuities in the finite element framework without aligning the grid with the
interface has been presented in [27,1]. In the so-called extended finite element method the original finite element space
is enriched by additional basis functions introducing new unknowns to the problems. The choice of additional enrichment
functions depends on the type of discontinuity, e.g. step functions for solution discontinuities or distance functions for kinks
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[1]. Related approaches have been presented in [9,10]. The extended finite element method has been recently applied by
Grof and Reusken to model the pressure discontinuity arising from surface tension in incompressible two-phase flow [8].
They observed locally slightly better than first order of accuracy for the pressure. However, in their method they did not
make use of the jump condition of the pressure gradient in normal direction.

A finite element method on triangular meshes for solving second order elliptic and parabolic equations for interface prob-
lems with [u] = 0 and [Bu,] # 0 has been proposed by Chen and Zou [2]. In their method the triangles are aligned with the
interface. In the L,-norm nearly second order accuracy (h2| log h|) has been proved. The resulting linear system of equations is
symmetric and positive definite. Another finite element method based on uniform triangulations of Cartesian grids was pre-
sented by Li et al. [21]. In contrast to [2], the triangles need not to be aligned with the interface. Numerical results with non-
conforming finite elements demonstrate slightly less than second order of accuracy in L., and second order of accuracy with
conforming finite elements for a problem with homogeneous jump conditions [u] = 0, [Bu,] = 0. The general case with var-
iable coefficients and non-homogeneous interface conditions [u] # 0, [fu,] # 0 has been tackled recently by Hou and Liu [11]
with a finite element method. Similar to [21] they use uniform triangulations of Cartesian grids. Their method is second or-
der accurate in L., if the solution u is C? and the interface is C? or C'. To our knowledge these methods have not been ex-
tended to three spatial dimensions.

Johansen and Colella [12] developed a second-order finite volume method on Cartesian grids for the variable coefficient
Poisson equation on irregular domains with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions and combined the method with an
adaptive mesh refinement. Using central differencing for the gradients, their method reproduces the standard five-point
stencil on regular cells. Using linear interpolation of gradients for internal edges and quadratic polynomials in normal direc-
tion to the boundary for irregular cells leads to a non-standard stencil. The final linear system is non-symmetric. Although
remotely related to our work in the sense of using a finite volume method, the authors did not consider embedded bound-
aries with jump conditions of the solution and the normal derivative. To our knowledge, their method has not been extended
to 3D. Furthermore, their method does not allow partial volumes less than 107° times the normal cell volume.

Recently the authors presented in [28] a sharp interface finite volume method on Cartesian grids for the solution of the
variable coefficient Poisson equation with solution discontinuities across an embedded interface in two spatial dimensions.
Using a dual bilinear solution ansatz on cells intersected by the interface the method achieves locally second order of accu-
racy. Singularities arising from vanishing partial volumes and certain positions of the interface relative to the underlying grid
are removed in [28] by a two-term asymptotic approach.

In this paper we extend the ideas presented in [28] to 3D. The piecewise bilinear solution ansatz of our 2D method is re-
placed by a piecewise trilinear ansatz. In contrast to the 2D method, where we impose the jump conditions at selected points
of the interface, here we use a minimization approach for the incorporation of the jump conditions and the determination of
the 16 unknown coefficients of the dual piecewise trilinear solution ansatz. This leads to a unified treatment of the different
types of cut-cells and avoids additional special operations for degenerated interface topologies. The only singularity arising
from vanishing partial volumes of intersected cells is removed by an asymptotic approach. The asymptotic treatment of this
singularity leads to a robust method which allows vanishing partial volumes down to the machine accuracy without affect-
ing the condition number of the minimization problem. In various examples including high g ratios, complex and non-
smooth interfaces the method shows locally second order of accuracy.

The vast majority of sharp interface methods on Cartesian grids is based on finite difference methods. However, in many
engineering problems such as fluid flow or heat conduction the governing equations are often derived by a control volume
analysis with appropriate flux boundary and interface conditions. This point of view has led in a natural way to many
conservative finite volume methods. The motivation for the finite volume approach presented in this work stems from
our interest in conservative finite volume projection methods for Zero- and Low-Mach-number flow [32,15,13], with
first-order accurate versions of front tracking methods for flames and contact discontinuities presented in [37,14,34,33].
The divergence constraint of the velocity field leads to an elliptic equation for the pressure in a finite volume form. The
use of piecewise trilinear ansatz function for the solution u makes our method quite similar to finite element methods
and allows us to construct improved exact projection methods [40,41].

Compared to the cited literature, our method differs in the following points: (i) we use a finite volume method instead of
finite difference [16,22,42] or finite elements [11,21,27,1,8], (ii) compared to the second and higher order finite difference
methods [16,42] we achieve always automatically a compact 27-point stencil without explicit incorporation of additional
points near the interface.

In comparison to the finite element method presented in, e.g. [11,8], we present a trilinear finite element which does not
develop singularities for vanishing partial volumes of intersected cells. In contrast to the cited finite element methods our
method results in a non-symmetric matrix. In case of constant and equal coefficients we have a symmetric and positive
definite matrix.

2. Finite volume formulation

Integrating Eq. (1) over an arbitrary control volume Q € Q leads to

/QV-(ﬁVu)dV:/Qde.
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For a control volume Q = Q" U Q™ intersected by the interface I" we write
/m V- (§ Vut)dva + /Q V- (p Vu)dVa — /Qfdv.
After applying the divergence theorem on both integrals on the left hand side we get
B(Vu - fi)dS = / fFdv - / [ua] dS, (4)
Q Q I'g

where I', denotes the part of the embedded interface I' lying inside Q and 0Q = (9Q" U 9Q") \ I'q. For I'o#0 we have for the
source term

/Qde:/Q+f+dV+/Qif*dv. (5)

For a regular control volume without an embedded interface we have either Q=Q " c¢Q* A Q =0 or
Q=0 €Q A Q" =0 and the last integral on the right hand side of (4) vanishes. In the following sections we describe
our finite volume method to solve Egs. (4) and (5).

3. Numerical method

We discretise Eq. (4) on a uniform Cartesian grid in three-dimensional space. Let Ax, Ay, Az be the grid spacing in x, y, and
z-direction, respectively, see Fig. 2. The values u;; of our discretised solution are located at grid nodes with the coordinates
Xijk = Xo +1AY, Yijx = Yo +JAY, and z;, = zo + kAz. The control volumes Q;; are centered around the corresponding grid
nodes (i,j, k) having edges of length Ax, Ay, and Az. The cuboids defined by the Cartesian grid itself are called cells in this work.
We denote the cell defined by grid nodes (i,j, k), (i+1,j,k), (i+1,j+1,k), (i,j+1,k), (i,jk+1), (i+1,j,k+1),
(i+1,j+1,k+1),and (i,j+ 1,k + 1) as Cj;x, see Fig. 3. Let €;; be the set of cells with joint grid node (i,j, k), i.e. those cells
having a partial volume in Q. Furthermore, we denote with S, c € €, i € 1, 2, 3 the three parts of the surface of Q;; lying
in cell ¢, see Fig. 3 for an illustration. As an example, the faces with numbers 1, 8, and 11 in Fig. 3 are parts of the surface of Q; .

With the notations introduced above we can now write the discrete form of (4) for control volume €;; as

3
> sFﬁ(V“'ﬁ)dSZ/Q‘_ de*/r [Bun]dS. (6)

ceCjy =1

To evaluate the left hand side of (6) we approximate the solution u with piecewise trilinear ansatz on each cell ¢ € ¢ of the
grid. This allows us to evaluate the surface integrals on the left hand side of (6) analytically in terms of the node values of u
and, in case of an intersected control volume, appropriate jump conditions at the interface.

4. Interface representation

We represent the interface I with a standard levelset approach [35,30] where the interface is implicitly defined by the
zero level of a signed distance function. Geometric quantities such as interface normal vectors at the interface within a cell

Ay
\

—_

Az

—_

Fig. 2. Control volume ;. Discrete solution values are located at grid nodes i,j, k.
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Fig. 3. Cell C;j, with node indices. The grey shaded internal faces with indices 1-12 are surface parts of the control volumes having a partial volume within
the cell. The eight cuboids formed by the internal faces of the cell with edge lengths Ax/2, Ay/2, and Az/2 belong to different control volumes and are called
sub-cells.

II II1

Fig. 4. Different types of cut-cells considered in this work. Nodes marked with o and e, respectively, are on the same side of the interface.

(i,j, k) are calculated via trilinear interpolation of second order central difference approximations at the nodes of the grid. In
this study we only consider cells which are cut by a single interface. Under this constraint we can identify six different types
of cut-cells which are qualitatively sketched in Fig. 4. Although we allow only cells with a single interface, control volumes
might still be intersected by more than one interface.

For a unique discretisation of the interface we introduce a triangulation of the interface within each cell in the following
manner: In the first step we calculate the intersections of the interface with the edges of the cell by linear interpolation of the
levelset values between the nodes of the cell. In the second step we calculate a point on the surface in the interior of the cell
by averaging the coordinates of the intersections determined in the first step. A third step could be the projection of this
point in normal direction onto the interface assuming a trilinear distribution of the levelset function on the cell. However,
in our numerical tests we did not see a noteworthy improvement of the results and therefore we left this step.
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Fig. 5. Interface discretisation by triangulation for the different types of cut-cells. Discrete jump conditions are applied at the triangle corner points and the
triangle barycenters which are marked with circles.

The connection of the interface midpoint point of step two with all intersections of the interface with the cell edges de-
fines a unique triangulation of the interface within a cell. Fig. 5 shows triangulated interfaces for the different cut-cell types
considered in this work. The chosen triangulation of the interface is a slight variation of the famous marching cubes algo-
rithm [24] in the sense that we use an additional point on the interface within the cell which allows a unique representation
of the interface with triangles.

In addition to the cells composed by the Cartesian grid itself we introduce so called sub-cells. Sub-cells are the (eight)
parts of a cell belonging to different control volumes, see Fig. 3.

5. Piecewise trilinear ansatz
For the evaluation of the left hand side of Eq. (6) we approximate the solution u by piecewise trilinear solution ansatz

functions on cells. In the following presentation we need to distinguish between cells which are intersected by an interface
and those who are not.

5.1. Normal cells

We denote cells without an intersection with the interface as normal cells, and introduce the following set of local orthog-
onal coordinates, see Fig. 6:

. XXiijn)
S
Z_ _ |y
E= | =], ™)
¢ Z’Z(]'xj.k)
Az

where x,y,z are global coordinates and X{;;,, = [x},.j‘k),ygij_k),z(li_j‘k)}r denotes the global coordinates of node number one with

local coordinates ¢ = = { = 0, see Fig. 6. Obviously, we have ¢, , { € [0, 1] within a cell.
At normal cells we apply a trilinear solution ansatz u(¢, 7, {) within a cell (i,j, k). Using standard finite element shape func-
tions we have

un ) =x-a (8)
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7

Fig. 6. Node numbering and local coordinate system for a computational cell (i,j, k). For normal cells and non-singular cut-cells the origin of the local
coordinate system used for the trilinear solution ansatz is always at node number 1.

with
(1-¢ (1-n a1-07"
& 1-m (1-0
¢ n (1-9
1 (1=9 n (1-9
=10 -y o )
(1-n) ¢
¢ n {
L(1-¢) n ]
and
a=[uy, Uy, Us, Uy, Us, Us, U7, Ug]". (10)

Here u; denotes the solution value at node i of the computational cell (i, j, k), see Fig. 6 for the node numbering used. We have
introduced the notation a - b for the inner product of two arbitrary vectors a and b. In the case of a normal cell the eight node
values u; of the solution uniquely determine the trilinear ansatz.

With the trilinear ansatz (8) defined in each normal cell of the computational grid we can evaluate the surface integrals
on the left side of (6) analytically in terms of the unknown nodal values. With g = 1 and Ax = Ay = Az = 1 we get a 27-point
stencil with weights as shown in Fig. 7. The stencil shown in Fig. 7 is the 3D analogue of the second order stencil of Siili [36],
who proved stability and convergence of the scheme.

5.2. Cut cells

On cells intersected by the interface we use separate trilinear solution ansatz functions on both sides of the interface. We
differentiate between cells with a non-vanishing interface area, called non-singular cut-cells, and cut-cells with potential
singularities through vanishing interface areas and/or vanishing partial volumes. For the following presentation we assume
that node number 1, Fig. 6, lies within Q™.

5.2.1. Non-singular cut-cells
On non-singular cut-cells we apply a dual piecewise trilinear ansatz in the form

(&) = .
u (ﬁ)fz a, a1
u (&) =x-b,
with
a=lay,...,as)" and b=[b,..., by (12)

and a shape function vector ¢ as given in (9)



M. Oevermann et al./Journal of Computational Physics 228 (2009) 5184-5206 5191

Fig. 7. Stencil elements for a control volume with g =1, Ax = Ay = Az = 1 where all adjacent cells are normal cells not cut by an interface.

In (11) we have defined the solutions on both sides of the interface using the same shape functions as used for normal
cells. That means the 16 unknown coefficients ay, ..., ag and by, ..., bg are the nodal values of the solutions u* and u~ at
the grid nodes 1-8 of cell (i, j, k). Depending on which side of the interface the node exists these values are either real discrete
solution values or extrapolated values from the other side of the interface. In order to determine the 16 unknown coefficients
of the double trilinear solution ansatz we need - apart from the eight nodal values - additional constraints. These constraints
will be derived from the prescribed jump conditions for the solution and its gradient in normal direction at the interface.

The gradients of u in direction of # = [ny, n,, n,]” follow directly from (11) and can be written as

vut - =ut@=y-a,
(Vu' ) = (B =y-a 13
(Vu i) =u, (&) =y-b,
with
0X [5)4 0X
X:&nX+87yny+&nz (14)
The partial derivatives
o _ 1 ox ox 1 0x ox_ 1 ox
ox  Ax9¢ ay Ayon’ 0z Az O
are obtained by simple differentiation of (9). As an example, for the gradient in x-direction we have
~(1-m 1-07
-(1-n) (1-¢()
-1 1-9
x 1w 1| n (-9
ox Ax 0 Ax|—(1-n) ¢
—(1-mn) ¢
- ¢
L —n ¢
In addition to the eight nodal values u;, i =1,...,8 we provide jump conditions for the solution and the gradient in normal

direction at the following points of the triangulated interface: (a) the triangle corner points and (b) the triangle barycenters,
see Fig. 5. As seen in Fig. 5, the total number N of discrete points on the interface at which we prescribe jump conditions
varies between 7 for cut-cells of type I and 13 for cut cells of type V and VI. Given two jump conditions per point (one
for the solution and one for normal derivative), we have eight corner values plus 14 to 26 jump constraints to determine
the 16 unknowns coefficients. We solve this overdetermined system by minimizing the difference between the prescribed
and the calculated jump conditions under the constraint of exact nodal values.

We denote with &, = [Eks M &)™, k=1, ..., Nthe local coordinates of the kth point on the triangulated interface where we
provide discrete values of jump conditions. The differences between the calculated jumps [u] and [Bu,] from the trilinear
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ansatz and the prescribed jump values [u] and [fu,] can be written in the form of jump residuals 7; = [r1,...,r1x]" and
T =r21,.-., rzvN]T. For the jump residual in u we have

P = [ul — [ull = (% @) = (¢ - b)) - [u], (15)
and for the gradient jump residual

Fase = [Bunli = [Bunle = (8" 0 @) = B (vic - b)) — [Bual (16)
with k=1, ..., N. Depending on the location of the interface, the grid spacing, and the values of " and = the individual

components of 7; and 7, can have different orders of magnitude. To give each jump condition a comparable influence on
the solution of the minimization problem we introduce scaled residuals

Ik =Wl and o =Wyl (17)
with weights
Wik = [|[xe, xll;' and wyy = IB* Y, ﬁ%J_/k]||EI~ (18)

The scaled jump residuals (17) can be written in compact matrix notation as

r=Xc-p (19)
with
A e |
= Y Y bl — |&
[ wiaful, wa1[Bun];
v= , 8= ,
L win[uly W[ Bun]y
and
Wi1X1 W21 )1
Xr=1 : | Yr=
WinNXN WanNYN

For completeness we note that X € R?™'¢, X Y e R"® ae R®' b e R®™' ceR'®"andp e R*™'. Eq.(19)is aset of 2N
linear equations for the 16 unknown coefficients a and b.

In our minimization approach we seek solutions for the coefficients ¢ = [a, b]”

under the constraint of exact nodal values

u=ug,..., uS]T. This constraint can be formulated as

Bc-u=0, (20)
with

B=[B" B] (21)
and

B* =diag(b; ..., bg). (22)
The elements of the diagonal matrices B* and B~ are

. A n
b;t: 1, if ueQ”, (23)
0, else,
where u; is the solution at node number i in cell (i,j, k).
Our constraint linear minimization problem may now be formulated using Lagrange multipliers:

L(g,&):%(r-tﬂb(ég—u):min. (24)
A necessary condition for a minimum of L(c, 1) are vanishing partial derivatives

oL =0 and @ =0.

oc oA
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This leads to following set of linear equations:
X'X B'|[c]_[Xp
[ B 0} u:b’] (25)
with the solution
c] _ (M My | [X'p
M B {MZE Mﬁ} b_}
Nt

where the M;' are sub-matrices of M with sizes M~ € R****, My € R'®', My} € R'®®, M;! € R®'°, and M3, € R®.

=

lis

We are only interested in the coefficients ¢ - the actual values of the Lagrange multipliers are irrelevant. Thus it is suf-
ficient to consider
€=M X'p+Mpju. (26)

Eq. (26) relates the coefficients c of the double trilinear solution ansatz to the (yet unknown) nodal values u and the pre-
scribed jump values at the interface p.

Remark 5.1. One might ask why we include the triangle barycenters as additional points for prescribing jump conditions.
Even in the case of a type II cut-cell (see Fig. 5) the four triangle corner points alone provide eight jump conditions which
should be (in addition to the eight corner values) sufficient to calculate the 16 unknown coefficients. However, there is a
subtle problem associated with the trilinear ansatz: On a plane interface with a constant normal vector fi = [ny, ny, nZ]T and
n=n = 1/v2,n, =0,ij,k e x,y,zand i # j, k # i, j (that is a plane interface at a 45° angle to one of the coordinate axes) the
gradient of the trilinear ansatz reduces to a linear function with only two degrees of freedom. That means that for a cut-cell
of type II or IV under such conditions the interface triangle corner points provide five independent conditions in the value
jumps but only two in the gradients amounting to a total of seven independent conditions. But also in the case of an interface
that is slightly disturbed from the singular case described above the problem becomes ill conditioned making the solution
numerically difficult. The jump conditions at the triangle barycenters ensure that we always provide sufficiently many
independent jump conditions. We further remark that we have no analytic proof that the matrix M never gets singular for
normal cells using the prescribed number of jump conditions. However, in numerous tests we did not observe any sign of a
developing singularity, e.g. an increased value of the condition number.

Remark 5.2. Instead of solving the constrained minimization problem via Lagrange multipliers we could have used a direct
approach. The coefficients (12) are solution values at the nodes of the cell. Therefore, eight values of a and b are directly given
by the solution of u at the nodes of the grid. Instead of enforcing exact nodal values via Lagrange multipliers in (24), the
known nodal values can be used to formulate the minimization problem directly in the remaining eight unknowns. However,
we have chosen the Lagrange multiplier approach here as it allows (for future applications) a more flexible handling of dif-
ferent types of constraints and boundary conditions.

5.2.2. Singular cut-cells

The minimization approach in the presented form fails in cases of vanishing interface areas or, equivalently, vanishing
partial volumes within a cell. This can only occur for cells of type I and II, see Figs. 4 and 8. For cut-cells of type I the interface
can degenerate either into a point or a line, interfaces of type Il cells can degenerate to a line. In case of a vanishing interface
area some or all of the prescribed jump conditions fall onto the same point and the minimization matrix M in (25) becomes
singular. Even in cases of a non-vanishing but small partial volume, the condition number of the matrix M becomes extre-
mely large rendering the calculation of the inverse of M numerically difficult or even impossible. Common approaches found
in the literature, e.g. [11,8] and probably used in many codes is to simply limit the minimal allowed interface area within a
cell, which is not satisfying as it introduces new and unnecessary sources of truncation errors.

In order to obtain a robust method without artificially limiting the minimal interface area within a cell, we follow the
ideas presented in [28] and remove those singularities by a two-term asymptotic approach. For this approach we need to
introduce a second coordinate system with an origin at a node in the vanishing partial volume.

Letne 1, ..., 8 be the node in cell (i,j, k) with global coordinates )?;‘,.‘j‘k) = [X{jp> Vi z;‘i_j‘k)]T, see Fig. 6. We introduce the
following set of local orthogonal coordinates with origin at node n of cell (i,j, k):
n m
>(ij.k) Ax
LN (7 _ | Y Yiin 1 8 27
Sijh = | Maik | = |z > e b0 (27)
LG 2

Az

For n = 1 we have the same coordinate system as used in the minimization approach for non-singular cells.
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Fig. 8. Coordinate systems and naming conventions for the two-term asymptotic solution approach. The pictures show exemplary configurations for a cut-
cell of type I with n = 6 on the left, and n; = 5, n, = 6 for a type II cut-cell on the right.

Without loss of generality we choose 2 to be the vanishing partial volume of cell (i,j, k). For cut-cells of type I only one
node with the number n is element of Q™ (n = 6 in the exemplary configuration shown in Fig. 8). Cut cells of type Il have two
nodes n; and n, within the vanishing partial volume of the cell (n; = 5 and n, = 6 in the example of Fig. 8). Let & € ¢, 1, { be
the coordinate direction connecting nodes n; and n,. Without loss of generality we assume that n; and n, are ordered in such
away that &, =0 and ¢,, = 1, and set n =y in (27) for type II cut-cells.

Furthermore, we define [u], withw; = n for type I cells and n; = ny, n; for type Il cells to be the prescribed value jump on
the triangulated interface closest to the point ;. This ensures that we always use the correct jump of u in the leading order
solution in the case of a vanishing partial volume Q~, see below.

With the definitions above we introduce the following two-term ansatz for the solutions u* and u~ on both sides of the
interface:

u(E) =ut0E) +eutv(@)

S . g (28)
u (&8 =u0(E) +eu-(9),

where u9, u=9 are leading order solutions, u*V, u=D are corrections to the leading order solutions, and ¢ is a measure of
the singularity of the cell to be defined below. With & we denote scaled coordinates within the vanishing partial volume Q-
which will be introduced below. We remark that we always use coordinates & — & for the solution in Q*, whereas the origin
for the solution ansatz in Q™ varies with the orientation of the interface.

5.2.2.1. Leading order solution. The leading order solution is the solution for a vanishing partial volume Q. This situation cor-
responds to an interface touching only node n for cut-cells of type I or nodes n; and n;, for type II cells. In both cases the whole
domain of the cell is effectively part of Q*. The solution values u; for type I cells, u! and u; for type Il cells are directly given
by

u, = U;i + [[u]ni = u"i + [[u]]n,- (29)

n;

where u,, is the solution value at node n; of the cell. However, with (29) we have eight corner values for u™ on hand and we
can set the leading order solution in Q" to be a full trilinear function:

Ut — x. g (30)
with

(1(0):Ll<*>:{Ll'—"_ﬂilljﬂnx7 1fl:nl7 i:17"'787

i i uj, else
and x defined in (9). This can be written in a slightly different form:
a%=u+D-[u] (31)
with
D =diag(dy, ..., dy), and dj=9d,;, w=ng,n.
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For type I cells the spatial distribution of the leading order solution in Q- has no importance and is set to be a constant, i.e.
Oy (32)

For type II cells we set the leading order solution to be a linear function between the two nodes ny, n; € Q, which can be
written as

u; = (1= &uy, + &u,. (33)

Here, & € ¢, 1, is the coordinate pointing from node n; to n; (& = ¢ in Fig. 8). For later purpose we write the leading order
solution in Q" in the following form:

u

U0 — x . pO) (34)
with
b = u
and
X =[x (35)
with
X; =0, i€1,...,8 (36)
for type I cut-cells and
1-=08, if i=ny,
X =3¢ if i=n,, iel,...,8 (37)
0, else,

for type II cells.
For the construction of the correction solution in the next section we summarise the coefficients of the leading order solu-
tion as:

¢ =[a®b®)" = Uu+Pp, .
with

U=[ I, Ier™®

p = ([u], [pun])"
and

-39

=700

5.2.2.2. Correction solution. For partial volumes |Q | > 0 we need to correct the leading order solution. For the correction
solution we make a full trilinear ansatz on both sides of the interface:

u(+»1) =X- a(])7
- M

’

(39)

I
IS |

with x defined in (11) and x similarly defined with ¢, , ¢ replaced with the scaled coordinates &, #, . The scaled coordinates
for the correction solution u~1 in Q" are given as

. E 6"/65
c=ln|= n/on |. (40)
é rgn/o-é'

The scaling factors §¢, 61, 5¢ are defined as the distances from nodes n; or n, to the interface along the edges of the cell in
direction of ¢", y, " axes, respectively, see Fig. 8. For cut-cells of type I we define

55:66“3 511:(3;1“, 5C:6€"7 (4])
and for type II cells we define

52 = max(s¢™,5¢™),
on = max(on™, on™), (42)
0 = max(o{™, 6™)
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and remark that the scaling factor in the connecting direction between the nodes n; and n; is defined to be unity. With this
scaling we always achieve 0(¢) = 0(77) = O({) = 1 within an Q~ and avoid situations of ¢,7,{ — oo for cut-cells of type Il In
addition we define the small parameter ¢ as

& = min(8¢, o1, 60). (43)

The introduction of scaled coordinates ensures that the distance between the different points of prescribed jump conditions
in &, 77,  space is independent of ¢ and always of order O(1). This guarantees that the prescribed jump conditions always lead
to a set of linearly independent equations for the minimization.

The gradients in direction of i follow from (28) as

(44)
(Vu i), & =y -b“” +¢ (z-b‘”),

where y is defined in (14). The leading order solution for type I cells is a constant leading to
y =0

for such cells. The leading order gradient in Q- for type II cells follows from (33) as
y .b(m _ (_%um + %Unz)”g

with n: € Ny, Ny, N, corresponding to alignment of &
For the solution gradient in normal direction we have in scaled coordinates

. OX OX OxX
X_&n"+ay +8Z (45)

where

1R k1o k10
OX  AXSE 9E’ Oy  Ayon on’ 0z Az ot

As an example, for the gradient in x-direction we have

T

[—(1-i) 1-0]

-1-i) (1-9

-1 (1-9

ox_ 1 -1 1-0
X AXOC | (1 -7 4
(1-1n) ¢
=1 ¢

L -7 |

Note that y — oo for ¢ — 0. However, this singularity is canceled by the ¢ term in the asymptotic expansion (44).
Given the two-term ansatz (28) we can write the jump residual in u and pu, as

Fre = [ulk — [ul = [ul + el - [ul, = (X - a©) — (¢ -b®)) + &((xe - aV) — R - b)) — [u]}. (46)

Fak = [Btnlc — [Bunly = [Bun]” + e[Bunll — [Bunl,
= (B (- a) = B~ (v - bO)) + e(B (i - aV) = B~ (7 - b)) - [Bual,. 47)

To give each individual component of the residuals a comparable influence on the minimization solution we introduce, as
before, the scaled residuals

Fie=WigTie and  rap = Wyl (48)
with weights

Wik = [e[xe, Xell;' and way = [[€[B Y /"Y:JHEI~ (49)
The scaled jump residuals (48) can be written in compact matrix notation as

r=Xc"+Xc® -p (50)
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with
N wia[uly
Xr -Xr - Xr —Xr a® a® v
X=1 o X=]7 o= V=0 p=, ] 2=
- ﬁ+¥r - Yr - BYr —pYr N b© a b |t = g B ’
= = win[uly
WZ‘l[[ﬁunﬂl
&= :
Wan[Bun]y
and
Wi1X W21 )1 Wi1Xy w21y Wi1X, W21 21
Xk=| |, Ye=| o |, x| | y= Xr=| + |, Yr=
WinNXN WaNYN WinNXy WonYy ™ Win Xy W2.N2N

The unknowns in (50) are the coefficients ¢V = [a", b]", whereas c© is already known from the leading order solution. In
accordance with the procedure for normal cells in Section 5.2.1 we want to minimize the residual r under the constraint of
exact nodal values. Since the leading order solution fulfills already the condition of exact nodal values, the correction solu-
tion has to be zero at the nodes of the cell, i.e.

Bc =0,

(31)
where B is given in (21).
The problem of minimizing the residual vector r under constraint (51) can now be stated as

L, £) = 5 (r-1) + 2+ (Be") = min. (52)

The necessary conditions for a minimum of L(c(V, 1) are

8—L:0 and oL _

ach i 0

leading to the following set of linear equations:

XX B [cV]  [x'xco
B 0 4

(53)

M

Using (38) we can write for the second order solution

(9

W= {_&1711);{-&(0) +@1721§T2} = {_@;]1§T&u — (EQIXTXP — &IZIET)BL (54)

where M;; and M3, are sub-matrices of &,1 in (53):
e [¥111 M;; } 7

- Myl My,

with &*1 € R¥4x24, Q# € R16x16, &]721 c R16%8 &511 c R®16 and &2’21 < R8*8,

Fig. 9, left, demonstrates the effectivity of our two-term asymptotic approach. The figure compares the condition number
of the minimization matrix M using a single step minimization as for non-singular cut-cells and the two-term asymptotic
approach using the scaling factors introduced in Eq. (49). For the figure we have used a singular cut-cell of type I with
& = 6¢ = én = 5¢ and different ratios of the coefficients * : . The condition number for the single step minimization matrix
according to (25) quickly becomes extremely large making the computation of the inverse prone to errors or even impossi-
ble. In contrast, down to the machine accuracy the condition number for the two-term asymptotic approach in (53) is essen-
tially independent of the small parameter ¢ and, due to an appropriate scaling, for small ¢ also independent of the ratio of
coefficients g* : p~. Fig. 9, right, demonstrates the influence of the ratio of coefficients using scaling factors w;, = ¢! and
wy = 1 instead of (49). This scaling preserves the influence of the ratio of coefficients and effectively removes ¢ in front
of the correction solution in (46) and keeps ¢ in front of the gradient residual (47) which, in turns, cancels the singularity
iny. Eq. (53) defines a constraint linear least square problem and we expect a condition number which scales with the square
of the condition number of the original set of equations which is basically the ratio of coefficients g~ : §~. Fig. 9, right, clearly
demonstrates this scaling property.
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Fig. 9. Condition number of the minimization matrices M for the single step solution and ﬂ for the two step asymptotic solution according to (25) and (53),
respectively, for a singular cut-cell of type I with ¢ = 6¢ = én = (. In the plot on the left side we use the scaling factors defined in (49) for the two-step
asymptotic approach whereas the plot on the right side uses scaling factors w;, = &' and w, = 1.

All results presented in this paper have been obtained using the two-step asymptotic approach for singular cut-cells and
the scaling factors given in (49).

5.2.2.3. Composite solution. With the results from the preceding sections we can now summarise the complete solution (28)
as

(55)

where x, x*, a®, aV, b, and b™") are given by (9), (35), (37), (38) and (54), respectively. The shape function vector X is for-
mally identical to (9) with ¢, n, { replaced with the scaled coordinates ¢&, 7, (.

5.3. Evaluation of the discrete Laplacian

With (8)-(10) for normal cells, (11) with (26) for non-singular cut-cells, and (55) for singular cut-cells we can express the
piecewise trilinear distribution of u on each cell of the grid as function of discrete node values and jump conditions. This
allows us to evaluate the surface integrals on the left hand side of (6) analytically which leads to a sparse system of linear
equations for the solution values u;;, on the nodes of the grid.

If the surface element S; in (6) has an intersection with the interface we split the integral in two parts,

/ﬁVwﬁdS:/ ﬁ*Vu+.ﬁds+/ B Vu® . fids, (56)

and evaluate each part of the integral analytically using (11) and (26) or (55) for the solutions on the different sides of the
interface.

For the evaluation of the integrals on the right hand side of (56) we assume the intersection between the interface I and
S7 to be a straight line, i.e. Sy and S;™ can always be represented by triangles and/or rectangles, see Fig. 10 for an illustration.

The dependence of the piecewise trilinear solution on the jump conditions at the interface leads - in addition to the terms
on the right hand side of (6) - to a contribution of surface integrals to the right hand side of the global linear system of equa-
tions. However, for normal cells as well as for cut cells we always get a compact 27-point stencil.

For p* = p~ we end up with a symmetric and diagonally dominant matrix. However, in the general case of *#p~ the
resulting matrix is non-symmetric. That also means that we cannot a priori guarantee that our methods fulfills a discrete
maximum principle.

5.4. Evaluation of source terms
For a second order approximation of (5) we use
[rav=i@1p w1201 ). (57)

where x¥ denotes the barycenter of Q*.
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Qijik

Fig. 10. Piecewise linear representation of the intersections between the boundary of control volume ;;, and the interface I'. The parts of the surface
bounded by the dashed lines are the inner faces of cells around node (i,j, k) as shows in Fig. 3.

For the integral of the gradient jump over the interface I we use a triangulation of the interface as described in Section 4
based on sub-cells. Let @,-_j,k denote the set of sub-cells composing control volume Q.. If 7, c € a,-_yk is the set of interface
triangles in sub-cell ¢ we can write for the second integral on the right hand side of (5)

[ tpwds= Y % [imdds~ 3 S il (58)

ijik cey ceCy ) T€Te

where [fu,], is the discrete value of the gradient jump in the barycenter of triangle 7. Eq. (58) is a standard second order
approximation of an integral over a triangulated surface.

6. Results

In the following examples we compare numerical results with given analytic solutions u*(X) and u~(X) and prescribed
coefficients (%) and B (X). We use the analytic solutions to provide values for f*(X) in the barycenter(s) of Q* and/or Q"
of (57) and to evaluate discrete values of the jump conditions [u] and [pu,]. Furthermore, the analytic solutions provide
Dirichlet boundary conditions on 9Q.

All geometric information about the interface is evaluated to second order of accuracy using standard levelset techniques
as described in textbooks [35,30]. The interface is defined by the zero level of the signed normal distance function ¢(x). We
set O and Q~ to be the region with ¢(X) > 0 and ¢(X) < 0, respectively. Intersections of the interface with the edges of cells
and sub-cells have been evaluated assuming linear distributions of ¢ between grid points. The unit normal vector pointing
from Q" to Q~ is given by ii = — ‘%. The normal vectors needed at various locations of the triangulated interface, see Fig. 5,
are evaluated by trilinear interpolation of second order node centered normal vectors.

The arising linear systems of equations have been solved with the hypre library [6] using a BiCGSTAB solver precondi-
tioned with an algebraic multigrid solver using the standard parameters for the multigrid solver as described in the manuals
of the hypre library.

We evaluate the performance of our method by convergence studies in the usual L., and L, norms. Furthermore, we pro-
vide convergence results for an interface norm Lg, which is the L,-norm of all grid points of intersected cells. The order of
convergence for all examples below has been evaluated by a linear least square fit of the error results on successively refined
grid from 10 x 10 x 10 to 120 x 120 x 120 grid points. Usually we omit the results on the coarsest grid levels for the linear
least square fit as the results on very coarse grids are usually not suitable for convergence studies. Furthermore, in all exam-
ples with a geometric symmetry of the interface we have shifted the interface by a small value &, < Ax, Ay, Az in all coor-
dinate directions to avoid the (positive) influence of symmetries on the solutions.

6.1. Example 1

The first example is the 3D analogue of a 2D test case used in [11,28]. We solve (1) in the domain —1 < x, y, z < 1. The inter-
face is a simple sphere with radius 0.5 and midpoint at (0,0, 0). The analytic solutions u* and the coefficients * are given as:

ut=In(x*>+y*+2%), u =sinx+y+2z),
B =sinx+y+2)+2, B =cos(x+y-+2z)+2.
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The solution as well as the normal derivative are discontinuous across the interface. This example is characterized by a
simple geometry of the interface with constant curvature, nonlinear solutions on both sides of the interface, and a relatively
small ratio of the coefficients g* and p~.

Fig. 11 shows on the left side the solution at z = 0. The figure demonstrates the sharp and discontinuous representation of
the solution without any peaks. The convergence results for this example are summarised on the right hand side of Fig. 11.

For this test case the method shows second order of accuracy in the L,, L., and the boundary norm L. Not surprising, the
error in the L..-norm is the largest and about one order of magnitude larger than the error in the Lg-norm, but the order of
convergence is ~ 2.0 in allnorms.

6.2. Example 2

This case follows an example investigated by Li in [18,28] in 2D. We use again a spherical interface radius 0.5 and mid-
point at (0,0, 0). The analytic solutions on the computational domain 0 < x,y,z < 1 are given as

_ r*+Colog(2r) . r~
ﬁ+ ) ﬁ— )

Bt = const., B~ = const.,

u+

with r = /x2 +y? + 72 and Cy = —0.1. The solution and the gradient are discontinuous across the interface, however, the
jump of the gradient in normal direction [fu,] is independent of the p ratio here. We use this test case to evaluate the per-
formance of our scheme under various ratios of the coefficients g* : ~. For large values of = the solution becomes nearly
constant in Q*.

Fig. 12 shows convergence results for different ratios of the coefficients g* : ~. For all combinations of 8" : ~ we see sec-
ond order (or above for " : B~ = 1000 : 1) of accuracy in the L..-, Lg-, and L,-norms. It can further be observed from Fig. 12
that the absolute value of the error at a certain grid resolution seems to depend more on the values of § v itself than on their
ratio. For the B-ratios investigated here we see an increasing difference between the errors in the L..- and Lz-norm with
increasing p-ratio. Furthermore, at large p ratios we see occasionally a non-smooth convergence in the L., norm.

Fig. 13 shows CPU times for solving the set of linear equations as a function of grid size and g-ratio. All results have been
obtained on an Intel 8400 Core 2 Duo processor running at 3 GHz clock speed. The BiCGSTAB solver of the hypre package pre-
conditioned with the algebraic multigrid solver BOOMER has been used here. The convergence tolerance for the solver has
been set to 1e—13. The scaling factor s in Fig. 13 has been obtained by a linear least square fit. The results show a slightly less
than linear scaling of the CPU time over the number of grid points for all g-ratios. It is a known fact that the condition number
of the resulting set of linear equations strongly depends on the ratio of the coefficient g and that problems of the type con-
sidered here become notoriously difficult to solve numerically for limitingly large ratios of the coefficients. In our examples
we made the experience that the algebraic multigrid solver BOOMER used as a direct solver works very reliably and fast for
low ratios of the coefficient 8. However, for high p-ratios it was necessary to use a preconditioned solver as mentioned above.

The CPU times in Fig. 13 for the high g-ratio cases " : p~ =1:1000 and g* : B~ = 1000 : 1 are roughly 2-3 times longer
than for * : B~ =1:1 on the same grid. The CPU times shown in Fig. 13 are representative for all other results presented in
this paper. For brevity we omit the detailed CPU times for most other examples.

OOLe.,s=2.0
=3 &ALpg s=2.0
0-0Ly,5s=2.0

log(error)

Bt =sin(x+y+z)+2 1

B~ =cos(x+y+z)+2

“Ny540 35 30 25 20 15 —10

log(Ax)

Fig. 11. Solution for example 1 at z = 0 (left) and convergence results (right). The slope s of the linear least square fit is the order of convergence.
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Fig. 12. Convergence results for example 2 with a spherical interface and different ratios of the coefficients g":8~. The slope s of the linear least square fit is
the order of convergence.

6.3. Example 3

In this example we consider the case of a complex interface, varying and high g-ratios, and nonlinear solutions on both
sides of the interface. The interface is given in parametric form as

r(¢,0) = R+ AR, cos®(0) cos(wy¢) + ARy cos(wy), (59)

with 0 < ¢ < 27,0 <0 < 7w,R=0.65,AR, = ARy = 0.15,w, = 6, and w, = 4, see Fig. 14 for an illustration of the interface.
We use the same nonlinear solutions u™ and u~ as in example 1 with the following different combinations of g values:

[:p" =sinx+y+2)+2, =cos(x+y+2) +2,
I:8" =sin(x+y+2)+2,8 =250cos(x +y+z) + 500,
Il :p" = 250cos(x +y +2) + 500, =sin(x +y +z) + 2.

Cases II and III lead to a maximum ratio of the coefficients " : p~ =1:750 and " : B~ = 750 : 1, respectively.

Fig. 15 summarises the convergence results for the different test cases. For all combinations of g* : B~ values we get
second order of accuracy in the L., Lg, and L, norm. As in the examples before, the difference between the error in the L,
and Lz-norm increases with increasing ratio of the coefficients " and p~. From the results in Fig. 15 and the results of
the preceding examples we conclude that the convergence ratio seems not to decrease with (a) increasing p-ratio and (b)
complexity of the interface. However, the absolute value of the error is strongly affected by the p-ratio.

CPU times for the solution of the linear system of equations are shown in Fig. 16 for the different cases. We see again an
almost linear scaling of the CPU time with the number of grid points. The numbers are in the same order of magnitude as in
Example 2 indicating a weak influence of the interface complexity on solution times of the linear equation system solver.
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Fig. 13. CPU times for solving the resulting set of linear equations of example 2 as a function of the total number of grid points and the ratio of the
coefficient *:". The scaling factors s has been evaluated using a linear least square fit.
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Fig. 14. Surface error plot of the star like interface of example 3.

6.4. Example 4 - oak acorn

This example has been taken from [42]. The solutions and coefficients on both sides of the interface are given as

ut=10(x+y+2z)+1, u =10cos(kx)cos(ky)cos(kz),

pr=80. p =1, (%0

with k = 3. The interface is an oak acorn defined by

(ﬁ)2 + (%)2 =(@z-q)? ifz>0,
X4y +(z-g’ =R, ifz<0,

with q = —6/7, g =1/2, R=15/7, and d = 1/ (R* — g2)/q%. The interface is depicted as a plot of the error at the interface in
Fig. 17. The computational domain is set to —5 < x,¥,z < 5. The oak acorn is an example of a non-smooth interface featuring
a tip and an edge. The surface error plot in Fig. 17 shows a maximum at the tip and some minima at and around the edge of
the oak acorn.

The convergence plots in Fig. 17 for different ratios of the coefficients g + /8~ demonstrate second order of accuracy in the
L., Lg, and L, norm for a moderate ratio f7/f~ =1/80. For large ratios of the coefficients g7/~ =1/1000 and
B/B~ =1000/1 we see decreased convergence rates of 1.3 and 1.1, respectively, in the L., norm, whereas the convergence
rates in the L, and L, norm still show second order of accuracy. Furthermore, for f*/8~ = 1/1000 we also observe a non-
smooth convergence under grid refinement. However, it is known for interface problems that the error does not necessarily
behave monotonically under grid refinement [28]. Some preliminary investigations suggest a possibility that this behaviour
is due to non-smooth intersections of the trilinear ansatz on the side-faces of neighbouring cells. Unfortunately, the paper of
Yu and Wei [42] does not provide comparable results for non-smooth interfaces with a high ratio of the coefficients g*/5".
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Fig. 15. Solution for example 3 at z = 0.2 and convergence results for different g-ratios for the star-example. The convergence rates s have been evaluated
using a linear least square fit.
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Fig. 16. CPU times for solving the resulting set of linear equations as a function of the total number of grid points and different ratios of the coefficient . The
scaling factors s has been evaluated using a linear least square fit.
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Fig. 17. Error at the interface and convergence results for the oak acorn (example 4). The surface error plot has been obtained on a grid with
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6.5. Example 5 - cylinder

The last example has also been taken from [42]. The interface is a cylinder with diameter 7 and height 27, see Fig. 18. The
computational domain has been set in accordance with [42] to —4 < x,y < 4 and —2 < z < 8.4. The analytic solutions and the
coefficients on the two sides of the interface are given by (60). The cylinder is another example of a non-smooth interface
featuring two edges.

Fig. 18 shows on the left hand side a surface error plot on a grid with a resolution of 120 x 120 x 120 points. Although the
analytic solution is identical to the example of the oak acorn, we observe the extreme values of the error not at the edges but
on the sides of the cylinder correlating with the large amplitudes of the harmonic solution u~, Eq. (60). Yu and Wei observed
a similar behaviour of their method in [42].

On the right hand side of Fig. 18 we see second order of convergence in the L., L, and L, norms. In contrast to the oak
acorn example the errors in the Ly and L, norms show the same order of magnitude. The order of magnitude in the L.,-norm
is comparable to the example of the oak acorn.

7. Conclusion

We have developed a second order sharp interface finite volume method on Cartesian grids for the solution of elliptic
equations in 3D with variable coefficients and discontinuities across an embedded interface.

In contrast to most sharp interface methods in the literature we use a finite volume approach on Cartesian grids using
ideas from finite element methods in reconstructing the solution within grid cells. On cells which are intersected by the
interface we apply a dual piecewise trilinear solution ansatz leading to a finite element for irregular cut-cells taking into ac-
count known jump conditions of the solution and the normal gradient across the interface. The work extends our 2D method
presented in [28] to 3D and introduces new concepts for the construction of the double trilinear solution ansatz via a min-
imization approach. Singularities arising from vanishing partial volumes within a cell are removed in analogy to [28] by a
two-term asymptotic approach. This asymptotic approach allows partial volumes down to machine accuracy without affect-
ing the condition number of the local minimization problem.

In the 2D method [28] we were always able to impose exactly as many jump conditions as unknowns at the cost of an-
other singularity besides vanishing partial volumes. However, the analog of the 2D method in 3D would have lead to addi-
tional singularities of the type mentioned in Remark 5.1. The present minimization approach avoids additional special
asymptotics for this type of degenerated interface topologies and, therefore, simplifies the treatment of the different cut cell
types.

Our discretisation scheme always leads to a compact 27-point stencil for the discrete Laplacian, with appropriately ad-
justed weights near the interface. The resulting set of linear equations is usually non-symmetric and reduces to a symmetric
and diagonally dominant system in cases of equal coefficients §* = . We used the BiCGSTAB solver preconditioned with
the algebraic multigrid BOOMER of the public domain package hypre [6] for the solution of the system of linear equations.
Near optimal scaling for all test cases including complex interfaces and large ratios of the coefficients g* and g~ was
observed.

Except for the case of a non-smooth interfaces at high ratio of the coefficients all examples investigated in this work
demonstrate locally second order of accuracy of the method.

Although the subject of this work is the numerical solution of elliptic equations we note that our trilinear finite element
might be equally useful for the reconstruction of any other discontinuous function on Cartesian grids (e.g.: the velocity field
in premixed combustion) and, of course, for finite element methods itself.

Problems of the type considered here become notoriously difficult to solve numerically for limitingly large ratios of the
coefficients, say ' : f~ — oco. We will address this issue systematically, again using asymptotic methods, in a forthcoming
publication.
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