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ANALYSIS OF FULLY DISCRETE FINITE ELEMENT METHODS FOR
2D NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH CRITICAL INITIAL DATA

BUYANG LI, SHU MA, AND YUKI UEDA

ABSTRACT. First-order convergence in time and space is proved for a fully discrete semi-
implicit finite element method for the two-dimensional Navier—Stokes equations with L? ini-
tial data in convex polygonal domains, without extra regularity assumptions or grid-ratio
conditions. The proof utilises the smoothing properties of the Navier-Stokes equations in the
analysis of the consistency errors, an appropriate duality argument, and the smallness of the
numerical solution in the discrete L2(07 tm; Hl) norm when ¢,, is smaller than some constant.
Numerical examples are provided to support the theoretical analysis.

1. Introduction

We consider the initial and boundary value problem of the incompressible Navier—Stokes
(NS) equations
Ou+u-Vu-Au+Vp=0 in 2x(0,7T],
V-u=0 in 2x(0,T],
u=0 on 02 x(0,T],
u=u" at £2x{0},

in a convex polygon {2 c R? with boundary 02, up to a given time T' > 0. It is known that
for any given initial value

wWel?={vel*(Q)*:V-v=0and v-v=0 on IQ}

(where v denotes the unit normal vector on 0f2), problem (L) has a unique weak solution

we L2(0,T; HY) n HY(0,T; H') - C([0,T]; L?), where
HY={veH);(Q)*:V-v=0} and H~' denotes the dual space of H};

see [43, Theorem 3.2 of Chapter 3].

Stability and convergence of the numerical solution to the NS equations (I.I]) were studied
based on different regularity assumptions on the solution and initial data. In particular, if the
initial data are sufficiently smooth, i.e. u® € H& n H?(Q)? or above, then the numerical solu-
tion was proved to be convergent with optimal order for finite element and spectral Galerkin
methods with different time-stepping schemes, including the Crank—Nicolson method [23],
the implicit-explicit Crank—Nicolson/Adams—Bashforth method [21,[33],/44], the semi-implicit
Crank-Nicolson extrapolation method [5,[15,26,42], the stabilization methods based on the
Crank—Nicolson method [12], the Crank—Nicolson extrapolation method [30], the backward
Euler method [10] and the BDF2 method [31], the projection methods [139,40], the projection-
based variational multiscale methods based on the Crank—Nicolson method [38], the fractional-
step methods [4], the three-step implicit-explicit backward extrapolating scheme [6145], the
backward differentiation formulae [3,[7,[9], a second order energy- and helicity-preserving
method [35], the implicit-explicit Euler method [33], and the implicit Euler methods with
different spatial discretizations [8,9,[14.27]. The error estimates in the above-mentioned arti-
cles do not apply to nonsmooth initial data.
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If the initial value u° is only in H&, the accuracy of second- or higher-order time-stepping
schemes for the NS equations is often reduced. For the semidiscrete finite element method
(FEM), it was shown in [24] that the L?norm error bound at time t is of O(t"'/?h?), where
h denotes the mesh size of the finite elements. For fully discrete FEMs, the linearized Crank—
Nicolson scheme was proved 1.5th-order convergent in time [20], and the semi-implicit Euler
scheme with spectral Galerkin method was proved first-order convergent under a CFL condi-
tion 7In(A;, /A1) < & in [I8], where 7 is the time stepsize and A, is the maximal eigenvalue of
the Stokes operator used by the spectral method (and  is a positive constant).

The error estimates in the above-mentioned articles all require the initial value to be strictly
smoother than L2, which is known to be a critical space for the 2D NS equations, a maximal
Sobolev space on which well-posedness of the 2D NS equations is proved; see [13]. As a result,
the error analysis in this case turns out to be much more challenging than that for smoother
initial data. To the best of our knowledge, for L? initial data, the only error estimate for the
NS equations is in [19] for a semi-implicit Euler scheme with a spectral Galerkin method in
space using the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the continuous Stokes operator. Under a
CFL condition 7 < kA1, it is shown in [I9] that the backward Euler spectral Galerkin method
with time stepsize 7 and maximal eigenvalue Aj; has an error bound O()\X}/ 247l 2) on a
bounded time interval. For the backward Euler scheme with finite element methods (FEMs)
in space, several stability results were proved in [22] without error estimates. Overall, first-
order convergence of the implicit or semi-implicit Euler methods and error estimates of fully
discrete FEMs for the NS equations with L? initial data still remains open.

In this article, we prove the first-order convergence of a fully discrete FEM for the 2D NS
equations with L? initial data, using semi-implicit Euler method in time and an inf-sup stable
pair of finite element spaces with divergence-free velocity field, i.e.,

_1
|ult = u(tn) |2 < C(t, rn + tn2h)  for t, € (0,T],

where u; denotes the numerical solution at time level ¢ = ¢,,. The main difficulty in analysing
numerical methods for the NS equations with L? initial data is to control the nonlinear terms
appearing in the error analysis by very weak bounds of the numerical solution, in the presence
of singular consistency errors (see Lemma B3]). We overcome these difficulties by utilising
the O(t™)-weighted L? estimates of the mth-order time derivative and 2mth-order spatial
derivatives (as shown in Lemma [3.2]) and a duality argument with variable temporal stepsizes
to resolve the initial singularity in the consistency errors (as shown in Section 3.3]). It is known
that variable stepsizes can help resolve the singularity in proving convergence of exponential
integrators for semilinear parabolic equations with nonsmooth initial data; see [32]. However,
the error analysis for the NS equations turns out to be completely different from the error
analysis for the semilinear parabolic equation due to the lack of Lipschitz continuity of the
nonlinearity and the critical nature of the L? space. This leads to the critical difficulty in the
use of duality argument — the lack of stronger norms than L?(0,7; H') to help control the
nonlinear terms, as shown in ([341I]), where the the first term on the right-hand side of (341])
has to be absorbed by the left-hand side. This difficulty is overcome by proving the smallness
of the numerical solution in the discrete L?(0,t,,; H') norm when t,, is smaller than some
constant independent of the stepsize 7 and mesh size h, as shown in Lemma 3.4

The rest of this article is organised as follows. In Section 2l we describe the finite element
method and time-stepping scheme to be analysed in this article, and present the main theorem
of this article. The proof of the main theorem is presented in Section Bl The proof of two
technical lemmas, including the temporally weighted regularity results and the strong and
weak convergence of the numerical solution, are presented in Appendix.



2. The main result

For s e R and 1 < p < oo, we denote by W*P({2) the conventional Sobolev spaces of functions
defined on 2, with abbreviation H*(2) = W*2(£2) and LP(£2) = WP(£2). For the simplicity
of notation, we denote by ||- | s.» the norm of the spaces WP (£2), W*P(£2)? and WP(£2)%*2,
omitting the dependence on {2 and dimension.

The natural function spaces associated to incompressible flow are the divergence-free sub-
spaces of L?(§2)? and H}(£2)?, denoted by

X=L? and V =H],
respectively, as defined in the introduction section. We denote by Px the L?-orthogonal
projection from L?(£2)? onto L?, and denote by
A=PxA

the Stokes operator on L? with domain D(A) = H} n H2(§2)2, which is a self-adjoint operator
on L? and bounded above by 0 (negative definite). The Stokes operator has an extension as
a bounded operator A : H& — H™! defined by

(Av,w):—fQVv-de:c Vou,we Hy. (2.1)

Correspondingly, the NS equations (I.I]) can be equivalently written into the abstract form:
{@u(t) + Px (u(t) - vu(t)) — Au(t) =0 for te (0,T],

u(0) = u°. (22)

Henceforth we use the common notation (-,-) to denote the inner products of the Hilbert
spaces L2(£2), L?>(£2)? and L?(£2)*2, and define

Li(2) = {ve L*(02): [ovda = 0}.
Let Vi, xQp, H&(Q)2 XL%(Q) be a pair of finite element spaces with the following properties:
P1) There exists a linear projection operator IIj, : Hl(£2)? - V}, such that
0
(i) v-Iv = Py, Vv forve HE(£2)? where P, : L(§2) - Qy, denotes the L2-orthogonal
projection.
ii) The following approximation property holds for v e H(£2)? n H™(£2)%:
g Y 0

lv =Tpv] sy < CA™ vl gm0y, 0<s<1, 1<m<2. (2.3)

(P2) V-vp, € Qp for vy, € V.
The two properties above guarantee the inf-sup condition for the pair V}, x Qp, (see [16]), i.e.,

C(V - vh,qn
lanlz2(oy < sup CW o)y cq, (2.4)
wneVi\{0y  vnlan
Since V - vy € Qp for v, € V},, it follows that the discrete divergence-free subspace of Vj

coincides with its pointwise divergence-free subspace, i.e.,

Xn={vn € Vo (V-vn,qn) =0 Vgn € Qn} = {vn € V4 : V- vy, = 0} (2.5)
Hence,
Vi, c H&(Q)2 and X, c Hé cL?’=X, but V, ¢ H&

There exists several finite element spaces V}, x Q, satisfying properties (P1)—(P2). An exam-
ple was constructed in [16], where V}, consists of piecewise linear polynomials plus quadratic
bubble functions, and @Qj, is simply the space of piecewise constants with vanishing integral
over {2. Another example is the Scott—Vogelius element space proposed in [37], where V}, is the
space of continuous piecewise polynomials of degree k > 4, and ), is the space of discontinuous
piecewise polynomials of degree k — 1. The Scott—Vogelius element space was proved to be
inf-sup stable in [17], and therefore property (P1) is satisfied if IIj, is simply chosen to be the
Stokes—Ritz projection; see [11l Proposition 4.18].



We consider the following semidiscrete FEM for (II): for given u® € L2, find (up,pp) €
CY([0,T]; V1) x C([0,T]; Qp,) such that

(Oun,vn) + (up - Vup,vp) + (Vup, Vo) = (pr, V- vp) = 0
(V-up,qn) =0 (2.6)
up,(0) = uf) == Px, u’,

for all test functions (vp,qn) € Vi, x Qp and ¢ € (0,T], where Py, : [? - X;, denotes the
L?-orthogonal projection onto Xj. This is equivalent to computing u% € Vi by the weak
formulation (with an auxiliary function 7, € Q)

{(UO—U?Lavh)—(WmV'Uh):O 2.7)
(V- ug,qh) =0 for all test functions (vp,qn) € Vi x Qp. '

If we denote by Ay : X} - X, the discrete Stokes operator defined by
(Apvp,wp) = =(Vop, Vwy), Yop,wp € Xp. (2.8)

Then the semi-discrete problem (Z8) is equivalent to find wuy, € C1([0,7]; X},) such that

Owup, + Px, (up - Vup) — Apup, =0 for te (0,77,
{ up (0) = ul). (2.9)
Let 0 =tg <t; <--- <ty =T be a partition of the time interval [0,T"] with stepsize
T~7o and T, =ty —tp-1 ~ (tho1/T)T for 2<n < N, (2.10)

where 7 is the maximal stepsize, and ‘~’ means equivalent magnitude (up to a constant mul-
tiple). The stepsizes defined in this way has the following properties:
(1) 7, ~ Tp-1 for two consecutive stepsizes.
(2) 7 = TTa. Hence, the starting stepsize is much smaller than the maximal stepsize.
This can resolve the solution’s singularity at ¢ = 0.
(3) The total number of time levels is O(T'/7). Hence, the total computational cost is
equivalent to using a uniform stepsize 7.

With the nonuniform stepsizes defined above, we consider the following fully discrete semi-
implicit Euler FEM: Find (u},py) € V4 x Qp, n=1,..., N, such that

u™ _unfl
( ) T, 3 ’vh) + (Vup, Vop) + (up ™t - Vg, on) = (P, V- vp) = 0 Yy € Vy,
n
(V-up,qn) =0 YV qn € Qn,
ug = PXhuo.

This is equivalent to finding uj € X}, n=1,..., N, such that

-1
UZ _uz n n-1 n -0V X
U | + (vuh7 V’Uh) + (uh : vuhavh) = Up € Ap, (2 11)

Tn
0 0
up = Px,u,

which can also be written into an abstract form by using the operator Aj defined in ([2.8)), i.e.,
U’Z — u271 n n-1 n
T—AhthrPXh(uh -Vup)=0 for 1<mn<N. (2.12)
In view of (Z5), there holds V - u} = 0 and therefore (u}™' - Vu},u}) = 0 similarly as the
continuous solution. As a result of this identity, substituting v;, = u} into (ZI1) immediately
yields unconditional energy stability of the semidiscrete FEM.

The main result of this article is the following theorem, which provides the convergence of

the fully discrete method (2.11J).
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Theorem 2.1. Let u° € L? and assume that the finite element space Xp, x Qp has properties
(P1)-(P2). Then, when the time stepsizes satisfy ZI0) with a fized constant o € (3,1), the
fully discrete solution given by ([2I1)) has the following error bound:

_1
lup = w(tn) L2 < Oty o + 02 D), (2.13)
where the constant C depends only on u®, Q and T (independent of t, € (0,T], T and h).

The proof of Theorem 2] is presented in section Bl For the simplicity of notation, we
denote by C' a generic positive constant that may be different at different occurrences and
may depend on u?, Q and T, but is independent of 7 and h.

3. Proof of Theorem [2.7]

3.1. Preliminary results

In this subsection, we present some technical inequalities and regularity results that will be
used in the error analysis for the NS equations.

First, the following interpolation inequalities, which hold in general convex polygons (cf. [2,
Theorem 5.8, Theorem 5.9]) and were often used in analysis of NS equations in the literature
(e.g., [43 Chapter III, §3.3]) and will also be used in this article:

1 1
[vlza < Clol 721Vl Z. Vv e Hy(£2), 3.1)
1 1
[Vollps < ClvolL. [Av] 72 Vo e Hy(2)nH*(2), (3.2)
1 1
[vllze < Clol 72l 7 Vv e Hy(Q) n H?(9). (3.3)

Second, the following basic properties of finite element spaces and the finite element solution
to the NS equations will be used.

(1) Approximation of X}, to H&: for m = 1,2 there holds

in)f; (Jv = vl g2 + hlv = vpllgr) < CR™ v ggm Y v e HY n H™(Q)2. (3.4)
€Xp

Un

Since IT,v € X}, for v € HY, the inequality above follows from (Z.3).
(2) H'-stability of the L?-orthogonal projection Px, : Hy = Xp:

|Px,v| g < Clo| g for all ve Hy. (3.5)
Proof. By using the triangle inequality, inverse inequality and (B.4]), we have
lv=Px,vlpg < inf (Jv-valg +|Px, (v =on)] )
’UhEXh

< inf (Jo-vnly +Ch™ o = vyl 12) < Cllv] . O
’l}hGXh

(3) Error bound of the L*-orthogonal projection Pk, : Hol - Xp:
|lv = Px, |12 + h|v = Px,v| g <Ch*|v|gs VYveHynH*(Q)? s=1,2. (3.6)
Proof. By using the triangle inequality, (8.4) and (B.35]), we have

v~ Px, 0l 2 + hllo - Px, vl in

< Inf (Jo=ovalpz +hlv=vnlm: + [ Px, (v =vn)p2 + 2| Px, (v =vn) [ 1)

< inf (|l =ovp| 2 + kv —vi|gr) < Ch%|v| gs. O
UhEXh



(4) The Stokes-Ritz projection and its error bound: Let Rx, : H} - X, be the Stokes-
Ritz projection, defined by

(V(v—Rx,v),Vwp) =0 Ywy e Xy, veH]. (3.7)
which is equivalent to finding (Rx,v,n5) € Vi x Qp, such that
(V(v-Rx,v),Vwp) = (p, V-wp) =0 Vwp €V,
(V- Rx,v,qn) =0 Vg €Qp.

The Stokes—Ritz projection has the following error bound (cf. [11I, Lemma 2.44 and
Lemma 2.45] and [I1], Proposition 4.18]):

|lv = Rx,v|z2 + h|v - Rx,v| g1 < Ch*|v|gs Ywve Hyn H*(Q)? s=1,2. (3.8)

(5) The numerical solution given by the fully discrete FEM in (ZI1)) satisfies the following
basic energy estimate:

N
max [up |72 +2 3 7| Vg7 < Jup |72 (3.9)

1<n<N n=1

This can be obtained by testing ([2.12]) with wuj.

Third, since inequality (3.2]) cannot hold for finite element functions (which do not have
second-order partial derivatives), we would need the following discrete analogy of (3.2]).

Lemma 3.1. The following inequality holds:

1 1
IVonllps < CIVon| 7.1 Andnlfz VY on € Xa. (3.10)
Proof. To obtain a bound for |V¢p| 1, we let ¢ € D(A) = H} n H?(£2)? be the solution of
A¢ = Appn  (where Apop € Xp, c X)), (3.11)

which is equivalent to the linear Stokes equation
-Ap+Vn=-Appp in
V-9=0 in €,
=0 on Of).

By the standard H? estimate of the linear Stokes equation (cf. [29] Theorem 2]), the solution
¢ € D(A) satisfies

| ¢z < ClAndn| L2 (3.12)
This inequality and (B.2)) imply that

1 1
[Volrs <CIVAIL [ Andnl fo- (3.13)
On the one hand, by using the projection operator ITj in (23]) and the standard interpolation
1 1
inequality | f]zs <[ f]72]f] 7, we have
1 1
[V(¢n — 1) [ 2 <CV (P — 1) [} [V (D1 — )]}
1 1
<Ch 28] 2, IV (¢n ~Thg)| 2, (inverse inequality)
1 1
<Clol g 191 2

1 1
<C|ol 71 1 Andnl 72 (3.14)
where the last inequality uses (8.12]). On the other hand,
V¢ s < OV 4 (stability of I, in WhH4(Q))

L 1 (3.15)
<Clol}: |Angnl,.  (here we have used (B.13))



Combining the two estimates above and using the triangle inequality, we obtain

1 1
[Vénlzs < Clol 7 | AndnlZo- (3.16)
It remains to prove the following inequality:
|olmr < Cllgnl - (3.17)

Then substituting (3.17)) into ([B.16) yields the desired result (Z.10).
In fact, testing equation ([B.I1]) by ¢ gives

IVol72 = ~(Andn, ) = (Von, VPx,0) < C|Vonl 12l Px, dl s < CIVon 2]l -

where the last inequality uses the H! stability of the L? projection Py, , as shown in (3.5).
Since ¢ € H}(2)?, it follows that |¢] ;1 < C|V¢| 2. Hence, the inequality above furthermore
implies (3.17). This completes the proof of Lemma [3.1] O

It is well known that the unique weak solution of the NS equations (I.I]) satisfies the energy
equality

SO + 1Vl i) = 510 VE>0, (315)
This can be obtained by testing (I.I]) with u. In addition to this basic estimate, the following
regularity result for the NS equations will be used in the error analysis.
Lemma 3.2. For any given u° € L2, the solution of (1) satisfies the following estimate:
[0 u(t)| 2 + t3 |0 w(t) | g + t|0 w(t) | g2 < Cpt™™  VE>0, m=0,1,2... (3.19)
where the constant Cy, depends on m and |u®| 2.

Since we have not found a proof of Lemma in the literature, we present a proof of this
lemma in Appendix.

3.2. Estimates for the consistency errors

We denote 1} = Px,u(t,). By testing equation ([Z2) with v, € X ¢ X = L? and using the
Stokes—Ritz projection operator defined in (B.7), we have
(OuPx,u(t), vp) + (u(t) - Vu(t),vn) + (VRx,u(t), Vop) =0 Vo, € Xp,.
which can be written into the abstract form
0 Px, u(t) + Px, (u(t) - Vu(t)) - ApRx, u(t) = 0.
By considering this equation at ¢ = ¢, we can write down the equation satisfied by 47, i.e.,

am _anfl
b Th 4 Py, (ATt vaR) - Apa = M+ F for n> 1, (3.20)

Tn

where the truncation errors £" and Fj! are given by

am = ,&nfl
En =(h77h - 8t@h(tn)) + Px, [(u(tn-1) —u(tn)) - Vu(t,)] = &' + £, (3.21)
Fh == Ap(iy = Rx,u(tn)) + Px, [a5 " - V(i = u(ty))] (3.22)
+ P, [(a57 = u(tn-1)) - Vu(ts)]
= Fha+Fho+ Fis

Lemma 3.3 (Consistency errors). If u® € L? and the stepsize in (ZI0) is used, then for all
test functions v € Xy, the consistency errors defined in [B.21)-B.22)) satisfy the following
estimates:

_3
[(E™,vp)| < Crptn? | Vur| 2 for n>1, (3.23)



Cht,t [ Vop| 2 for n>2,

|(F3'son)] < (3.24)

_3
C(ht;t + it 2) | Vo2 for n=1.

Proof. Testing (2.2]) by vj, € X, and integrating the result over the time interval (¢,-1,t,), we
obtain

(u(tn) —u(tp-1),vn) = - ft:nl (Vu(t), Vup) dt - ft:nl (u(t) - vu(t),vp) dt. (3.25)

For n =1, the truncation errors can be estimated by using (3.25) and (2.2]), and the triangle
inequality:

(&L o)l <m1 (u(ty) = u(to), vn)] + [(Beu(tr), vp)]

:T{l‘[otl(Vu(t),Vvh)dt—fotl(u(t),u(t)-Vvh)dt‘

+[(Vu(ty), Vo) = (u(ty),u(t1) - Vop)|
<om [ (1) s 91+ L) 3417 2]

+ C(Jultr) g+ |u(t) |7 1Von] 2
<Or [ [0 s 9L+ [0 s )l [ 7 2

+ OClu(t) g + [t |2 JuCt) ) [Won 2 (here @) is used)
<Oy *ul g2 0.y (L + 1 0.02) | V0 [ 2 + 077 2 [ Fun g2

(here Lemma [3.2] is used)

<Oy 2| Vol gz = Omity 2 [ Fonl o

and
(3, 0] =I(utr), (ulto) - u(t:)) - Ton)|
<Clu(t) = lu(tr) - u(to) |2 Ton 2
<Clu(t)] 2t |2 (luCto) 2 + [u(ta) | 2)[Tonle  (here @E3) is used)
SCT{% IVop| 2  (here Lemma [3.2] is used)

_3
:CTltl 2 H VUhHL2.

_3
By combining the two estimates above, we obtain [(£™,vp,)| < C7t,? | Vop| 2 for n=1.
In the case n > 2, by differentiating equation (2.2]) in time and testing the result by vy, € X},
we obtain

(Owu(t), vp) + (OVu(t), Vop) + (pu(t) - Vu(t), vp) + (u(t) - VOuu(t),vp) =0 Vup, € X,
which implies that
(u(tn) —u(tn-1) _ ‘(

n

(&1, vn)l =

- Opu(ty), vh)

tn t 1,
f . Iuu(t)dt, Uh)
t

n—1 Tn

bt =ty
[ e
t T

<Ct, max ] |(Opu(t), vp)]

te[tn-1,tn

=CT, max ]|((9tVu(t), Vup) = (u(t), u(t) - Vo) — (Qwu(t),u(t) - Vop)|

te[tn-1,tn

<Cry, phax ][Hatu(t)HHl + Jun () e |Ocu®) | o ]IV on | 12

n-1:tn



1 1 1 1
<CTa max ][IlatU(t) [+ 117 @) 17 100u(@) 122 10ru() |7 [ Von ]l 2

n-1stn
SC’TntleVz}hHLz (here Lemma [3.2] is used),
and
ER )] = 1(utn), (ultr) — u(t)) - Ton)]
< Cllultn) | palu(tn-1) = utn) s Von| L2
<Cr max [[u()] s |0su()] ]I Von] 2

n—1, n]

L 1 1 1
<Cm max (a7 1w 71 1001 72 10eu(®) ] 7 ]I on ] 12

n-1, n]

3
<Oyt |Von|r2  (here Lemma B.2is used).

_3 _3
2

_3 3
Since t,,%, ~ t,? for n > 2, the two estimates above imply |(£",vp)| < CTytn? | Vo2 for n > 2.

This completes the proof of (B.:23]).

To prove (3.24]), we consider the expressions of F}' 5 1=1,2,3, defined in (B:22]). By using
the approximation properties of the projection operators Px, and Ry, in ([3.6) and (B3.8]), we
have

[(Fh1 o)l =[(V(Px, u(tn) = Bx, u(tn)), Vor)|
<(IV (Px, utn) = ulta)r2 + 19 (u(tn) = Rx,uta)) |2 )| Von 2
<Chlutn) |2 Vonl L
<Cht,'|Voy|z2 for vy e X, and n> 1,

where Lemma in deriving the last inequality.
1
By applying the inverse inequality ||vp, |14 < Ch™2 g |12 and BI]), we obtain

|(Fh2 o)l =l (P, ultn-1) - V(Px, u(tn) = u(tn)), vn)l
[Py utn) - u(tn), P, ult 1) Von)|
<C| Px, u(tn) = w(tn)| pa [ Px, w(tn-1) | 22 [Von s
1 1 1
<Ol Px,utn) = ultn) | 72 | Px,ultn) = u(tn)| g lu(tn-1) [ 207> | Von] 2
1 1 1
<R fu(ta) | 1z2) F (BlluCta)l =) LaCtn )] 2~ H [T 0n ] o
<Chlutn) |2 [utn-1)] 2| Von 2
<Cht;'|Vuy| 2 for vy e X and n> 1,

where Lemma, is used in deriving the last inequality.
Similarly as the estimate for |(F} 5, vp)|, we have

|(Fh 3> vn)| =[((Px, u(tn-1) = u(tn-1)) - Vu(tn), vp)|
:|(u(tn)’ (PXhu(tnfl) - u(tn—l)) : Vvh)l
<Cllutn) |2 Px, u(tn-1) = u(tn-1)|£s | Von | s

1 1 1
<Cllultn) |2 Px, utn-1) = u(tn-1)| 72 | Px, u(tn-1) —w(tn-1) | fnh72 [ Vop| 12
1 L1
<Cllu(tn) |2 (A? [utn-1) [ 2) % (hw(tn-1) 2) 2 h™2 [ Vs 2
<Chllu(tn)| pzutn-1) | 2| Von] 22
<Cht M|V 2 for vy e X), and n>2,
where Lemma and t,_1 ~ t, are used for n > 2. For n =1 there holds
[(F3t g vn)l =l (u(ty), (P, u’ = u®) - Vuy))|
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<Cllu(t)| | Px,u’ = u°| g2 | Von | 2
<Clu(t) | Fallu(t) o I |29 onl
SCtI% [Vup|r2 (here Lemma is used)
SCTltI%HVvhHLz for vy € X and n=1.

Collecting the above estimates of F7;, j =1,2,3, for n>2 and n =1, we obtain B24). O

3.3. Error estimates in a sufficiently small time interval [0, 7} ]

By subtracting (2.12)) from (3.20), we obtain the following equation for the error function
ey = Uy —up:
— Aper + Px, (a7t - vay —up vl = €0+ Fi (3.26)
Tn

We first estimate Y., TnHeZH%Q by a duality argument. To this end, we denote by ¢} € X},
the solution of the backward problem

= h

—Appt =€l for n=2,...,m+1,
— h®h h (3.27)
¢m+1
which satisfies the following standard energy estimate:
max |6 |7 + Z 7ol And |72 < C Z Talleh 72 (3.28)

n=1 n=1

This estimate can be obtained from testing ([3.27]) by —Ahgbz_l and summing up the results
forn=2,...,m+1.

Testing (3.27)) by 7,-1€),~ L and summing up the results for n = 2,...,m+1, and using discrete
integration by parts in time (with €) = ¢7"*! = 0), we obtain

m+1 m+1 gb gb
> Tutlleh e = Y 7 (eh Mﬁw
n=2 n=2 Tn-1
m
= Z eh, Ph) — Z(e Lom) + 3 mn(Ver, VoR)
n=1 n=1
m ey e” 1
:Z'Tn( h h —AhBZ,QSZ)
n=1 Tn
By substituting (3.26]) into the inequality above, we obtain
m+1 119
> Tn-tllen |7z
n=2
_ S ~n—1 ~n o n-1 n o n S EN - N
== > Tty - Vag —uy Vg, dp) + ) Ta(E ) + Y Tl F, 6h)
n=1 n=1 n=1
= Talen - Vg +up T - Ven, dp) + 3 (€M Oh) + D0 TR bh)
n=1 n=1 n=1
_ - ~n  n—1 n n  n-1 n - EN & :Fvn n 3.29
= ZTn (Un,en - Vop) +(en,up  -Vop) |+ ZTn( ,On) + Z Ta(Fh» k)5 (3.29)
n=1 n=1 n=1

where we have used integration by parts in deriving the last equality. The last term on the
right-hand side of the above equation can be estimated as follows: In the case of n > 2 we use
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the decomposition F;' = ‘7'7;,1 + ‘7'7;,2 + }"ﬁ?) with
|(Fi 1, on)l =[(Px, u(tn) — Rx,u(tn), Andy)|
< Px,ultyn) - Rx,u(tn)l z2 | Andp | 12
<Ch|u(ty) | m|Anen |2 (here (B.6) and (B.8]) are used)
|(Fi2s o1l =[(Px, u(tn) —u(tn), Px, u(tn-1) - Vo)
<C|Px,u(tn) = ultn) | L2 | Px, u(tn-1) | 2| Vo | 4

1 1 1 1
<C|Px,u(tn) = u(tn) |22 | Py ultn-1) | 22 | Py u(tn-1) | i [V OR 1 22 | Andh | 72
(here (31) and Lemma [B.] are used)

1 1 1 1
<Chlutn)| g [ultn-)| f2lultn-0) | 5 [VOR 1 L2 [ Andpl 2 (here B.3) is used)
[(Fh 01| =l(ultn), (Px, u(tn-1) = u(tn-1)) - Vo)
<Clutn)] 4l Px, ultn-1) = u(tn-1)[ 2 VPR | 14
1 1 1 1
<Cllutn) 7o [t g hluCtn- )l [VOR 12 [ Andpll f2-
Since |u(ty)|r2 < C, the three estimates above imply that
|(Fh' @] <Chlu(tn) | g2 | Andp | 22
3 3 1 1
+ Ch([lutn)| g+ luCtn-0) | GOIVOR N T2 | Andh 7
<e|Apdhlza + Ce B2 (Julta) 7 + lulta-1)70)
+e(fultn) [ + [utn-)a)[VOR] L2 Andpl 2 for n>2, (3.30)

where € can be an arbitrary positive constant (arising from using Young’s inequality). In the
case n = 1, Lemma [3.3] implies that

l(FL 60| < O[9I 12 < Oy + €| Vob 22 < Ce 572 + €| Tk |2, (3.31)
where the last inequality is due to the stepsize choice in (2.I0]), which implies that
T < Cria < C’Tﬁﬂt,{f?a(t?ff‘*%?) < CTﬁ72t52a(tﬁTi) < Or(Fa—2e t 2
<Ct lr? for ae (3,1). (3.32)
By summing 7,|(F}}, ¢5)| for n=1,...,m, and using the estimates in (3.30)-(3.31]), we obtain

Sl (F 60 =rl(FL o)+ 3l (B 6]
n=1 n=2
< |(FL o)+ € 3l Andl 120 + O h2 S u(fultac) 2 + Julta)|2p0)
S h>Ph nl|AAhPhl 12 € Tn{[|U(ln-1)| g1 Ul ) || g1
n=2 n=2
e 3 mallulta) s + lultn) ) IVSR |2 | Andp 1o
n=2
<CM 2 1 e VoL e+ S Tl Andf e + O 12 S 7 futn) 20
n=1 n=1

. L\ . e
el Sruten) ) sl (35l auci2:)

n=1 n=1

m m
sCElt;anfn +Ce Z TnHeZH%Q +Ce'h? Z TnHu(tn)qul
n=1 n=1

+ Cﬁ( VZ”: Tnu(tn)H?{I)2( iTneZ%g) (here (B:28) is used). (3.33)

n=1
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By using ([3.23)) we have

m m 3
S i€ 6] < c( $° t) max |7

n=1 -1 1<n<m

3

2

& a-3 & n|2
<C ZTnTtn 2 ZTnHehHLg
n=1 n=1

1 fm 2
< Ctp, QT(ZTneZ%Q) since a > 3
n=1

1
_1 m 2
< Ctp? Tm( > Tullen ||%2) here we used (Z.10)

n=1
m
<Ce it +e > mlen|7.. (3.34)
n=1
Note that

S [0 < O [0 |20 |00 20 < O il 20 <CS to)|? 3.35
> Tallthlza < C Y maliglzelanlzn < C Y0 malinlin < C Y malulta) iz, (3.35)
n=1 n=1 n=1 n=1
& n—1)4 <Cm n—1/2 n—1/2 <Cm n-12 3.36
> Talup s <C Y mllun " zelup™ I3n < C Y mallug™ I, (3.36)
n=1 n=1 n=1
& 4 & 2 2 2 S 2
2. ol VORILe < C 3 7l o7 [ [Andhl e < € max |67 51 3wl Andhl 12
n=1 n=1 == n=1

m 2
< 0( > Tnezniz) : (3.37)

n=1

which are consequences of ([B.I) and Lemma Bl Substituting (3.33)—B.34) into (3.29) and
using the three estimates above, we obtain

m

2
> rleflZ
n=1
1 1 1
o ~n (|4 * L n-12 ? L n |4 *
<C Z Tl | 4 Z ([ Z Tl Vo |74
n=1 n=1 n=1
1 1 1
o -1)4 4 - ni2 ? o n |4
+C ZTn”uz HL4 anllehlle ZTn||V¢hHL4
n=2 n=2 n=2
1 0 1 o o
+ 71| (ehy up - VORI + D0 Tal(Ex o) + D Tl (Frs 63)]
n=1 n=1
1 1 1
o 2 L n—-1)2 o n|2 ? L n |4 *
<O X mlvut)lzz + 2 mlvVup 72 ) | X mlerlzz | | 20 mlvenlie
n=1 n=2 n=1 n=1
1 0 1 & s
+ 71| (eh,wp - VORI + 0 Tl (&8 o) + 20 Tl (Fr s 63)]
n=1 n=1
o 2 < 12 i < 2
< C( Z Tnlu(tn) |5 + Z Tollup” Hl) ( Z Tn||eZL2) (here (337 is used)
n=1 n=2 n=1
1 0 1 1,-1_2 & 2 1,2 & 2
+71[(epsup - Vo) + Oty 7oy + Ce - Talley 72 + Ce ™ Y mafu(tn) 0
n=1 n=1

1
m 2 m
+Ce( 5 mu(tn)%p) ( $ Tnezuiz) (3.3
n=1 n=1
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The remaining term 7|(e},ul) - Vo1 )| in (B38) can be estimated by using the basic energy
estimate:

lenlzz + milvenl7z < C, (3.39)
which is a combination of (8.9) and the regularity estimate (see Lemma [3.2))
lu(t)IZ2 + I Vu(t)|7. < C
through the triangle inequality. By using (3.39) we have

71l(enswh - V)| <OTilles | ol upl 12 [V oy 1
1 1 1 1
<Crillenl 72 1Venl7a lunl 21V énl 72 1 Andhl 7
3 1 1 1
T.1)2 12 13 .
<Crilepl 721V enl 7l Andnl7.  (using B39 and Juy| L2 < C)

1
<Ce ' mlley ] 2 + er? [0 |1 Anh | 2

m
_ 1
<Ceri+e Y Talehl7a + 56(Il¢illfm + 71| Angp7z)

n=1
m
<Ce Pt +Ce Y. Tolef|3e, (3.40)
n=1

where we have used (3.28) and (3:32)) in deriving the last inequality. Substituting the last in-
equality into (3.38) and choosing a sufficiently small constant € (so that the term Cee Yty 7, e} |7
can be absorbed by the left-hand side), we obtain that

S ralep2, < C[( S ([ Vutn) 22 + ||wz%2>)4 R ( 5 Tnnu(tn)nzl) ]( 5 mezn%z)

n=1 n=1 n=1 n=1

=

m

+ O + O Y. mallult) |2 (3.41)
n=1
The first and last terms on the right-hand side of (3.41]) can be dealt with using the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.4. For any given u° € L? the following result holds:

N
2 2
> T(IVu(tn) 72 + [Vuplz2) < C.
n=1
Furthermore, for any € > 0 there exists positive constants Ty, he and 7. (depending on u®, but
independent of T and h) such that for h < h. and T < 7. the following result holds:

m

> ([ Vultn) 72 + [Vup|72) <€ Vit € (0,T2].
n=1
The proof of Lemma [3.4] is deferred to Section
By using Lemma B4l there exist constants Ty, h, and 7, such that for h < h,, 7 < 7. and
tm < T, the quantity

m
> ([ Vuta) |72 + [Vup]72)
n=1
is sufficiently small so that the first term on the right-hand side of (B.41]) can be absorbed
by the left hand side, and the last term on the right-hand side of (4] is bounded by Ch2.
Then we obtain
m

S maler|Fe < C(tira +h?)  for ty, € (0,T]. (3.42)

m
n=1

Hence, if we consider the problem in the time interval [0,7], we obtain an error estimate
(342) in the discrete L?(0,T.; L*) norm.
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The error bound in (F42)) can be furthermore improved to an L? norm at a fixed time. To
this end, we denote by x(¢) the nonnegative smooth cut-off function such that

0 for te(0,t,/4],
X@:{ e (0, tm/4]

d [9fx(t)| < Otk for k=0,1,2,... 4
1 for te[t,/2, ), and |0yx(t)| < Ot for k=0,1,2, (3.43)
which satisfies [0;x(t)| < Ct,,l. Then, testing (3.28) by x(t»)ey, we obtain

x(t)lerlZo = x@a-)ller " 172 + x(ta) ey —en' 72
27,

+x(tn) Ve 72

(X(tn) - X(tn—l)) HeZ% Hi2

= X(t) (@, e - VeR) + x(tn) (E"s eR) + X (tn) (FR €f) + o

< x(t)l @yl palleh™ Il ver e

3
+ OX(tn) (Tatn® + ht;,) [ VeR | 2 + [?axt ]|8tx(t)|||62_1H%2 (Lemma [33 is used)

te[tn-1,tn
nE ams n—1 3 n—1 3 n
<x(tn)lanl a2 lag | Fallen™ 172 0ven -1 Verl z2
_3
+ Cx(tn) (Tatn® +ht, ") [Veh| 2 + Ctyen ™ 7
An |2 -1y2 2,-3 2,-2 -1 -1y2
<COx(tn)l gl ller 172 + Ox(tn) (mity” + B°8,7) + Oty e |72
1 -1y2 2
+ X)) (ver T + [Venlzz)
2 -12 2,-3 2,-2 -1 -1y2
< Cllultn) [ x (@) len™ |72 + Ox(tn) (" + 76,7) + Ot e |72
1 -1y2 2
+ X W) ([Ver™ 72 + [Ver ), (3.44)

where in the last inequality we have used |} |51 = |Px,u(tn)| g1 < Clu(tn)| g1 as a result of
B3). Absorbing the last term of (3:44]) by its left-hand side and applying the discrete version
of Gronwall’s inequality (cf. [23, Lemma 5.1]), we obtain

n| 2
max x ()] e |72

m m m
<o (3l )€ S r i« i)+ 3 ncnler )
n=1 n=1 n=1

m m m
<o (3 rulun) B )OO0 + 1262 S, g+ Ot Bl I )
n= n=1
-2

1 n=1

<COT2t.2+ Ot (3.45)

where the last inequality uses Lemma B.4] and (8.42). Since this inequality holds for all m > 1
such that ¢, € (0,7%], it follows that

e 2 < C (272 + . h?)  for t, € (0,T.]. (3.46)

This proves the desired error bound in a time interval (0,7} ], where T} is a sufficiently small
constant (depending on u® but independent of 7 and h). In the next subsection, we extend
the error estimate to the whole time interval [0,7'].

3.4. Error analysis in [0,7]

Let k be the maximal integer such that tx € (0,7%]. When 7 < T, /4 there holds t; > T./2
and therefore ¢;* < C. In this case, (3.46]) implies

lef |2 < C (7 +h), (3.47)
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and Lemma implies that
10" || 2 + [0F ul grr + |0 ull g2 < Cpy V€ [tg, T], m=0,1,... (3.48)
Since tgl < C, the estimates in Lemma [3.3] reduce to
[(E™ o) + [(Fron)| < C(mn + h)||[Vop| 2 for k+1<n< N, wv,eXp.
Then, testing the error equation (3.26]) by e}, we obtain

el 2 _ enfl 2 + en_en—l 2
H hHL2 H h HL2 H h h HL2 n HVGZH%Q

27,
= (g, e - Vep) + (E™ ep) + (Ff ef)
<laqlraller sl Verlz + C(rn+h) [ VeR| 12
1 1 1 1
AnIZ An| 2 12 12
<Clagl;alanlZnlen 17:1ver [ 72Verlrz + C(mn + R) | Ver | L2

1
n 2 —1)2 2, 12 —1y2 2
< Clahlllen™ 72 + C(r + h%) + 2 (1Ver™ 72 + [ Ven L)

_ 1 _
<Cllep gz + Cra +0%) + (Ve Iz + IVehl72) - for n2k+1,

where we have used the regularity estimate

lan | = [1Px,u(tn) g < |u(tn)lm <€ as a result of B.5) and (3.48).

By applying the discrete version of Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

n k
ponax lerlzz < Cley|r2 + C(7 + h). (3.49)
which together with (3.47) yields the desired result of Theorem 211 O

In the proof of Theorem 2] we have used the key technical Lemma [3.4], which is proved in
the next subsection.

3.5. Proof of Lemma 3.4
Lemma [3.4]is a combination of (8.9) and the following two lemmas (Lemma 3.5 and Lemma

B.6).

Lemma 3.5. Let u® € L? be given. Then for any € > 0 there exist positive constants Tr, he
and 7. such that for h < h. and T < 7. there holds

m
Ml Vupis <6 Vit € (0,T:). (3.50)

n=1
The constants Ty, he and 7. may depend on u° but are independent of T and h.

Proof. Let u,p,(t) be a piecewise linear function in time, defined by

tn—t [
wp () = “—uf ™ + E 1uZ for te (tp-1,tn]-
n Tn
We claim that
u,,), converges to the unique weak solution u weakly in L*(0, T} HYY; (3.51)
w, j, converges to u strongly in C'([Ty,T7]; L?) for any fixed T} € (0,T); (3.52)
u, j, converges to u strongly in C([0,T]; H™'). (3.53)

The proof of ([B.51)-(3.53) is presented in Appendix Bl
In addition to (B.5I)-(B353]), we claim that the following result holds:

masx |Jurp(, 1) 2 = [u(t)| g2| > 0 as 7 h 0. (3.54)

te[0,T]
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We prove ([3.54) by using the method of contradiction. If ([B.54) does not hold then (B.52)

implies that there exists a sequence t; — 0 and 7;,h; — 0 such that

(147, 1, o) 2 = 1) 2

Since u € C([0,T7]; L?) it follows that |u(-,¢;)|z2 = |u’]z2 and therefore

>0 for j>1.

>

|

|Hu7j,hj(-,tj)||L2 — [u® 12 for sufficiently large j.

The energy inequality ([B.3) implies that [ur, n,(-,;)]z2 < ||u2j lr2 = [ Px, u°| 2 < |u®] 12, and
J
therefore

)
twr; 1y Coti) | 2 = |u®] L2 < 3 for sufficiently large j. (3.55)

Since ur, p, (-, t;) converges to u” in H' (as aresult of (353)), and |tr; n; (5 t5) | 2 is uniformly
bounded as j - oo, it follows that UTj,hj(',tj) also converges to u? weakly in L? and therefore

[l 2 < minf g, p, (222 (3.56)

Substituting this into ([B.55]) yields that

0
Ju®] 2 < |u’] L2 - 3
The contradiction implies that ([3.54]) holds.
We use the standard energy equality for the numerical solution:
2
+ [Vup|Z =0, (3.57)
L2
which can be obtained through testing (2.12]) by u}. By summing up B.517) for n=1,...,m,
we have

A e P

27,

n

m

1
2 02 2
2, Tl Vuplze < S lunlzz - 5 lup' 72
n=1 2

1 1

02 2

= §HuhHL2 ~3 = utm)| 72 + Q(HU(tm)”m lup'l72)
oo 1 1 m 2

< 5““ I72 - ||U(75m)HL2 +2 (||U(tm)HL2 = Jup'l72)

-/, " vt e + 5<\\u<tm>uLz = [up]32)- (3.58)

First, (3.54)) implies that there exist constants 7. and h. such that when 7 < 7. and h < h. the
following inequality holds:

lut) |72 = lup' |72 <e.
Second, u € L2(0,T; H*(Q)?) implies that there exists a constant 7. such that

TE £
Vu(t)]2dt < =
[ Ivu®ade < 2

As a result, we have

m tm 1
> Tl Va7 < fo |Vu(t)[72dt + 5(\@(%)\\%2 i l72) <. (3.59)
n=1

This proves the desired result of Lemma O

Lemma 3.6. Let u’ € L? be given. Then Z To|Vu(ty)[3, < C. Moreover, for any e >0 there

exist positive constants 1., h, and 7. such that for h < he and T < 7. there holds

m

Y Tl Vu(ta)|72 <& Vg e (0,T.].

n=1
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The constants Tr, he and 7. may depend on u° but are independent of T and h.

Proof. By using the triangle inequality we have

2
tn tn
z ol Vu(tn)|22 <C Z . ft V(ulty) - u(t))dt L C Z . ft Vu(t)dt
Tn Jt,_ Tn Jt, 3 L2

<C f f V@tu(s)dsdt iC Z f [Vu(t)|2.dt

n: Tn n— % n—%

m tn m
<C'Y 72 ft |VOu(t)|edt + C fo [Vu(t)|2adt

n=1 n_%
SC”t atu(t) H%Q(O,tm;Hl) + CHUH%Q (O,tm;Hl ) . (360)

where we have used 7, < 2t for t € [t, 1.,t,]. From BI8) we see that u € L*(0,T; H'(2)?),
2
which implies that

HuH%g(O tp:i1y <€ When tp, is smaller than some constant 7. (3.61)
In view of (B.60)), it suffices to prove the following result
2 2
It 012 0 gty < Ol sy (3.62)

Then substituting (B3.61])-(3.62]) into (B3.60]) yields the desired result of Lemma 3.6
In order to prove (3.62]), we differentiate (2.2]) and consider the equation of dsu, i.e.,

O*u— Adyu = —Px (Oyu- Vu) — Px (u- V) for te (0,T]. (3.63)
Testing (B.63)) by t20;u, we have
1
§t2aEHé%UHL2-+t2HVY%ﬂHMﬁ = (é%lL Vu,t é%U)

=t*(u,dpu- VOu) (integration by parts)
1
<Ct[[ull 74| Opul7a + ZtQHV@uH%z
2 1o 2
<Ot |ul g2 ul g | Opul p2 |V Oyl 2 + 7|V Oyu] 72
1 1
< VUl lomls + L1 Voula,

where we have used |u|z2 < C in deriving the last inequality, as shown in (3I8). Since the
second term on the right-hand side of the inequality above can be absorbed by its left-hand
side, it follows from t2 d H@tuHLQ = %(t2 |0vul3,) - 2t|Opu|?, that

d
(_t2atuL2) + [Vl < Cul| Vul 72t [Opulzs + 20t dpul 7. (3.64)

Hence, it remains to estimate /Om t|Opul3 ,dt (the last term of the inequality above). To this
end, we test (2.2)) by t0,u and use (B.19). This yields that

%t%\wu\\%g t|0pu)s = - (u- Vu, topu)
<CPula ol + 3 1vuls
<Ct|uf 2| Vu|p2t|Opulp2 [ VIu| L2 + %HVUH;
<Ct|Vu|r2||Vorul 2 + %HVUH%Q (here (B19) is used)

. 1
<Co™!|Vulfs + ot?|VOpulz, + 5\\%\@2,
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where o € (0,1) is a constant arising from Young’s inequality and therefore can be arbitrarily
small. By using the identity %% |Vul3, = %(% [Vul2,) - 3| Vu|?, we furthermore derive that

dft _
ol + 5§10l ) < (Cot o Dvuls + ol 50 (3.65)
Combining the two estimates above, i.e., 2C, x([3.65])+(B.64]), we have

d
Pl vtz ) s eeoz.

< Cy|Vul 3ot |Omul3s + (2C.Co™t + 2C,) || Vul2, + 2C,0t?| VO3 (3.66)
By choosing ¢ sufficiently small, the last term on the right-hand side can be absorbed by the
left-hand side. Then we obtain
d
(210wl + Ctlvulds) + 21v0uls < CIvuld 210l + Clvulls. (367
By applying Gronwall’s inequality and using (BI8]) we obtain

max (PJol, + Cutlvulte) + [ £ |vouliar

<eo( [ Clvaltar) [ elval.ar

<C [ |vuladt (3.68)
This proves (3.62]) and completes the proof of Lemma [3.6] O

4. Numerical experiments

In this section we present numerical examples to support the theoretical result in Theorem
2.1l Both examples concern the incompressible NS problem

Ou+u-Vu-pAu+Vp=0 in 2x(0,7],
Vou=0 in 2x(0,T],
u=0 on 02 x (0,71,
u=u’ at 2x{0},

(4.1)

in the unit square Q = (0,1) x (0,1) with 7= 0.1 and x = 0.05. The Scott-Vogelius (Py, P; ')
finite elements are used for spatial discretization; see [37]. This finite element space has the
required properties (P1)—(P2) mentioned in Section [2 All the computations are performed
using the software package FEniCS (https://fenicsproject.org).

Example 4.1. Let w = sin(72)*%5 sin(7y)*%® with € = 0.01, and consider the initial value

u’ = (u) (2, y), u3(2,y)) = (wy, ~wy),
which satisfies that
uwel? but u’¢ H(Q).
We solve problem (ILI) by the proposed method (2I1]) and compare the numerical solutions
with the reference solution given by sufficiently small stepsize and mesh size.

The time discretization errors [|uf —uly | 12() are presented in Table[Il, where the reference
solution uflv rof 18 chosen to be the numerical solution with maximal stepsize 7y = 1/1280. We

have used four sufficiently small spatial mesh sizes h = 27477 j = 0,1,2,3, to investigate the
influence of spatial discretization on the temporal discretization errors |ul —u® | £2()- From
Table [Il we can see that the influence of spatial discretization is negligibly small in observing
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TABLE 1. Example 1} Time discretization errors using variable stepsize with

a =0.55.
T h=1/16 h=1/32 h=1/64 h=1/128
1/40 3.8127E-02 3.7780E-02 3.7664E-02 3.7624E-02
1/80 1.5696E—-02 1.5545E-02 1.5493E-02 1.5475E-02
1/160 7.6949E-03 7.6225E-03 7.5968E-03 7.5879E-03
Convergence rate O(71:9%) O(11:03) O(r1:0%) O(71:9%)
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the first-order convergence in time, which is consistent with the result proved in Theorem 2.11

The spatial discretization errors |ul’ — uhN retl2(0) are presented in Table 2l where the
reference solution ufx rof 18 chosen to be the numerical solution with mesh size hyf = 1/128.
We have chosen several sufficiently small time stepsizes 7 = 27377/10,j = 0,1,2, 3 to investigate
the influence of temporal discretization on the spatial discretization errors |uly - uhN, retll2(Q)-
From Table [2] we see that the influence of temporal discretization can be neglected compared
with the spatial discretization errors, which are O(h!®) in the L? norm. This is half-order
better than the result proved in Theorem 21l The rigorous proof of this sharper convergence
rate for L? initial data still remains open.

TABLE 2. Example LI} Spatial discretization errors using variable stepsize

with o = 0.55.
h T=1/80 T =1/160 7 =1/320 T =1/640
1/8 5.0365E-03 4.7074E-03 4.5093E-03 4.4308E-03
1/16 1.6844E-03 1.5711E-03 1.5019E-03 1.4744E-03
1/32 5.4146E-04 5.0663E-04 4.8451E-04 4.7546E-04
Convergence rate O(ht6%) O(h'53) O(h'-63) O(h!'-%3)

Example 4.2. In the second example, we consider an initial value u° = Pxw with
w = (wi(z,y),w2(z,y)) = (¥ °,2"%)  with €=0.01,

which is a function in L?(Q)? but not in H¢(2)%. Since Py is the L?-orthogonal projection
from L%(2)? onto L2, it follows that u’ € L?. But the analytical expression of u’ is unknown.
We solve problem (L) by the proposed method (ZIII) with u) = Px,u’ = Px, w, which can be
computed from 2.7) with u replaced by w therein. Then we compare the numerical solutions
with a reference solution given by sufficiently small mesh size.

The temporal discretization errors HuhN - uflv retll2(0) are presented in Table 3] where the
reference solution uﬁ{ cof 18 chosen to be the numerical solution with maximal stepsize T =
1/1280, and we have used several sufficiently small spatial mesh sizes h = 27477 5 = 0,1,2,3
to investigate the spatial discretization errors and to guarantees that the influence of spatial
discretization error is negligibly small in observing the temporal convergence rates. From
Table 3] we see that the temporal discretization errors are about O(7), which is consistent
with the result proved in Theorem [2.11

The spatial discretization errors |uj - ufx retl2(0) are presented in Table @l where the

reference solution uhN rof 18 chosen to be the numerical solution with mesh size hyef = 1/128. We

have chosen several time stepsizes to investigate the influence of temporal discretization on the
spatial discretization errors. From Table ] we see that the influence of temporal discretization
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TABLE 3. Example Time discretization errors using variable stepsize with

a =0.55.
T h=1/16 h=1/32 h=1/64 h=1/128
1/40 4.3461E-03 4.0663E-03 3.9460E-03 3.9014E-03
1/80 1.8754E-03 1.7471E-03 1.6919E-03 1.6711E-03
1/160 9.1079E-04 8.4811E-04 8.1938E-04 8.0861E-04
Convergence rate O(r1:%%) O(r1:0%) O(r1:0%) O(71:%)

can be neglected compared with the spatial discretization errors, which are O(h'®) in the L2
norm. This is better than the result proved in Theorem 2] (similarly as the results shown in

the previous example).

TABLE 4. Example Spatial discretization errors using variable stepsize

with a = 0.55.
h 7=1/80 7 =1/160 7 =1/320 7= 1/640
1/8 1.0833E-03 8.6397E-04 7.4118E-04 6.8490E-04
1/16 4.1932E-04 3.1724E-04 2.5928E-04 2.3009E-04
1/32 1.4837TE-04 1.1103E-04 8.9531E-05 7.8055E-05
Convergence rate O(h!-59) O(h'51) O(h!-53) O(h!-55)

5. Conclusions

We have presented an error estimate for a fully discrete semi-implicit Euler finite element
method for the NS equations with L? initial data based on the natural regularity of the
solution with singularity at t = 0. The numerical solution is proved to be at least first-order
convergent in both time and space without any CFL condition. The analysis makes use of
the smoothing property of the NS equations under L? initial data and appropriate duality
arguments to obtain a discrete L2(0,T;L?) error bound for a sufficiently small constant T,
(which depends on the initial data u?, but independent of 7 and h). This is proved by utilizing
Lemma [B.5] which says that the discrete LQ(O,T*;LQ) norm of the numerical solution is not
only bounded but also small for sufficiently small T,. The discrete error bound in LQ(O, T,; L2)
is furthermore improved to L2(0,T; L?) (for a general T > 0) and a pointwise-in-time L? error
bound away from ¢ = 0. The extension of the analysis to the Taylor-Hood finite elements
(which do not satisfy property (P2)) is also possible.

Several questions still remain open for the NS equations with nonsmooth initial data.

First, the numerical results show that 1.5th-order convergence is achieved in the space
discretization. This is slightly better than the result proved in this article. The proof of this
sharper convergence rate still remain open.

Second, the current numerical method and its error analysis requires variable stepsize and
yields an error bound which holds only away from ¢ = 0. The development of efficient numerical
methods that may have some uniform temporal convergence up to t = 0 is still challenging. In
view of the low-regularity integrators recently developed for dispersive equations [25]34][36]
and semilinear parabolic equations [32] this is possible and worth to be considered (at least
for semi-discretization in time).

Third, the development of numerical methods with higher-order convergence (e.g., away
from ¢ = 0) for the NS equations with initial data in critical spaces is still challenging and
worth to be studied.
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Fourth, the error analysis of numerical methods for the three-dimensional NS equations
1
with critical initial data in H= or L still remains open.
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A. Proof of Lemma

We only need to prove ([3.I9) by assuming that the initial value is in H2()?2, provided that
all the constant C,, below depends only on m and HuOH 12 (independent of higher regularity
of U ) Then, for a nonsmooth initial value u® € L?, we can choose a sequence of functions
ud e H0 N H2(Q)2, n=1,2,..., converging to u’ in L2. The solution w, corresponding to the
smooth initial value 10 satisfies

07w ()| 2 + t3 10, wn (£) | 11 + ¢ 07 un,(t) | ;2 < Cont™ V>0, m >0, (A.1)

with a constant C,, depending only on m and |u2 |2 (thus independent of n). By a standard
compactness argument and passing to the limit n — oo, one obtains that u,(t) converges to
u(t) for t >0 and therefore (A.J]) implies (3.19).

It remains to prove (3.I9) for H? initial value (thus the solution is qualitatively smooth in
time and H? in space; see 43, Remark 3.7]).

From (B.I8)) we immediately obtain

HU’HL“’(O,OO;LQ) + HUHL2(0,0<>;H1) <C. (A.2)

To obtain higher-order estimates, we fix an arbitrary s > 0 and let x(¢) be a nonnegative
smooth cut-off function of time (independent of x) satisfying that

0 for te(0,s/4),
x(t) =
1 for te[s/2,00),

Testing (1) by x?0su yields

and |0Fx(t)| < Cs7™ for k=0,1,2,... (A.3)

ol + 5P Ivul?;

=—(u-Vu, Xz(?tu)

< O u- v (xw) |7z + 5 Ixrul 72 (A.4)
< O ul 4| VO 74 + 5 Ixdhul 72

< e ul e lul i IV O |12 [A G |12 + SIxOul}z  (here BT)-B2) are used)

< O ulfalulin IV O [ + S1ACa) 7 + SIxdwule.

where € is an arbitrary positive constant arising from using Young’s inequality. Since
d d
2 2 2 2
E 1Tl = S0 - 2xddvul?;
and |9;x| < Cs™1, it follows from (A4) that

xdulZs + 3 v ()3

2dt
<O ul e lulfn [T Gl 72 + FIAG) 72 + S IxGrulFa + Os ™ [Fulfa. (A5)
To estimate the term €| A(xu)|?. on the right-hand side of (A, we multiply (II) by x
and consider the resulting equation
~A(xu) + V(xp) = —x0u-u-V(xu) in £,
V-(xu)=0 in £2,
xu =0 on 012.

Through the standard H? estimate of the linear Stokes equation (cf. [29, Theorem 2]) we
obtain

Ixuls < O = xOu —u-V(xu)|2,
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< ClxdrulZz + Cllul 2 v (xu) 74
< Clxdul 7z + Clul 2wl 1 [V () | 2 1A (xu) | 2
1

< Clxdulzz + Cllulze [ulfn |V O 7 + S 1AGw) 72, (A.6)
where we have estimated the term [u[%,|V(xu)|3, similarly as in (AZ). The last term of
(A.6) can be absorbed by the left-hand side. Then adding ex([A.6) to (A.D) yields
1d
2dt

_ € —

< O ul e [ullfp [V ) |72 + 5 1A ) [72 + Celxdpule + Cs™ | Vul L. (A7)

2 2 2
IxOrulzz + 5 VO |72 + €l xulze

By choosing sufficiently small €, the two terms involving |A(xu)|?, and |xdu|3, can be
absorbed by the left-hand side. Then, by using estimate |u] e (g 00;r2) < C from (A.2)), we
obtain

1d
2dt
Now, applying Gronwall’s inequality, we have

1 2 g 1 _
§”X8tu”L2 + Iv(xu)lz2 + §HXU||§{2 <ClulFn [ V(xw) |72 + Cs™ | Vul 7. (A.8)

HV(XU)H%“’ (0,5;L2) + HxatUH%2(O7S;L2) + HXUH%Q(O7S;H2) (AQ)
< exp (CHUH%Q(QS;HI)) Cs™! HVUH%Q(O,S;LQ)

<Cst,

where we have used the estimate |ul2¢g co; 1y < C from ([A2). Since s > 0 is arbitrary and
x(t) =1 for t > s/2, choosing s =t in the inequality above yields that

1
|l oo t2,451) + 10kl 2 12,6522y + [ull 212,512y < CE72, VE>0. (A.10)
We consider the mathematical induction on m, assuming that
[P @) 2+ 2 ([P @) | r + 100D (D) 202,02 + 10D (O p2p2m2)) <O, (A1)
V¢>0, §=0,...,m—1,
which holds for m =1 in view of (A2)) and (A10).
We denote u(™ = 9"y and differentiate (II)) m times. This yields
Aul™ + Z% (T]n) u® v — Ay L yp(™ =0 in 2x (0,77,
j:

v-u™ =0 in 2x(0,T], (A.12)

u™ =0 on 92 x (0,T].
Testing this equation by u(™) yields

1d m m & j m—j m
55\\10( 72+ 1vu™ 32 < 3 [u - 7ul™ D o ul™ | 10
7=0

m
: i 1

<C Y JuPFafu™ |20 + ZHVU(’”) |72

§=0

S () Dy D) WD)y + Ly 2
<C ZO [t 2|Vt e ™ 2 [Vur™ 2 N g2 + 2 [Ver™ [ 7s,

]:

(A.13)
where we have used the following fact to get the second to last inequality:

) )| o = sup (v vu™) o)

veH&, [v] y1=1
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O Y ) B
veHé, Hv”lel
<[ pa fu ™ .
Substituting (A.11)) into (A.I3]) for 1 <j <m -1, we obtain
1d

5&”“(’”) |72 + 1Va™ 72 < Cllul g2 |Vl 2 0™ 2 | Va™ | 12 + Ct

1
S

o 1
< Clulfz|VulZa ™[z + 2+ §\Wu(m) |72
Then, multiplying the inequality above by x? and using ||u(t)| 2 < C, we have
1d 1 9 _
S—[xul™ |72 + 5\\V(Xu(m))\\%2 < C|vulZalxul™ |32 + Ox ()" + Cloxx[0ru ™72

2dt
By using Gronwall’s inequality, estimate (A.2)) and property (A.3)), we derive that

™ o 0,512 * 19 Ot ™) 220,522
< exp(CVul2a(g.510)) fo (X714 Clapx () x (1) [0put™ V[ 7.)dt
< exp(ClVuldo i) [, (1 + O 0D R at
4

<Cs72m,

As a result, choosing s =t in the inequality above, we have

[ o sazy + 196 |2z <CE™, V>0, (A.14)
From (A.12) we know that
-Au™ 4+ ypm = 9,0, (™) - ZE) (7}1) uD g™ in 0,
j=
o u™ ~ in 2, (A-15)
GO on 0f2.
Through the standard H? estimate of linear Stokes equations (cf. [29, Theorem 2]) we obtain
a3 <Clow™ 22 +C 3 Ju - Tum I, (4.16)
=0

Testing equation (A12) by dul™ gives

1d LI :
[0 |72 + S = |vut™ |72 < C Y JuD - 7ul™ D 12 8,ul™)| 2
LZ 79t L ~
j:

<Ot [uD - vulm D)2, 4 €| du™2,. (A.17)

3=0
Summing up (A7) and Ax(AT6) yields
1d
|90 |72 + 5 VU™ [T+ A AuC™ 7,
<Ce Y [uD - ul™ D2, 4 (e + ON)|Bu™) |2,
3=0

<O Y [uD [ vul™ D |2 + (e + O |0u™ [,

Jj=0

<Ot Y [uD) 2| Vul? | 2| Va2 | Au D 2 + (e+ CA) 0™ | 7.,
=0
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where we have used [BI)—(B.2) in deriving the last inequality. By choosing sufficiently small e
and ), the term (e +C\)||9pu(™ |3, can be absorbed by the left-hand side. Then, substituting
(A11) and (A.14)) into the inequality above, we obtain

1 m 1d m m
0™ 32 + S |vut™ [, + AJAu™ |2,

m-1 ) )
< Cllu g2 | Vul 2| Vu™ [ 2| AuC™ | 2 + 3 77 Aul™ |
j=1

+ Cla™ | 2| Vu™ | 2 | Vul 2 | Aul 2
A m-1 , ,
<ON Ml 72| Vul 72| Vul™ |72 + 5\\Au(m) [7+C > 22+ 77 [ Au™ D)
j=1
+ CvulFa[vu™ |72 + Clu™ |72 | Aul 72
-1 2 myp2 A (m) |2 oo ~2j (m—7) |12
<ONT [Vl Vet™ [ + S AT 2 + € 30 (¢ + 7 [Aut 7, )
j=1

+ O Vul 72| vul™ |72 + O™ | Au| 7.

After absorbing 2 Au(™ |2, by the left-hand side, multiplying the last inequality by x? yields
2 L

d m m m
&”V(XU( D17z + 10 O™ )72 + M ACu™) | 72

m-—1 . .
< sz(t)[ (P At ) + 7 HAuHiz]
j=1

+ C|Vul 72V Ocu™) 72 + Clopx (@) () | Va™ 72 +10x|*[u™ 2.

Then we apply Gronwall’s inequality in the time interval [0, s] and using the estimate |0 x(t)| <
Cs™!. This yields that

190U 2w 02 + 196 0™) Bz o2 + IACU™) 2 0 0z

K] m-1 . .
<exp(C|VullZ2(0.12)) f c[ S (P2 e 7 | Aum)2,) + t_QmAu%Q]dt
1 j=1

+exp(CIVulda oz [, O™ |Vul™ [2adt
4

S6187217171

)

where the last inequality uses (A.I4]). Since s > 0 is arbitrary, choosing s =t in the inequality
above yields that

—m-1
Hvu(m) | Lo (tj2,6,02) + Hatu(m) | z2t2,002) + HAU(m) lL2ija,002y < CE™ 2. (A.18)
Combining (A.14]) and (A.18]), we have

1 m m m -m
[ () 2 + 2 (100 | 220,22y + [0 @)+ [0 () [ L2tj,4,2)) < CE™, ¥ E> 0.
(A.19)

This completes the mathematical induction on (A.IT]). Hence, (A.18) holds for all m.
By substituting estimates (A.I0) and (A.19) into h(A.6) and considering m = 1, we further-

more derive that
[u() ] g2 < Clowu(t) |2 + Clu(t)| g2 Ju(t) |7 < CtH, V> 0. (A.20)
From (A.6) we also obtain that

|Au™ 2 <C ™D 12 + C i [ vulm D
§=0
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<Ct™ 4 O uD | L | vu™ ) | L
3=0

S L. L (i) 5 (i) 5
CtMT+ O a2 [Vt 2o [ Vet 2, [ At 2,
§=0

<ctm iy
j=0

D,

jrma+l 1
<ctm! +CZt’ = | Aulm- ”lle e e INQIEN

j—

Assuming that |[Au0) |2 < Ct77 for j = 0,...,m -1 (which holds for m = 1 in view of
(A220))), the last inequality furthermore implies that

| Au™)|| 2 <Ot (A.21)

By mathematical induction, (A21])) holds for all m > 0.
Combining (A19) and (A21]), we obtain the desired result of Lemma O

B. Proof of (3.51)—(3.53)

From (2.12]) we see that

u® — 1 ~
| Apup |z < hT—h + e Vg s
n L2
ujf —up! U 1 1
S + lubn ™ e lun™ | 7 Ik 7 [ Anu | 72
n L2
(here (3.J) and Lemma [B.1] are used)
ujy —up! Ly n-1 —1)2 2 1
< + 5 lun™ 2 Clun™ g + lub o) + 5 1 Anug -
Tn 2 2 2
As a result, we have
1
up —up” 1 —1y2 2
| Apuplpe < 2| =———|| +lup™ 2 (lug™ 7 + luilz)- (B.1)
n L2

Testing (Z12) by (uf —ul™t)/7, yields

2 1y 112

up —up! N ||VUZ||%2 vy~ HL2 LT v (up —upt)

Tn L2 2Tn Tn 12

ul -yl
(uﬁ 1-VuZ,—h h )
Tn

_ ul -yl

< g~ | Vg | pa | 22—~
n L2
1 1 1 1|y =yt

-1 -1 h h

< 1 Eallun™ 1 w7 1 Anug | 7 || ———
n L2

(again, (3] and Lemma [B.1] are used)

3
1 1 u — 12 3 ul — L
-1 -1 h h -1 -1 h h
<Clup I lun I in vkl n || ———] +Clup™ lezllug™ |G lup |G | ———
n L2 n L2
n—1

n _
Up —Up

3
+Clup” 1HL2Huh 1HH1 (K hHHl

(here (B) is used)

n L2
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1l = upt|?

—12 ~1y4 4 r” Un

< Cllup™ g2 lun™ [z + lub ) + S| ———| -

The last term can be absorbed by the left-hand side. Then, multiplying the result by the

smooth cut-off function x(¢,) in [343]), and using the estimate max |up| 2 < C, we obtain
<n<

n

n_ ,n-1 2

R —up | XV —x (-0 Vg 72

7,2 Tn
X(tn) = x(tn-1)

x(tn)

n

—1y2
(N

“14 4
< Ox(tn) (lup™ Vg + lup [ 50) +
n

—1y2 —1y2 2 2 -1 —1y2
< O vup ™[22 x(tn) [Vup ™ |22 + ClVug [ L2x () [Vug |22 + Ctoy Vg™ |12

for n >2 and m >4 (so x(¢1) =0). By applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

y up —up ™ |’ "2

n;fnx(tn) R X (tn) [Vuy |72
N N

< exp (C > m(IVup 7 + VUZiz))Ctinl > Tl Vi3
n=2 n=2

<Ct,!, where we have used the basic energy estimate (B9).

Substituting this into (B.]), we also obtain

N
> max(t) [Anub |72 < Oty
n=2

To summarize, the two estimates above imply that

m n_ ,n-1
Up, — Up

5 Tn(Ahuz; ;
]+1

n=[3

2
) + max |Vu|i.<Ct,} for d<m<N. (B.2)
L2 [%]< m

n

Let u; 5 (t) be a piecewise linear function in time, defined by

t, —t t—tn-
n uzfl + —nluz for te (tn—htn]'

n Tn

u7—7h(t) =
Let ul,(t) and u_,(t) be piecewise constant functions in time, defined by
uy (1) =up  and  ug () = ™t for te (tn-1,tn].

Then (3.9) and (B.2) imply that the following quantities remain bounded as 7,h — 0:

||Ur,h||L°°(0,T;L2) + ||Ur,h||L2(o,T;H1) + ||U¢,h||L°°(0,T;L2) + ||U¢,h||L2(0,T;H1) <C, (B.3)
10kr nll 21y 1522y + 1 ARUr ] L2 (1) 13 12) + | n |l Loo (1) 1011y < C (B.4)
| Anuz pllL2(ry msn2) + Uzl ez mosmy < C, (B.5

for arbitrary fixed constants 77 and 75 such that 0 <77 <15 <T'. Since
L=(0,T; L*(2)*) n L*(0,T; H' (2)%) = L*(0,T; L*(Q)?),
from (2.12]) we also derive that

Hatur,h

‘L2(07T;H*1) < HAhu:,h”m(o,T;Hfl) +C| Py, (uq_—,h : vu:,h)”m(o,T;Hfl)
<Ot p 2o,y + Cllug p - VUl 2o, m-1)
< Cllug pll2o,rsmry + Cluzplzaco,rseay [ur pll oo, ey
<cC. (B.6)

From (B.3) and (B.6) we see that wu,j is uniformly (with respect to 7 and h) bounded in
L*(0,T; L2(Q)?)nL2(0,T; H)nHY(0,T; H1) = L*(0,T; L*(2)?), compactly embedded into
L3(0,T; L3(R2)?) (see the Aubin-Lions-Simon theorem in [41, Theorem 7]). In the meantime,
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Uy, is uniformly bounded in H'(T1,T2; L*(Q)?) n L= (T, Te; H'(2)?), which is compactly
embedded into C([T1,T2]; L2()?) (cf. A1, Theorem 5]) . As a result, for any sequence
(15,hj) = (0,0) there exists a subsequence, also denoted by (7;,h;) for the simplicity of
notation, such that

Ur; p, > u  weakly™ in L*°(0,T; L3 (Q)?),

Ur, p; > u  weakly in LQ(O,T;Hol),

Ur, p; =  strong in L3(0,T; L3 (Q)?),

Ur; p; > u  weakly in HY(Ty,Tp; L*(Q)%)  for arbitrary 0 < Ty < Th < T,

Ur; p; > u  weakly” in L (Ty, To; HY(Q)?) for arbitrary 0 < Ty < To < T,

Ur, p; — u  strongly in C([Ty, T»]; L*(Q)?) for arbitrary 0 < Ty < To < T,
for some function

we L(0,T; L*(Q)*) n L*(0,T; H} ) n H' (Ty, To; L*(Q)%) n L™ (T, To; H (Q)?)
1
= C3([Ty, T2]; L*(2)%).

From (B.3)) we see that the set of functions {u, (-, t): ¢t € [0,7]} is uniformly (with respect
to 7 and h) bounded in L? and therefore precompact in H'. From (B.6]) we also know that
wy 1, is uniformly bounded in H'(0,7; H') - C3 ([0,7]; H™"), which implies that the function
wrp, 1 [0,7] - H™' is equicontinuous with respect to t € [0,T]. According to the Arzela—Ascoli

theorem [28, Chapter 7, Theorem 17, the functions w, j, are precompact in C'([0,7]; H™*) and
therefore a subsequence u,; j,; satisfies that

Ur, p; converges to u in C([0,T]; H™), with u(0) = }LHolo Pth u® =’ in 71, (B.8)

It remains to prove that the limit function w is the unique weak solution of the NS equations
(thus the limit function is independent of the choice of the subsequence 7, h; - 0). This would
imply that w,j converges to u as 7,h — 0 in the sense of (B.Z)-(B.8) without necessarily
passing to a subsequence.

For t € (tp-1,tn] c [T1,T2] we have

tn 1
R R PP (A T PP R er o

n-1

T )
As a result of (B.4), we obtain
|uy = wrnl Lo (i, mm502) > 0 as 70,

and similarly,

Hu;h - U7-7h L°°(T1,T2;L2) -0 as 7 — 0.

Hence, there exists a subsequence, also denoted by (7, h;) for the simplicity of notation, such
that

Uz, > u strongly in L (T, Ty; L*(Q)?).

Note that
T 2 3 12
[ huzn = uraliadt <C Y mallug - i |2
n=1

N
<Crifluy = up™ 72+ C 3 maluh = up™ g gy = ™ | g
n=2

N
<O +C Y Tl Ot ity a2 [uh = uh ™ s
n=2
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i .
<O + cTuatuT,hup(O,T;Hl)( S r(f 2 + uz-luzo)

n=2
<C7 (here (39) and (B.6) are used)

which immediately yields
|uzp = wrplr2mriz2y >0 as 7 - 0.
Since ur, p; — u strongly in L%(0,T; L*(2)?) as shown in ([B.7), it follows that
Uz, p, ~u strongly in L2(0,T; L*(Q)?).
From (B.3]) and (B.7) we know that, by passing to a subsequence if necessary,
Uz, p, > u weakly” in L=(0,T; L*(Q)?),
ur p, > u  weakly in L*(0,T; H' (Q)?).
Now, testing (212 by v, € C([0,T]; X} ) and integrating the result in time, we have

T T T
[ @t s [ (vutvendes [ Gz Vi )de =0,

For any given v € C([0,T]; Hi n H*(Q)?), we let vy, = v (see ([34)), which would converge
to v strongly in C([0,T]; H') as h — 0. Then the equation above implies that

T T T
| @yt [ (vuzvo)de [y vud vt

T T T
= fo (Otir py v —vp)dt + fo (Vg p, V(v —vp))dt + [0 (urp - Vg, (v =vp))dt
= I (v) + JJ (v) + J§ (v), (B.9)
where
\ T
|J7 (v)| = ‘ fo (Orur p,v — vh)dt‘
< CHatuﬂh
|J5 (v)] < Cllusy

L2(0,T;H1) HU - UhHL2(o,T;H1) - 0,

20,50 v = vnll2 0,151y = 0;

T
101 =| [ o=

< Cluzy,

<Cluip

r2(0,7;24) [tz pll 2 0,724y [V (v = vR) | s 0,7 22)

L2(0,T;HY) Hu;,hHL2(O,T;H1) lv- UhHLoo(o,T;Hl) - 0.

Since uTj7hj,u$j7hj - u weakly in LZ(O,T;H(%) and Orur; p; — Opu weakly in L2(0,T;H™), it
follows that

T T T T
fo (Opurp,v)dt + [0 (Vuy p,, Vo)dt — [0 (Opu,v)dt + fo (Vu, Vo)dt.
Since uz ;- = u strongly in L?(0,T;L*(Q)?) and Vu:j,hj - vu weakly in L2(0,T; L%(Q)?), it
follows that w_ - Vu% p, convergence weakly in LY0,T; LY (2)?) and therefore
T T .
[ vzt [ guat ¥ oeo(0. Tk B 0 HA@)) > C([0,TEL ()2).

By using these results and passing to the limit (7,h) = (75,h;) - (0,0) in (B.9), we obtain
that the limit function u satisfies the following weak form:

fOT(atu,v)dt+[0T(Vu, Vv)dt+fOT(u-Vu,v)dt:O VuveC([0,T]; HY OHQ(Q)z() |
B.10
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Note that dyu e L2(0,T; H™'), Vu € L*(0,T; L*(Q)?) and
w-Vue L3(0,T;L3(Q)%) c L3(0,T; H1(Q)2) ¢ L3(0,T; H ).
Since (Px(u - Vu),v) = (u-Vu,v) for v e H', it follows that Px(u - Vu) € Lé(O,T;H_l).
Therefore, Oyu — Au + Px(u-Vu) € L%(O,T; H™') and (BIQ) implies that
T :
f (Ou— Au+ Px(u-vVu),v)dt=0 Vuve C([0,T); Hy).
0
This implies that
duu—Au+ Px(u-vVu) =0 in H' ae. te(0,T]. (B.11)

From (B.3) and (B.6]) we conclude that, as the limit of u,, p, when j — oo, the limit function
u must satisfy

we L=(0,T; L*) n L*(0,T; HY) n HY(0,T; H) - C([0,T7]; L?). (B.12)

According to [43, Problem 3.2 and Theorem 3.2 of Chapter 3], the equation (B.II]) and the
regularity result (B.12) imply that u must be the unique weak solution of the 2D NS equation.

Since every sequence u,; ; contains a subsequence that converges to the unique weak so-
lution w in the sense of (B.7)—(B.8), it follows that u, ) converges to u as 7,h - 0 (without
passing to a subsequence). Then (B.7)-(B.8) imply the desired results in (351)-B.53). O
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