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Abstract
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1 - Introduction

The aim of this paper is to derive an error estimate for approximate solutions of the compressible
barotropic Navier-Stokes equations obtained by a discretisation scheme. These equations are posed on
the time-space domain Q7 = (0,T) x 2, where Q is a bounded polyhedral domain of R% d = 2,3 and
T > 0, and read:

0o + div(pu) =0, (1.1a)
O (ou) + div(ou @ u) — pAu — (u+ A\)Vdivu + V,p(e) =0, (1.1b)

supplemented with the initial conditions
0(0,z) = 0o(x), ou(0,z) = gouo, (1.2)
where gy and wug are given functions from Q to R, and R? respectively, and boundary conditions
u)(0,7)x90 = 0 (1.3)

In the above equations, the unknown functions are the scalar density field o(¢,2) > 0 and vector velocity
field w = (uy,...,uq)(t,x), where t € (0,T) denotes the time and = € € is the space variable. The
viscosity coefficients p and A are such that

2
w >0, )\+E,u20. (1.4)
The pressure p is a given by an equation of state, that is a function of density which satisfies
p € C([0,00)) N C*(0,00), p(0) =0, p'(0) > 0. (1.5)

In addition to (LA, in the error analysis, we shall need to prescribe the asymptotic behavior of the
pressure at large densities
(o)

o3 11 = Poo > 0 with some v > 1; (1.6)

furthermore, if v < 2 in (L), we need the additional condition (for small densities):

/
lim inf P'(o)

nf =g =po >0 with some a < 0. (1.7)
o— Y

The main underlying idea of this paper is to derive the error estimates for approximate solutions
of problem (II)-(L3) obtained by time and space discretization by using the discrete version of the
relative energy method introduced on the continuous level in [T2,[I3,[I5]. In spite of the fact that the
relative energy method looks at the first glance pretty much similar to the widely used relative entropy
method (and both approaches translate the same thermodynamic stability conditions), they are very
different in appearance and formulation and may provide different results. The notions of relative en-
tropy and relative entropy inequality were first introduced by Dafermos [7] in the context of systems
of conservation laws and in particular for the compressible Euler equations. The relative energy func-
tional was suggested and successfully used for the investigation of the stability of weak solutions to
the equations of viscous compressible and heat conducting fluids in [I3]. In contrast with the relative
entropy of Dafermos, for the viscous and heat conducting fluids, the relative energy approach is able
to provide the structural stability of weak solutions, while the relative entropy approach fails in this case.

Both functionals coincide (modulo a change of variables) in the case of (viscous) compressible flows



in the barotropic regime. The relative energy functional and the intrinsic version of the relative energy
inequality have been recently employed to obtain several stability results for the weak solutions to these
equations, including the weak strong uniqueness principle, see [I2,[I5]. Note that particular versions of
the relative entropy inequality with particular specific test functions had been previously derived in the
context of low Mach number limits, see e.g. [3234].

The discrete version of the Dafermos relative entropy was employed in the non viscous case to de-
rive an error estimate for the numerical approximation to a hyperbolic system of conservation laws and,
in particular, to the compressible Euler equations [4]. In this latter paper, the authors assume an L>
bound for the discrete solution, which is uniform with respect to the size of the space and time disretiza-
tion (usually called stability hypothesis), that is not provided by the discrete equations. The same
method with the same severe hypotheses have been used in [35] to treat the compressible Navier-Stokes
equations. The error analysis in the present paper relies on the theoretical background introduced in [12]
and yields an unconditional result; in particular, we do not need any assumed bound on the solution to
get the error estimate.

The mathematical analysis of numerical schemes for the discretization of the steady and/or non steady
compressible Navier-Stokes and/or compressible Stokes equations has been the object of some recent
works. The convergence of the discrete solutions to the weak solutions of the compressible stationary
Stokes was shown for a finite volume— non conforming P1 finite element [10,11,18] and for the well-
known MAC scheme which was introduced in [22] and is widely used in computational fluid dynamics
(see e.g. [29]). The unsteady Stokes problem was also discretized by some other discretization schemes on
a reformulation of the problem, which were proven to be convergent [24H26]. The unsteady barotropic
Navier-Stokes equations was recently investigated in [27] in the case v > 3 (there is a real difficulty in
the realistic case v < 3 arising from the treatment of the non linear convective term). However, in these
works, the rate of convergence is not provided; in fact, to the best of our knowledge, no error analysis
has yet been performed for any of the numerical schemes that have been designed for the compressible
Navier-Stokes equations, in spite of its great importance for the numerical analysis of the equations and
for the mathematical simulations of compressible fluid flows. We present here a general technique to
obtain an error analysis and apply it to one of the available numerical schemes. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first result of this type in the mathematical literature on the subject.

To achieve the goal, we systematically use the relative energy method on the discrete level. From
this point of view, this paper is as valuable for the introduced methodology as for the result itself. Here,
we apply the method to the scheme of [27]. In spite of the fact that this latter scheme is not used in
practice (see e.g. [28] for a related schemes used in industrial codes), we begin the error analysis with
the scheme [27] because of its readily available convergence proof. In fact, we aim to use this approach
to investigate the numerical errors of less academic numerical schemes, such as the finite volume — non
conforming P1 finite element [17,20,21,128] or the MAC scheme [I1,23].

The paper is organized as follows. After recalling the fundamental setting of the problem and the
relative energy inequality in the continuous case in Section [2], we proceed in Section [3] to the discretiza-
tion: we introduce the discrete functional spaces and the definition of the numerical scheme, and state
the main result of the paper, that is the error estimate formulated in Theorem [B.Il The remaining
sections are devoted to the proof of Theorem [3.1F

e In Section M we recall the existence theorem for the numerical scheme (Lemma B1]) and derive
estimates provided by the scheme.

e In Section[fl we derive the discrete intrinsic version of the relative energy inequality for the solutions
of the numerical scheme (see Theorem [£.7]).



e The relative energy inequality is transformed to a more convenient form in Section [6 see Lemma
6. 1]

e Finally, in Section [[l we investigate the form of the discrete relative energy inequality with the
test function being a strong solution to the original problem. This investigation is formulated in
Lemma [7J] and finally leads to a Gronwall type estimate formulated in Lemma Rl The latter
yields the error estimates and finishes the proof of the main result.

Fundamental properties of the discrete functional spaces needed throughout the paper are reported in
Appendix (Section [)). Some of them (especially those referring to the LP setting, p # 2 that are not
currently available in the mathematical literature) are proved. Section [ is therefore of the independent
interest.

2 - The continuous problem

The aim of this section is to recall some fundamental notions and results. We begin by the definition of

weak solutions to problem (L)) (L3]).

Definition 2.1 (Weak solutions). Let go : Q — [0,+00) and ug : Q — R with finite energy Ey =
Jo(300|uol? + H(oo)) dz and finite mass 0 < My = [, 00 dz. We shall say that the pair (o,u) is a weak
solution to the problem (LI)—([L3l) emanating from the initial data (0o, wo) if:

(a) o € L°(0,T; LY(Q)), 0> 0 a.e. in (0,T), and w € L2(0,T; Wy>(2)).

(b) 0 € Cyear ([0, T); L*(2)), and the continuity equation (L1dl) is satisfied in the following weak sense
/ gapdx‘; = / / (g@ﬂp + ou - anp) dadt, V7 € [0,T], Vo € C([0,T] x Q). (2.1)
Q 0o Jo
(¢) ou € Cyeax([0,T]; L1 (2)), and the momentum equation ([LIH) is satisfied in the weak sense,

/Qu-godx :/ /(gu-&p—i—gu@u:Vgp+p(g)divgp)dxdt
Q 0 0 Ja

—/ / (,uVu : Vepdrdt+(p+ )\)divudivgp) dzdt, Vr € [0,T], Vo € C2°([0,T] x ;R3).
0 JQ
(2.2)

(d) The following energy inequality is satisfied

1 T
/ (—g]u\Q—i-H(g)) dm‘ +/ / (u!Vu\Q—l—(u—i-)\)]divu\Q) dzdt <0, for a.a. 7€ (0,T), (2.3)
Q \2 0 0 JQ

with H(p) = Q/lg Z%dz. (2.4)

Here and hereafter the symbol / gdz |§ is meant for / g(t,x)dx — / go(z)dx.
Q Q Q

In the above definition, we tacitly assume that all the integrals in the formulas (ZI)—(23]) are defined
and we recall that Cyear ([0, T]; L1(Q)) is the space of functions of L>([0, T]; L*(£2)) which are continuous
for the weak topology.

We notice that the function o — H(p) is a solution of the ordinary differential equation oH'(g) —
H(p) = p(p) with the constant of integration fixed such that H(1) = 0.



Note that the existence of weak solutions emanating from the finite energy initial data is well-known
on bounded Lipschitz domains under assumptions (L5]) and (L) provided v > d/(d — 1), see Lions [30]
for "large" values of +, Feireisl and coauthors [14] for v > d/(d — 1).

Let us now introduce the notion of relative energy. We first introduce the function
E: [0,00) x (0,00) = R,
(0;7) = E(olr) = H(o) — H'(r)(¢ —r) — H(r),

where H is defined by (Z4]). Due to the monotonicity hypothesis in (LH), H is strictly convex on [0, c0),
and therefore

(2.5)

E(plr) >0 and E(o|r)=0 < o=r.

In order to measure a “distance” between a weak solution (g, u) of the compressible Navier-Stokes system
and any other state (r,U) of the fluid , we introduce the relative energy functional, defined by

E(o,u

r,U) = /Q (%g\u—UP—i—E(g\T)) dz. (2.6)

It was proved recently in [12] that, provided assumption (L3]) holds, any weak solution satisfies the
following so-called relative energy inequality

E(g,ur,U) (7')—5(

g/T/ (VU : V(U ~w) + (u+ 2 divU div(U — w)) dads

rU +// plV(uw—U) 2+ (u+ N)| div(u — U)|)dxdt

+/ /g@t (U —u) dxdt—i—/ /guVU (U —u) dzdt

/ / )divU dxdt—i—/ / (r — 0)0:H'(r) dxdt—/ /QVH' r)-w dzdt

for a.a. 7 € (0,7), and for any pair of test functions
re CH[0,T] x Q), >0, UeCY[0,T] x %GR3, Ulspg = 0.
The stability of strong solutions in the class of weak solutions is stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1 (Estimate on the relative energy). Let Q be a Lipschitz domain. Assume that the
viscosity coefficients satisfy assumptions (1.7)), that the pressure p is a twice continuously differentiable

function on (0,00) satisfying (L3) and (I6), and that (o, u) is a weak solution to problem (LII)—(L3)
emanating from initial data (09 > 0,ug), with finite energy Ey and finite mass My = [, oodz > 0. Let

(r,U) in the class

r e Cl([O,T] xQ),0<r= min r(tz)<r(tz)<F= max r(t, z),
(t7x)€QT (t7x)€QT (2 8)

U e C([0,T] x Q;R?), Uloryxon =0
be a (strong) solution of problem (1)) emanating from the initial data (ro,Upy). Then there exists
c=c(T,Q, My, Eg,1,T, ’p/‘cl([g,?})’ |(Vr,0pr, U, VU, 8tU)”L°°(QT;R19)) >0

such that for almost all t € (0,T),

E(o,u

rU)(t) < & (00, uo|ro, Uo). (2.9)

This estimate (implying among others the weak-strong uniqueness) was proved in [12] (see also [15])
for pressure laws (L6]) with v > d/(d — 1). It remains valid under weaker hypothesis on the pressure,
such as (L6 with v > 1; this can be proved using ideas introduced in [2] and [31].



3 - The numerical scheme

3.1 Partition of the domain

We suppose that € is a bounded domain of R?, polygonal if d = 2 and polyhedral if d = 3. Let 7 be a
decomposition of the domain €2 in tetrahedra, which we call hereafter a triangulation of €2, regardless of
the space dimension. By £(K), we denote the set of the edges (d = 2) or faces (d = 3) o of the element
K € T called hereafter faces, regardless of the dimension. The set of all faces of the mesh is denoted by
E; the set of faces included in the boundary 92 of 2 is denoted by et and the set of internal faces (i.e
E\ Eext) is denoted by Eint. The triangulation 7 is assumed to be regular in the usual sense of the finite
element literature (see e.g. [0]), and in particular, 7 satisfies the following properties:

o O =UgerK;

o if (K,L) € T2 then KNL=0or KNLisa vertex or KN L is a common face of K and L; in the
latter case it is denoted by K|L.

For each internal face of the mesh o = K|L, n, g stands for the normal vector of o, oriented from
K to L (so that n, x = —n,). We denote by |K| and |o| the (d and d — 1 dimensional) Lebesgue
measure of the tetrahedron K and of the face o respectively, and by hx and h, the diameter of K and
o respectively. We measure the regularity of the mesh thanks to the parameter 8 defined by

0= inf{fL—K,K €T} (3.1)
K

where £x stands for the diameter of the largest ball included in K. Last but not least we denote by h

the maximal size of the mesh,

h = I}(lg%(_h[(. (3.2)

The triangulation 7T is said to be regular if it satisfies

6> 6> 0. (3.3)

3.2 Discrete function spaces

Let 7 be a mesh of Q. We denote by L,(Q2) the space of piecewise constant functions on the cells of
the mesh; the space L;(€2) is the approximation space for the pressure and density. For 1 < p < oo, the
mapping
»\ /P
¢ lallzp ) = el = (X 1Klaxl?)
KeT

is a norm on L;(€2). We also introduce spaces of non-negative and positive functions:
Li(Q)={qe Lyr(Q), qx >0, VK € T}, Lit(Q)={qe€ L), qx >0, VK € T}.

The approximation space for the velocity field is the space W3 (Q) = V},(Q; R?), where V},(Q) is the non
conforming piecewise linear finite element space [6L8] defined by:.

Vi(Q) = {v e L*(Q), VK € T, vk € P1(K),
Vo € Em, 0 = K|L, / v dS = / vpdS, Vo € Eu, / vdS =0}, (3.4)
where Py (K) denotes the space of affine functions on K and dS the integration with respect to the

(d — 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the face o. Each element v € V3 () can be written in the
form

v(x) = Z Voo (x), x€Q (3.5)

o€Eint



where the set {¢s}oee,, C Va(Q2) is the classical basis determined by

int

Y(o,0") € E2,, / 0o dS = 850ty Vo' € Euxe, / 0pdS =0 (3.6)

and {vs }oeg,, C R is the set of degrees of freedom relative to v. Notice that V4,(£2) approximates the
functions with zero traces in the sense that for all elements in V,(Q2), v, = 0 provided o € Ee. Since
only the continuity of the integral over each face of the mesh is imposed, the functions in V3 (2) may be
discontinuous through each face; the discretization is thus nonconforming in W?(Q;R%), 1 < p < oo.
Finally, we notice that for any 1 < p < oo the expression

wlyeee = ( 2V e )"

is a norm on V;,(Q) and we denote by VP(Q2) the space V;,(2) endowed with this norm.
We finish this section by introducing some notations. For a function v in L'(Q), we set

VK = / vdx for K € T and 9(x ZvKlK , T €N (3.7)
|K| KeT

so that © € Ly (). Here and in what follows, 1x is the characteristic function of K.
If v € WiP(Q), we set

1
Vg = o] / vdS for o € £. (3.8)
| Jo
Finally, if v € Wol’p(Q), we set
vp(z) = Z Voo (), T € L (3.9)
0€&int

so that v, € V4(Q2). In accordance with the above notation, for v € VVO1 P(Q), the symbol 9;, means
h(T) = Y peein, Vo (2), and the symbol vy, jc = ﬁ [ vn(z)dz and the symbol 9, = [(vp)]2P.

3.3 Discrete equations

Let us consider a partition 0 = ¢ty < t; < ... < ty = T of the time interval [0, 7], which, for the sake
of simplicity, we suppose uniform. Let k be the constant time step k =t, —t,_1 forn=1,...,N. The
density field o(t,,x) and the velocity field w(t,,z) will be approximated by the quantities

Mx) =) oklr(z), u'(z) =) ugps(x), (3.10)

KeT el

where the approximate densities (0% )xeTn=1,.,~ and velocities (u})yeg,n=1,.,N are the discrete un-
knowns (with % € RT and u” € RY).
For the future convenience, we denote here and hereafter,

Z Q 1[n 1,n) (t) u(t’x) = Z un(x)l[n—l,n)(t) (311)

and recall that the usual Lebesgue norms of these functions read

/p
lollzeoran@ = max ey Tl = b( 2 10712, g (312)
ot

Starting from this point, unlike in Section [I] here and hereafter, the couple (o, u) respectively (0", u"™)
introduced in (BI0H3I2) denote always exclusively a discrete numerical solution.



The numerical scheme consists in writing the equations that are solved to determine these discrete
unknowns. In order to ensure the positivity of the approximate densities, we shall use an upwinding
technique for the density in the mass equation. For ¢ € L;(Q2) and u € W,(Q), the upwinding of ¢ with
respect to w is defined, for 0 = K|L € &y by

wp g f us Ny >0

= 3.13
7 {qL if us - ng K <0, ( )

so that
Z qu’uo Ny g = Z (QK [uo : nU,K]Jr — 4L [uo : nJ,K]i)’
oeE(K) oeE(K)
oc=K|L
where a® = max(a,0), a~ = — min(a, 0).

Let us then consider the following numerical scheme [27]:

Given (0°,u°) € L} (Q) x W,(Q) find (0™)1<n<n C (L)Y, (u™)1<n<n C (Wi(Q)YN such that for
alln=1,...,.N

n _ n—1
KIEE O S ol gplul o] =0, VK €T, (3.14a)
ce&(K)
Z @(Qn u — Qn—lun—l) v+ Z Z ’O,’Qn,up,an,up[un ‘n ] ‘v
2 KYK K K K o o o o, K K

KeT KeT oe(K)

— Z p(0%) Z lo|ve - Ny i+ p Z Vu'" : Vo dx (3.14b)

KeT oeE(K) KeT 'K
A ) / divu™dive dz = 0, Yo € Wj(Q).
KeT 7K

Note that the boundary condition ul} = 0 if 0 € €y is ensured by the definition of the space V3 ().
Note also that if o € &n, 0 = K|L, one has, following (8.7) and (B13)),

1 1
Uy = uf = K] /Kun(m) dz if u; - ny g > 0 and uy"? = uy = m/Lu"(x) dz if uy - ngs g <O0.

It is well known that any solution (0")1<n<n C (Lp(Q))Y satisfies " > 0 thanks to the upwind
choice in (BI4al) (see e.g. [17,27]). Furthermore, summing (3.I4al) over K € T immediately yields the
total conservation of mass, which reads:

Vn=1,..N, / o"dx :/ 0" dz. (3.15)
Q Q

We finally state in this section the existence result, which can be proved by a topological degree
argument, [17,27].

Proposition 3.1 (Existence). Let (0°,u’)e Li*(Q) x W,(Q). Under assumptions (L4) and (L5,
Problem (BI4) admits at least one solution

(@")1<nen € [Li (MY, (u)1<nsn € WR(Q)Y.



3.4 Main result: error estimate

Let (r,U) : [0,7] x Q ~ (0,00) x R3 be C? functions such that U = 0 on 99. Let (o, u) be a solution
of the discrete problem (BI4]). Inspired by (2.6]), we introduce the discrete relative energy functional

n o, nl.n n 1 n|An Arn n|an
E(g" u" .U ):/9(59 (" — OF [ + B(¢"i")) de (3.16)

1
= > IK|(Gexlui — Upkl® + E(dlri))
KeT

where

r(x) =r(ty,x), U"(z) =U(ty,x), n=0,...,N, (3.17)
(0™, u") is defined in (BI0), and E is defined by (2.5). Let us finally introduce the notations

1
My= " |Kldf, and By = Y |K|(olufkl” + H(ek))-
KeK KeKk

Now, we are ready to state the main result of this paper. For the sake of clarity, we shall state the
theorem and perform the proofs only in the most interesting three dimensional case. The modifications
to be done for the two dimensional case, which is in fact more simple, are mostly due to the different
Sobolev embedings, and are left to the interested reader.

Theorem 3.1 (Error estimate). Let 6p > 0 and T be a regular triangulation of a bounded polyhedral
domain Q C R3 introduced in Section [31 such that 0 > 0y, where 6 is defined in (31). Let p be a twice
continuously differentiable function satisfying assumptions (L3), (1.6) with v > 3/2, and the additional
assumption (L71) in the case v < 2. Let the viscosity coefficients satisfy assumptions (1.3). Suppose that
(0%, u%) € LI (Q) x Wi(Q) and that (0™)1<n<n C L (V]Y, (u)1<n<n C [Wh(Q)]Y is a solution of
the discrete problem [B14l). Let (r,U) in the class

re Cz([QT] xQ), 0<r:= min <r(tz)<7:= max 7(t,), (3.18a)
(t2)€Qr (t,2)EQT
U € C*([0,T] x % R%), Ulpo =0 (3.18b)

be a (strong) solution of problem (L1)). Then there exists

c= C(T, ||, diam(€2), 09, v, Mo, FEo, 1, T,
1P le@ery: (Y7, 04, 0,97, 087, U, VU, VAU, U, 03U 0,V U) | e ) ) € (0, +00)

(independent of h, k) such that for any m =1,... N,

5(Qm,um‘rm, U™)+k Z Z / |V, (u" — UP)2dx < C(E(QO,’UJOI’I“O, U%) +rt + \/E), (3.19)
n=1KeT 'K

where

{_ iy € (3/2,2], (3.20)

1/2 ify>2.

Starting from this point, unlike in Section [I], here and hereafter, the symbol £ refers always to the
discrete relative energy functional defined in (3.16]).



Remark 3.1.
Assumptions (318) on the regularity of the strong solution (r, U) in Theorem[31 may be slightly relazed:
It is enough to suppose

(r,U) € C1([0,T] x Q;RY), V2U € C([0,T] x {R?), 0 <  inf r(t, ),
(t,l‘)EQT

O?r e LY0,T; L7 (Q)), 8,Vr € L*(0,T; L5/®7=6(Q; R3)), (87U, 8,VU) e L*(0,T; L5/°(Q; R'?)).

The constant in the error estimate depends on r and the norms of r and U in these spaces. This
improvement is at the price of more technicalities in estimates of several residual terms, namely in

estimates (.3H6.H), (0-14), (€22), (7.9), (Z1IH7I3) and (83).

Remark 3.2.

1. Theorem[31l holds also for two dimensional bounded polygonal domains under the assumption that
v > 1. Assumption (I7) on the asymptotic behavior of pressure near 0 is no more necessary in
this case. The value of A in the error estimate (319) is

279-2
1 ify>2.

2. Suppose that the discrete initial data (0°,u’) coincide with the projection (fO,IAJg) of the initial
data determining the strong solution. Then formula (319) provides in terms of classical Lebesgue
spaces the following bounds:

m m A m A
0™ =™ 220 s j2<om<oryy + [0 = U H%2(Qﬁ{z/2ggm§2?})§c(h +\/E)

for the "essential part” of the solution (where the numerical density remains bounded from above
and from below outside zero), and

o™ < /2 + o™ = 27} + 0™ [ anqgmzary) + 1™ 18 = U™ Pl @nignsamy) < (bt + VE)

for the "residual part" of the solution, where the numerical density can be "close” to zero or infinity.
(In the above formula, for B C ), |B| denotes the Lebesgue measure of B.)

Moreover, in the particular case of p(0) = 0* (that however represents a non physical situation)
E(o|r) = (0 — r)? and the error estimate (319) reads

o™ = 1™ 320y + ™0™ = U™ 2|1y < o(VR + VE)

3. Theorem [31] can be viewed as a discrete version of Proposition [21l It is to be noticed that the
assumptions on the constitutive law for pressure guaranteeing the error estimates for the scheme
BI4) are somewhat stronger (v > 3/2) than the assumptions needed for the stability in the contin-
uous case (y > 1). The threshold value v = 3/2 is however in accordance with the existence theory
of weak solutions. The assumptions on the regqularity of the strong solution to be compared with
the discrete solution in the scheme are slightly stronger than those needed to establish the stability
estimates in the continuous case.

4. If d = 3, we notice that the assumptions on the pressure (as function of the density) in Theorem
(31l are compatible with the isentropic case p(p) = o for all values v > 3/2.
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5. The scheme [27] contains in addition artificial stabilizing terms both in the continuity and momen-
tum equations. These terms are necessary for the convergence proof in [27] even for the large values
of v. It is to be noticed that the error estimate in Theorem [31] is formulated for the numerical
scheme without these stabilizing terms. Of course similar error estimate is a fortiori valid also for
the scheme with the stabilizing terms, however, this issue is not discussed in the present paper.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem [BIl For the sake of simplicity, and in
order to simplify notation, we present the proof for the uniformly regular mesh meaning that there exist
positive numbers ¢; = ¢;(6p) such that

cthxg <h < chy < cshg, alK| <lolh <calolhk < cslolhs < ca| K| (3.21)

for any K € T and any o € £. The necessary (small) modifications needed to accommodate the regular
mesh satisfying only (B3]) are straightforward. Even with this simplification the proof is quite involved,
and some details have to be necessarily omitted to keep its length within reasonable bounds. The reader
can eventually find them in the extended version of this paper available on ArXiv [19].

4 - Mesh independent estimates

We start by a remark on the notation. From now on, the letter ¢ denotes positive numbers that may
tacitly depend on T, |€2|, diam(Q2), v, a, 6y, A and p, and on other parameters; the dependency on
these other parameters (if any) is always explicitly indicated in the arguments of these numbers. These
numbers can take different values even in the same formula. They are always independent of the size of
the discretisation k and h.

4.1 Energy Identity

Our analysis starts with an energy inequality, which is crucial both in the convergence analysis and in
the error analysis. We recall this energy estimate which is already given in [27], along with its proof for
the sake of completeness.

Lemma 4.1. Let (¢° u®) € L (Q) x Wj,(Q) and suppose that (0")1<n<n € (L ()Y, (u™)1<n<n €
[W(Q)]V is a solution of the discrete problem (B.I4)) with the pressure p satisfying condition (1.3). Then
there exist

Oy € [min(ek, o7 ), max(0f, 0f)], 0 = K|L € &ty n=1,..., N

—n—1,n

i " € (min(of !, o), max (o ', 0k)), K €T, n=1,...,N
such that

1 1
> IK|(GeRlui? + HeR)) = Y- |K|(Geklukl + H(ck))
KeT KeT

+:Y Y (u/ \qu”\de—Ir(u—i-)\)/ \divu"lzdx)
n=1KcT K K
+ [Dfe ™ + D] + (D] + [Dia) = 0, (41)

time time space

11



forallm=1,..., N, where

m 2
A [uf —ug ’
Dy Z > Kok = (4.2a)
n=1KeT
|A9\ _ . KH//_n 1n|QK—QK |2 49
t1me - Z Z | ) 2 ) ( 2 )
n=1KeT
m u u? 2
(DA — Z ) ,a,gnup% L (4.2¢)
n=1g= K|L€5mt
m |Ag\ - 1" (—=n (Q?( - Q%)Z n
Dspace Z Z ‘U‘H (Qo)f "u’o ’ an’. (42d)
n=1o= K\Leé’mt

Proof. Mimicking the formal derivation of the total energy conservation in the continuous case we take
as test function v = u™ in the discrete momentum equation (3.14D)" and obtain

Il—|-12+13+[4:0, (43)

where

K N
n= Y Wi - gtug ) . b= Y Y Jolod™ar i ul - no

KeT KeT océ(K)
oc=K|L
Z Z lo|p(ok ) [uy - ng K], I, = Z / pVu'" : Vu" + (p+ N)dive"dive” )dx
KeT 0e&(K) KeT
o=KI|L

Next, we multiply the continuity equation (B.14al)’} by %|u’}(|2 and sum over all K € T. We get

Is+1g=0 (44)
, 11K
with I =~ Y~ P~ it ana 1= - Y s ol - mg el
KeT KeT oec&(K
o= K|L

Finally, we multiply the continuity equation (3.14al)’ by H'(¢%) and sum over all K € 7. We obtain

I; + Is = 0, (45)

. K _
with 7 = Y Bl o (o) amd s = Y oo Plug - mo sl H' (o)
KeT KeT oe&(K)
o=K|L
We now sum formulas [@3)—([5]) in several steps.

Step 1: Term I + I;. We verify by a direct calculation that
_ K| 2 1 ul 12 ‘K’ o 1‘“1{_“7}(_1‘2
Il—z k(2 ok |u K‘_§QK )"‘Z K T 9

KeT KeT

In order to transform the term I7, we employ the Taylor formula

1 (05) (o — o) = H(gk) — H{gi") + 5 H' (@ ") ek — o)™
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where 0 Ln ¢ [min(ox, 0% ), max(o%*, o%)]. Consequently,
K| /1 1 K
k= Y B o - Lot ?) + X B (o) - )
I k \2 2
€T KeT
|K| Luh —ul? K et |0l — O
+ > e il 5 il + > %H"(Q}L{ ’")' e | (4.6)
KeT KeT

Step 2: Term Iy 4+ Is. The contribution of the face 0 = K|L to the sum Iy + I reads, by virtue of

(B13),
1 1
o fug -] orc (e = wie -} = lufel + Slup )
n + n |2 n n 1 n|2 1 n |2
o] [ - o] on (uf? —ufe -} — Sluif? + Sluil?).

Consequently,

n o ,.m\2
Li+Ig= Y  |o|lul} nexlol upw‘ (4.7)
U:K|L€£int
Step 3: Term I3+ Ig. We have
Is= Y 3 lollup -moux] (H'(ek) (63 — ok) + H(ek))

KeT oe&(K)
o=K|L

+ 30 ol ful nok] (i H (o) — H(ek)).
KeTzEZEI((IfL)

Recalling (B.13]), we may write the contribution of the face o = K|L to the first sum in Ig; it reads
o] [ - moxc] ™ (H(ok) — H'(o}) (0 — of) — H(e}))
+[of [l - mg o]* (H(e}) — H'(ok) (e} — ok) — H(ek))-
Recalling that rH'(r) — H(r) = p(r), we get, employing the Taylor formula

(% — 9%)2

Isi+Ils= > |ul -n.x|H"(2)) 5

JZK‘LEgint
with some o € [min(o%, 0}), max(o%, o7 )].

Step 4: Conclusion
Collecting the results of Steps 1-3 we arrive at

1|K K
3 2’k‘(QK|uK|2_QK1|un 12)+ Z ‘ ’( + Z / V,u”|? dz

KeT KeT
P 12 no__ n—12
+(M+)‘)/ ’le’u,n‘Q dx) + Z | K |UK Uk | + Z |_H//(§r;(—1,n)|QK 0K |
I k: 2 k 2
eT KeT
(o8 n)2
2 O — 0
u u K L
+ > oloy “PM ul ne |+ > ]a!H"(@Z)f [ul -n, | =0. (4.8)
Uegmt Uegint
o=K|L o=K|L

At this stage, we get the statement of Lemma 1] by multiplying ([A38)" by k and summing from n = 1
to n = m. Lemma [£1]is proved. O
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4.2 Estimates

We have the following corollary of Lemma [T

Corollary 4.1. (1) Under assumptions of Lemma [{., there exists c = ¢(My, Ey) > 0 (independent of
h and k) such that

ulrz0,rp0m3) < € (4.9)
”uHLQ(QT;LG(Q;R?’)) <c (4.10)
||Qﬁ2||Loo(o,T;L1(Q)) <ec (4.11)

(2) If in addition the pressure satisfies assumption (I1.6) then
lloll e (0,752 ()) < ¢ (4.12)

(3) If the pair (r,U) belongs to the class (Z18) there ezists ¢ = ¢(Mo, Eo,r,T, [|U, VU 1o (gur12)) > 0
such that for alln=1,... N,
E(e",u"lr", U™) < c, (4.13)
where the discrete relative energy £ is defined in (316).

Proof. Recall that
N
2 2 3.
B rapaan =k D0 X [ 1Vowfda
n=1KeT

the estimate ([£9]) follows from (). The estimate (£I0) holds due to imbedding (@30) in Lemma [0.3]
and bound (£9). The estimate (£LII]) is just a short transcription of the bound for the kinetic energy in
BT

We prove estimate ([£I2]). First, we deduce from (L5]) and the definition (24]) of H that 0 < —H(p) <
¢1 with some ¢; > 0, provided 0 < ¢ < 1 and H(p) > 0 if o > 1. This fact in combination with the
bound for [, H(p)dx derived in (1)) yields

/Q [H(o)|dz < ¢ < 0. (4.14)

Second, relations (L5HLT) imply that there are 9 > 1 and 0 < p <P < oo such that

Using these bounds and the definition (2.4) of H we verify that
o' <c(|H(o)l+e+1)

with a convenient positive constant c¢. Now, bound (ZI2]) follows readily from the boundedness of
Jo 0"z = X er |K|o and fo H(e™)dr = ey |K|H(0}t) established in (EI5) and @I).

Finally, to get (AI3), we have employed (23], B16), (B15), (£I4) to estimate [, E(o"|F")dz and
(11, @3), (@22) to evaluate ZKeTfKQ%Uf?,K_u?(de- O

The following estimates are obtained thanks to the numerical diffusion due to the upwinding, as is
classical in the framework of hyperbolic conservation laws, see e.g. [9].
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Lemma 4.2 (Dissipation estimates on the density). Let (¢, u®) € L} (Q) x W,(2). Suppose that
(0")1<n<n C [LF (N, (u™)1<n<n C [WiIN(Q) ids a solution of problem (3.14)). Finally assume that
the pressure satisfies hypotheses (I3) and ({1.0). Then we have:

(1) If v > 2 then there exists ¢ = c(y, 00, Ey) > 0 such that

n)2

kz Z ’O” (QnK_QL

|ug ok | < c. (4.15)
n=1o=K|LEEint maX(@nK’ Q%)

(2) If v € [1,2) and the pressure satisfies additionally assumption (L) then there exists ¢ = ¢(My, Ey) >
0 such that

S
k o] 5= Yap>1y |ug - no k|
n=10=K|LEEnt [maX(Q?{a QZ)] v

N
+k Z Z lo|(ok — 92)21{53%1} lug -no k| <c, (4.16)
n=1o=K|LEEint

where the numbers oy are defined in Lemma [{.1].

Proof. We start by proving the simpler statement (2). Taking into account the continuity of the pressure,
we deduce from assumptions (L) and (7)) that there exist numbers 5y > 0, P, > 0 such that

. {

D, .
52%, lfSZL

Dos® 2Dy, ifs<1,.

whence, splitting the sum in the definition of the term [D12¢] (see (d.2d)) into two sums, where (o,n)
satisfies p/* > 1 for the first one and 9} < 1 for the second, we obtain the desired result.
Let us now turn to the proof of statement (7). Multiplying the discrete continuity equation (3.14al)%

by In o% and summing over K € T, we get

—1
9k — O

Y KIFE T ek + > >0 (mek)ep™up - nos = 0.

KeT KeT oe&(K),0=K|L

By virtue of the convexity of the function ¢ — oln g — ¢ on the positive real line, and due to the Taylor
formula, we have
ok In ok — of o — (o — o ") < ok (ok — o );

whence, thanks to the mass conservation (3.I5]) and the definition of g2P, we arrive at

Qn In Qn _ anl In anl
> K| SRR 3 (oo lup o] (I g — Ingf)
KET Uegjnt

oc=K|L
+ Y lolof[ug - non)* (In o} — k) <0,
o€&nt
o=K|L

or equivalently

kY lolluing k]t (ok (n ofe—Inof)—(ekc—01))+k Y lolluine ]t (o} (nof~In o)~ (o}~ o)) <

o€Eint 0€Eint
o=K|L o=K|L
_Z|K|(n1 n_nfll n—1 k n +n _ n n +/rn _n
oo — o o) + kY fol([ug - nok] T (] — 0k)) + [ug - nor) T (0k — o).
KeT 0€&int
oc=K|L

(4.17)
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From [16, Lemma C.5], we know that if ¢ and ¢ are functions in C1((0, 00); R) such that si’(s) = ¢/(s)
for all s € (0,00), then for any (a,b) € (0,00)? there exits ¢ € [a,b] such that

(%(b) = ¥ (a))b — (p(b) — p(a)) = 5 (b~ a)*¥'(¢).

Applying this result with ¢(s) = Ins, ¢(s) = s we obtain that the left hand side of ([£IT7) is greater or
equal to

k Z ]U[([u;‘ |t + [ul - nmLﬁ)M.
0€Eint max(gK, QL)
o=K|L

On the other hand, the first term at the right hand side is bounded from above by ||o" |7, @ Finally
the second term at the right hand side is equal to

k3 [ edivan< k3 ez v 2
KeT KeT

whence bounded from above by k:Hu"Hth @rll0"[[22(q), where we have used the Hélder inequality and

the definition of the V;*(Q)-norm. The statement (1) of Lemma now follows from the estimates of
Corollary .11

O

5 - Exact relative energy inequality for the discrete problem

The goal of this section is to prove the discrete version of the relative energy inequality.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that Q C R? is a polyhedral domain and T its reqular triangulation introduced
in Section[Z1l. Let p satisfy hypotheses (I3) and the viscosity coefficient ju, A obey (T.4). Let (¢°,u®) €
L (9) x W,(2) and suppose that (0")1<n<n € (L (DY, (u")1<n<n € Wi(Q)Y is a solution of the
discrete problem [BI4l). Then there holds for allm =1,..., N,

1
> Sl (eRlui — URkl® - diclul — UL k) + Y |KI(B(eRlrR) — E(eklr))
KeT KeT

zm:Ke /’V U —Uh)\QdﬂU—l-(,u—i—)\)/K]div(u”—U}f)]de)

<k ZZ /VUh: LU —u")dz + ,u+>\/d1thd1v(Uh—u)dx)
n=1KeT

T

= Uy i Uf?,f(l U/?,;(l + Uy i _
+an”§T\K! k ( 2 - Uk 1)

+ U/
_kzz Z ’U’Qnup(u ﬂg’up)'Uﬁ,K[ug'an] (5.1)

n=1KcT ce&(K)
oc=K|L

—kZZ Z lolp(of Uho naK]

n=1KcT ce&(K)
o=K|L

b3 Y Blog - g (05 - w03

n=1KeT

+kZZ > loleg P H (ri ) ug - no k],

n=1KcT ce&(K)
o=K|L
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for any 0 < r € CH[0,T] x Q), U € CL([0,T] x Q), Ulsaq = 0, where we have used notation (317) for
", U™ and (37HZ.8) for Uy, U k., 1k, ug.

We notice, comparing the terms in the “discrete” formula (5.1I) with the terms in the “continuous”
formula (2.7)), that Theorem [5.1] represents a discrete counterpart of the “continuous” relative energy

inequality (27)). The rest of this section is devoted to its proof. To this end, we shall follow the proof of
the “continuous” relative energy inequality (see [12] and [I5]) and adapt it to the discrete case.

Proof. First, noting that the numerical diffusion represented by terms ([£.2aHZ2d)) in the energy identity
(A1) is positive, we infer

L+, +13<0, (5.2)
with
1|K]| K| n n—
L= = 5 & (QK‘ Kl — o Hu ‘2)= L=} T(H(QK) — H(dx 1))’
KeT KeT
Iyim Y (i [ IVeuPdat (ot 2 [ Jdiva® P d).
KeT K K

Next, we multiply the discrete continuity equation (B.I4a)% by %|U2 |? and sum over K € T to
obtain

1|K _
o= Y 2B ol = - Y s Hole g oKUK = (53)
KeT KeT oe&(K
o= K|L

In the next step, taking —U™ as test function in the discrete momentum equation (3.14D)); we get

K
15:_2 ‘k’(QKU’K_Q?(1“?(1)'U}77K:J2+J3+J4,

KeT
with
= > Y loley Pagt? - Uy i [uy -1, k],
KeT oce&(K)
o= K|L
Js=pS / Vu' VU de + (4 A) / diva"divU? de
KeT KGT

and

Z Z ’U’p naK]

KeT 0cé(K)
o=KI|L

We then multiply the continuity equation (B.I4al)} by H' (r?{l) and sum over all K € T and obtain
K _
-3 Bl i =Y lole - m ).

KeT KeT oe&(K)
o= K|L

Observing that o H' (1) — o "H' (rt) = ol (H/(’I“?() - H’(T?(_l)) + (0% — o HH! (P, we rewrite
the last identity in the form

K o .
Igi=—) %(Q%H'(T}?) — o "H' () = J5 + Jo
KeT
K 5.4
with Js = — 3 % K(H’( ny — H (! )and Jo= > > ol Pl - ng ] H (1Y), (5.4)
KeT KET 0c&(K)

o=K|L
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Finally, thanks to the convexity of the function H, we have

o= S B (g o) - BOR) — (i B 05 - HOR))
KeT
= ¥ Bl (mon - o) - ¥ Bl (weh) - ok - hm e - B0k ) o)
KeT KeT
<> %@(H’(r;@) ~H (@) =

Now, we gather the expressions (5.2)-(5.0); this is performed in several steps.
Step 1: Term Iy + I, + I5. We observe that

—1 —1 —1
|UI?,K|2( n n_l) _ Q?{|UF?,K|2 — 0F |UI111K |2 " _1U11:K + UI;LK

1
9 0K — Ok B 0% 5 (U;lLK UI?,K)a
— (dful — o i) Ul g = — (ol - Ul e — o "ufe - Up) — o i (U — Ullg).

Consequently,

1|K _

L+Li+I;=) LIE]| (g"K\u"K —Up g — o ui = U 2)
2 k
KeT
Unfl Unfl +yur
Uy hK hK hK _
-3 Kley (R ) (56
KeT

Step 2: Term J; + Jy. The contribution of the face o = K|L to J; reads

n n
2 Unk UL L

.+
_‘U‘QK 9 p I

(U = Upp) [ug mox]™ —lolef, 5 WUhp = Uix) [ug - 1,1

Similarly, the contribution of the face o = K|L to Js is

lolokuk - (Up ke — U p)lug - nox|™ +lolopul - (U, — Uy g)lug - mo,r] ™
Consequently,
U, +uU]
Ji+Jy = — Z Z o] o up(w _ ﬁ?up) U [u? - m k], (5.7)
KeT o=K|Le€k
Step 3: Term I3 — J3. This term can be written in the form
Li—Ji=Y) / IV, (" —Uh)|2dx+(,u—|—)\)/ div(w" — UR)P dz)
KeT K
(5.8)
- Z u/ vU; : —u") + (,u—i-)\)/ divUpdiv(Uy' — u”))
KeT K
Step 4: Term Iy + Ig + I7. By virtue of (52)), (54HE5]), we easily find that
L+ I+ I = B o 1) — Bt | rnt 5.9
2+ 1lg + 7—2 A (0% |Tk) (o) 1Tk 7)) (5.9)

KeT

where the function E is defined in (Z.35]).
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Step 5: Term Js + Jg + J7. Coming back to (5.4H5.5), we deduce that

K
Js+Jo+Jr =Y %(r}‘(—g%)(ﬂ"(r") H'(r )—i—Z > lolop P luy - ne k| H' (- H. (5.10)
KeT KeT oeé(K)
o=K|L

Step 6: Conclusion
According to (5:2)—(%.5]), we have

7 7
D Lis) Ji
i=1 i=1

whence, writing this inequality by using expressions (5.6)—(G5.10) calculated in steps 1-5, we get

K|/, » n n n|,.n n—1, n—
Z 5%(91( uK—UhJ{\Z—QK Nl UhKl 2)+ Z ( (0k|rfc) — B(of I 1))
KeT KeT

+ 30 (1 [ Vel U)o+ (4 ) [ [diviu” — Up) da)

KeT

<Z /VUh. (Up —u")dz + ,u—l—)\/dlthdlv(Uh—u)dx)
KeT
Ur, — Un—l Un—l +yur
n—1YhK hK hK hK n—1

+ ) Kok k ( 5 —u ) (5.11)

KeT

n,u UI?K_FUI?L ~n,u n n

- Z Z lo|oy p(# - U, p) Uy g ug - no k]

KeT o=K|Leék

Y Y e, mekd + X S k- o (B0 - B )

KeT o=K|Le€k KeT

+ 3 S ol H (Y Ul g )

KeT o=K|Le€k

We obtain formula (5I) by summing (GII)" from n = 1 to n = m and multiplying the resulting
inequality by k. O

6 - Approximate relative energy inequality for the discrete problem

The exact relative energy inequality as stated in Section [l is a general inequality for the given numerical
scheme, however it does not immediately provide a comparison of the approximate solution with the
strong solution of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Its right hand side has to be conveniently
transformed (modulo the possible appearance of residual terms vanishing as the space and time steps
tend to 0) to provide such comparison tool via a Gronwall type argument.

The goal of this section is to derive a version of the discrete relative energy inequality, still with
arbitrary (sufficiently regular) test functions (r,U), that will be convenient for the comparison of the
discrete solution with the strong solution.

Lemma 6.1 (Approximate relative energy inequality). Suppose that Q C R® is a bounded polyhedral
domain and T its reqular triangulation introduced in Section [31. Let the pressure p be a C%(0,00)
function satisfying hypotheses (I.3), (1.8) with v > 3/2 and satisfying the additional condition (IL.7) if
v <2

Let (¢°,u®) € L () x Wy,(Q) and suppose that (0™ )1<n<n € [LF ()Y, (u™)1<n<n € [Wi(Q)]Y is
a solution of the discrete problem ([B.I4) with the viscosity coefficients p, A obeying (1.4).
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Then there exists
= (Mo, Eo,v,7, [P |cafp.7, [(8sr, O, N, 0,V e, U, 8,U, VU, 8, VU) || oo (g m51y) > 0
(where T = Max, .\con r(t,x), r= min, ) g r(t,x)), such that for allm =1,..., N, we have:
S(Qm,um‘rm, um)— E(QO,UO‘T(O), U(0))

+kZZ /|v w' — UM dz+ (i + N) / div(u" — U de)

n=1KeT
<k Y ( /VUh. LU —u™) dx + u—i—)\/dlthdlv(Uh—u)dx)
n=1KeT
m Un Unfl
+k K S1ZhK - PhE (g
;Kg k ( h.K K) (6.1)
YYD foler (T — ap?) - (UZ = Up g )UP - mg i

n=1KeT oe&(K)

—k:Z Z/ (0% dlvU"dx—i—kZ Z/ (rie — o%) n?()[atr]”dx

n=1KeT n=1KeT "k
s Z/ 2kt (Y - O d + R+ G™
n=1KeT
for any pair (r,U) belonging to the class (318), where
m .- n ..n|.n n m A _ —Zf76[3/22)
|G ]gcknz::lﬁ(g,u ‘r U™, ]th\gc(\/g—i—h ) andA—{ 1/2 if o> 2 (6.2)

and where we have used notation (Z17) for r™, U™ and (Z7H3.8) for U}, U} ¢, ik, u

Proof. The right hand side of the relative energy inequality (5.I)) is a sum Y%, T}, where

lek‘z Z (M/KVth V(U —u™)de + (u+ N) / divUydiv(Uy — u" )dx)

n=1KeT
m Uu». — Un—l Un—l +Ur
T, =k Kot h,K hK h,K hRE  p-1
i n:u;r‘ e k ( 2 YK )’

- Uik + Ui

Z Z Z |O'|Qn up(% _ ,agﬂlp) . U}ZK[“Z . no,K],

n=1KeT o=K|Le&(K)

= —kz Y. > lolplex) Uk, - nokl,

n=1KeT o=K|Le&(K)
H/(Tn ) _ H/(T'n_l)

T5:kZZ\K’(V"?{—Q}L{) A B K2

n=1KeT

ZZ S loler ™ H (rf [l - no k.

n=1 KeT o=K|LEE(K)

;T‘

The term 77 will be kept as it is; all the other terms 7; will be transformed to a more convenient
form, as described in the following steps.
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Step 1: Term T5. We have

n n—1

m ur,. -U
Ty =Tp1+Ra 1, with T = kZ Z !K\Q?(_lu-(Uﬁ;—uK ), and Roq = kz Z R21 ,
n=1KeT n=1KeT

where -
n— —
nk Kl Wi =Upx)” K|, ([U" = U" Y k)
R2,1 9 %% L =9 %% L .

We may write by virtue of the first order Taylor formula applied to function ¢ — U(¢,x),

’[U —U" M,

3 K’ ‘|K|/ i 8tU(z,x)dz}h}dx’

n—1

= \|K| Il / 0/0(2)] (2)dz]da| < WOl o.ra=omoy < WOV oo

where we have used the property (@.20) of the projection onto the space V,(€2). Therefore, thanks to
the mass conservation (B.I5]), we finally get

n,K MO
‘R2,1 ‘ < 7‘K’k”atUH%oo(QT;Loo(Q;RS))- (6.3)

Let us now decompose the term 75 ;1 as

il UR g =Upy! n

Ty = Top + Rop, with Top = kY Y- |K|of ! =5 — (Unx = wk), and Rop = k'Y B3,
n=1KeT n=1

6.4

Uil = Uiy Uil — Uiy o

where Rj 5 = Z ]K\Qn;{l# . (U,?’}l — U;?,K) Z |K |0 —’ . (u";{l — U?{)

KeT
By the same token as above, we may estimate the r651dual term as follows

1/9 B B 1/2
‘Rgg’ <k CMO”atUHiOO((],T;WLOO(Q;]RS) + CMO/ ( Z | Ko 1’“?{ T U?{‘Z) HatUHLOO(O,T;LOO(Q;R?’))7
KeT

where we have used the Holder inequality to treat the second term; whence, by virtue of estimate (£.2al),

|Rao| < VE (Mo, Eo, [(0:U, :VU) || 1o (0 m12))- (6.5)

Step 2: Term T5. Employing the definition ([B.I3]) of upwind quantities, we easily establish that

T3 =1T31 + R3,

WlthT31—k‘ZZ Z |0|QnUP( o U;Z’;p) Uy kuy - no K, Rsl—kz Z RyY,

n=1 KeT oce&(K) n=1oc€&ns

Ur, —U Ur, U
and R}y = |oof %[u ngx]T + oo %[ugnmt Vo = K|L € Ey.

Writing
U}ZK_UIZLL:UIZLK_UEO+U/§LU_U£L7 U:K’Leginm

employing estimates (0.I)) and ([1.22)s=1 and the continuity of the mean value Uj= U}, of U}’ over
faces o, we infer by using the Taylor formula applied to function x — U™(z),

|RET| < B2 VU oo ummol(0k + 0] ugl, Yo = K|L € En,
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whence

|Rg,1|gthVUHioo(QT;RQ)(Z > hlol(dk + o} 6/5) [ij(z > h|0||ug|6)1/3]1/2

KeT o=K|Le&(K) n=1 KecT oce&(K)
< h (Mo, Eo, VU 1o (grr9))>
(6.6)
provided v > 6/5, thanks to the discrete Holder inequality, the equivalence relation (3:21]), the equiva-
lence of norms (0.35]) and energy bounds listed in Corollary A1
Evidently, for each face 0 = K|L € &int, ul} - Ny g + ulf - 0y 1, = 0; whence, finally

T31_k22 > folonte(ap — Op2P) - (U g — U ) - mo i (6.7)

n=1KeT ce&(K)

Let us now decompose the term 731 as

m
T31 =132+ R32, with R3o =k Z Ry,

n=1

—kz S loley(Orr —apr) - (Uy - Up g g™ - mg s, and

n=1 KeT ce&(K)
Ry =Y Y lolep™(Ups® —ap™) - (U7 = Uplie) (uh — @5™) - moc.
KeT 0cé(K)

By virtue of discrete Holder’s inequality and the first order Taylor formula applied to function x +—
U"(z) in order to evaluate the difference Uy — U} i, we get

o - 2\ 1/2
R2| < VU gpmey (30 D0 hloleptelazee — o)
KeT oe&(K)
1/(2 anv 1/
(XX Holle) (Y Y h\o\\u o
KeT oeé(K) KeT oe&(K

where % + ﬁ + % =1, 70 = min{~y, 2} and v > 3/2. For the sum in the last term of the above product,

we have
> X Molluy —apl <e S 3 hlofjul — !
KeT oeé(K) KeT oe€&(K)
279 —3
<o X3 (Mg — w1 e + Z = el o) < ch o -
KeT oe&(K)

where we have used the definition ([BI3]), the Minkowski inequality and the interpolation inequalities
(@I8HII9). Now we can go back to the estimate of R}, taking into account the upper bounds (£3),

(AI2HAT3), in order to get
|R32| < h™* e(Mo, Eo, [|VU|| o (59)) (6.8)

provided v > 3/2, where A is given in (6.2]).
Finally, we rewrite term 73 o as

m
Tso =Ts3+ Ry, with Rg3 =k Y _ REg,

n=1

To=kD" Y 3 lolep™ (0500 — i) - (U7 ~ U ) OR% moscs and (69)
n=1KecT occ&(K)

=3 S oo (O —an®) - (U2 - Up ) (a2 — OF2) - ng i
KeT oe&(K)
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whence
m

R3] < (VU || oo (gproy) kY E(@" 0™ |77, U™), (6.10)

n=1

Step 3: Term Ty. Using the Stokes formula and the property (@.23)) in Lemma [0:2] we easily see that

Ti= kY Z/ p(o) div U™ da. (6.11)

n=1KeT

Step 4: Term T5. Using the Taylor formula, we get

1
H'(rf) = H'(ric ') = H"(rf) (g — i) = S H" (i) — i),

where 7 € [min(rs !, r%), max(rit r%)); we infer

n—

m
. T T T
Ts =Ts1+ Rsy, with Ts1 =k > |K|(T?<—Q%)p(nK) K k R51 —k‘z > Ry, an
n=1KeT "'k n=1KeT
1 P — )2
Ry = L ) U T g ).

Consequently, by the first order Taylor formula applied to function ¢ — r(¢,z) on the interval (¢,,—1,t,)
and thanks to the mass conservation (3.15])

|Rs.1| < k (Mo, .7, [Pl (0,7 1967 Lo (1)) (6.12)

where r, 7 are defined in (3.18]).

Let us now decompose T3 as follows:

T51 =152+ R52, WlthT52:kE E / TK—QK) (nK)[atT] dz, R52=k£ E R52,a
n=1KeT "k n=1KeT
!(m n—1
Rn,K:/ n_np(rK) TK_TK 91" ) de.
5,2 K(TK oK) . ( L — [Or] ) z

(6.13)
In accordance with ([BI7), here and in the sequel, [0;r]"(z) = O¢r(tn,z). We write using twice the
Taylor formula in the integral form and the Fubini theorem,

tn
'(r ) (o — // / 8fr(z)dzdsdx‘
tn s

/tn / |QK—TK|‘82 ‘dxdzds

tn—1

1
K
[R5o | =

P'(rk ) N an tn
< TNK ||Q -r HLW(K)/ H(?fr(z)Hm,(K)dst_
K tn—1

Therefore, by virtue of Corollary [l we have estimate

’R5,2’ < k C(M07 EOafa T, ‘pllc’l([zf]a ”atQTHLl(QT;L«/(Q))- (614)
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Step 5: Term Tg. Using the same argumentation as in formula (6.7]), we may write

Ts =161+ Re 1, R61—1€ZZ Z R""K, with
n=1KeT cc&(K)

Toa=kY > > lolok(H ) = H Gy ™) Jup - mos, and (6.15)

n=1 KeT o=K|LeE(K)

K _ _
RE7N = |of(ob™ = of ) (H'(riY) = H'(r5 ™))y - g i, for o = K|L.
We estimate this term separately for v < 2 and v > 2. If v < 2, motivated by Lemma 2] we may write

IRGT I < VRIVH (1) 1o (e 0|

n,up __

|0l o%| I — I
X (max (é(’y |ug nUK‘l ">1\/_ h(ok + of) 2 M/ lu - naK‘
(oK, o0L)
+ 03 = el y/lup - mo i1z Vi |up - no k), (6.16)

where we again use the first order Taylor formula applied to function H' between endpoints L rn-t

and where the numbers g7 are defined in Lemma .1l Consequently, an application of the Holder and
Young inequalities yields

n,up __ n \2 1/2
Roal < VRAVE Ok S [( X 5 lol— =B iy i1gy1)

2
n=1 KeT o=K|Le&(K) maX(QK’QL)( !

_ 1/2
< (X3 lolhek fup - ng k)

KeT ceé(K)

(XS Jelh@ - gt meiga) (XS lelhlup noxd) ]

KeT o=K|Le&(K) KeT océ(K)

m n,up _ n \2
NAVH Ol ek (2 8 10— Z ), 1

2
"D e oekimeeny  max(er, or)®

_ 5/6 1/6
+ (3 KISETEY (S lolnlugl)
KeT o€l
n,up __ 5/6 n|6 1/6
+30 D lolh(ep™ = ) fup - mo g <r + [P ( Y lofhlupl®) ]
KET o=K|Le&(K) oee
(6.17)
We deduce employing the discrete Holder inequality
o _ 5/6 1/6
B (X IKIET) (X lolhluil©)
n=1 KeT oe€
1/2 m 1/371/2
< [0 (3 1)) P S (S b)),
n=1 KeT n=1 oe&
and ) Py
m 1/6 m 1/341/2
B (X lolhlugl®) < VTR Y (X lolhlugl®) ]
n=1 o€e€ n=1 oce&
Coming back to (6.I7) we deduce that
|Re,1| < Vh e(Mo, Eo, 1,7, |p/ leem) IV Lo (@rir3)) (6.18)
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provided v > 12/11, where we use estimate ([£L.I0]), estimates (£I0), [AI2]) of Corollary 1] and equiva-
lence relation (@.35]). In the case v > 2, the same final bound may be obtained by a similar argument,

replacing the estimate (Z.16) by ([£I5).

Let us now decompose the term 751 as

m
Ts1 =Ts2+ Re2, with Tso =k Z Z Z ook H" (rm D (et — e D - ny k),
n=1KecT o=K|LeE(K)

362—]€ZZ Z RnaK,

n=1 KeK ce&(K)
R = Jolofe (H'(ri ) = H'(rp ™) = H' (i) 05 =757 ) [ - mo ]

Therefore, by virtue of the second order Taylor formula applied to function H’, Holder’s inequality,

(@30), (@35), and (@3), EI2) in Corollary 1], we have, provided v > 6/5,

]R6 9| < hc(\H”\C(M) + !H",’ C([r,7) )HVT”Lw(QT,RS HQHLOO(OTM ) HUHL2(0T\/2(Q R3))
< h e(Mo, Eo, 1,7, [P e () V7 | oo (@rr3))s (6.19)

where in the first line we have used notation (B.IT]).

Let us now deal with the term 75 2. Noting that / vrthde = Z o] (r? ™t = Yn, k., we may
K oeE(K)
write

S© olef H (i (et — et D [l - ng k]
o€e&(K)

= = [ Gt e Vi e Y ol (k) 0 = ) = wk)
ce&(K)

Consequently, T2 = T 3 + Rg 3, with

T63——k‘z Z/ o H (rfm u™ - Vi Lz,

n=1KeT

R63—I<:ZZ/ mH () (= ) - Vel de

n=1KecT

m
+EY ST ST ol H' (et = r ) (ul — ul) - nok,

n=1KcT ce&(K)

Ro 3| < cllH" (1) V7 (o m®) [kZM;TIIQKHm(K ™ = wiell g gemsy
n

EYS S S ol - g e+ 70 = min{7.2},
n=1KeT cc&(K)
where we have used the Holder inequality, and also the Taylor formula applied to function x — 7(t,—1, )
together with equivalence relation ([B3.21]) yielding |o|h < |K|, to treat the second term. Consequently,

by virtue of Hélder’s inequality, interpolation inequality to estimate |[u” — u%| .. by
y q K0 (KiR3)
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h(57076)/(270)HVJ;u"HLg(K;Rg), Yo = min{~v,2}) in the first term, and by the the Holder inequality and
(@5HIE) (to estimate [[uy — ufl, (K:R3) DY h(570_6)/(270)HVIU"HLQ(K;RQ)) in the second term, we get

B m n 1/2 " 1/2
|Ros] < ch®0=9/C0) | B (1) V7| oo gk D (D ok lFroirey) (20 IVaw™ 20 sep))
n=1 KeT KeT
(570—6)/(2v0) || g7 S n |70 /70 ny2 1/2
<ch IH" )V ok Do (0 ok Bowe) (2 IVeu 2 me) -
n=1 KeT KeT

provided v > 6/5, where we have used the discrete Holder inequality and the algebraic inequality (9.7]).
Now it remains to use ([£9)), (£I12]) in Corollary 41l in order to get

|Re 3| < h** e(Mo, Eo, 1,7, Pl @ IVl Lo (@pr3))s (6.20)

where A is defined in (6.2).
Finally we write 153 = Tp 4 + Rg 4, with

T6,4:—kz Z/KQKWU -Vr'tde,

JLRer (6.21)
Rea=k> Y / g?((H”(r?()Vr" — H”(r?(_l)Vr"_l) -u"dz,
n=1KeT 'K
where by the same token as in (6.14]),
|Roa| <k c(Mo, Eo,r, 7, [P |1 () IV, 067 || oo (@ir): 106V 7 | 120, 1 £67/ 570 (3 - (6.22)

We are now in position to conclude the proof of Lemma [GI we obtain the inequality (G.I) by
gathering the principal terms (6.4), (69)), 611, (613]), (6:21]) and the residual terms estimated in (6.3]),
E5), @.9), ©3), E©10), E12), E.19), 616, 617, @19, 20), ©22) at the right hand side

S8 | T; of the discrete relative energy inequality (5.1).

O

7 - A discrete identity satisfied by the strong solution

This section is devoted to the proof of a discrete identity satisfied by any strong solution. This identity
is stated in Lemma [Z.I] below. It will be used in combination with the approximate relative energy
inequality stated in Lemma to deduce the convenient form of the relative energy inequality verified
by any function being a strong solution to the compressible Navier-Stokes system. This last step is
performed in the next section.

Lemma 7.1 (A discrete identity for strong solutions). Suppose that @ C R? is a bounded polyhedral
domain and T a reqular triangulation introduced in Section [31. Let the pressure p be a C%(0,00)
function satisfying hypotheses (I.3) and (I.8) with v > 3/2. Let (r,U) belong to the class (I18) satisfy
equation (L)) with the viscosity coefficients p, X obeying (1.4]).

Let (¢°,u®) € L (Q) x Wy(Q) and suppose that (0™)1<n<n € [L} ()Y, (u™)1<n<n € [Wi(Q)]Y is
a solution of the discrete problem [BI4). Then there exists

c= C(MO, Eo,r. 7Pl e |(Vr, 0, U, VU, VU, 0,U, 0;U , 8, VU, )||LOO(QT;R58))) >0,
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such that for any m =1,..., N, the following identity holds:

kZZ/ pVUR - V(u" = Up) + (j+ A) div Up! div(u" - Up)) da
n=1KeT
Ur.. —uU™ 1
+kZZ/ pot I R (U ) da

n=1KeT

+kZ SN el O 0 k| (UE — Up ) - (A — Upe)
n=1KcT ce&(K)

Z Z/ p(r) dlvU"dm—i—kZZ/ Y - V" da Ry, =0,

n=1KeT n=1KeT

(7.1)

where
Ryl < c(h+F)

and where we have used notation (I17) for r", U™ and (ZZHIZ) for Uy, Uy i, 1k, u

Before starting the proof we recall an auxiliary algebraic inequality whose straightforward proof is
left to the reader, and introduce some notations.

Lemma 7.2. Let p satisfies assumptions (L.73) and (I06). Let 0 < a < b < oco. Then there ezists
¢ = c(a,b) > 0 such that for all o € [0,00) and r € [a,b] there holds

E(olr) > c(a, b)(1R+\[a/2,2b}(9) + 971R+\[a/2,2b}(9) + (0 — T)Ql[a/zzb](g)),

where E(o|r) is defined in (23).

If we take in Lemma 0= 0"(z), 0" € L (), r = #*(z), a =1, b =7 (where 1 is a function
belonging to class (BI8]) and r, 7 are its lower and upper bounds, respectively), we obtain

E(o"(z)|?"(x)) = e(r,T) (1R+\[3/2,2ﬂ (0" (2))+(0")" ()1 g \[r /2,27 (9"(@)"‘(9"(x)_fn(x))ﬁ[g/mﬂ (Qn(x)))

(7.2)
Now, for fixed numbers r and 7 and fixed functions o™ € L,J{(Q), n=20,...,N, we introduce the residual
and essential subsets of Q (relative to ¢") as follows:
ess {xGQ‘_T<Q ( )<2T} res_Q\ ess (73)
and we set
[gless () = g(z)1np, (%), [glres(2) = g(z)1np (), 2 €Q, g€ LI(Q)-
Integrating inequality (7.2)) we deduce
2
c(r,T Z / )7} + [Q" —f"} )dx < E(Q",u”‘T",U"). (7.4)

for any pair (r,U) belonging to the class (B.I8]) and any o" € Ly ().
We are now ready to proceed to the proof of Lemma [Tl

Proof. We start by projecting the momentum equation to the discrete spaces. Since (r, U) satisfies (L)
and belongs to the class (3.I8)), Equation (LLID]) can be rewritten in the form

roU +rU - VU + Vp(r) = pAU + (p+ NV divU. (7.5)
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We write equation (ZH) at ¢ = t,, multiply scalarly by u™ — U}’, and integrate over Q2. We get, after
summation from n =1 to m,

S Ti=0, with Ti=—kS) / (AU + (u+ NV divU™) - (u" — UR) da,
] n=1 Q
To—k Z/ PO - (u — U de, Ta = k Z/ U VU (0 — U de
n=1 Q n=1 Q
Ta=k Z /Q Vp(r") - u" dz, Ts = —k Z /Q Vp(r"™) - Uy dz.
n=1 n=1

In the steps below, we deal with each of the terms 7;.
Step 1: Term 7Tp. Integrating by parts, we get:

Ti="Ti1+Rua,
with Tii=k> > / (,NU;; V(u™ = UP) + (p+ N div U} div(u” — U;;)) dx
n=1KeT 'K

and R171 =1 + 15, with

L=k 2 KZT /K (V@™ ~Up) : V(" ~ UR) + (u+ N div(U" — Up) div(u” ~UP)) de - (7.7)

L=-kY Y ¥ / (s - VU™ - (u" = UR) + (A + ) div U™ (u" = UR) - g ) dS
n=1KeT oec&(K)"°

|

n=1 cc&"°

(,uno -VU" - [u" - Uﬂ + A+ p)divU" [u” - U,ﬂ . ng) ds,

o,ng ong

where in the last line n, is a unit normal to ¢ and [-],n, is the jump over sigma (with respect to n,)
defined in Lemma Employing estimate (@.22]) we easily verify that

[11] < h e(Mo, Eo, [[VU| Lo (0,75w1.00(2)))-

Since the integral over any face o of the jump of a function from V3 (f2) is zero, we may write

IQZ—kf: Z/ (Mna.(VU"_[VU"]O)-{u"—Uﬂ

n=1 065 ag o,Ng

+(A+ ) (divU" — [divU"],) [u ~Up]  -n,)dS;

ong

whence by using the first order Taylor formula applied to functions x — VU"(z) to evaluate the
differences VU" — [VU"|,, divU"™ — [divU"|,, and Hoélder’s inequality,

. 1 n n
1l B IV U gy 32 S VoA (2 [ =08 [ )
< kb ¢||V2U | o por ;U% (lolh + : |[w - Uh}ma Lz(a;u@))'
Therefore,
[R11| < he(Mo, Eo, U, VU, V2U|| oo (g 55)); (7.8)

where we have employed Lemma and (Z9) in Corollary 11
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Step 2: Term T3. Let us now decompose the term 75 as

75:751+R21,
1[jn Un 1 " "
wthQl_kZZ/ ——  (u" - Up)da, Rgl—kZZR21,
n=1KeT n=1KeT
n _ yrn—1
and Rg’f:/(r"—rnfl)[BtU] (u" =0} dx—i—/ 8tU] —%)-(u”— ») da.
’ K

. K .
The remainder Rg’l can be rewritten as follows

RyK = /K [/t r(t,)dt|[0,U)" - (w" — UF) da

tn—1

1 tn  [tn
+—/ rt {/ MU (z, -)dzds} (u" = Uy) da;
k K th—1 /s

whence,
[R5 < k{(HTHLW(QT) + 1106 22 (@) 104U | oo (siesy LIS 1PNl | o acy + U | s 1)

+Hat2UnHL6/5(Q;R3))(HunHLﬁ(K) + UL s ()
Consequently, by the same token as in (6.14]) or (6:22)),
[Raa| < ke( Mo, Bo, 7, (07, U, U, VU o (g9 07U | 20 7,00/ 0% ) (7.9)

where we have used the Holder and Young inequalities, the estimates (9.21)), (9.24), (9:29), (@.30)), and
to the energy bound (Z£9) from Corollary 11

Step 2a: Term T3;. We decompose the term 7o as
T2 = T22 + Raz2,

n n—1
w1th7'22—k22/ 1l (u" — U dz, RQQ_kZZRM,

n=1KeT n=1KeT

U» — Unfl
and RS :/ (rm e
’ K

- (u" - UR) da;

therefore,

n n, K n n
R2,2| = | Z RQ,Z | < hCHVTHLOO(QT;RS)HatUHLOO(QT;R?’)Hu - Uy ||LG(Q;R3)'
KeT

Consequently, by virtue of formula (£I0) in Corollary L1l and estimates (3.30), (9.25),
’7?,272‘ < hC(Mo, Eo, H(VT, U, 8tU, VU)”LOO(QT;ng))' (7.10)

Step 2b: Term T32. We decompose the term 722 as
To2 = T23 + Rag3,

U . — U™ 1
WIthﬁg_kZZ/ not Ui “UMK n _Upyde, Rys= kY Y REE,
n=1KeT n=1KeT
" . U" — Un—l U” — Un—l " .
andRZ’?{(:/KTKl( k‘ —{ : }h)(u - Up)dx

e[ (T [ ) e v

)
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We have

‘/ t:l )dZ}h - [ t:: 8tU(Z)dZ} K) (" — U,?)dx’
ho y ftn o
< TR /t Vo [atU(z)]h\ pors ey 18" = U lzsguczen

where we have used the Fubini theorem, Holder’s inequality and (@), ([@22)s—1. Further, employing
the Sobolev inequality on Crouzeix-Raviart space (@.30]), Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and estimate

(M)SZD we get
tn
K —1 n
1;7% | < _TK [u" = Ul 6 0m) /tn_l U(z)’ L6/5(Q;R3)
h [tn 2
n—1 n n|2
< erg (hlu —Uilzms T E/tn_l U(Z)‘ LG/S(Q;R3))

We reserve the similar treatment to the term I{*. Resuming these calculations we get by using Corollary

4.1
|R273| S hC(MO, EO, H(T, U, VU, 8tU)||Loo(QT;R16), HatvU||L2(0,T7L6/5(Q,R9))) (711)

Step 2c: Term Tp3. We rewrite this term in the form

T2,3 = Toa + Raa, R24—/€Z ZRM’
n=1KeT
U . — U™ 1
w1th7'24_kzz/ ol K PR g da, (7.12)

n=1KeT

n n— UhK_U;LL;(l n n n n
and RZf = /KTK 1# . ((u —uy) — (U} — Uh7K)) dz.

First we write, as in (6.3]),

‘ [Un — Unil]hj(

1 1p [te
k: ‘ = ‘W/K [%{ 3tU(z,x)dz} h}dx‘

tn—1

- ’IKI / / 0/0(2)], (w)dz]de| < |18 Ulall e o rin00) < 10.0]

Next we evaluate u" — u} employing ([@.1)y=2, and Uy’ — U} i by using (0.I)p=co, (@0.22])s=1. Finally we
employ the Holder inequality to get

Lo°(0,T3L°° (R3))

|R2,4| S h C(MO, E(], T, ||(atU, U, VU)HLOO (QT;R15)’ HatVU)||L2(O,T;L6/5(Q;R9)))’ (713)

Step 3: Term 7T3. Let us first decompose 73 as

T3 =T31+Rs1,
With T, = k'S E/TKUM VU" - (uf —Ujg)de, Rsi=ky, Y Ry,
n=1KecT n=1KeT

and R = / (r" — U™ VU™ - (0" — UP) da +/ P U — U - VU - (u” — U dae
’ K K

+ /Kr?((U,? —UR ) VU (u — UP)da + /Kr;;U,gﬁK VU™ ("~ e — (UF ~ Uf ) da
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We find that
’Rgle <h [‘K’UQ(Hun”B(K;Ri”) + ”U/?”LQ(K;R?’)) + ‘K’UQ(HvunHB(K;R?’) + ”VU/?HL2(K;R3))}
2
x (7l (@r) + 197l e (@) ) (10N (i) + IVU e @)

where we have used several times Holder’s inequality and the standard first order Taylor formula ( to

evaluate ™ — 1), along with the estimates (@2]]) (to evaluate U" — U}"), (@), (@22)s=1 (to evaluate
U — Uy i), @) (to evaluate u™ — ul).

Consequently, using again ([L.22),=1 (to estimate ||[VU}'|| 2k g3)), the definition of |- |th(Q) norm,
the Sobolev inequality (@.30) and the energy bound (@3] from Corollary E1], we conclude that

’7?,371‘ <h C(MQ, Ey, T, H(VT, U, VU)”LOO(QT;R15))' (7.14)

Now we shall deal wit term 73 ;. Integrating by parts, we get:

/ T?(UQ,K'VUN'(U?(—U;LL,K)dx: Z ’U’TK[UhK naK]U (uf — UhK)
K o€E(K)

= Y |lolk[Up k- nox)(U7 = Up k) - (uf = Up ),
ce€(K)

thanks to the the fact that >, cc(x) J, Up g - Do,xdS = 0.
Next we write

Ts1=Tso+Rs2, Rsa=k Z R3 9,

Tz =k Z Yo D 1ol ne k](UF = Ullk) - (@™ = UP), (7.15)

n=1KeT ce&(K)

andR32_ Z Z o] (rk — nup)[UhK n, x|(Uy UhK) (U?(—U/?,K)

KeT oeé(K)
+ 3 > Jolin (U = Opa®) - mo i |(UF = Ui - (wh = U )
KeT oe&(K)
303 ol PO ng k) (UF — Ui - ((wh — @) = (Ut = OFa?)).
KeT oe&(K)

We may use several times the Taylor formula (in order to estimate rig — 72", Ug —Uj ., Up 1 Un up)
to get the bound

3
[R3 | < hellrlwroe o) (14 |Ullwrmes) Y. lollukl
KeT

2
el llwrooq@y (1 + U o oz)) 30 hlolfuk — e
KeT oeé(K)

where by virtue of Holder’s inequality, (@.16]), (@31), (@I8) (@.19),
n n 1/6
> hloflug] < o Z hlo|[ul| ) <el( 0 I = il ems)

KeT KeT
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1/2

+( X ”“n”%ﬁ(K;RS))%} < e Y IVualFagems)

KeT KeT
n n n |12 1/2
Z Z h‘UHUK u ’ < CK Z ”u _uKHL2(K;R3))
KeT oe&(K) KeT

+( > —u”||L2(KR3 )1 } < hc( > ||Vun||ig(K;R9))l/2,

KeT ceé(K) KeT

Consequently, we may use (€3] to conclude

|R32| < hC(Mo,Em ANV U, VU poo R15))

Step 4: Terms T4 and T5. We decompose Ty as

To="Ta1+Ran,
w1th7211—k22/ - Vr'dz, R41—/<:ZZ/
n=1KeT n=1KeT
whence

[Raj| < he(Mo, Eo, v, T, [P |or (e [V | oo (0rm?))-

Employing integration by parts, we infer

Ts = Ts1 +Rs 1, Wlth7'51——kZZ/Vp U™ dx,

n=1KcT

R51—kZZ/Vp " Up)de

n=1KeT

and
Rs1| < he(T 0 |eqem) V7 VU | oo (0 r12)-

Integrating by parts, we obtain

7-51—/€ZZ/ ") divU" du;

n=1KeT
whence
Tor = Ton + Raa, with Toa =k Z/ p(rt) div U™ dz,
n=1KeT
R52——/€Z Z/ r™))divU" dx
n=1KeT
and

Rs2| < hem, |p'|ipm, IV, VU| oo (gpir12))-

T’K))

(7.16)

u” - Vr'da;

(7.17)

(7.18)

(7.19)

(7.20)

(7.21)

Gathering the formulae (Z7), (Z12), (Z15), (ZI7), (ZI9) and estimates for the residual terms (IEI)

(COHLI3), (TI4HrIa), (7I8]), (C20), (Z.2I) concludes the proof of Lemma [T.11
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8 - End of the proof of the error estimate (Theorem [3.7])

In this Section we put together the relative energy inequality (6.I]) and the identity (7.1)) derived in the
previous section. The final inequality resulting from this manipulation is formulated in the following
lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Under assumptions of Theorem [31] there exists a positive number
c= C(Mo, Eo,r, 7,0 lc1 (e | (Y7, 0yr, 0V, 07, U, VU, VU, 0,U, 3tVU)HLoo(QT;R65))

(depending tacitly also on T, 6y, v, diam(Q), |Q2|), such that for allm = 1,..., N, there holds:

(0™, um ™ +k“2 Z/ V(0" — U7)2dx

n=1KeT

< e[+ Vi + (w0, U)| + ek > E(0", u ", wh),

n=1

where A is defined in (62).

Proof. Gathering the formulae (6.II) and (), one gets

m o ,m|,.m yrmy _ 0o .0 _
E(™ wm|rm, U™) — £, w1 (0),U +uk2\u AN (8.1)
SPL+Pr+Ps+Q
where
Ui n— n— ljgl(<_'[ﬂ?;2 n n
771:/<:Z Z ‘K’(QKl_TK et A : '(Uh,K_uK)7
n=1KeT
Po=kd > > lol(apm - i) (T —ape) - (U = Ut )O3 - mg i,
n=1 KeT o=K|Le&(K)
Ps=k Z / (p(r?() — p(o% )) divU" dx
n=1Ke K
Y Y [ il TSN do+ [ 7@ P (i)l de],
n=1KeT
Q - Rh,k + thk + G™.
Now, we estimate conveniently the terms P;, Py, P3 in three steps.
Step 1: Term P;.  We have
n tn
Uk -~ U] < [ U Mhlleeande < ¢ [ 100Gy do
tn—1 n—1
where we have used (9.20]).
According to Lemma [7.2]
lo = 7[" g \[r/2,27 () < c(p)EP(olr)
with any p > 1. In particular,
lo = 715/5 1\ /227 (0) < cE(olr) (82)
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provided v > 6/5.
We get by using the Holder inequality,

U, —urt
| Y BN = i) (U g — k)| < (10U gy + 10V U Il gy ) X
KeT

5/6
(X 1Kl =i Plyomen) + (X 1Kl = 5 amen) |
KeT KeT

6y 1/6 e o
(X KUk = ui| )" < |00, V)| e o)) (€2 (" w1 U Y)
KeT

n— n— n— n— n % e
FEMS (gL Ll U 1)) ( > Uik —“K||6LG(K;R3)) ’
KeT

where we have used (8.2]) and estimate (£13]) to obtain the last line.
Now, by the Minkowski inequality,

( Z U x —“KHGLG(K;R?’)) = ( Z I(UF  — uk) = (Up —u )HGLG(K;RS))
KeT KET

n

+HU7 = | sy < o|um — UF

)
V2(4R?)

where we have used estimate (@.I4]) and the Sobolev inequality (@30). Finally, employing Young’s
inequality, and estimate ([AI3)), we arrive at

|P1| < (6, Mo, Eo, 1,7, ||(U,VU,,U, 8tVU)||LOO(Q R15))

(k:E(g u0)r?, U°) —i—kZSQ ,ut|r” U")—i—(SkZ‘u —U"

(8.3)

V2 (Q;R?)

with any 6 > 0.
Step 2: Term Pz. We write Po = k>, Py where Lemma [[.2] and the Holder inequality yield,
similarly as in the previous step,

|PS| S C(E T ||vU||LOO QT.RQ))X
Z Z ’O”h(El/z( n,up Anup)+E2/3( n,up Anup) ’UnupHU;lmup A

KeT oe€(K)
< w7 U, VO prm) [ (22 2 |ff|h( nuPlA”“p))l/2
KETJEE
H(Z 5 lomaiss)”] (Z > Jolp|oye - aper])”
KeT oeé(K) KeT oeg(K)

provided v > 3/2. Next, we observe that the contribution of the face ¢ = K|L to the sums ) jcr
Y oee(x) loIRE (g™ Irp P) and X g e Ypee (i \a\h]U;;up a0 is less or equal than 2|o|h(E (0% |[#% )+

E(o} |7 )) and than 2|o|h(|U ; — u%|® + |Uh 1 —ul%), respectively. Consequently,we get by the same
reasoning as in the previous step, under assumption vy > 3/2,

|Pa| < (8, Mo, Eo, v, 7, [|(U, VU) || oo (g mi2y) kY E(0", u”|r", U™) +5k‘ZIu _Uh)|v2(QR3) (84)
n=1 n=1
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Step 3: Term Ps. Since the pair (r,U) satisfies continuity equation (IIal) in the classical sense, we
have foralln=1,..., N,
O]+ U™ - Vr" = —r"divU",

where we recall that [0yr]"(x) = Oyr(t,, x) in accordance with (3I7). Using this identity we write

Py =Ps1+Ps2, Psi=kY P,

n=1

with P =— > / (plok) — P (i) gk — 1) — p(rf) ) div U™ da
KeT K

and Pjy= > [/ Tx = 0k QKp'(r?()(u” -U") - Vr'daz.

n
KeT 'K "k

Now, we apply Lemma [7.2] in combination with assumption (L6) to deduce

|733,1| S CH div UHLoo(QT)k‘ Z 5(@”, u”|r”, Un) (8.5)

n=1

Finally, the same reasoning as in Step 2 leads to the estimate

|Ps2] < h (Mo, Eo,r, 7 |0 |cem | (V) VU)| 1o %))

+ c(6, ||z, T, |pl|C([z,F})HVTHLOO(Q;RS)) k Z E(e",u"|r", U") + 6k Z lu™ — Uy, |%/}?(Q;R3)‘

n=1 n=1

Gathering the formulae ([81]) and (B3)-(86]) with § sufficiently small (with respect to p), we conclude
the proof of Lemma Rl O

Finally, Lemma 1] in combination with the bound ([@I3]) yields
m—1
(@™, um |y, U™) < e[ht + VE+ k+ £ wlr®, U)| + ek Y E(o", ur, U™);
n=1

whence Theorem [B.] is a direct consequence of the standard discrete version of Gronwall’s lemma.
Theorem [31]is thus proved.

9 - Appendix: Fundamental auxiliary lemmas and estimates

In this section we report several results related to the properties of the Sobolev spaces on tetrahedra and
of the Crouzeix-Raviart (C-R) space. We refer to the book Brezzi, Fortin [3] for the general introduction
to the subject.

We start with the inequalities that can be obtained by rescaling from the standard inequalities on a
reference tetrahedron of size equivalent to one.

Lemma 9.1 ( Poincaré, Sobolev and interpolation inequalities on tetrahedra). Let 1 < p < oo. Let
0o > 0 and T be a triangulation of  such that 6 > 0y where 0 is defined in (31]). Then we have:
(1) Poincaré type inequalities on tetrahedra

Let 1 < p < co. There exists ¢ = c(0y,p) > 0 such that for all K € T and for all v € WYP(K) we
have
v — vk lLr () < bl VOl L), (9.1)

Vo € E(K), |lv—vollzrx) < chlIV| 1o ()- (9.2)
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(2) Sobolev type inequalities on tetrahedra

Let 1 < p < d. There exists ¢ = c(fy,p) > 0 such that for all K € T and for all v € W'P(K) we
have
[0 = vkl Lo 5y < €l Vol (x), (9-3)

Vo € E(K), |[v—voll o (k) < cll Vvl Loy, (9.4)

where p* = ddTpp.

(8) Interpolation inequalities on the tetrahedra

Let 1 < p <dandp < q < p*. There exists ¢ = c(6p,p) > 0 such that for all K € T and
v € WYP(K) we have
v = vkl Lagy < PPVl o e ety (9.5)

||U - UUHL‘Z(K) < ChBHVUHLP(K;Rd)’ (9-6)
where 1 = 5 + 1 B

q
Combining estimates (Q.IH9.6]) with the algebraic inequality

ZL:W” 7 < ilazlq v (9.7)
2 2

for all (a = (a1,...,ar) € R*, 1 < ¢ < p < 0o, we obtain the following corollaries.

Corollary 9.1 (Poincaré and Sobolev type inequalities on the Sobolev spaces). Under the assumptions
of Lemma [9.1], we have:

(1) Poincaré type inequalities on the domain

Let 1 < p < co. There exists c = c(0p,p) > 0 such that for all v € WP(Q) we have

. 1/p
lo = llo@ = (3 Il = vllom) < chlIVOllome, (98)
KeT
1/p
(X X v=volbum) " < chlVollp@ps (9.9)
KeT oe&(K)

where v and v, are defined by B.1) and (B.8]).

(2) Sobolev type inequalities on the domain §2
Let 1 < p < d. There exists c = c(6p,p) > 0 such that for all v € WHP(Q) we have

o = 9ll o= @y < el V0l oo, (9.10)
* 1/p*
(X 3 w=wllg) < elVolmoms (9.11)
KeT oeé(K)

(8) Interpolation inequalities on the domain

Let 1 <p<d andp < q<p*. There exists c = c(0y,p) > 0 such that for all v € WHP(Q) we have

v = 0l Ly < ch? V]l o) (9.12)

1
(X > v =vllbum)” < P2 IVoloomay, (9.13)
KeT oce&(K )
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Corollary 9.2 (Poincaré and Sobolev type inequalities on V},). Under assumptions of Lemmal91], there
holds:

(1) Poincaré type inequality in Vi,(Q): Let 1 < p < co. There exists ¢ = ¢(0y,p) such that for allv € Vj,

[0 = ?llLoe) < chlvlyr ), (9.14)
1
(X > v =vllu)” < chlolyr (9.15)
KeT oe&(K)

(2) Sobolev type inequality in Vi,(Q2): Let 1 < p < d. There exists ¢ = c(0y,p) such that for allv € V,(Q),

o =0l o= () < clvlvrqy, (9.16)
. L
( Z Z UU”IZ})*(K))p < c’U’Vf(Q)- (9.17)
KeT 0cé(K)

(8) Interpolation type inequalities in Vi, ()
Let 1 <p<dand p < q<p*. There exists c = c(0y,p) > 0 such that for all v € V,(Q) we have

o = llzagey < ch’lolyr ), (9.18)
1
(X X v=volllau)” < ch’lolvrm), (9.19)
KeT oeé(K)

1_8_, 18
whereq—p—}— >

The next fundamental lemma deals with the properties of the projection v, defined by (3.9)).

Lemma 9.2 (Projection on V4). Let 8y > 0 and T be a triangulation of 2 such that 6 > 0y where 0 is
defined in (31).

(1) Approximation estimates on the tetrahedra

Let 1 < p < oco. There exists ¢ = c¢(bp,p) > 0 such that

Yv € Wol’p(Q) N LOO(Q),\V/K € T, ||Uh||Loo(K) S CHUHLOO(K)? (920)
Yo e Wy? nW*P(Q), VK € T, |jv— Onll e i) < PV Lo e ey (9.21)
V(v Uh)HLp(K RY) < ch* | v* UHLP(K RE%) S = L,2. (9.22)

(2) Preservation of divergence

Yov € W01’2(Q,Rd),Vq € Lp(Q Z / g divyy,dz —/ q divevdz (9.23)
KeT

(8) Approximation estimates of the Poincaré type on the whole domain

Let 1 < p < co. There exists ¢ = c(0y,p) > 0 such that for all v € Wol’p(Q),

lo = vl oy < IVl o oze- (9.24)
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(4) Approximation estimates of the Sobolev type on the whole domain

Let 1 < p < d. There exists ¢ = c(0y,p) > 0 such that for all v € Wol’p(Q),
o = vnll Lo @ = CHVUHLP(Q;]Rd)' (9.25)
Statement (2) of Lemma [0.2]is proved in [6], where one can find also the proof of item (1) for p = 2.

We present here the proof of statements (1), (3), (4) for arbitrary p for the reader’s convenience, since
a straightforward reference is not available.

Proof. Step 1: We start with some generalities. First we complete the Crouzeix-Raviart basis ([B8.6]) by
functions ¢, indexed also with o € Eqyt saying

1
|M/ $5dS = 0541, (0,0) € E2

and observe that

Z ¢s(x) =1 for any z € K. (9.26)
ce€(K)
A scaling argument yields
[0l () < c(0o), hIVéollpepray < c(bo)- (9.27)

Second, we define the projection v — vy, for any v € WHP(Q) by saying

Up = Z UJ¢U-

oe&
We notice that if v € VVO1 P(Q) then vy, coincides with ([3.5]). Moreover,
vp, = v for any affine function v. (9.28)

Third, due to the density argument, it is enough to show the remaining statements (1), (3), (4) for
v E Wol’p(Q) NW**(Q), s = 1,2, according to the case.

Step 2: We realize that suppp, = K U L and derive ([@20)) directly by employing representation
39)), definition of v, and estimate (3.27)).
We denote by zx = ﬁ [ xdx the center of gravity of the tetrahedron K. We calculate by using

(@28)) and the first order Taylor formula

() = vn() = v(z) —v(zK) = [v = v(@K)]N(2)
:(x—xK)-/OIVv(xK+t(x—xK Z (;50 ’ ’/ K)-/(]1VU($K+t($—$K))dt:|dS,

where x € K. This formula yields immediately the upper bound stated in (@2I)s—; if p = oco. If
1 < p < 0o we calculate the upper bound of the LP-norm of each term at the right-hand side separately
by using (@.27), Fubini’s theorem, Holder’s inequality and the change of variables y = xx + t(z — zx)
together with the convexity of K.

The same reasoning can be applied to prove (Q.2I))s—2. Indeed, we observe that

v(x) —vp(x) =v(z) — (r —2K) - Vo(zg) —v(zg) — [v— (z —2k) - Vu(zg) — v(zK)|n(z)
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by virtue of (@.28). Now we apply to the right hand side of the last expression the second order Taylor
formula in the integral form, and proceed exactly as described before.

Finally, one applies the same straightforward argumentation to get (@.22)). This completes the proof
of statement (1).

Step 3: Statement (3) follows easily from (@.2I))s—; and the algebraic inequality (@.1]).

Step 4: We use ([0.26]) and ([9.28]) to write

v(x) — vp(x) = Z (v(x) —ve)ds(z), x € K;

whence
[0 = vnll Lo () < VOl o (s ey
where we have used the Sobolev inequality (9.4)) on the tetrahedron K € 7 and the L*°-bound (9.27). We
conclude the proof of statement (4) by using the relation ([@.7)). The proof of Lemma [0.2]is complete. [
The following corollary is a direct consequence of (@.22]).

Corollary 9.3 (Continuity of the projection onto V3). Under assumptions of Lemma [02, there exists
¢ = c(bp,p) > 0 such that
17
Vv € Wy(Q), |Uh|vf(ﬂ) < CHVUHLP(Q;]Rd)? (9.29)

where 1 < p < oco.

Although the non conforming finite element space V} is not a subspace of any Sobolev space, its
elements enjoy the Sobolev type inequalities. This important fact is formulated in the next lemma.

Lemma 9.3 (Sobolev inequality on V3,). Let Q be a bounded domain of RY. Let T be a triangulation of
the domain Q in simplices such that 8 > 6y > 0 where 0 is defined in (3.1)). Then we have:
(1) Sobolev inequality in V() (case 1 < p < d):
There exists ¢ = c¢(0y,p) such that for all v € V (),

o]l 2o (@) < clvlvreay- (9.30)

(2) Sobolev inequality in Vi,(2), case p > d
Let 1 < g < oo. There here exits ¢ = ¢(0p,p,q) > 0 such that forall v € V,(Q),

[0l La) < cvlvrio) (9.31)

Proof. Step 1 Let 1 <r < «a < co. Let u € Vj,. We call v the element of V}, such that v, = |uy|%. Then
there exists C' only depending on d, r, o such that

gy < Nell 2 - (9.32)

To prove ([@32)) we remark that, using a change of variable, it is enough to show to prove the existence
of C for only the unit symplex K. Let u € P;(K') and we call v the element of P (K) such that v, = |us|®.
1

Let T'(u) = ||ul[r gy and S(u) = Hqug( .. These two functions are continuous, homogeneous of degree

i)

A A

1 and non zero if u # 0. Since P;(K) is a finite dimensional space, we can choose a norm on P;(K) and
take C' = (M) where M = max{T(u), ||u||111>1(f() =1} and m = min{T'(u), ||u||111>1(f() =1}

m
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Step 2: Proof for p = 1.
We set u = 0 outside Q. For o € &n,0 = K|L, we set |[u(x)]| = |ux(z) — ur(z)| for x € o. For
0 € Eext NE(K), we set |[u(x)]| = Juk (x)| for x € 0. We first remark that there exists C; and C 2 only
depending on d such that

el ity g < Crallullpy ey < CrallVaulliney + Cra Y- [ [ullas.
o€l

We now prove that there exits C7 3 only depending on d and 6y such that

> [ lds < Coal Vo

o€l

Let K € T and 0 € £(K). Let x, be the center of mass of 0. We have, withuyg = v in K,

1
ug(r) —u(zy) = / Vug - (z — z5) dz.
0
Then if 0 = K|L we have
Jurc(x) = ur(@)| < ho (|Vux| + [Vu)).

Integrating this inequality on o gives
2
[ llds < lolhs (|9uicl + Vurl) < o (IIValloao + [ Vull ).
o 06
Similarly for o € Eext NE(K) we have
2
[ llds < 1Vullz
o 0
Then there exists C 3 = C(d, 0y) such that
> [ 1ids < CuallVaulloso

1,0€E

and then,
[l 1 () < e(d, 00)|[ Vil L1 (-

Step 3: Proof for 1 < p < d.
Let 1 <p < dand p* = ppoandletuth We set u = 0 outside 2. Leta—p(dpl) so that o > 1 and
al* = p*. We call v the element of V}, such that v, = |uy|* for o € £. One has v # |u|® but there exits

(5,1 only depending on d and p (see lemma [0.32) such that

[ullgr gy < Coalloll e oy < eldp. 80) Vol 1 -

Moreover using a scalling argument we obtain
IVholl k) < ed,p,bo) Y [uel®H [ Vuk||K].
ce&(K)

Then, using Holder Inequality, we have, with ¢ = 1% (so that ¢(a — 1) = p*),

*

IVroll oy < eld,p, 00)[|Vul| L K)||u||Lp (K)"
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Summing on K € T we obtain
ull Lo () < CollVhullLeq)-
Step 4: Proof for p > d.
Let 1 < g < co. There exists r = r(d, q) such that r < d and r* > gq. We have

ullpr= @y < e(r,d,q,00)[|Viul|Lr(o)-

Moreover L L
ullLag) < |Qf 7 |ul[ () < ed, g, 00) |2 [|Viul[rq)
and o
IVrullzr@) < 197 #[|Vaul[Le@)-
Finally

H’LL‘ ’Lq(Q) S C(Q7 dapa q, GO)Hth‘ ’LP(Q)'

O
A Combination of Lemma with estimates (O.14]), (@I6]) and the Holder inequality yields the

following corollary.
Corollary 9.4 (Estimates of the norms of mean values). We have under the assumptions of Lemma[9.3:

(1) Poincaré type inequality involving mean values on tetrahedra
There exists ¢ = c(0y,p) such that for all v € V},
. 1/p
ol = (32 Klhoc?) ™ < el + Holzn) (9.33)
Ke

(2) Sobolev type inequality involving mean values on tetrahedrons

Let 1 < p < d, there exists ¢ = ¢(0y,p) such that for all v € Vp,,

ol @y = (D2 1K]vie

KeT

«\ 1/p*
7Y < ellfoll g oy + lolp). (9.34)

Note that the Last but not least, we recall a result on equivalence of norms in the space V},(€2) which
is a consequence of a discrete Poincaré inequality on the broken Sobolev space V}, [33] proposition 4.13].

Lemma 9.4 (Discrete and continuous norms in V3,). Let 1 < p < oo. Let 0y > 0 and T be a triangulation
of Q such that 6 > 0y where 6 is defined in [B.1)). Then the norms

1/p
(2 lolhluo) ™ and il (9.35)

o€Eint
are equivalent on Vi (Q) uniformly with respect to h > 0.

The last lemma in this overview deals with the estimates of jumps over faces. The reader can
consult [8, Lemma 3.32] or [18, Lemma 2.2] for its proof.

Lemma 9.5 (Jumps over faces in the Crouzeix-Raviart space). Let 0y > 0 and T be a triangulation of Q
such that 8 > 0y where 0 is defined in (B.1]). Then there exists ¢ = c¢(6p) > 0 such that for all v € V;(Q),

1
> 5 [ B, 45 < el (9.36)
o€l g
where [V, 5 a jump of v with respect to a normal n, to the face o,
vlg(x) —v|p(z) if ng = N i
Veeo=KI|L€E &y, v T) = : '

and
Ve €o € €xt, [Vom, (z)=v(z), with n, an exterior normal to OS).
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