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Abstract

We derive an a priori error estimate for the numerical solution obtained by time and space dis-
cretization by the finite volume/finite element method of the barotropic Navier—Stokes equations. The
numerical solution on a convenient polyhedral domain approximating a sufficiently smooth bounded
domain is compared with an exact solution of the barotropic Navier—Stokes equations with a bounded
density. The result is unconditional in the sense that there are no assumed bounds on the numeri-
cal solution. It is obtained by the combination of discrete relative energy inequality derived in [I7]
and several recent results in the theory of compressible Navier-Stokes equations concerning blow up
criterion established in [26] and weak strong uniqueness principle established in [10].
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1 Introduction

We consider the compressible Navier-Stokes equations in the barotropic regime in a space-time cylinder
Qr = (0,T) x 2, where T > 0 is arbitrarily large and 2 C R? is a bounded domain:

o + div,(ou) =0, (1.1)

Ot(ou) + div,(ou ® u) + V;p(p) = div,S(V,u), (1.2)

In equations (CLIHLZ) ¢ = o(t,x) > 0 and u = u(t,z) € R, t € [0,T), €  are unknown density and
velocity fields, while S and p are viscous stress and pressure characterizing the fluid via the constitutive
relations

2
S(Veu) = 1 (qu +Viu— gdivmuﬂ> , >0, (1.3)
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p € C*(0,00) N C[0,00), p(0) =0, p/(g) > 0 for all 9 >0, lim Z,Y(Qf = P > 0, (1.4)

where v > 1.
Assumption p’(0) > 0 excludes constitutive laws behaving as 07 as ¢ — 07. Error estimate stated in

Theorem [3.8 however still holds in the case lim, o+ Z;(—_gz > 0 at the price of some additional difficulties,

see [I7] for more details.
Equations (I.IHL2]) are completed with the no-slip boundary conditions

u‘aQ =0, (1.5)

and initial conditions
9(07 ) = 00, u(07 ) = up, Q0 >0 in Q. (16)

We notice that under assumption (L3]), we may write
div,S(Vyu) = pAu + %deivmu. (1.7)

The results on error estimates for numerical schemes for the compressible Navier-Stokes equations are
in the mathematical literature on short supply. We refer the reader to papers of Liu [24], [25], Yovanovic
[31], Gallouet et al. [17].

In [17] the authors have developed a methodology of deriving unconditional error estimates for the
numerical schemes to the compressible Navier-Stokes equations (IIHLG) and applied it to the numerical
scheme ([B.5H3.T) discretizing the system on polyhedral domains. They have obtained error estimates for
the discrete solution with respect to a classical solution of the system on the same (polyhedral) domain.
In spite of the fact that [I7] provides the first and to the best of our knowledge so far the sole error
estimate for discrete solutions of a finite volume/finite element approximation to a model of compressible
fluids that does not need any assumed bounds on the numerical solution itself, it has two weak points:
1) The existence of classical solutions on at least a short time interval to the compressible Navier-Stokes
equations is known for smooth C? domains (see Valli, Zajaczkowski [28] or Cho, Choe, Kim [2]) but may
not be in general true on the polyhedral domains. 2) The numerical solutions are compared with the
classical exact solutions (as is usual in any previous existing mathematical literature). In this paper we
address both points raised above and to a certain extent remove the limitations of the theory presented
in [17].

More precisely, we generalize the result of Gallouet et al. [I7, Theorem 3.1] in two directions:

(1) The physical domain {2 filled by the fluid and the numerical domain €, h > 0 approximating the
physical domain do not need to coincide.

(2) If the physical domain is sufficiently smooth (at least of class C®) and the C®— initial data satisfy
natural compatibility conditions, we are able to obtain the unconditional error estimates with
respect to any weak exact solution with bounded density.

As in [I7], and in contrast with any other error estimate literature dealing with finite volume or mixed
finite volume/finite element methods for compressible fluids (Yovanovich [31], Cances et al [5], Eymard
et al. [9], Villa, Villedieu [30], Rohde, Yovanovich [29], Gastaldo et al. [I8] and others) this result does
not require any assumed bounds on the discrete solution: the sole bounds needed for the result are
those provided by the numerical scheme. Moreover, in contrast with [I7] and with all above mentioned
papers, the exact solution is solely weak solution with bounded density. This seemingly weak hypothesis
is compensated by the regularity and compatibility conditions imposed on initial data that make possible
a (sophisticated) bootstrapping argument showing that weak solutions with bounded density are in fact
strong solutions in the class investigated in [17].
These results are achieved by using the following tools:



(1) The technique introduced in [I7] modified in order to accommodate non-zero velocity of the exact
sample solution on the boundary of the numerical domain.

(2) Three fundamental recent results from the theory of compressible Navier-Stokes equations, namely

e Local in time existence of strong solutions in class ([Z.IIHZ.I2]) by Cho, Choe, Kim [2].
e Weak strong uniqueness principle proved in [I0] (see also [14]).
e Blow up criterion for strong solutions in the class (ZIIH212]) by Sun, Wang, Zhang [26].

The three above mentioned items allow to show that the weak solution with bounded density
emanating from the sufficiently smooth initial data is in fact a strong solution defined on the large
time interval [0,7).

(3) Bootstrapping argument using recent results on maximal regularity for parabolic systems by Danchin
[8], Denk, Pruess, Hieber [3] and Krylov [2I]. The last item allows to bootstrap the strong solution
in the class Cho, Choe, Kim [2] to the class needed for the error estimates in [I7], provided a
certain compatibility condition for the initial data is satisfied.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Weak and strong solutions to the Navier-Stokes system

We introduce the notion of the weak solution to system (LIHLZ):

Definition 2.1 (Weak solutions). Let gg : 2 — [0,+00) and ug : Q — R3 with finite energy Ey =
Jo(Gooluo> + 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)—([6) emanating from the initial data (09, uo) if:

(a) 0 € Cyear ([0, T]; L2(Q)), for a certain a > 1, 0 >0 a.e. in (0,T), and u € L*(0,T; WOI’Q(Q;]R?’)).

(b) the continuity equation (L)) is satisfied in the following weak sense
/ opda]] = / / (0o + ou - Vo) dads, vr € [0,T], Vo € C(0,T) x ). (2.1)
Q 0 JQ

(c) ou € Cyear ([0, T]; LP(;R3)), for a certain b > 1, and the momentum equation (L2) is satisfied in
the weak sense,

/Qu-godx :/ /(Qu-8t¢+gu®u:Vgp+p(g)divgp)dxdt
Q 0 0 JQ

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

(d) The following energy inequality is satisfied

/Q (%QW!Q —i—H(g)) dx’; —i—/OT/Q (,u\Vu\Q +(n+A)| divu\Z) dedt <0, for a.a. 7€ (0,T), (2.3)

with H(p) = g/lg ]gdz. (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 Cyeak ([0, T]; L*(€2)) is the space of functions of L*°([0,T]; L*(€2)) which are continuous
as functions of time in the weak topology of the space L*(£2).

We notice that the function ¢ — H(p) is a solution of the ordinary differential equation oH'(o) —
H(p) = p(o) 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 provided v > 3/2, see Lions [23] for ‘large’ values of ~, Feireisl and
coauthors [13] for v > 3/2.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose the Q C R? is a bounded domain of class C3. Let r, V be a weak solution to
problem (ILIHIA) in (0,T) x §, originating from the initial data

ro € 03(5), ro > 0 in ﬁ, (2.5)
Vo € C3(Q; R?), (2.6)
satisfying the compatibility conditions
Voloa =0, Vap(ro)lan = divaS(V:Vo)laa, (2.7)
and such that
0<r<T7aa in(0,T) x Q. (2.8)

Then r, V is a classical solution satisfying the bounds:

I1L/7 oo,y + 7 llor oy + 10:Var leqoryizesrsy + 105rllooryLs@y) < D (2.9)

IVlier qo.o1xmas) + 1 Vileqoric@rey + 10V Vieqorms@rs==) + 102V L20.rs ) < D, (2.10)

where D depends on Q, T, T, and the initial data o, Vo (via ||(7“0,V0)H03(§,R4) and min 5 70(x)).

Proof:
The proof will be carried over in several steps.
Step 1
According to Cho, Choe, and Kim [2], problem (L.IHLG) admits a strong solution unique in the class
r e C([0,Ta); WHO(Q)), 9y € C([0,Tr); LY(Q)), 1/r € L®(Qr), (2.11)
V e C([0, Tas]; W2(Q; R?)) N L2(0, Tar; W2S(Q; R)), 9,V € L*(0, Tar; Wy (Q; R?)). (2.12)

defined on a time interval [0,T3s), where T3 > 0 is finite or infinite and depends on the initial data.
Moreover, for any T, < Tas, there is a constant ¢ = ¢(T'f;) such that

7l Lo 0,72, ;w6 () + 10e7 [ oo 0,75, 28(0)) + 11/7 ]| Lo (@) (2.13)

M>

I Vllzee 0.7z, w22@:r3) + I VIL2o.r;, w2 @r3) + 10Vl L2 0.1z, w1r2(0)

< c(lrollwro@) + [Vollwa2())-
Step 2

By virtue of the weak-strong uniqueness result stated in [10, Theorem 4.1] (see also [14, Theorem
4.6]), the weak solution r, V coincides on the time interval [0, Tys) with the strong solution, the existence



of which is claimed in the previous step. According to Sun, Wang, Zhang [26, Theorem 1.3], if Thy < oo
then

lim sup [|r(£) | o< () = o

t—Th—
Since (Z8)) holds, we infer that Th; = T'. At this point we conclude that couple (r, V) possesses regularity
(ZIIHZI2)) and that that the bound (2I3]) holds with ¢ dependent solely on T.

Step 3

Since the initial data enjoy the regularity and compatibility conditions stated in (ZBHZT]), a straight-
forward bootstrap argument gives rise to better bounds, specifically, the solution belongs to the Valli-
Zajaczkowski (see [28, Theorem 2.5]) class

re C([0,T]; W2(Q)), dyr € L*(0,T; W2(Q)), (2.14)
V e C([0,T); W33(Q)) N L?(0, T; WH2(Q; R?)), 9,V € L*(0,T; W**(Q; R?)), (2.15)
where, similarly to the previous step, the norms depend only on the initial data, 7, and T.

Step 4
We write equation (L2]) in the form

OV — 1div,S(VaV) = =V - VoV 4+ ~Vap(r), (2.16)
T T

where, by virtue of (ZI5) and a simple interpolation argument, V. € C*¥([0,7] x €; R3*3), and, by
the same token 7 € C17([0,7T] x Q) for some v > 0. Consequently, by means of the standard theory
of parabolic equations, see for instance Ladyzhenskaya et al. [22], we may infer that v, V is a classical
solution,

oV, V2V Hélder continuous in [0, 7] x Q. (2.17)
and, going back to (L)), B
Oyr Holder continuous in [0, 7] x 2. (2.18)
Step 5
We write

Vedir = =V, V - Vor — V- V2r — V,rdiv,V — rV,div, V;
whence, by virtue 214)), (I7), (ZI8), and the Sobolev embedding W2 < LS,
or € C([0,T); WH4(Q)). (2.19)
Next, we differentiate (2.I6]) with respect to t. Denoting Z = 9,V we therefore obtain
1 1 1
o4 — ;divxS(VJCZ) + V- -V,Z =0 (;) div,S(V,V) =9,V -V, V + 0, (;pr(r)) , (2.20)
where, in view of (2.I9) and the previously established estimates, the expression on the right-hand side is

bounded in C([0,7]; L5(2; R?)). Thus using the LP—maximal regularity (see Denk, Hieber, and Pruess
[3], Krylov [21] or Danchin [8, Theorem 2.2] ), we deduce that

OV =08Z € L*(0,T; L°( R?)), 9,V =Z € C([0,T); W"5(Q; R?)). (2.21)
Finally, writing
Oyr ==V - Vaor — V- 0,Ver — 9yrdivy,V — r9ydiv, V,
and using (Z19), ([2:27]), we obtain the desired conclusion
97y € C([0,T]; LO(2)).
O

Here and hereafter, we shall use notation a S band a~b. the symbol a < b means that there exists
c=c(,T,u,7v) > 0 such that a < ¢b; a =~ b means a Sband b a.



2.2 Extension lemma

Lemma 2.1. Under the hypotheses of Proposition [2), the functions r and V can be extended outside
Q in such a way that:

(1) The extended functions (still denoted by r and V) are such that V is compactly supported in
[0,7] x R? and r > 1 > 0.

(2)
IVl oy re:r2) HI Viicqoricz sz HI0: Ve Viieqo.ryne (r3 rexa) H02: Vil 2 0,00 (roy) (2-22)

S HVHCI([Q,T]XQRS) + ”VHC([07T};C2(§;RS)) + HatvmVHC([O,T];LG(Q;R3X3)) + HatQ,tV”LQ(O,T;LG(Q)ﬁ

(3)

7l o.yx r2) + 106Vt e o) o(re:Rr3y) + 10767 c(o,m1:0 (R?)) (2.23)
S 7ll e oy + 18V ar loo.yzo@ir) + 10 lloqoryLe @) +

Vet orywars) + IVlleqorscz@.r) + 10V Vieqorsos @irs<s)) + 102 VIlL20,r:00 )

(4)
Or 4 div,(rV) =0 in (0,T) x R3. (2.24)

Proof: We first construct the extension of the vector field V. To this end, we follow the standard
construction in the flat domain, see Adams [I, Chapter 5, Theorem 5.22] and combine it with the
standard procedure of ‘flattening’ of the boundary and the partition of unity technique, we get (Z22))
Once this is done, we solve on the whole space the transport equation ([2:24]). It is easy to show that the
unique solution r of this equation possesses regularity and estimates stated in (Z23)). O

Remark 2.1. Here and hereafter, we denote X7(R3) a subset of L?((0,T) x R?) of couples (r, V), r > 0
with finite norm

[ (r, V)”XT(RB) = HT”(Jl([O,T]xm) + Hatvwr”()([QT};LG(R?’;R3)) + Hat%trHC([O,T];LG(RC“)) (2.25)

IVl oy rere) + I VIeqomczre:rey) + 10:Ve Voo, e (resraxay) + 107:V n2(0.1:10 (r3))

We notice that the first component of the couple belonging to X7(R3) is always strictly positive on
[0,T] x R® and set

0<r= min(m)e[QT}XRar(t,x), T = max(m)e[qustr(t,x) < o0 (2.26)

2.3 Physical domain, mesh approximation

The physical space is represented by a bounded domain Q C R? of class C3. The numerical domains €2,
are polyhedral domains,
U = UkeTK, (2.27)

where T is a set of tetrahedra which have the following property: If K N L # (), K # L, then K N L is

either a common face, or a common edge, or a common vertex. By £(K), we denote the set of the faces

o of the element K € T. The set of all faces of the mesh is denoted by &; the set of faces included in

the boundary 99y, of Qy, is denoted by Eexty and the set of internal faces (i.e £\ Eext) is denoted by Eint.
Further, we ask

Vy, € 09y, a vertex = V), € ON. (2.28)



Furthermore, we suppose that each K is a tetrahedron such that
¢[K] =~ diam[K] ~ h, (2.29)

where ¢[K] is the radius of the largest ball contained in K.
The properties of this mesh needed in the sequel are formulated in the following lemma, whose (easy)
proof is left to the reader.

Lemma 2.2. There exists a positive constant dq depending solely on the geometric properties of OS2
such that
dist[z, 09 < doh?,

for any x € 0Qy,. Moreover,
(2 \ Q) U (Q\ Q)| X A,

We find important to emphasize that € ¢ €2, in general.

2.4 Numerical spaces

We denote by Qp(£2) the space of piecewise constant functions:
Qn() ={q € L*(W)| VK €T, qx €R}. (2.30)

For a function v in C(£2,), we set

1
VK = —/ vdz for K € T and Hgv(x) = E vli(x), x € Q. (2.31)
K| /K KeT

Here and in what follows, 1k is the characteristic function of K.
We define the Crouzeix-Raviart space with ‘zero traces’

Vio(Q) = {v € L* (), VK € T, vk € P1(K), (2.32)

!
Vo € Emi, o = K|L, / o dS = / oL dS, Vo' € Eu, / vdS = 01,
and ‘with general traces’

Vi(Qn) = {v € LX(Q), VK € T, v € Py(K), Yo € Emp, 0 = KL, /U‘K ds — / updS}  (2.33)

We denote by H}{ the standard Crouzeix-Raviart projection, and H,‘:O the Crouzeix-Raviart projection
with ‘zero trace’, specifically,

Iy - C() — Vi(Qn), /HX[gza] ds, = / ¢ dS, for all o € &,

1Y o - C(@) = Vi(), / 1Y 4[¢] dS, = / $.dS, for all o € En, / 1Y 6] S, = 0 whenever o € Euy.

If v € WHH(Qy), we set

1
Vo = — / vdS for o € €. (2.34)
o] Jo
Each element v € V4, (£2;) can be written in the form
1)(1‘) - Z UO’SOO'('%.% x € Qp, (2.35)
o€l



where the set {¢s}oce C Vi(24) is the classical Crouzeix-Raviart basis determined by

1
V(o,0") € €2, o / 0o dS =3, 0. (2.36)
o' Jor
Similarly, each element v € V}, ¢(€2;,) can be written in the form
v(z) = Z Voo (), x € Q. (2.37)
0€Eint

We first recall in Lemmas 2.3H2.7] the standard properties of the projection HX. The collection of
their proofs in the requested generality can be found in the Appendix of [17] with exception of Lemma
2.8 and its Corollary 2Tl We refer to the monograph of Brezzi, Fortin [4], the Crouzeix’s and Raviart’s
paper [6], Gallouet, Herbin, Latché [16] for the original versions of some of these proofs. We present the
proof of Lemma 2.8 dealing with the comparison of projections HX and HKO that we did not find in the
literature.

Lemma 2.3. The following estimates hold true:

L (] oo (0) + 1T o[8]]] £oo (10) = [[6l] oo (i) (2.38)
forall K € T and ¢ € C(K);

16 = Y [0lll o) S A IV° 0l gaemarys 5 = 1,2 1< p < o0, (2.39)
and
V(¢ — Hf‘L/[gb])HLP(K;]Rd) < Chs_lnvS(lSHLp(K;]Rds)a s=1,2,1<p<oo, (2.40)

forall K € T and ¢ € C*(K).
Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p < oco. Then
> lolhlvsl? = 1vl[7,q,): (2.41)
o€l
with any v € V().
Lemma 2.5. The following Sobolev-type inequality holds true:
Plisay & Y [ VavPds, (242)
KeT
with any v € V3 o(Q).
Lemma 2.6. There holds:

> / q divII} [v ]dw—/ q divvds, (2.43)

KeT
for all v € CY(Qy,RY) and all g € Qn(Q).

Lemma 2.7 (Jumps over faces in the Crouzeix-Raviart space). For all v € V}, o(Q2,) there holds

h/ 2, dS < Z/ V,vde, (2.44)

KeT

where [V, 5 a jump of v with respect to a normal n, to the face o,

)

_ : _ ) vk (@) —ole(@) if no = no
o=KL tm W)= T T 2o

(no Kk s the normal of o, that is outer w.r. to element K ) and

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



We will need to compare the projections H}{ and HXO. Clearly they coincide on ‘interior’ elements
meaning K € T, KNoQy, = (). We have the following lemma for the tetrahedra with non void intersection
with the boundary.

Lemma 2.8. We have

ocCKNO,

T} (6] = 103 o[ o (1) + Pl Vo (XY (6] =TI} [ @) oo 16, 2 ~ Sup @l Lo (o) if K € T, KN Oq, #0,
2,

(2.45)
for any ¢ € C(K).

Proof: We recall the Crouzeix-Raviart basis ([236) and the fact that II) and I}, differ only in
basis functions corresponding to o € Eqxt. We have

I} (6] — IIj, 0[] | oo 1) < <cK)- sup @), (2.46)

1
3 %m/(fww

0€E(K)NEoxt Lo(K) c€E(K)NEext

and
1
AV 16~ gleD im0 | S Vegorr [ das
c€E(K)NEext g Lo°(K)
<ch sup ”(bHL“’(o) Z Vo

ocCKNoQy, 0€E(K)NEext Lo (K)

The proof is completed by || X oce(k)ngn, VatollLex) < c(K)h™1L. O

In fact, in the derivation of the error estimates we will use the consequence of the above observations
formulated in the following two corollaries.

Corollary 2.1. Let ¢ € CY(R?) such that ¢|aq = 0. Then we have,

T [6] = 10 [0 oo s6) = 0 if K € T, K N g, =0, (2.47)

L} (6] — T3 o[l oo sy + Pl Va (T 6] — 0y o [@]) | oe (i) ~ B2 (V2| oo (3 ) (2.48)
if K €Th, KNOQy, £ 0, 0K ¢ 00.
Proof: Relation ([2:47)) follows immediately from (243]), as there is an empty sum on the right hand

side for ‘interior’ elements (K N9y, = 0).
For any x € 9, there exists y € 9Q (and thus ¢(y) = 0) such that

6()] < distla, 3]Vl o (i) = 12|V oo (2.49)

where we used Lemma for the latter inequality. The proof is completed by taking supremum over
K € Tp, and combining with (ZZ9). Note that the mesh regularity property (2:29]) supplies a uniform
estimate of constants ¢(K) from the previous lemma, which enables to write the latter inequality in

(Z29). O
Corollary 2.2. For any ¢ € C(R?),

T (6] = 13 o8]l oo (1) = BP0l ooy, 1< P < 00 (2.50)



Proof: Apply inverse estimates (see e.g. [20, Lemma 2.9]) to (Z45]). O
We will frequently use the Poincaré, Sobolev and interpolation inequalities on tetrahedra reported
in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.9.

(1) We have,
v = vic |l Eo (i) = RIIVOl Lo (10, (2.51)

Vo € E(K), [[v—voll o) ~ hlIVOl Lo i) (2.52)
for any v € WIP(K), where 1 < p < o0.

(2) There holds

lv = vkl 2o 30y ~ V0]l Lo (1), (2.53)
Vo € E(K), [[v = voll o (i) ~ IV0ll o), (2.54)
for any v € WIP(K), 1 < p < d, where p* = ;lTpp.
(8) We have,
v = vicllzai) < BNVl ozt (2.55)
o = vo 2oy < RPNVl ooz (2.56)

for any v € WP(K), 1 < p < d, where % = % + 1;*5.

We finish the section of preliminaries by recalling two algebraic inequalities 1) the ‘imbedding’ in-
equality

L 1/p L 1/q

(Y lail?) ™" < (X lail)

i=1 i=1

(2.57)

for all a = (ay,...,ar) € RL, 1 < g <p < oo and the discrete Holder inequality

L L 1/q , & 1/p
> laillbi] < (Z !az‘!q) (Z\ai\p) , (2.58)
i=1 =1 =1

for all @ = (ay,...,ar) € RE, b= (by,...,by) € RE, %4—%:1.

3 Main result
Here and hereafter we systematically use the following abbreviated notation:
6 =T07[¢], én=T1[¢], éno=1T}o[s) (3.1)
For a function v € C([0,T], L' (Q)) we set
v (x) = v(ty, x), (3.2)

where to =0 <t <...<tp_1 <ty <tpt1 <...ty =T is a partition of the interval [0,T]. Finally, for
a function v € V4,(2) we denote

Vio(z) = Z Veo(z)lg(z), divpv(z) = Z div,v(z)1lg (x). (3.3)
KeT KeT

10



In order to ensure the positivity of the approximate densities, we shall use an upwinding technique
for the density in the mass equation. For ¢ € Qx(€2),) and uw € Vp, o(2; R?), the upwinding of ¢ with
respect to w is defined, for o = K|L € &y by

: (3.4)

lea

w _ gr if uy -y >0
qr, if us - Ny <0

and we denote

UpK(Qa U) = Z quuo : nU,K = Z (QK[uJ : nU,K]+ + qrL [uo : nO’,K]_)?
UGE(K)Cmgit\t UGE(K)ﬂ&m
where a® = max(a,0), a~ = min(a, 0).

3.1 Numerical scheme

We consider a couple (0", u") = (AP ™ (ALR)) of (numerical) solutions of the following algebraic
system (numerical scheme):

0" € Qn(), 0" >0, u" € Vio(U; R*), n=0,1,...,N, (3.5)

n _ n—1
S KIS+ > Y Joloy™ () me)éx = 0 for any ¢ € Qu(Qn) and n=1,..., N,
KeT KeT oes(K)

(3.6)
Z @( nan — nfl,anfl) VR + Z Z | | n,up,an,up[un n ] ‘v (3 7)
At OgUi — 0 Uk K 0|0, o YNy k] VK ]
KeT KeT oe€(K)
- Z p(QnK) Z |U|v0 Ny K + 1% Z Vu" : Vo dz
KeT oeE(K) KeT 'K

+£ Z / divu"dive dz = 0, for any v € Vi o(Q; R?) andn=1,...,N.
3Ke7’ K ,

The numerical solutions depend on the size h of the space discretisation and on the time step At. For
the sake of clarity and in order to simplify notation we will always systematically write in all formulas
(0", u™) instead of (™ (ALR) g (ALR)Y,

Existence of a solution to problem (B35H3T) is well known together with the fact that any solution
(0")1<n<n C (Qn(Q))N satisfies o™ > 0 provided ¢° > 0 thanks to the upwind choice in [B.6) (see e.g.
[15, 20]).

Remark 3.1. Throughout the paper, 2P is defined in (3.4), where u is the numerical solution constructed
3.2 Error estimates

The main result of this paper is announced in the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. Let 2 C R3 be a bounded domain of class C3 and let the pressure satisfy (1.4) with
v > 3/2. Let {0™,u"}o<n<n be a family of numerical solutions resulting from the scheme (F.H3T).
Moreover, suppose there are initial data [ro, Vo] belonging to the regularity class specified in Proposition

11



21l and giving rise to a weak solution [r, V] to the initial-boundary value problem (LIHIA) in (0,T) x Q
satisfying
0<r(t,x) <T a.a. in (0,T) x Q.

Then [r, V] is reqular and there exists a positive number

C = C(Mo, E(),[, T, |pl|Cl [r,7]> ||(6tr, VT, V, atV, VV, VQV)HLW(QT;]R%)’

||3t7“||L1(0Tm Q) ||3tV7“||L2 (0,T;L67/57=6 ((;R3)) ||8t v, atVVHL2 (0,T;L5/5 (;R12))» )

such that
1 Am n T
sup / [—g"]u — V(tn,)]? + H(") — H'(r(tn,))(0" — r(tn,-)) — H(T(tn))} da (3.8)
1<n<nN JONnQ, L2
+At Z / |Vpu" — Vo V(t,, )| dz
1<n<N /8900
1
C (VA +ht o [ S0 - Vol 4 H() ~ H'(r0)(@" = o) ~ ()| do).
ne2y,
where 5 3 3 1
a=1" if = <~ <2, a= = otherwise. (3.9)
0% 2 2

Note that for v = 3/2 Theorem Bl gives only uniform bounds on the difference of exact and numerical
solution, not the convergence.

4 Uniform estimates

If we take ¢ = 1 in formula (B:6]) we get immediately the conservation of mass:

Vn=1,..N, / Q”dx:/ 0" dz. (4.1)
Q, Q,

Next Lemma reports the standard energy estimates for the numerical scheme ([B5H3T), see again
[15, 20].

Lemma 4.1. Let (0", u"™) be a solution of the discrete problem (F3HI) with the pressure p satisfying
(I-4). Then there exist

On € [min(o%, o7 ), max (o, o1 )], 0 = K|L € &g, n=1,...,N,

—n—1,n

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

S KI(GoRluk + HeR)) — X 1K (5eklulel? + H(ok))
KeT KeT

Aty > ( /|qu"|2dx—i—(,u+)\)/ diva”? dz)
n=1KeT K

A A
+ (D) 4 (DSl o [prvlad] 4 prldd) = 0, (4.2)

12



forallm=1,..., N, where

Ui lu — w12
[Dife ™1 =22 3 1Kot =R (4.32)
n=1KeT
= iy |0k = O
[Dime ] = 22 30 |K|H" (g M) PR (4.30)
n=1 KeT
m n n\2
DA =ty S ol MR (1.30)
n=1 U:K‘Legint
m ( no_ n)2
Dl =2ty > |olH" @) E 2 ug - ne k. (4.34)

n=1o=K|LEEnt
We have the following corollary of Lemma 1] (see [17, Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2]):
Corollary 4.1. Under assumptions of Lemma[{.1], we have:

(1) There exists ¢ = ¢(My, Ey) > 0 (independent of n, h and At) such that

N
k Z/ Vou"?de <, (4.4)
n=1 K
N
k Z ”unuiﬁ(ghﬂ@) <ec (4.5)
n=1
2
sup,—o,..nll0"u"" (L1 (q,) < c (4.6)
(2)
sup,—o, 0" 170, < ¢ (4.7)

(3) If the pair (r,U) belongs to the class (2.23) there is ¢ = c(Mo, Eo,r,T, U, VU | 1o (0pr12)) > 0
such that for alln=1,... N,

SupnzO,...Ng(Qn7ﬂ’n‘f(tn%0(tn)) S C, (48)

where

£(o,ulz,v) = /Q (olu—v[* + E(ol2))dz, E(elz) = H(o) = H'(2)(e — 2) — H(2).

h

(4) There exists ¢ = c(Mo, Eo, 1, |p'|c1,7) > 0 such that

m
Lan>1 )
ALY Y |a|<g’;<—g%)z[[max{;j;-gi}]z_v+1{@g<1}} Wl x| < ifye(l2), (4.9)
n=1o=K|LEEint ’

m
ALY N ol(ok — oF)? luy nex| <c ify>2
n=1o=K|LEEint

13



5 Discrete relative energy inequality

The starting point of our error analysis is the discrete relative energy inequality derived for the numerical

scheme ([B5H3T) in [I7, Theorem 5.1].

Lemma 5.1. Let (0", u"™) be a solution of the discrete problem (FIHIT) with the pressure p satisfying
(I-4). Then there holds for allm =1,...,N,

1
> SIKl(eRluk — URP — oflul —UXP) + 3 IKI(E(RIFR) — E(eklrf))

KeT KeT
. ' (5.1)
ny |2 : n ny |2
+AtZlKZ u/ |V (u" —U™)| dx+§/Kydw(u —-U")| dx)ngi,
n eT i=1
for any 0 <™ € Qn(Q), U™ € Vio(;R3), n=1,..., N, where
T = Atz Z /v Uu":v U”-u”)dx+ﬁ/ divU”div(U”—u”)dx),
n=1KeT 3 JK
(948 Un 1 Un—1+Un
-1YK ™ K K . n-1
Atz Z ‘K’ K ( 9 U’K )7
n= 1K€T
T, U +Un A 1,u n n
= _Atz Z Z |J| p( — Uy’ p) 'UK[uU 'nU,K]’
n=1KeT oce&(K)
o= K|L
(5.2)

:—Atzz > lolp(ei)U? - no k],

n=1KecT oce&(K)
o= K|L

~ ey Y Won g () - w6 ),

n= IKET

TG—AtZZ Z ]a]g"upH' )[ugn(,K]

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

6 Approximate discrete relative energy inequality

In this section, we transform the right hand side of the relative energy inequality (B.I)) to a form that
is more convenient for the comparison with the strong solution. This transformation is given in the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.1 (Approximate relative energy inequality). Let (o™, u™) be a solution of the discrete problem
(Z3H3A), where the pressure satisfies ({1.4) with v > 3/2. Then there exists

¢ = (Mo, Bo, v, 7, | ooy, (007, Vi, V0V, VV) | sy,

HaszT”Ll(o,T;Lw’(Q))a HatVV"HL2(0,T;L6w/5v—6(Q;R3))) >0,

such that for allm =1,..., N, we have:
miam Yokl mi|am N -0 ~
[ (emtam = ViR + Bemim)da — [ (o8 = Vol + B(l)) do
Qh Qh,
6
Aty > ( / IV, (u” — Z7O)|2dx+§/K|div(u"— RolPdr) <30S+ Ry AHG™,

n=1KeT i=1

(6.1)
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for any couple (r, V) belonging to the class (2.23), where

Si=at> 3 (u / VaVig: ValVig —u)do+ & / divV} odiv(V] — u") de),
K K

n=1KeT
U ne1 VhoK — VZ?)lK n n
Sp=AtY YKo AL ( h,O,K_uK)a
n=1KeT
Ss=At> 3 3 oler® (Viow — @) - (Vioo = Viow ) Vi - ok
n=1KeT ce&(K) (62)
Sy = —At Z / p(0")div V"™ dx,
n=1 Qn
S p'(")
Ss = At Z/ # — o P 19,097 da,
n=1 Qn r
Se=—At> / é)—p'(f")u" -Vr'da,
n=1 Qn "
and .
G™ < e AtD (" A" V), R Al < e(VAL+ BT, (6.3)

n=1

with the power a defined in (3.9) and with the functional £ introduced in ({{.8).

Proof: We take as test functions U" = Vi and r™ = 7" in the discrete relative energy inequality D).
We keep the left hand side and the first term (term 77) at the right hand side as they stay. The trans-
formation of the remaining terms at the right hand side (terms T5—Tg) is performed in the following steps:

Step 1: Term T5. We have

. s n—1 VZ,O,K - sz)lK n n
T, = T271 + Rg,l + R2’2, with T271 = At Z Z |K|QK At —— . ( h0,K — ’LLK), (64)
n=1KeT
and
m K m
Ro1 = At Z Z Ry, Rpp = At Z Ry,
n=1KeT n=1
where -
n n— —
g _ B Viorx = Vo)™ K], (V"= V" o )?
2,1 2 °K At 2 °K At ’
and )
V;LL 0,K — VZ_O K
n - _ K n—1 sy "y . n—1 _ n .
2,2 Ig7| |k Al (’UK UK)

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

R 1 1 tn
‘[ . ]h,O,K’ _ ‘W /K [Kt[ - 8¢V(z,x)dz}ho} dx’

1 1 [t
- |7 | & /tn_l[athﬂh,o(x)dz} de| < 0 VInoll o,y < 10V

where we have used the property ([Z38]) of the projection H,‘;O on the space V3 o(€25,). Therefore, thanks
to the mass conservation ([.I), we get

)

L20(0,T5L>° (4R3))

n,K MO
‘R2,1 ‘ < T‘K’AtH8tVH%oo(07T;Loo(Q;R3))- (6.5)
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To treat term Ry, we use the discrete Holder inequality and identity (@1) in order to get

1/2 _ _ 1/2
[Ro| < AL eMol|O V(2 e sy T Mo > (30 1K IR i = wiel?) 10V | oo 0,11 (057
KeT

whence, by virtue of estimate (£2]) for the upwind dissipation term (43al), one obtains

Step 2: Term T3. Employing the definition ([84]) of upwind quantities, we easily establish that

I3 =T51+ R3 1,
m
with T3 1= At Z Z Z ‘O"Qn UP(An HP VZ (l)lr;) ' VZ,O,KU‘Z *No K, R3,1 = At Z Z R;’i
n= IKGTUES K) n=1 Uegint
a,nd Rgl:f' — ‘O"QnK| h707K 2 h707L| l:ug i nU7K]+ + ’O”Qz| h707L 2 h707K| I:IU,Z . n0—7L]+7 vo. — K’L c gint-

Writing
hok — Vhor=Vho—Vilk + Vg -Vi+ VL -V},

+VZ,<7 - VZ + Vﬁ - Z,L + [VZ - Z,O]IN o = K’L S 5int7

and employing estimates ([247) (if K NoQy, = (), Z4])) (if K N 9Ny, # 0) to evaluate the L>-norm of
the first term, (2.51)) then (2.40)s—; and (Z52)) after (Z40)s—; to evaluate the L>°-norm of the second

and third terms, and performing the same tasks at the second line, we get

IVhox = Viorliekurrs) < AIVV | oo (kuripe); (6.7)
consequently
|Ry7| < h? CHVVH%OO((QT)XQ;R@’)|U|(QnK + o7 )|ug|, Yo = K|L € &,

whence

5/6
[Rsal < h el VV i womearn( 2 D hlollek +})¥*) " x
KeT o=K|LeE(K)

Ui 1/371/2
[Atz(z 3 hyguugyﬁ) } < h (Mo, Eo, ||V V|| oo (05
n=1KeT oef(K)

(6.8)

provided v > 6/5, thanks to the discrete Holder inequality, the equivalence relation (2.29]), the equiva-
lence of norms (2.41]) and energy bounds listed in Corollary .11
Clearly, for each face o0 = K|L € &y, Ul - N + ul} - 0,1, = 0; whence, finally

m
Tyr=AtY 3 > foler™ (@ = Vins) - (Viox = Vies)uh - no. (6.9)
n=1KecT ce&(K)

Before the next transformation of term 73 7, we realize that
hok ~ Vhoo =[Vho— Vialk + Vi g = Vi + Vi = Vi o+ [V = Violos

whence by virtue of (247H24]), 25IH252) and (2:40)s—;, similarly as in (6.7]),

[Viox = Vioollrexre) < chl[VaVlpeor,0o@:R3)), 0 C K. (6.10)
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Let us now decompose the term 731 as

m
T3,1 = T3,2 + R372, with R3,2 = At Z RQ,Q,

n=1

n,up N ~
T30 = At Z Z Z lo|oy ™ (Vh 0,0 — by up) (VZ,O,O' - VZ,O,K)UZ’HP ‘Ng K, and
n=1KeT ce&(K)

n __ n,u n,up n n n ~nu
Riy= > lole} p(Vho o — Uy p) : (Vh,o,a - Vh,o,K) (Ua — Uy p) ‘Mo K-
KeT oeé(K)

By virtue of discrete Holder’s inequality and estimate (G.I0]), we get

n,u 2\1/2
Bial < TV g (0 D0 hloleylaz — Vit )
KeT oeé(K)
1/(2 Y
(XX melleer) (Y Y ol - iz 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

S S hlolfup—apr <e X ST hloljul — wil

KeT oe&(K) KeT oeé(K)

/2
<e( X D (lhup — wlld, e ps) + Z o — g4, o)) < ch P (z Vot 2 o)

KeT oe&(K)

where we have used the definition (B.4), the discrete Minkowski inequality, interpolation inequalities
(255H2.56]) and the discrete ‘imbedding’ inequality (2.57). Now we can go back to the estimate of R},

taking into account the upper bounds (£4), ([E7HLS), in order to get
‘R3,2’ <h® C(M07E07 HVV”LOO(QT;Rg))?

provided v > 3/2, where a is given in (6.3).
Finally, we rewrite term 732 as

m
T372 = T3,3 + R373, with R3,3 = At Z RQ,B’
n=1
n,up N n,up
Ty =AY 5 S lolgb (Vieh — an®) - (Vig, - Vies ) Vieh - n, and
n=1 KeT ocec&(K)

n o __ n,up n,up up n n ~n,up n,up .
Ba= > > |olo} (Vh 0.0 — Uy’ ) : (Vh,o,o - Vh,o,K) (Ua — Vo) Mok
KeT oe&(K)

whence

Ry 3| < c(|VV | oy m0)) A D E(" 0" [, V).

n=1
Step 3: Term Ty. Integration by parts over each K € T gives
= —Atz > / p(ok)div, Vi o dw.
n=1KeT
We may write

ldive(VEn = Vi) < chlIVaV o 011 ()

17

(6.11)

(6.12)

(6.13)

(6.14)



where we have used ([247H2:4]]). Therefore, employing identity (Z43]) we obtain

Ty=Ty1+ Raq1, Tun ——Atz Z/ p(o%)div, V" dx, (6.15)
n=1KeT

Ry ——Atz > / p(of)dive (Vi y— V7)da.
n=1KeT
Due to (L4) and ([&7), p(o") is bounded uniformly in L>°(L(9)); employing this fact and (6.14]) we
immediately get

|Ry1| < h c(Eo, Mo, V'V £oo0,1;000 (R9)) )- (6.16)

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

1
H'(rf) = H'(ric ') = H'(rf) (g — i) = g H" (i) — i )7,

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

n—

m
T i T
Ts =Ts1 + Rsy, with T = Aty Y |K|(T?<—Qn1<)p(nK) K AL R51 —Atz > Ry, an
n=1KeT "k n=1KeT

n n—1\2
n, K Ty —T n n
R e )

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

|Rs1| < At o(Mo,r,7, [P |c1 (.7, 1067 Loo (@) (6.17)

Let us now decompose 751 as follows:

’()

T51—T52—|—R52, WlthT52—AtZ Z/ T'K—QK) [Btr] dx R52—Atz Z R52 , all nd

n=1KeT K n=1KeT
/(.M n—1
nK n _ n P rg) (rk — Tk n
R = [ k= o) (g — o) da

(6.18)
In accordance with ([B:2]), here and in the sequel, [0;r]"(x) = Oyr(t,,x). We write using twice the Taylor
formula in the integral form and the Fubini theorem,

tn tn
(o — ) / / / 0% (2)dzdsda
K Jtyh_1Js

/t / |QK—TK|’8t )’dxdzds
n—1
P,(TK)

tn
< o o™ — f“\nHL’Y(K)/ H@fr(z)Hm,(K)dzds,
K tn—1

1

R = L
5,2 At

Therefore, by virtue of Corollary [.1], we have estimate

|Rs,2| < At (Mo, Eo, v, [0l (1,0 1077 | 1 0,017 ) (6.19)
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Step 5: Term Tg. We decompose this term as follows

TG—T61+R61, R61—Atzz Z RnaK, with
n=1 KeT ce&(K)

T=&tY Y Y ol (B0 - HG

ro ))u?-an, and
n=1KeT o=K|Le&(K)
RETN = |o|(ap™ = o ) (H'(rj ) = H'(rp™Y) )l - mg i, for 0 = K|L € &

We will now estimate the term Rgf K We shall treat separately the cases v < 2 and v > 2. The ‘simple’
case v > 2 is left to the reader. The more complicated case v < 2 will be treated as follows: We first
write

1
n,o, K 72,0 7 21
RN < VR IVH () o @i ol ™ — el [ 222Y

[max{ ok, or}]Z /2 T 1{EZ<1}} \/mx
[1{Q”>1}[maX{QK orY]F/2 4 Lgn <1}}\/ﬁm,

where we have employed the first order Taylor formula applied to function = — H'(r(t,—1,x). Conse-
quently, the application of the discrete Holder and Young inequalities yield

[Rs1| < VR VH (1) oo (gizs) %

n=1 KcT oce&(K)

(X X lohhte™ —oi2’[; A=)

1/2
0K 7= T lar<y | [us - mo k|
KeT o=K|Le&(K) max{ox, or}]*~7 } )

1/2
Atz ( Z Z ’U’h[l{ﬁgzl}[max{w,&}] Tt e <1}} |lul naKy)

hel VH' () oo (i) ¥

a3 {[lould + (X lolb@if @) (5 lodhiuz -noxl)
n=1 KeT

KeT oe&(K)
Y Y lolh(er — o)Az

1 " 1/2
KeT o=K|Le&(K) [max{ ok, or}*~7 t {E?<1}} |ug - na,K}
5
RV 0 me{ 803 101+ 3 lolh(ei) 20 (S leltiusl®)
oet
+Atz [ Z Z ’O”h( n,up n )2{[ 1{g >1}

— 0% 5 + Lgrayy| [ug - Mo k|
n=1 KeT o=K|LeE(K) max{ox, o }|*77 } ”
h ¢(My, Eo, 1,7, ’p ‘C([ﬂﬂ)’ HVTHLOO(QT;R3))7

N[

where, in order to get the last line, we have used the estimate (£9) of the numerical dissipation to
evaluate the second term, and finally equivalence of norms (Z41]),—¢ together with (£5]) and (£.7), under
assumption v > 12/11, to evaluate the first term

Let us now decompose the term 751 as

m
Toq =To2+ Rez, with Tgo = Aty Y > lolekH"(re Dt = rp D [ul - no
n=1 KET o=K|Le&(K)

Roa=At Y S RESK, an

n=1 KeKsc&(K)

RG,J,K |O'|Q?( (H,(’I“?(i ) _ H/(T;L— ) _ H”(’r?(il)(r?(il _ 7«2_1)) [’U,Z . ’I’LJ,K].
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Therefore, by virtue of the second order Taylor formula applied to function H’, the Holder inequality,
(241), and ([@3), ([@T) in Corollary A1l we have, provided v > 6/5,

|Re,2| < hC(!H”\C([zﬂ) + ’H,”’C’([fﬂ)) VPl oo (@rimey At > 1" [ 7@ 1" [ Lo (0, :m%)
n=1

< h (Mo, Ey,1,T, ’pllcl([zﬂ)v HVTHLOO(QT;]R?’))' (6'20)

Let us now deal with the term 75 2. Noting that / Vrthde = Z o] (r2~t =1 Nng, i, we may
K oeE(K)
write Tg 9 = Ts 3 + Rg 3, with

To3 = —Atz Z / o H' (r; u” - Vr e,

n=1KeT

Atz Z/ o H" (P (u™ — ) - Ve da

n=1KcT

+ At Z Yo > lolekcH" (rim g = g (ug — k) ok

n=1KcT ce&(K)

Consequently, by virtue of Holder’s inequality, interpolation inequality (255 (to estimate Hu”—u"KHL% (KR

by h(570-6)/(270) Vo™ 129y, 70 = min{y, 2}) in the first term, and by the Taylor formula applied to

function z — r(t,—1,x), then Holder’s inequality and (Z55HZH0) (to estimate ||u? — uyf(HLw{) (KR?) by
h(570—6)/(2v0) |V,u ”LQ(K Rg)), we get
_ 570 —6
|Re| < B” (Mo, Bo,r, 7, ' lon (70) [ V7| oo (im0 = 279 (621)

provided v > 6/5, where we have used at the end the discrete imbedding and Holder inequalities (257

[258)) and finally estimates (£4) and (Z7).

Finally we write Ts3 = Tp 4 + Rp 4, with

T64——AtZZ/ ’IL( u -Vr'tde,

n=1KeT

(6.22)
Ry = Atz > / H" — H"(ri 1)v7~"*1) cu"dz,
n=1KeT
where by the same token as in ([G.19I),
’R674‘ < At ¢(My, Eo, 1,7, ’pl‘Cl([Eﬂﬁ HVT, 8tr“L°°(QT;R4)7 ”atvr”LQ(O,T;LGW/(L’W*G) (Q;R3)))7 (6'23)

provided v > 6/5.

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), (€I12), (GI5), (6I8), (6:22) and the residual terms estimated in
©35), 66), 63), @10, 613), GI0), E19), G20), G21), [G23) at the right hand side Y0 T; of

the discrete relative energy inequality (B.1).

O
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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 of problem (LI}
[L6) in the class (ZIHZIT) extended eventually to R? according to Lemma 21l This identity is stated in
Lemma [T below. It will be used in combination with the approximate relative energy inequality stated
in Lemma [6.1] 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). Let (0", u™) be a solution of the discrete problem
(FBH3TA) with the pressure satisfying (1.4), where v > 3/2. There exists

c = C(Mo, E(], r,T, |p/|C’1[§,F]’ ||(6tr, VT', V, 8tV, VV, V2V)HL°°(QT;R45)’
”atQTHLl(O,T;L"/(Q)y H&fvr”LQ(O,T;LG”//5’Y—6(Q;R3))7 H@fV, 8tVVHL2(O,T;L5/5(Q;R12))) >0,

such that for allm =1,..., N, we have:

6

D Si+Riar =0, (7.1)
i=1
where
Si=aty > (u / VoV Va(Vig—u)de + & / divVi odiv(Vi g — u”) da),
n=1KecT K 3 /K
4 n— V;LL,O,K B VZ_OlK n n
Sy=At> Y K[! AL (Vh,o,K _UK)’
n=1KeT
= n,up (Y, "HUP ~n,u n n O 1,up
83 = At Z Z Z |0-|To’ p(Vh,O,U — Uy’ p) : ( h,0,0 — Vh,O,K) Vh,O,U "No,K
n=1KeT oce&(K)
Sy = —At Z / p(r") div V" de,
n=1 Qp
S5 =0,
S = —At Z/ P (FM)u” - Vr™da,
n=1 Qn
and

Ry adl < e(h7/° + At),

for any couple (r, V) belonging to (Z.23) and satisfying the continuity equation (1)) on (0,T) x R® and
momentum equation (L2) with boundary conditions (I2) on (0,T) x Q in the classical sense.

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(I.4]). Let 0 < a < b < co. Then there exists ¢ = c(a,b) > 0
such that for all o € [0,00) and r € [a,b] there holds

E(olr) > e(a,b)(1p,\a/220(0) + 0 1R, \foy2201(0) + (@ = 7)*Tajo2 (0) ).

where E(p|r) is defined in ({4-8).
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If we take in Lemma o=0"(z), r=7"(z), a=r, b=T (where r is a function belonging to class
225]) and r, 7 are its lower and upper bounds, respectively), we obtain

E(g"(@)[i"(@)) > o(r,T) (Lro 2.0 (0" (2)+(0") (2) 1\ /2,27 (0" () + (0™ (@) =" (2)) 1 2.7 (0" ().

(7.2)
Now, for fixed numbers r and 7 and fixed functions ¢, n = 0,..., N, we introduce the residual and

essential subsets of Q) (relative to ¢") as follows:

1
NI, = fo € Q| 5r < o'(x) < 27}, it = Q\ N, (7.3)
and we set
[gless () = g(2) 1Nz, (@), [glres(z) = g(2)1np, (2), ©€Q, g€ LY(Q).
Integrating inequality (7.2]) we deduce
2

c(r,7) Z / ([1} . + [(gn)w} ~ 4 [g" _ fn} ess) dr < €(gn7UN‘fn’ %00 (7.4)

KeT K

for any pair (r, V') belonging to the class (Z25]) and any 0" € Qx(24), 0™ > 0.
We are now ready to proceed to the proof of Lemma [T.1]

Proof: Since (r, V') satisfies (II]) on (0,7") x © and belongs to the class ([2:25]), Equation (L2) can

be rewritten in the form
rOV +rV -VV +Vp(r) — pAV — pu/3VdivV =0 in (0,T) x Q.
From this fact, we deduce the identity

5
> Ti = Ry, (7.5)
=1

where

RozAtn;/ﬂ

. n M : n n n - n n n n
Tl:_Athl/Qh (MAV +§Vd1vV )-(Vh,o—u )dex, E:Atnzl/ﬂhr [ V]" - (Vi —u")dx,

. (r”[@tV]" + PV VYV 4 Vp(r™) — pAV" — gv div V") (Vo —u)da,
h

Ti=ard /Qh VIV (Vi —u)de, Ti= At /Qh Vp(r) - Vi da,

Ts =0, Te = —At Z/Q Vp(r™) - u" dx.
n=1 h

In the steps below, we deal with each of the terms Ry and 7;.

Step 0: Term Ry. By the Holder inequality

IRol < 1\ QS e, 1D oy, (0er, Vi, V.YV, V2V | e 0y A D (6" 2oy + IV 0l Lo (@)
n=1

< W*3 (Mo, Eo, 7, [P loger), | (@er, Vi, V, V'V, VEV)|| 0 QRS> (7.6)
where we have used (£5)) and (ZZ7TH2AT]), (Z38).
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Step 1: Term 7Ty. Integrating by parts, we get:
Ti="Ti1+ R,

with 771 = At Z Z / (MVVZO V(Vig—u")+ B div Viodiv(Vy o — u")) dz,
kT K ) ’ 3 ’ ’
and Rl,l =11 + 15, with

i n n n n Iu' . n n : n n
I = At Zl ZT/K (WV (V" = Vi) : V(Vig —u") + 3 dv(V" = Vi) div(Vig —u ))dz, (7.7)
n=1Ke

L=-AtY Y % / (o - V™ (Vi —u”) + % divV™(Vig = u") - g i ) dS
n=1KeT oc&(K)"

:—Atzm: Z/(unU-VV”-{ 270—11,"}

+ Ldiv V[V, —u]
n=1 gc&“°

-ng) ds,

o,Ng o,Ng

where in the last line n, is the unit normal to the face o and [-], , is the jump over sigma (with respect
to ny) defined in Lemma 271

To estimate I1, we use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, decompose V" — Vi, = V" — Vi 4+ Vi —
Vi o and employ estimates ([2.40)s—2, [2.47TH248) to evaluate the norms involving V(V" — V} ), and
decompose Vi o = Vi (= Vi + Vi use 2.47TH2.48)), [2.39)5=1, ([@.4)), the Minkowski inequalityt to estimate
the norms involving V(V}, ; —u"). We get

’Il‘ S h C(M07 E07 HVV7 V2V”Loo(07T;Loo(Q;R36))).

Since the integral over any face o € &y of the jump of a function from Vj, (£2p,) is zero, we may write

I, = At zm: > / (/m,(, : (VV" - (VV")(,) : {u" - 270}
n=1 o€&mnt "% o,Nng
—l—g (div VT — (div V")g) [u" — Z,o} o na) ds:

whence by using the first order Taylor formula applied to functions x — VV"™(z) to evaluate the
differences VV" — (VV"),, divV" — [div V"], and Hoélder’s inequality,

Ui 1
2 n n
21 < Athe |V mgraen 2 3 loVh ([0 = Vil [ 200
m 1 2
2 n n
< Ath eIVl 35 3 (oot [l = Vital, [
n=1oc€lint e ’
Therefore,
[R11| < he(Mo, Eo, [V, VV, V2V Lo 259))5 (7.8)
where we have employed Lemma 2.7, (4.4)) and (Z47H2.48]), (2.39).
Step 2: Term 75. Let us now decompose the term 75 as
7-2 = 7-271 + R2717
: S n—1 V" — anl n n - n,K
Wlth7-271=Atz_:1KZ K?“ T( h,o—u)dx, szletZZRZl’
n=1KeT n=1KeT
n ) VAL Vn—l
and RPK = / (" — V] - (VI — u") da +/ @V ) (Vi — u") da.
7 K ’ K At ’
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. K .
The remainder Ry~ can be rewritten as follows

Rif = [ [ awttt OVP Vit L [0 f

tn—1 th—1 Js

tn tn

2V (z, -)dzds} (VT g—u™) dz;
whence, by the Holder inequality,
[R5 < At |7 2o (@r) + 197 2@ IOV | oo ey P/ 1™ oy + 1V o 25 ))
HIOFV ™ oss @y (™ o) + 1V ol zoae))]-
Consequently, by the same token as in (6.19) or (6.23]),
[Roa| < At C(Moa Eo,7, [[(0yr, V, 0,V VV)HLOO(QT;R16)7 ”31&2VHL2(0,T;L6/5(Q;R3)))a (7.9)

where we have used the discrete Holder and Young inequalities, the estimates (Z38]), (Z47H2.48) and
the energy bound ([@4) from Corollary ELTL

Step 2a: Term T3;1. We decompose the term 75 as

T2,1 = T2+ Rapo,

n n—1
w1th7'22—AtZ Z/ 1% ( u”)dz, RQQ—AtZ S RYS,

n=1KeT n=1KeT
) VgL anl
and RS’QK = / (rnt — i L) [ A ho—u")dz;
’ K At ’
therefore,
n n, K n n
R2,2| = | Z RQ,Z | < hCHVTHLOO(QT;RS)||8tVHLo<>(QT;R3)Hu - Vhp”LG(Q;RS)-
KeT
Consequently, by virtue of formula (5] for u” and estimates (2.33)), (2Z.47THZ.4)),
|R272| < hC(Mo, Eo, H(V?”, V, 815V, VV)HL“’(QT;RIS))‘ (710)

Step 2b: Term T32. We decompose the term 722 as

To2 = Ta3+ Rag3,

n—1

-V
w1th753—AtZZ/ K TR (Vi ) de, Ras = AFYY 0 RER,
n=1KeT n=1KeT

N .- Vn _ anl Vn _ anl " .

and 7?,27’3{( = /KTK 1( x - [ AL }h) “(Vio—u")dx
Vn 1 Vn _ anl " .

+/ At }h_[ At }h,K).(Vh’O_u Jdo

- Vn _ Vn—l ) V. Vn—l .
+ /KrK 1 — }h,K - [7& }MLK) (Vo —up) do= I + I 4 15

We calculate carefully

Hl =i [ [0V G- Ve, (Vi - wdz}dr

tn—1
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[EAZOIECAZOITIN Vo= "l oy dz-

L6/5(K;R?)

Summing over polyhedra K € T we get simply by using the discrete Sobolev inequality

tn . . 1/6 6/5 5/6
Z|I§<|<AtK L ACE Vhowsens) " (X 10V @10V @]y o) 192

n—1 KeT KeT

1 n— tn n n
< o VR~ Wl [0V G~ 0V (lnol

n—1

z
L5/5(Q;R?)

h5/6 tn
< [ VR = w2 100V (2) e
tn—1

where we have used estimate (Z50) to obtain the last line.
As far as the term I is concerned, we write

)= i 1A " v [ [

- At tn_1

where we have used the Fubini theorem, Holder’s inequality and (Z51]), (Z40)s—1. Further, employing
the Sobolev inequality on the Crouzeix-Raviart space V3 () (Z42]), the Holder inequality and estimate

(m)szla we get

Ve [atV(z)} h\ T

[w" — VZ,OHLG(K;]RE‘)v

(2)]

h tn
K n—1 n n
D < i e = Vil g,z /tn_1

z
6/5 R3
KeT LO/3(Qn %)

We reserve the similar treatment to the term I#¥. Resuming these calculations and summing over n

from 1 to m we get by using Corollary FET] and estimates (Z4THZ.4R), (2.39),
|R273| S h5/6 C(MO; EO, H(T‘, V, VV, 8tV)HL°°(QT;R16)’ H(9tVV||L2(07T;L6/5(Q;R9))). (711)

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

To3 = T2+ Roa, Royg= At Z > R24 ,
n=1KeT

v
with Ty = At 3 [ gt VR0 MoK (g vy ) da (712)
n=1KeT

n, K n—1 Vh,O,K B VZiO,K n n n n
and R2,4 = KTK At ) ((u —ufk) —( h,0 — h,o,K)) dz.

First, we estimate the L> norm of %th“{ as in ([G.5). Next, we decompose

Vio=Viok=Viho=Vh+ Vi = Vi +[VhL—Violk

and use (Z51)),=2 to estimate u" — uf,, (Z.51)p=co, (Z40)s=1 to estimate V; — V' ;- and (ZATHZIR)) to
evaluate [V, — Vi okl poo(kr3) < VR = Vi ollpoo(ir3y- Thanks to the Holder inequality and (&)
we finally deduce

|R274| < h C(M(), Eo,F, H(V, 815V, vv)||L°°(QT;R15))' (713)
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Step 3: Term 7T3. Let us first decompose 73 as

T3 =T31+ Raz,
With T, = ALY Y / PV ok YV (Vi e —ul)de, Req =AY S REK,
n=1KeT n=1KeT

and Rg;f:/K(r"—r;g)Vn vV (V] —u")dx+/Kr?((V"— mo) YV (VI — ) da
+ [ (VR = Vi) - YV (Vi — ") da
+ /K i Viow - VV" (Vi = Vi — (u" = uf)) da.

‘We have
n n < n
7" = 75l Loo () ~ PRIV || oo (1),

by the Taylor formula,

<
V" — Z,OHLOO(K;R3) ~ thvnHLOO(K;Rg)7
by virtue of (Z39);—1 and (Z47HZAY)),
HVZ,O - VZ,O,KHLOO(K;RS) < ||VZ,0 - Z,HLOO(K;RS) + an - VZ,KHLoo(K;R?’)

<
+[Vy - VZ,O]KHLoo(K;RS) ~ hHVVnHLoo(K;RQ)
by virtue of (Z51)), 239)s=1 240)s—; and ([Z4THZAR)),
<
Ju® — U?{HLOO(K;H@) ~ thunHLOO(K;]Rg)'
Consequently by employing several times the Holder inequality (for integrals over K) and the discrete
Holder inequality (for the sums over K € 7)), and using estimate ([£4]), we arrive at

Rsa| < h (Mo, Eo, 7, [[(Vr, V,VV)| Lo (@rir15))- (7.14)

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

J Vi YV (Vi =i de = 30 JolrkViox neslVE - (Vi x — i)
ce€(K)

= Y (ol VEos nasl(VE = Vi) - (Vi - uko).
ceé(K)

thanks to the the fact that 3, cex) [, Vi k- Bo,xdS = 0.
Next we write

m
Tsg=Ts2+ Raz, Rsa=A1Y Ri,,

n=1

T =AY S S ol Vh - nasl (V= Vig) - (Vieh — ), (7.15)
n=1KcT ce&(K)
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and Riy = D, > |olrk =" [Vigk noxl(Vy = Vik) - (Viox — uk)

KeT ceg(K)
+ 3 > ol [(Viex — Viow) mox| (Ve = Vig) - (Vig - uk)
KeT ceg(K)
+ 3> ol Vi me k) (Va = Vi) - (Vi = Viow) — (uh — @)
KeT ceg(K)

We may write
Vo= Viox =V = V'+ V' =Vi+ Vi = Vi k +[Vi = Violk

and use several times the Taylor formula along with (2.3%)s—1, (251, (240)s=1, Z47THZ48))(in order to

s ~ 71, up
estimate rj — 7", Vi — Vi g, Vi e — V2 0P) to get the bound

3
(Rl < helrllwroo@) (T4 1V o iopen) D hlollukl
KeT

2
rellwnosqo) (L+ IV lhweeiorse) 3 3 olfule - us)
KeT oel(K)

We have by the Holder inequality

1/6 1/6
> hlollug] < e 3 blolluil®) T <el(( X ut = il ps)

KeT ocT KeT

+( 3 ||un||iG(K;R3))1/6:| < c( > IIVunH%Q(K;Rg))l/?,

KeT KeT

1/2
S Y ol —up <[ lu” - wklaems) )

KeT oeé(K) KeT
1/2

HZ 3 I = wilgean) ] < he( 5 IVl
KeT

KeT oec&(K

where we have used (Z53))p—2, (IZE]]—IQEZDPZQ. Consequently, we may use (£4) to conclude
Rl < he(Mo, Bo, 7, [V, V., YV | o g purs) ) (7.16)

Finally, we replace in T30 Vg — Vi o by Vi . — Vi g . We get

Tz2 =T33+ Ras, Rsz=AtY Ry,

n=1
Taa=0tY > Y ol Vile noxl(Vios = Vi) (Vioe — "), (7.17)
n=1 KeT oc&(K)
and
n n Anu n n n n n,up ann
Ba= > > lolthk =Wk mo (V" = Vil = [VE = Viglk) - (Vi — @5™),
KeT 0e€(K)
committing error
(R 5| =< he(Mo, Eo, 7, |97, V., VYV | oo ) ) (7.18)
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as in the previous step.

Step 4: Terms T, We write

To=Ti1+Ra1, Tag=— /Vp - V'dz,

Ryq = /Q Vp(r") - (V" = Vi) da;
h

whence
(Rail < he(@, 1P |opm), 1V ]| Lo (@13
by virtue of (Z39)s=1, (Z47TH2.4])).

Next, employing the integration by parts

Tos = Tio+Ras, Ths = /Q p(r™) div V™ da,
h

(7.19)

Rapo = Z Z / "ng, gdS = — Z Z /p(r") (V" — Vﬁoﬂ) ‘1, gdS.

KeT 0c&(K),0€0Q), KeT oc&(K),0cdQ, " °
Writing
V= Voo =V = Vi + Vi = Vi + Vi = Violo,
we deduce by using (L)1, (AW, Z52)y—oc, ZAT), (2I5),

<
V" = VT ool mrs) ~ BIVV | oo (1 m3): 0 € K.

Now, we employ the fact that

>y /dsfu;

KeT oc&(K),0cdQ, " °

whence
[Rao| < he(T, [plogm: IVV e @rire))

Finally,

Tio=Tis + Rus Tis= /Q P div V' de, Ras= /Q (p(r™) = p(#™)) div V™ da
h h

whence

Rasl < he(|p|opm (V7 VV) oo (rimi2))-

Step 5: Term Tg We decompose Tg as

7%—781+R61,W1th7%1——ﬁt22/ (F)u™ - Vr'dz,

n=1KeT

RGl—AtZZ/ ™)) - u” - Vr'tda

n=1KcT

Consequently, by the Taylor formula, Holder inequality and estimate (Z.3)),

[Re.1] < he(Mo, Eo, 1,7, [Pl o1 (je70), V7Nl oo (QriR3))-

(7.20)

(7.21)

(7.22)

(7.23)

(7.24)

Gathering the formulae (Z7), (ZI12)), (ZI7), (Z2I)), (Z23) and estimates for the residual terms (Im)

(C9H713), (TI4HTIR), (7.19), (7.20), (.22), (7.24) concludes the proof of Lemma [T.11
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8 A Gronwall inequality

In this Section we put together the relative energy inequality (6.1]) and the identity (7)) derived in the
previous section. The final inequality resulting from this manipulation is formulated in the following
lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Let (o™, u™) be a solution of the discrete problem (F.BH3A) with the pressure satisfying
(I-4), where v > 3/2. Then there exists a positive number

c = C(Mo, E(], r,T, |p/|C’1[§,F]’ ||(6tr, VT', V, 8tV, VV, V2V)HL°°(QT;R45)’

”atQTHLl(O,T;L'Y’ Q))’ ”atvr|’L2(O,T;L6'Y/5”/—6(Q;R3))7 ”3t2va 8tVV”L2(0,T;L6/5(Q;R12)))’
such that for all m =1,..., N, there holds:

RN GARNTD b Sl LA

n=1KeT

< c{h“ + VAL + E(°, u’|7#(0), VM](O))} +cAt Z E(o", um|r", VZ,0)7

n=1
with any couple (r, V) belonging to (Z23) and satisfying the continuity equation (I1) on (0,T) x R® and
momentum equation (L2) with boundary conditions (L3) on (0,T) x Q in the classical sense, where a

is defined in (6.3) and £ is given in ({[.§).
Proof. We observe that

Se — Sg = At Z / p'(F" -Vr'tde + At Z / P (F"
n=1 Qp n=1 Qn

Gathering the formulae (61)) and (62), one gets

(u" = V") . Vr'de.

4
E(e™, w |, Vi) — €% w|#(0), Vi o0 uAtZ > |V 3] O Y P+, (8.1)
n=1KeT i=1
where
m v _Vn—l
= ALY > IK[(ok ! - MLKAt LR ( hoK — UK)
n=1KeT

m
_ mup _ n,up mUP - enup n n n,up
Po = At Z Z Z ’U’ (QU ) (Vh 0,0 — Us ) ’ ( h,0,0 — Vh,O,K) Vh,(],o "No K,

n=1 KGTUZK‘LE(?K

P3 = —At i / (p(Q") —p(F") (0" — ") —p(f"))divV”,
Py = At Z 3 /

n=1KeT
Q= Rh,At + Rh,At +G™.

(u" - V") . Vr'de,

Now, we estimate conveniently the terms P;, i = 1,...,4 in four steps.

vn Vn 1
Step 1: Term P;. We estimate the L> norm of —22E 0K 1y [ norm of 9,V in the same

manner as in (B.3]). According to Lemma [[.2}, [0 — r["1g, \[r/2,27(0) < c(p)EP(0|r), with any p > 1; in
particular,

lo—7(*P1g \(r/2.97 (0) < cE(olr) (8.2)
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provided v > 6/5.
We get by using the Holder inequality,

_ 1 Viox = Viok
\ZTrKug@l—r;z DR (Ve = )| < 0V e gms) ¢
Ke

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

~ n—1

61 1/6
(X KI[Vion —ui] ) < cll@V)ll e gz (V2" a1 Vi)
KeT

5/6 71A71A1A"1 6 1/6
+E5(" L@ Vo)) (X Vo — uklSegeas)
KeT

where we have used (8.2) and estimate (48] to obtain the last line. Now, we write V7 o — ufy =
([Vho—u"lk — (Vig—u")) + (Vo — u") and use the Minkowski inequality together with formulas

E5), 1) to get
. . 1/6 . . 1/2
(X IViow —wkllopess) < (2 IVOVhe =) 3aems)) -
KeT KeT
Finally, employing Young’s inequality, and estimate (L8]), we arrive at
|P1| < 6(5 My, Eg, 1,7, ||(V \A%Z 8tV)HLoo(QT ]R15))
x (Atg (", a7, Vo) +At2€ i, Vi) +5Atz S IV(Vio = w2 sepsy (8:3)
n=1KeT

with any d > 0.
Step 2: Term Py. We rewrite Vi, . — Vi o = Vi o = Vi +[Vio = Vile + [V — Vilk

and estimate the L* norm of this expression by RIIVV]| Loo(Q g9y by virtue of (ZATHZIE), (Z5IHZ52),
240)s—1. Now we write Py = At > " | Py where Lemma [I.2] and the Holder inequality yield, similarly
as in the previous step,

Z Z ’O”h(El/2 nup’An up) +E2/3( nup‘/\nup) ’VZZ;F;’ ’VZBIIZT . ,&nup

KeT oe&(K)
1/2
< e, (V. YVl (X2 20 lolh(E(eh™15™))
KETUGE(K)
n,u 1/6
+(Z Z |J|hE nup|Anup) ] (Z Z |0|h‘Vh0pO apt ) ’
KeT océ(K KET oee(K)

provided v > 3/2. Next, we observe that the contribution of the face ¢ = K|L to the sums ) jcr
Yoee) [oIhE(y™|7™) and Y geer Yoce (i) |01AIV b~ "P|® is less o equal than 2[olh(E (o |5)+
E(o}7|77)), and than 2|o|h(|V} o x — u? | + Vior— u? (%), respectively. Consequently,we get by the

same reasoning as in the previous step, under assumption v > 3/2,

[Paf < (6, Mo, o, .7 [(V, VV) | o (gpuprzy) AL S E(0", @7, Vip 0)+0AL Y S [V(VE =) .
n=1 n=1KeT
(8.4)
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Step 3: Term P3. We realize that

plek) — P'(rk)(ek — i) — p(ri) < ez, 7) E(ex|r),

by virtue of Lemma in combination with assumption ([4]). Consequently,

m
. N ~ T
P3| < cf| div V|| oo (o) At Z E(", A", Vi, o). (8.5)
n=1
Step 4:Term Py. We write u” — V" as the sum (u" — V7, ) + (Vo — V") accordingly splitting Py
into two terms

f.‘n

& AN — Qn n n n ¢ AN = Qn n n n
Atz Z /Kp/(r ) n (u"=V3o)-Vr'de and Atz Z /Kp'(r ) = (Vio=V™):-Vr™da.
n=1KeT n=1KeT

Reasoning similarly as in Step 2, we get

|P4| < h2 C((Sa MO’ EOaEa T, |pl|C([£,F])H(vr? VV)||L°°(Q;R9))

+ (8, I 7 [P o I V7l e sy At D E(@" @7, Vig) + 6 ALY 3 (IV(Vig = w") 172 sm0:

n=1 n=1KeT
(8.6)
Gathering the formulae ([81]) and (B3)-(86]) with § sufficiently small (with respect to u), we conclude
the proof of Lemma Rl O
9 End of the proof of the error estimate (Theorem [3.1))
Finally, Lemma BTl in combination with the bound (&38) yields
m—1
E(Q™, @™ |7, Vi) < e[h + VAL + At + E(o°, @[#(0), Vao(0)] + c AL D E(", @[, Vi o);
n=1

whence by the discrete standard version of the Gronwall lemma one gets at the first step
E(d™, @™ |7, Virg) < c[h® + VAL + E(o°, @[#(0), Vao(0))]

Going with this information back to Lemma 81l one gets finally

5(gm,amyfm,V20)+Atgz 3 /K\Vx(u"— ho)Pdx < e[ ht+VAE+E(", @17 (0), Vi o(0)] - (9.1)
n=1KeT

Now, we write
of (U — VZ,O,K)Z = of(uf — V") + 205 V" (uf; — Viox)+ ox(V"— VZ,O,K)Qa
where
V™ = Vi 0.5l Lo (k3 S v - oo (reimey T 1V = Vi koo (reirey T I1IVE = Vi ol k|l poe (152
< h(||VanHLoo(K;R9) + IVaVillpoe o) T 1VE = Vi ol Lo (5% S AIVV™ [ Loo (ke m9) -

In the above calculation we have employed formula (239) to estimate the first term, estimates (Z.51])s=1,
(Z40)s—1 to estimate the second term, and formulas (2Z.47)) and (Z48]) for K N9y, = 0 and K NoQy, # 0,
respectively, to evaluate the last term. We conclude that

1
> SIEl(eRluR — Vit il = dlule = Vi o) (92)
KeT
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> / o (@™ — V™) 2dx — / (@ — V92dz + Ly,
QN QNQy,

L1| = b MoV V| oo 0.1 w59
Similarly, we find with help of (&),

where

| E(ok|7™) — E(Q?(arn)HLOO(K) < hce(My,r,T, ’p\cl[zf]”VV"HLOO(QT;RS));

whence

> IKI(Blkli™) ~ Bkl > [ E@rmyde— [ B@W)de+ Lo, (93)
KeT Qmﬂh Qﬂﬂh

where
[Lo| < h (Mo, 1,7, |ploipm, VTl Lo (@rir3))-
Finally, by virtue of (Z47THZAY)) and (2:40])s—o
IV(Vio = V')l 2geizsy ~ BIYVT V2V )| e g2y

whence

Atz > / Vo (u™ — V7 g)Pdx > AtZ/ |(Vpu" — V,V")|?dx + L3, (9.4)

n=1KecT Qmﬂh

where

|Ls| < (| (VV™, VAV™) || oo (2 -

Theorem B.1] is a direct consequence of estimate (0.1 and identities (9.2H9.4). Theorem Bl is thus
proved.

10 Concluding remarks

In the convergence proofs one usually needs to complete the numerical scheme by stabilizing terms, so
that the new numerical scheme reads

3 \K!QK QK b+ 3 S ol P (ul  ng )bk + Te(g) = 0, (10.1)

KeT KeTh oc€(K)
for any ¢ € Qp() and n=1,..., N,

K A
Z ’At‘ (QKUK — 0 1u”K 1) "V + Z Z lo| o2 P P Ul - ny ] - VK (10.2)
KeT KeT oc&(K)
- Z p(0%) Z lo|ve - 0ok + 1 Z / Vu" : Vo dx
KeT oe€(K) KeT

—|— Z / divudive dz + T),,(¢) = 0, for any v € Vh70(Q;R3) andn=1,...,N,
KeT

where

¢)=h'"" > 10l0"loms Blonss  Tm(d) = D lolle"lona {8 }o[Blom, s € € [0,1),

o€€int 0€Eint
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see Karlsen, Karper [19], Gallouet, Gastaldo, Herbin, Latché [I5]. These terms are designed to provide
the supplementary positive term
R Y lolle"]5 .,

o€&int

to the left hand side of the discrete energy identity (£2]). They contribute to the right hand side of the
discrete relative energy (B.1]) by supplementary terms whose absolute value is bounded from above by

p(1=2)/2 C(MO,EO, sup [|r", U", VU"|| oo, ;r13), SUP  sup [T"]mna/h).
n=0,...,N n=0,...,N oc€€int

Consequently, they give rise to the contributions at the right hand side of the approximate relative energy
inequality (G.I) whose bound is

W92 oMy, Eo,|lr, V7, U, VU e (i) )-

Similar estimates are true, if we replace in the numerical scheme everywhere classical upwind formula

B4

UpK(Qyu) = Z q(lylpua ‘Ng K = Z (QK[UO : na,K]+ + QL[UU : na,K]_)a

oeE(K) o€€(K)
o=K|L
by the modified upwind suggested in [I1]:
Upg(g,u) = > QTK([ a'no,K+h17€]++[ua'no,K—h17€]+)+q7L([ua-ng,K%—hl*E]7+[uo-nU7K—h1’€]*),
ce&(K)
o=K|L

(10.3)
where 0 = K|L € . We will finish by formulating the error estimate for the numerical problem (3.3),

(I01), (I02) or for BH), (B4), (B1) with modified upwind (I03)).

Theorem 10.1. Let 0, p, [ro, VY], [r, V] satisfy assumptions of Theorem [F. Let (0™, u")p—0.. N be

a family of numerical solutions to the scheme (33), (IU1), (I02) or to the scheme (33), (38), (37)
with modified upwind (I0.3), where € € [0,1). Then error estimate (3.8) holds true with the exponent

2y -3 1—¢

a:min{ - 1-¢

firi<v<2 a= ifv>2.
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