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Abstract

We present new error estimates for the finite volume and finite difference methods applied to
the compressible Navier–Stokes equations. The main innovative ingredients of the improved error
estimates are a refined consistency analysis combined with a continuous version of the relative
energy inequality. Consequently, we obtain better convergence rates than those available in the
literature so far. Moreover, the error estimates hold in the whole physically relevant range of the
adiabatic coefficient.

Keywords: compressible Navier–Stokes system, error estimates, relative energy, strong solution,
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1 Introduction

The Navier–Stokes equations governing the motion of viscous compressible fluids have numerous ap-
plications in engineering, physics, meteorology or biomedicine. In this paper we consider the viscous
barotropic fluid endowed, for simplicity, with the isentropic pressure–density state equation p = a̺γ ,
where a > 0 is a positive constant, and γ > 1 denotes the adiabatic coefficient. The global–in–time
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(GAČR), Grant Agreement 21-02411S. The Institute of Mathematics of the Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic
is supported by RVO:67985840.

♠M.L. has been funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) - Project
number 233630050 - TRR 146 as well as by TRR 165 Waves to Weather. She is grateful to the Gutenberg Research
College and Mainz Institute of Multiscale Modelling for supporting her research.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.04076v1


existence of weak solutions is known for any γ > d
2
in the d-dimensional setting, see Lions [20] and

[7]. More recently, Plotnikov and Vaigant [26] extended the existence theory for any γ ≥ 1 if d = 2.
Unfortunately, the multilevel approach used in the existence proof is rather difficult to adapt directly
to a numerical scheme; whence the numerical analysis of the problem remains rather incomplete.

In the last few decades, many efficient and robust numerical methods have been proposed to simulate
the motion of viscous compressible fluid flows. We refer the reader to the monographs by Doleǰśı and
Feistauer [2], Eymard, Gallouët and Herbin [5], Feistauer [3], Feistauer, Felcman and Straškraba [4],
Toro [27], and the references therein. Despite a good agreement of the obtained results with experiments,
a rigorous convergence analysis with the associated error estimates have been performed only in a few
particular cases.

In his truly pioneering work, Karper [18], see also [9], showed convergence (up to a subsequence) of a
mixed finite element-finite volume (or discontinuous Galerkin) approximation to a weak solution of the
compressible multidimensional Navier–Stokes system under the technical restriction γ > 3. His proofs
basically follows step by step the existence theory developed in [7] and as such is difficult to adapt to
other numerical methods. Moreover, as the weak solutions are not known to be unique, the result holds
up to a subsequence and no convergence rate is available.

Recently, see [10, 11, 12], we have developed a new approach based on the concept of more general dis-
sipative weak (dissipative measure-valued) solution, which, combined with the weak–strong uniqueness
and conditional regularity results, yields a rigorous proof of convergence for the mixed finite element-
finite volume, finite volume and finite difference Marker-and-Cell (MAC) methods for any γ > 1 as long
as the sequence of numerical solution remains uniformly bounded and/or if the strong solution exists.
The aim of the present paper is to derive error estimates for the finite volume and the MAC methods
for full range of the adiabatic coefficient γ > 1.

There are several results concerning error estimates for the compressible Navier–Stokes equations.
Under the assumption of the L2-bounds of the discrete derivatives of the numerical solutions, Jo-
vanović [17] studied the convergence rate of a finite volume-finite difference method to the barotropic
Navier–Stokes system. In [21, 22] Liu analyzed the errors for P k conforming finite element method,
k ≥ 2, assuming the existence of a suitably regular smooth solution. However, the stability of the
method with respect to the discrete energy was not investigated.

Furthermore, Gallouët et al. [14, 15] analyzed the unconditional convergence rates of the mixed finite
volume-finite element method [9] and the MAC scheme for γ > 3/2 in the dimension d = 3. Similar
results have been obtained by Mizerová and She [23]. All the above mentioned convergence results are
based on a discrete version of the relative energy inequality estimating the error between the numerical
and the strong solution. The obtained convergence error is O(hA), where h > 0 is a mesh parameter

and A = min
{

2γ−3
γ
, 1
2

}
, cf. [14, 15, 23]. In particular, the convergence order tends to zero when γ → 3

2

and remains positive only if γ > 3/2. Moreover, if γ ≥ 2, the convergence rate is only 1
2
in the energy

norm, though the numerical experiments indicate the second order convergence rate.
In view of the existing results, the main novelty of the present paper is two-fold:

• Extending the error analysis to the full range γ > 1.

• Improving the convergence rate via a detailed consistency and error analysis.

Following the strategy proposed in the monograph [12, Chapter 9], we combine the standard consis-
tency errors with the “continuous” form of the relative energy inequality. In contrast with the existing
methods based on ad hoc construction of an approximate relative energy inequality, the new approach is
rather versatile and free of additional discretization errors. In particular, we can handle any consistent
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energy stable numerical method in the same fashion. We focus on the finite volume method proposed in
[12] and the MAC method from [23]. The application to the mixed finite element-finite volume method
of Karper [18] was studied independently and presented in the recent work by Novotný and Kwon [19].
Compared to the previous results of Gallouët et al. [14, 15], we employ the consistency formulation of
the numerical solution where the test function is smooth. This new approach avoids the complicated
integration by parts formulae on the discrete level and improves the convergence rates of the MAC
method presented in [14, 23].

The paper is organized in the following way. After presenting the continuous model and the corre-
sponding relative energy, we formulate the numerical schemes: the finite volume and the MAC method,
see Section 2. Next, we discuss their energy stability and consistency. The main results on the error
estimates are formulated and proved in Section 3.

1.1 Compressible Navier–Stokes system

We begin with formulating the compressible Navier–Stokes system

∂t̺+ divx(̺u) = 0,

∂t(̺u) + divx(̺u⊗ u) +∇xp(̺) = divxS
(1.1)

in the time–space cylinder [0, T ] × Ω, Ω ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3, where ̺ is the density, u is the velocity field,
and S is the viscous stress tensor given by

S = µ(∇xu+∇T
xu− 2

d
divxuI) + λdivxuI, µ > 0, λ ≥ 0.

The pressure is assumed to satisfy the isentropic law

p = a̺γ , a > 0, γ > 1. (1.2)

To avoid technical problems related to a proper numerical approximation of the physical boundary,
we impose the periodic boundary conditions and identify the computational domain with the flat torus

Ω = T
d ≡

(
[0, 1]|{0,1}

)d
.

The system (1.1) is supplemented with finite energy initial data (̺0,u0) : T
d → R+ × Rd,

̺(0, x) = ̺0 > 0, (̺u)(0, x) = ̺0u0, and E0 =

∫

Td

(
1

2
̺0|u0|2 + P (̺0)

)
dx <∞, (1.3)

where P is the so-called pressure potential, P (̺) = a̺γ

γ−1
for the isentropic gas law (1.2).

1.2 Relative energy

The main tool to evaluate the distance between numerical and strong solutions is the relative energy
functional, cf. [8]:

E(̺,u|r,U) =

∫

Td

(
1

2
̺ |u−U |2 + E(̺|r)

)
dx, with E(̺|r) = P (̺)− P ′(r)(̺− r)− P (r).

As pointed out, relative energy functionals are often used to estimate the distance between a suitable
weak solution and the strong solution; whence yielding the weak-strong uniqueness property. Recently,
a discrete version of the relative energy has been applied in the error analysis of numerical schemes,
see [14, 15, 23].
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1.3 Classical solutions

It will be useful to identify the regularity class of smooth (classical) solutions to the Navier–Stokes
system (1.1) inherited from the initial data (1.3). The following result can be the deduced from [1,
Theorem 3.3] and [6, Proposition 2.2].

Proposition 1.1. Let the initial data belong to the class

̺0 ∈ C3(Td), ̺0 > 0 in T
d, u0 ∈ C3(Td;Rd).

Let (̺,u) be a weak solution to problem (1.1) originating from the initial data (1.3) such that

0 ≤ ̺ ≤ r̄ and |u| ≤ ū a.e. in (0, T )× T
d. (1.4)

Then (̺,u) is a classical solution of (1.1)-(1.3) in [0, T ]× Td.
If, in addition, ̺0, u0 belong to the class

̺0 ∈ W k,2(Td), u0 ∈ W k,2(Td;Rd), k ≥ 6, (1.5)

then ̺ ∈ C([0, T ];W k,2(Td)), u ∈ C([0, T ];W k,2(Td;Rd)), and the following estimate hold

‖∂ℓt̺‖C([0,T ]×Td)+‖̺‖C1([0,T ]×Td) + ‖1/̺‖C([0,T ]×Td) + ‖̺‖C([0,T ];W k,2(Td)) ≤ D, ℓ = 1, 2,

‖∂ℓtu‖C([0,T ]×Td;Rd) + ‖u‖C1([0,T ]×Td;Rd) + ‖u‖C([0,T ];W k,2(Td;Rd)) ≤ D, ℓ = 1, 2, (1.6)

where D depends solely on T, r̄, ū and the initial data (̺0,u0) via the norm ‖(̺0,u0)‖W k,2(Td;Rd+1) and
minx∈Td ̺0(x).

Proof. The first part was proved in [6, Proposition 2.2] via the local existence theory by Valli and
Zajaczkowski [25] combined the weak–strong uniqueness principle and the conditional regularity result
by Sun, Wang and Zhang [24]. In particular, the bounds (1.6) were established for k = 3, ℓ = 1.

Next, as shown in [1, Theorem 3.3], the solution inherit higher Sobolev regularity from the data as
long as the norm ‖u‖C([0,T ];W 2,∞(Td;Rd)) is controlled. In particular, the estimates (1.6) can be established.
Similarly to Gallagher [13], the proof in [1] is based on the particular isentropic form of the pressure
that enables to transform the problem to a parabolic perturbation of a symmetric hyperbolic system.

2 Numerical methods

First, we introduce suitable notation. By c we denote a positive constant independent of the discretiza-
tion parameters ∆t and h. We shall frequently write A . B if A ≤ cB and A ≈ B if A . B and B . A.
We also write c ∈ co{a, b} if min(a, b) ≤ c ≤ max(a, b). Moreover, we denote by ‖·‖Lp, ‖·‖LpLq , and
‖·‖LpW q,s the norms ‖·‖Lp(Td), ‖·‖Lp(0,T ;Lq(Td)), and ‖·‖Lp(0,T ;W q,s(Td)), respectively.

2.1 Time discretization

We divide the time interval [0, T ] into Nt equidistant parts with a fixed time increment ∆t (= T/Nt).
For a function fn given at the discrete time instances tn = n∆t, n = 0, 1, · · · , Nt, we define a piecewise
constant approximation f(t) in the following way

f(t, ·) = f 0 for t < ∆t and f(t) = fn for t ∈ [n∆t, (n + 1)∆t), n ∈ {1, . . . , Nt}.
The time derivative is approximated by the backward Euler method

Dtf =
f(t, ·)− f(t−∆t, ·)

∆t
for all t ∈ [0, T ].
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2.2 Space discretization

To begin, we introduce a uniform structured mesh including primary, dual and bidual grids.

Primary grid

We call T the primary grid with the following properties and notations:

• The domain Td is divided into compact uniform quadrilaterals Td =
⋃

K∈T K, where T is the set
of all elements that forms the primary grid.

• E denotes the set of all faces of the primary grid T . Given an element K ∈ T , E(K) is the set of
its faces; Ei is the set of all faces that are orthogonal to the unit basis vector ei; Ei(K) = E(K)∩Ei
for any i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

• h denotes the uniform size of the grid, meaning |xK − xL| = h for any neighbouring elements K
and L, where xK and xL are the centers of K and L, respectively.

• σK,i− and σK,i+ denote the left and right face of an element K in the ith-direction, respectively.

• N (K) denotes the set of all neighbouring elements of K ∈ T .

• σ = K|L denotes the face σ that separates the elements K and L. Moreover, σ =
−−→
K|L means

σ = K|L and xL − xK = hei for some i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

• n denotes the outer normal of a generic face σ and nσ,K denotes the outer normal vector to a face
σ ∈ E(K).

Dual grid

The dual of the primary grid is determined as follows.

• For any face σ = K|L ∈ Ei, a dual cell is defined as Dσ = Dσ,K ∪Dσ,L, where Dσ,K = {x ∈ K, xi ∈
co{(xK)i, (xσ)i}}, see Figure 1(a) for a two dimensional graphic illustration.

• Di = {Dσ | σ ∈ Ei}, i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, represents the ith dual grid of T . Note that for each fixed
i ∈ {1, . . . , d} it holds

T
d =

⋃

σ∈Ei

Dσ, int(Dσ) ∩ int(Dσ′) = ∅ for σ, σ′ ∈ Ei, σ 6= σ′.

• Ẽi is the set of all faces of the ith dual grid Di and Ẽi,j = {ǫ ∈ Ẽi|ǫ is orthogonal to ej}.

• A generic face of a dual cell Dσ is denoted as ǫ ∈ Ẽ(Dσ), where Ẽ(Dσ) denotes the set of all faces
of Dσ.

• ǫ = Dσ|Dσ′ denotes a dual face that separates the dual cells Dσ and Dσ′ . Moreover, ǫ =
−−−−→
Dσ|Dσ′

means ǫ = Dσ|Dσ′ and xσ′ − xσ = hei for some i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

• N ⋆(σ) denotes the set of all faces whose associated dual elements are the neighbours of Dσ, i.e.,

N ⋆(σ) = {σ′ | Dσ′ is a neighbour of Dσ}.

Bidual grid
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• Similarly to the definition of the dual cell, a bidual cell Dǫ := Dǫ,σ ∩ Dǫ,σ′ associated to ǫ =

Dσ|Dσ′ ∈ Ẽi,j is defined as the union of adjacent halves of Dσ and Dσ′ , where Dǫ,σ = {x ∈ Dσ|xj ∈
co{(xσ)j , (xǫ)j}} see Figure 1(b) for a two dimensional graphic illustration.

• Bi,j denotes the j
th dual grid of Di, that is set of all bidual cells associated to the bidual faces of

Ẽi,j. Note that Bi,j = T in the case of i = j.

K L

σ
=
K
|L

Dσ,K Dσ,L

Dσ = Dσ,K ∪Dσ,L

σ′ = K|M

M N

(a) Dual grid in two dimensions

K L

Dǫ

Dσ′

Dσ

σ
′
=
−−
→

M
|N

σ
=
−−
→

K
|L

M N

ǫ=Dσ|Dσ′

(b) Bidual grid in two dimensions

Figure 1: MAC grid in two dimensions

Discrete function spaces. We introduce the following spaces of piecewise constant functions:

Qh = {φ | φh|K = constant for all K ∈ T } , Qh = Qd
h,

Wh = (W1,h, . . .Wd,h) , Wi,h = {φ | φh|Dσ
= constant for all σ ∈ Ei} , i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

The corresponding projections read

ΠQ :L1(Td) → Qh, ΠQφ =
∑

K∈T

(ΠQφ)K1K , (ΠQφ)K =
1

|K|

∫

K

φ dx,

Π
(i)
E :W 1,1(Td) → Wi,h, Π

(i)
E φ =

∑

σ∈E

(Π
(i)
E φ)σ1Dσ

, (Π
(i)
E φ)σ =

1

|σ|

∫

σ

φ dS(x),

where 1K and 1Dσ
are the characteristic functions. Further, for any φ = (φ1, . . . , φd) we denote ΠEφ =(

Π
(1)
E φ1, . . . ,Π

(d)
E φd

)
. Moreover, for any bidual grid Dǫ we define

Πǫφ|Dǫ
=

1

|ǫ|

∫

ǫ

φ dS(x). (2.1)
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2.3 Discrete operators

Average and jump. First, for an piecewise smooth function fh, we define its trace

f out
h (x) = lim

δ→0+
fh(x+ δn) and f in

h (x) = lim
δ→0+

fh(x− δn).

Then for any rh ∈ Qh we define the average operator

{{rh}}σ (x) =
rinh (x) + routh (x)

2
for any x ∈ σ ∈ E .

If in addition, σ ∈ Ei for an i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we write {{rh}}σ as {{rh}}(i)σ and denote

{{rh}}(i) =
∑

σ∈Ei

1Dσ
{{rh}}(i)σ ∀x ∈ σ ∈ E .

Analogously to the average operator, we define the jump operator for rh ∈ Qh as

JrhKσ (x) = routh (x)− rinh (x).

Further, for vector–valued functions vh = (v1,h, . . . , vd,h) ∈ Qd
h and uh = (u1,h, . . . , ud,h) ∈ Wh, we define

{{vh}} =
(
{{v1,h}}(1) , . . . , {{vd,h}}(d)

)
,

ui,h|K =
ui,h|σK,i+

+ ui,h|σK,i−

2
, ui,h =

∑

K∈T

1Kui,h|K , and uh = (u1,h, . . . , ud,h) .

Note that for any uh ∈ Wh we have uh = ΠQuh.

Gradient operator. For any rh ∈ Qh and uh ∈ Wh we introduce the following gradient operators.

∇Drh(x) = (ðD1
rh, . . . , ðDd

rh) (x),

∇Buh(x) =
(
∇Bu1,h(x), . . . ,∇Bud,h(x)

)
with ∇Bui,h(x) =

(
ðBi1

ui,h(x), . . . , ðBid
ui,h(x)

)
,

where

ðDi
rh(x) =

∑

σ∈Ei

1Dσ
(ðDi

rh)σ, (ðDi
rh)σ =

rL − rK
h

, σ =
−−→
K|L ∈ Ei,

ðBi,j
ui,h(x) =

∑

ǫ∈Ẽi,j

(ðBi,j
ui,h)Dǫ

1Dǫ
, (ðBi,j

ui,h)Dǫ
=
uσ′ − uσ

h
, for ǫ =

−−−−→
Dσ|Dσ′ ∈ Ẽi,j.

Furthermore, for any vh ∈ Qh and φ ∈ W 1,2(Td) we set

∇Qvh =
∑

K∈T

1K∇Qvh|K with ∇Qvh|K =
∑

σ∈E(K)

|σ|
|K| {{vh}} ⊗ n,

∇ΠE

T φ =
(
∂
(1)
T Π

(1)
E φ, · · · , ∂(d)T Π

(d)
E φ
)
.

Here, ∂
(i)
T is defined for any ui,h ∈ Wi,h, i ∈ {1, . . . , d} as

∂
(i)
T ui,h(x) =

∑

K∈T

1K(∂
(i)
T ui,h)K , ∂

(i)
T ui,h

∣∣∣
K
=
ui,h|σK,i+

− ui,h|σK,i−

h
, K ∈ T .

Note that for any rh ∈ Qh and ui,h ∈ Wi,h, there hold

ðDi
rh = ∂

(i)
T {{rh}}(i) and ðBi,i

ui,h = ∂
(i)
T ui,h.
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Divergence operator. For uh ∈ Wh and vh ∈ Qh we define the following discrete divergence opera-
tors adjoint to the above discrete gradient operators

divWT uh(x) =
d∑

i=1

∂
(i)
T ui,h(x) and divQT vh(x) =

d∑

i=1

∂
(i)
T {{vi,h}}(i) (x) =

d∑

i=1

ðDi
vi,h(x).

It is easy to observe for any vh ∈ Qh that

divWT {{vh}} = divQT vh. (2.2)

Upwind flux. Given a velocity field uh ∈ Qh ∩Wh, the upwind flux function for rh ∈ Qh is given by

Up[rh,uh]σ = rinh (uσ)
+ + routh (uσ)

−,

where

r± =
1

2
(r ± |r|), uσ =

{
{{uh}} · n, if uh ∈ Qh,

uh · n, if uh ∈ Wh.

To approximate nonlinear convective terms we apply the following diffusive upwind flux

F ε
h [rh,uh]σ = Up[rh,uh]σ − hε JrhKσ , ε > −1.

For φh ∈ Qh we define a vector-valued upwind flux componentwise

Up[φh,uh] = (Up[φ1,h,uh], · · · ,Up[φd,h,uh]) , Fε
h[φh,uh] = (F ε

h [φ1,h,uh], · · · , F ε
h [φd,h,uh]) .

2.4 Preliminary estimates and inequalities

In this section we present a preliminary material. First, it is easy to check that the following integration
by parts formulae hold, see e.g. [16, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.1. Let rh, φh ∈ Qh, and uh,φh ∈ Wh. Then
∫

Td

rhdiv
W

T uh dx = −
∫

Td

uh · ∇Drh dx,

∫

Td

rh∂
(i)
T ui,h dx = −

∫

Td

ui,hðDi
rh dx. (2.3a)

Next, we report the following useful lemmas whose proofs are presented in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.2. For any rh ∈ Qh, vh ∈ Qh, uh ∈ Wh, ψ ∈ W 1,2(Td) and U ∈ W 1,2(Td;Rd), there hold
∫

Td

rhdivxU dx =

∫

Td

rhdiv
W

T ΠEU dx, (2.4)

∫

Td

vh · ∇xψ dx =

∫

Td

vh · ∇ΠE

T ψ dx. (2.5)

Lemma 2.3. For any uh ∈ Wh, vh ∈ Qh and ψ ∈ W 1,2(Td) there hold
∫

Td

uh · ∇xψ dx = −
∫

Td

Πǫψ divW

T uh dx, (2.6)

∫

Td

vh · ∇xψ dx = −
d∑

i=1

∫

Td

Π
(i)
E ψ ðDi

vi,h dx. (2.7)
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Lemma 2.4. For any uh ∈ Wh, vh ∈ Qh and U ∈ W 2,2(Td;Rd), we have

∫

Td

ΠQuh ·∆xU dx = −
d∑

i=1

d∑

j=1

∑

ǫ=Dσ|Dσ′∈Ẽj,i

∫

Dǫ

ðBj,i
uj,h

(
(Π

(i)
E ∂iUj)Dσ

+ (Π
(i)
E ∂iUj)Dσ′

2

)
dx, (2.8a)

∫

Td

uh · ∇xdivxU dx = −
∫

Td

divWT uhΠǫ(divxU) dx, (2.8b)

∫

Td

vh ·∆xU dx = −
∫

Td

∇Dvh : ΠE∇xU dx, (2.8c)

∫

Td

{{vh}} · ∇xdivxU dx = −
∫

Td

ΠǫdivxU divQ
T vh dx. (2.8d)

Lemma 2.5. Let vh ∈ Qh, uh ∈ Wh, U ∈ W 2,2(Td;Rd), and Φ ∈ W 3,2(Td;Rd). Then for any
i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we have

‖ΠQuh − uh‖L2 ≤ h

2
‖∇Buh‖L2 , ‖{{vh}} − vh‖L2 ≤ h

2
‖∇Dvh‖L2 , (2.9a)

‖Π(i)
E ∂iUj − ∂iUj‖L2 ≤ h‖U‖W 2,2 (2.9b)

‖divxU − ΠǫdivxU‖L2 ≤ h‖U‖W 2,2 , ‖ΠǫdivxU − Π
(i)
E divxU‖L2 ≤ h‖U‖W 2,2 . (2.9c)

‖∇xdivxΦ−∇QdivhΠQΦ‖L2 ≤ h‖Φ‖W 3,2 , ‖∆xΦ− divWT ∇DΠQΦ‖L2 ≤ h‖Φ‖W 3,2. (2.9d)

2.5 Finite volume and finite difference methods

We proceed by presenting a finite volume and a finite difference numerical method that will be used
to approximate the Navier–Stokes system (1.1)–(1.3). Both methods have been already successfully
applied in numerical simulations, see, e.g., [12]. In our recent work [11, 12, 23], the convergence was
shown for γ > 1 via the concept of dissipative measure-valued solutions. However, the error analysis
was missing for the finite volume method and suboptimal for the finite difference method.

2.5.1 Finite volume method

We introduce the finite volume (FV) method approximating the Navier–Stokes system (1.1)–(1.3).

Definition 2.6 (FV scheme). Given the initial data (1.3), we set (̺0h, ̺
0
hu

0
h) = (ΠQ̺0,ΠQ[̺0u0]). The

FV approximation (̺nh,u
n
h) ∈ Qh × Qh, n = 1, . . . , N, of the Navier–Stokes system (1.1)–(1.3) is a

solution of the following system of algebraic equations:
∫

Td

Dt̺
n
hφh dx−

∫

E

F ε
h [̺

n
h,u

n
h] JφhK dS(x) = 0 for all φh ∈ Qh, (2.10a)

∫

Td

Dt(̺
n
hu

n
h) · φh dx−

∫

E

Fε
h[̺

n
hu

n
h,u

n
h] · JφhK dS(x)−

∫

Td

pnhdivhφh dx

= −µ
∫

Td

∇Du
n
h : ∇Dφh dx− ν

∫

Td

divQT u
n
h divQT φh dx for all φh ∈ Qh,

(2.10b)

where ν = d−2
d
µ+ λ.
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2.5.2 Finite difference MAC method

We proceed by presenting the finite difference MAC scheme that is based on a staggered grid approach.
On the one hand, the discrete density ̺h and pressure ph = p(̺h) are approximated on the primary grid
T . On the other hand, the ith component of the velocity field ui,h is approximated on the ith dual grid
Di. The MAC scheme reads as follows.

Definition 2.7 (MAC scheme). Given the initial data (1.3), we consider (̺0h, ̺
0
hΠQu

0
h) = (ΠQ̺0,ΠQ[̺0u0]).

The MAC approximation of the Navier–Stokes system (1.1)–(1.3) is a sequence (̺nh,u
n
h) ∈ Qh × Wh,

n = 1, 2, . . . , N, which solves the following system of algebraic equations:
∫

Td

Dt̺
n
hφh dx−

∫

E

F ε
h [̺

n
h,u

n
h] JφhK dS(x) = 0 for all φh ∈ Qh, (2.11a)

∫

Td

Dt(̺
n
hΠQu

n
h) · φh dx−

∫

E

Up[̺nhΠQu
n
h,u

n
h] ·

q
φh

y
dS(x)

+ µ

∫

Td

∇Bu
n
h : ∇Bφh dx+ ν

∫

Td

divWT un
h divWT φh dx−

∫

Td

pnhdiv
W

T φh dx

= −hε+1
d∑

i=1

d∑

j=1

∫

Td

{{ui,hn}}(j) (ðDj
̺h)ðDj

φi,h dx, for all φh = (φ1,h, . . . , φd,h) ∈ Wh,

(2.11b)

where ν = d−2
d
µ+ λ.

In what follows, we will denote by ̺h(t),uh(t) the piecewise constant approximations of ̺nh,u
n
h,

n = 0, 1, . . . , N on the time interval [0, T ], see Section 2.1. We note that both methods, the FV method
(2.10) as well as the MAC method (2.11), preserve the positivity of density and conserve the mass

̺h(t) > 0 and

∫

Td

̺h(t) dx =M for all t ∈ (0, T ), (2.12)

where M :=
∫
Td ̺0 dx denotes the fluid mass, see e.g. [12, Lemma 11.2].

2.6 Energy stability

The essential feature of any numerical scheme is its stability. We now recall the energy stability of both
numerical methods introduced above, see [12, Theorem 11.1 and 14.1]

Lemma 2.8 (Energy estimates). Let (̺h,uh) be a numerical solution obtained either by the FV scheme
(2.10) or by the MAC scheme (2.11) with γ > 1. Then for all τ ∈ (0, T ), it holds
∫

Td

(
1

2
̺h |ΠQuh|2 + P (̺h)

)
(τ) dx+ µ

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

|∇huh|2 dxdt + ν

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

|divhuh|2 dxdt ≤ E0, (2.13)

where E0 =
∫
Td

(
1
2
̺0|u0|2 + P (̺0)

)
dx is the initial energy and

(∇huh, divhuh) =

{
(∇Duh, div

Q
T uh) for uh ∈ Qh in the FV scheme;

(∇Buh, div
W

T uh) for uh ∈ Wh in the MAC scheme.

Moreover, there exists c > 0 which may depend on the fluid mass M and the initial energy E0 but is
independent of the parameters h and ∆t such that

‖̺h |ΠQuh|2‖L∞L1 ≤ c, ‖̺h‖L∞Lγ ≤ c, ‖̺hΠQuh‖
L∞L

2γ
γ+1

≤ c, (2.14a)

‖divhuh‖L2L2 ≤ c, ‖∇huh‖L2L2 ≤ c, ‖uh‖L2L6 ≤ c. (2.14b)
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2.7 Consistency formulation

The next important ingredient of our approach is the consistency formulation of the numerical scheme.

Lemma 2.9 (Consistency formulation). Let (̺h,uh) be either a solution of the FV scheme (2.10) or
the MAC scheme (2.11) with ∆t ≈ h ∈ (0, 1), γ > 1 and ε > −1.

Then for all τ ∈ (0, T ), φ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td)), ∂2t φ ∈ L∞((0, T )×Td) and φ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td;Rd)),
∂2tφ ∈ L∞((0, T )× Td;Rd) there holds

[∫

Td

̺hφ dx

]τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺h∂tφ+ ̺hΠQuh · ∇xφ) dxdt + e̺(τ,∆t, h, φ), (2.15a)

[∫

Td

̺hΠQuh · φ dx

]τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺hΠQuh · ∂tφ+ ̺hΠQuh ⊗ΠQuh : ∇xφ+ phdivxφ) dxdt

− µ

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

∇huh : ∇xφ dxdt− ν

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

divhuh divxφ dxdt + em(τ,∆t, h,φ), (2.15b)

where the consistency errors are bounded as follows:

|e̺(τ,∆t, h, φ)| ≤
{
C̺

(
∆t + h+ h1+ε + h1+βD

)
for the FV method

C̺

(
∆t + h1+ε + h1+βD

)
for the MAC method

|em(τ,∆t, h,φ)| ≤
{
Cm

(√
∆t + h+ h1+ε + h1+βM

)
for the FV method

Cm

(√
∆t + h+ h1+ε + h1+βM + h1+ε+βD

)
for the MAC method.

(2.15c)

Here, the constant C̺ depends on

the initial energy E0, T, and ‖φ‖L∞(0,T ;W 2,∞(Td)), ‖∂2t φ‖L∞((0,T )×Td),

and Cm depends on
E0, T, ‖φ‖L∞(0,T ;W 2,∞(Td;Rd), ‖∂2tφ‖L∞((0,T )×Td;Rd).

Further, the exponents βD and βM are given by

βD =

{
max

{
−3ε+3+d

6γ
, γ−2

2γ
d
}
, if γ ∈ (1, 2),

0, if γ ≥ 2,
βM =





−3ε+3+d
6γ

, if γ ∈ (1, 2),
γ−3
3γ
d, if γ ∈ [2, 3),

0, if γ ≥ 3 for d = 3,

0, if γ > 2 for d = 2.

(2.15d)

Remark 1. Consistency formulation for the FV and MAC method was introduced in [12, Theorem 11.2]
and [12, Theorem 14.2], respectively. Instead of an abstract consistency error identified in [12], Lemma 2.9
provides an explicit bound in terms of the numerical step and regularity of the associated test function.
Moreover, we improve the result of [12] by requiring less regularity of the test functions.

Proof of Lemma 2.9. The consistency errors arising from the time derivative term can be evaluated in
the following way. First, by a direct calculation, we obtain
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∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

Dtrh(t)ΠQϕ(t) dxdt =

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

rh(t)− rh(t−∆t)

∆t
ϕ(t) dxdt

=
1

∆t

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

rh(t)ϕ(t) dxdt−
1

∆t

∫ tn

−∆t

∫

Td

rh(t)ϕ(t+∆t) dxdt

= −
∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

rh(t)Dtϕ(t+∆t) dxdt +
1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Td

rh(t)ϕ(t+∆t) dxdt

− 1

∆t

∫ 0

−∆t

∫

Td

rh(t)ϕ(t+∆t) dxdt

= −
∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

rh(t)Dtϕ(t+∆t) dxdt +
1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Td

rh(t)ϕ(t) dxdt−
1

∆t

∫ ∆t

0

∫

Td

r0hϕ(t) dxdt

= −
∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

rh(t)∂tϕ(t) dxdt +

∫

Td

rh(τ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=rn

h
∀τ∈[tn,tn+1)

ϕ(τ) dx−
∫

Td

r0hϕ(0) dx+ I1 + I2 + I3,

(2.16)

for any τ ∈ [tn, tn+1), n = 1, . . . , NT , where

I1 =

∫

Td

r0h
1

∆t

∫ ∆t

0

(ϕ(0)− ϕ(t)) dt dx . ∆t‖∂tϕ‖L∞L∞‖r0h‖L1,

I2 =

∫

Td

1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn

(
rh(t)ϕ(t+∆t)− rh(τ)ϕ(τ)

)
dt dx

=

∫

Td

1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn
rnh
(
ϕ(t+∆t)− ϕ(τ)

)
dt dx . ∆t‖rnh‖L1‖∂tϕ‖L∞L∞ ,

I3 =

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

rh(t) (∂tϕ(t)−Dtϕ(t +∆t)) dxdt =

∫

Td

n∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk
rh(t)

(
∂tϕ(t)−Dtϕ(t +∆t)

)
dt dx

≤ ∆t‖∂2t ϕ‖L∞L∞‖rh‖L∞L1 .

Collecting the above estimates we obtain from (2.16) that

[∫

Td

rhϕ dx

]τ

0

−
∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

(Dtrh(t)ΠQϕ(t) + rh(t)∂tϕ(t)) dxdt ≤ ∆t‖∂2t ϕ‖L∞L∞‖rh‖L∞L1, (2.17)

whenever τ ∈ [tn, tn+1), where rh stands for ̺h or ̺huh.
Analogously as in the proofs of [12, Theorem 11.2] and [12, Theorem 14.2], we obtain

[∫

Td

̺hφ dx

]τ

t=0

=

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

(̺h∂tφ+ ̺hΠQuh · ∇xφ) dxdt + e̺(τ,∆t, h, φ), (2.18a)

[∫

Td

̺hΠQuh · φ dx

]τ

t=0

=

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

(̺hΠQuh · ∂tφ+ ̺hΠQuh ⊗ ΠQuh : ∇xφ) dxdt

+

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

(
phI− µ∇huh − νdivhuh

)
: ∇xφ dxdt + e∗

m
(τ,∆t, h, φ),

(2.18b)
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where e∗
m

is controlled by

|e∗
m
(τ,∆t, h,φ)| ≤

{
Cm

(
∆t+ h + h1+ε + h1+βM

)
for the FV method ,

Cm

(
∆t+ h + h1+ε + h1+βM + h1+ε+βD

)
for the MAC method.

In order to derive (2.15a) it suffices to realize that the time integral from τ to tn+1 at the right hand
side of (2.18a) is of order O(∆t) . Indeed

∫ tn+1

τ

∫

Td

(
̺h∂tφ+ ̺hΠQuh · ∇xφ

)
dxdt

≤
(
‖∂tφ‖L∞L∞‖̺nh‖L∞L1 + ‖∇xφ‖L∞L∞‖̺nhΠQu

n
h‖L∞L1

) ∫ tn+1

τ

1dt . ∆t.

(2.19)

Combining (2.18a) and (2.19) yields (2.15a).
Similarly, to get (2.15b) we need the following estimate

∫ tn+1

τ

∫

Td

(
̺hΠQuh · ∂tφ+

(
̺hΠQuh ⊗ ΠQuh + phI− µ∇huh − νdivhuh

)
: ∇xφ

)
dxdt

≤
∫ tn+1

τ

‖̺nhΠQu
n
h‖L1(Td)‖∂tφ‖L∞(Td)dt +

∫ tn+1

τ

‖̺nhΠQu
n
h ⊗ ΠQu

n
h + pnhI‖L1(Td)‖∇xφ‖L∞(Td)dt

+

∫ tn+1

τ

‖µ∇hu
n
h + νdivhu

n
h‖L1(Td)‖∇xφ‖L∞(Td)dt

≤ ∆t‖̺nhΠQu
n
h‖L∞L1‖∂tφ‖L∞L∞ +∆t‖̺nhΠQu

n
h ⊗ ΠQu

n
h + pnh ‖L∞L1‖∇xφ‖L∞L∞

+ ‖∇xφ‖L∞L∞‖µ∇hu
n
h + νdivhu

n
h‖L2L1

(∫ tn+1

τ

12dt

)1/2

.
√
∆t.

Substituting the above estimate into (2.18b) we obtain (2.15b), which completes the proof.

Lemma 2.10 (Consistency formulation for a bounded numerical solution). Let the assumptions of
Lemma 2.9 hold. Moreover, let ̺h and uh be uniformly bounded, i.e., there exist positive constants ̺
and u such that

̺h ≤ ̺ and |uh| ≤ u. (2.20)

Then for all τ ∈ (0, T ), φ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td)), ∂2t φ ∈ L∞((0, T )×Td) and φ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td;Rd))∩
L2(0, T ;W 3,2(Td;Rd)), ∂2tφ ∈ L∞((0, T )× Td;Rd), there holds

[∫

Td

̺hφ dx

]τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺h∂tφ+ ̺hΠQuh · ∇xφ) dxdt + e̺(τ,∆t, h, φ), (2.21a)

[∫

Td

̺hΠQuh · φ dx

]τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺hΠQuh · ∂tφ+ ̺hΠQuh ⊗ΠQuh : ∇xφ+ phdivxφ) dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

uh · (µ∆xφ+ ν∇xdivxφ) dxdt + em(τ,∆t, h,φ), (2.21b)

where the consistency errors can be bounded as follows

|e̺(τ,∆t, h, φ)| ≤ C̺(∆t+ h), |em(τ,∆t, h,φ)| ≤ Cm(∆t + h) (2.21c)
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Here, the constant C̺ depends on

̺, u, E0, T, ‖φ‖L∞(0,T ;W 2,∞(Td)), ‖∂2t φ‖L∞((0,T )×Td),

and Cm depends on

̺, u, E0, T, ‖φ‖L∞(0,T ;W 2,∞(Td;Rd)), ‖φ‖L2(0,T ;W 3,2(Td;Rd)), ‖∂2tφ‖L∞((0,T )×Td ;Rd).

Proof. We will present the proof for the FV method, the proof for the MAC method is analogous. First,
we denote the errors of the inviscid fluxes as

e1 =

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

̺hΠQuh · ∇xφ dxdt−
∫ tn+1

0

∫

E

F ε
h [̺h,uh] JΠQφK dS(x)dt, (2.22)

e2 =

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

̺hΠQuh ⊗ΠQuh : ∇xφ dxdt−
∫ tn+1

0

∫

E

Fε
h[̺huh,uh] · JΠQφK dS(x)dt

+

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

phdivxφ− phdivhΠQφ dxdt.

(2.23)

Analogously as in the proof of [12, Theorem 11.3] we get

|e1| ≤ c(‖φ‖L∞W 2,∞)h‖̺h‖L2L2 and |e2| ≤ c(‖φ‖L∞W 2,∞)h‖̺huh‖L2L2 .

In view of assumption (2.20) the errors e1 and e2 are controlled by

|e1| ≤ c(‖φ‖L∞W 2,∞)h‖̺h‖L2L2 ≤ c(‖φ‖L∞W 2,∞ , ̺)h,

|e2| ≤ c(‖φ‖L∞W 2,∞)h‖̺huh‖L2L2 ≤ c(‖φ‖L∞W 2,∞ , ̺, u)h.
(2.24)

Now, summing up (2.22) and (2.17) with rh = ̺h, and recalling the estimates (2.19) and (2.24) implies
(2.21a). Moreover, summing up (2.23) and (2.17) with rh = ̺huh we get

[∫

Td

̺huh · φ dx

]τ

0

=

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

̺huh · ∂tφ+
(
̺huh ⊗ uh + phI

)
: ∇xφ+ uh · (µ∆xφ+ ν∇xdivxφ) dxdt

+ e2 + e3 + e4,
(2.25)

where e2 is given in (2.23). The error terms e3 and e4 can be estimated in the following way

|e3| =
∣∣∣∣∣−
∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

uh · (µ∆xφ + ν∇xdivxφ) +
(
µ∇Duh : ∇DΠQφ+ νdivhuhdivhΠQφ

)
dx

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tn+1

0

∫

Td

µuh · (divWT ∇DΠQφ−∆xφ) + νuh · (∇QdivhΠQφ−∇xdivxφ) dx

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ c(‖φ‖L2W 3,2, u)h,

|e4| =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tn+1

τ

∫

Td

̺hΠQuh · ∂tφ+
(
̺hΠQuh ⊗ ΠQuh + phI

)
: ∇xφ+ uh · (µ∆xφ + ν∇xdivxφ) dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ ∆t‖φ‖C1

(
‖̺hΠQuh‖L∞L1 + ‖̺h |ΠQuh|2‖L∞L1 + ‖ph‖L∞L1

)
+ u‖φ‖L∞W 2,∞

∫ tn+1

τ

dt

≤ c(‖φ‖L∞W 2,∞ , ‖φ‖C1, ̺, u)∆t.

Consequently, collecting the estimates of e2, e3 and e4 we observe that (2.21b) follows from (2.25), which
completes the proof.
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3 Error estimates

This section is the heart of the paper. We prove the main result – the convergence rates for the FV
(2.10) and MAC (2.11) schemes. If, in addition, the numerical solutions are uniformly bounded, the
convergence rates can be improved to the first order.

Theorem 3.1 (Convergence rates). Let γ > 1 and the initial data (̺0,u0) satisfy

̺0 ∈ W k,2(Td), ̺0 > 0 in T
d, u0 ∈ W k,2(Td;Rd), k ≥ 6.

Suppose that the Navier–Stokes system (1.1) admits a classical solution (̺,u) defined on [0, T ] × Td,
with the initial data (̺0,u0). Further, let (̺h,uh) be a numerical solution obtained either by the FV
scheme (2.10) or by the MAC scheme (2.11) emanating from the projected initial data (̺0h,u

0
h).

Then there exists a positive number

c = c(T, ‖(̺0,u0)‖W k,2(Td;Rd+1), inf ̺0, ‖(̺,u)‖C([0,T ]×Td;Rd+1))

such that

sup
0≤t≤T

E(̺h,uh|̺,u) + µ

∫ T

0

∫

Td

|∇huh −∇xu|2 dxdt + ν

∫ T

0

∫

Td

|divhuh − divxu|2 dxdt

≤ c(hA +
√
∆t),

(3.1)

‖̺h − ̺‖L∞Lγ + ‖̺huh − ̺u‖
L∞L

2γ
γ+1

. c(
√
∆t + h)1/2 + c(

√
∆t + hA)1/γ for γ ≤ 2,

‖̺h − ̺‖L∞L2 + ‖̺huh − ̺u‖
L∞L

2γ
γ+1

. c(
√
∆t + hA)1/2 for γ > 2,

(3.2)

and
‖uh − u‖L2L2 . c(

√
∆t + hA)1/2. (3.3)

The convergence rate A reads

A =

{
AFV := min {1, 1 + ε, 1 + βD, 1 + βM} for the FV method,

AMAC := min {1, 1 + ε, 1 + βD, 1 + βM , 1 + ε+ βD} for the MAC method.
(3.4)

Here the constants βD and βM are given in (2.15d).

Remark 2. Let us discuss the obtained convergence rate O(hA) for the choice ∆t = h and different
values of γ > 1, d = 2, 3.

• For the case d = 2, we obtain the following convergence rate A:

– Let γ ≥ 2. Then for any ε ≥ 0 both numerical methods have the first order convergence rate,
i.e. A = 1.

– Let γ ∈ (1, 2). The convergence rates are different for the FV and MAC schemes.

∗ AFV = min
{
1− 5+3ε

6γ
, 1, 1 + ε

}
. Choosing the optimal value of ε, ε = − 5

3+6γ
∈ (−5

9
,−1

3
),

the convergence rate AFV = 1 + ε varies between 4
9
for γ ց 1 and 2

3
for γ ր 2.

∗ AMAC = min
{
1− 5+3ε

6γ
, 1, 1 + ε, 1 + ε− 5+3ε

6γ

}
reaches its maximum value 6γ−5

6γ
> 0 at

ε = 0. Thus, the convergence rate varies between 1
6
for γ ց 1 and 7

12
for γ ր 2.
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• For the case d = 3, we obtain the following convergence rate A:

– Let γ ≥ 3. Then for any ε ≥ 0 both methods have first order convergence rates, i.e. A = 1.

– Let γ ∈ [2, 3). Then for any ε ≥ 2γ−3
γ

we have A = 2γ−3
γ

and the convergence rate varies

between 1
2
for γ = 2 and 1 for γ ր 3.

– Let γ ∈ (1, 2).

∗ AFV = min
{
1− 2+ε

2γ
, 1, 1 + ε

}
. Choosing an optimal value of ε, ε = − 2

1+2γ
∈ (−2

3
,−2

5
),

AFV = 1 + ε and varies between 1
3
for γ ց 1 and 3

5
for γ ր 2.

∗ AMAC = min
{
1− 2+ε

2γ
, 1, 1 + ε, 1 + ε− 2+ε

2γ

}
reaches its maximum value γ−1

γ
> 0 at

ε = 0. Note that AMAC varies between 0 when γ ց 1 and 1
2
when γ ր 2.

Remark 3. In view of the above results, the convergence rates available in the literature, see e.g. [14,
15, 23], are not optimal. Indeed, for d = 3 and γ = 3

2
, they degenerate to 0. Moreover, no error analysis

is available for γ < 3
2
. Our approach yields error estimates also for γ ∈ (1, 3

2
]. In addition, we have better

convergence rates, e.g., for d = 3 and γ = 3
2
, where the convergence errors are O(h

3
4 ) and O(h

1
3 ) for the

FV and MAC schemes, respectively.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. First, by a straightforward but lengthy calculation, see Appendix D, we observe
the following relative energy inequality

[E(̺h,uh|̺,u)]τ0 +
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
µ |∇huh|2 + ν |divhuh|2

)
dxdt

≤
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
̺h∂t

|u|2
2

+ ̺hΠQuh · ∇x
|u|2
2

)
dxdt + e̺

(
τ,∆t, h, |u|2 /2

)

−
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺h∂tP
′(̺) + ̺hΠQuh · ∇xP

′(̺)) dx − e̺(τ,∆t, h, P
′(̺))

−
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺hΠQuh · ∂tu+ ̺hΠQuh ⊗ΠQuh : ∇xu+ phdivxu) dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(µ∇huh : ∇xu+ νdivhuhdivxu) dxdt + em(τ,∆t, h,−u)

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

∂t
(
̺P ′(̺)− P (̺)

)
dxdt.

(3.5)

Next, we observe the following identities

̺hΠQuh · ∇x
|u|2
2

− ̺hΠQuh ⊗ ΠQuh : ∇xu

= −̺h(ΠQuh − u)⊗ (ΠQuh − u) : ∇xu− ̺h(ΠQuh − u) · (u · ∇xu),

P ′′(̺) =
1

̺
p′(̺), ̺P ′(̺)− P (̺) = p(̺), ∂t(̺P

′(̺)− P (̺)) = ∂tp(̺).

Then by substituting the above equalities into (3.5) and denoting

eS = e̺
(
τ,∆t, h, |u|2 /2

)
− e̺(τ,∆t, h, P

′(̺)) + em(τ,∆t, h,−u),
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we obtain

[E(̺h,uh|̺,u)]τ0 +
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
µ |∇huh −∇xu|2 + ν |divhuh − divxu|2

)
dxdt

≤ eS +

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

̺h(u− ΠQuh) · (∂tu+ u · ∇xu) dxdt

−
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

̺h(ΠQuh − u)⊗ (ΠQuh − u) : ∇xu dxdt

+ µ

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
|∇xu|2 −∇huh : ∇xu

)
dxdt

+ ν

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
|divxu|2 − divhuhdivxu

)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
∂tp(̺)− ̺h

∂tp(̺)

̺
− ̺hΠQuh ·

∇xp(̺)

̺
− phdivxU

)
dxdt.

(3.6)

As (̺,u) satisfies the Navier–Stokes system (1.1), we know that

̺(∂tu+ u · ∇xu) = µ∆xu+ ν∇xdivxu−∇xp(̺).

Substituting this equality into (3.6) we get

[E(̺h,uh|̺,u)]τ0 +
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
µ |∇huh −∇xu|2 + ν |divhuh − divxu|2

)
dxdt

≤ eS +

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺h − ̺)(u− ΠQuh) · (∂tu+ u · ∇xu) dxdt,

−
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

̺h(ΠQuh − u)⊗ (ΠQuh − u) : ∇xu dxdt,

+ µ

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
|∇xu|2 −∇huh : ∇xu+ (u− ΠQuh) ·∆xu

)
dxdt

+ ν

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
|divxu|2 − divhuhdivxu+ (u−ΠQuh) · ∇xdivxu

)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
̺− ̺h
̺

∂tp(̺)−
̺h
̺
ΠQuh · ∇xp(̺)− phdivxu

)
dxdt−

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(u−ΠQuh) · ∇xp(̺) dxdt.

Rearranging the terms on the right hand side, we arrive at

[E(̺h,uh|̺,u)]τ0 +
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
µ |∇huh −∇xu|2 + ν |divhuh − divxu|2

)
dxdt ≤ eS +

5∑

i=1

RE
i ,

where the integrals RE
i , i = 1, · · · , 5, read

RE
1 =

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺h − ̺)(u−ΠQuh) · (∂tu+ u · ∇xu+
∇xp(̺)

̺
) dxdt

=

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺h − ̺)(u−ΠQuh) ·
divxS(∇xu)

̺
dxdt

RE
2 = −

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

̺h(ΠQuh − u)⊗ (ΠQuh − u) : ∇xu dxdt,

RE
3 = −µ

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(∇huh : ∇xu+ΠQuh ·∆xu) dxdt,
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RE
4 = −ν

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(divhuhdivxu+ΠQuh · ∇xdivxu) dxdt,

RE
5 = −

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
ph − p′(̺)(̺h − ̺)− p(̺)

)
divxu dxdt.

Next, for i = 1, · · · , 5 we analyze RE
i such that it can be controlled either by the relative energy or the

mesh parameter h.

Term RE
1 . Applying Hölder’s inequality and Lemma B.4 we obtain

∣∣RE
1

∣∣ ≤ 1

r
‖divxS(∇xu)‖L∞((0,T )×Td)

(
C0

∫ τ

0

E(̺h,uh|̺,u)dt + C1δ‖∇huh −∇xu‖2L2 + C2δh
2

)

= C∗
0

∫ τ

0

E(̺h,uh|̺,u)dt + C∗
1δ‖∇huh −∇xu‖2L2 + C∗

2δh
2,

where C∗
0 > 0 depends on ‖u‖L∞W 2,∞ , ‖̺‖C([0,T ]×Td),M,E0, γ, δ, and r = min[0,T ]×Td ̺;

C∗
1 > 0 depends on ‖u‖L∞W 2,∞ , M,E0, and γ;

C∗
2 > 0 depends on ‖u‖L∞W 2,∞ , M , E0, γ, and ‖∇xu‖L∞((0,T )×Td).

Term RE
2 . Thanks to Hölder’s inequality we observe the following estimate.

∣∣RE
2

∣∣ ≤ C

∫ τ

0

E(̺h,uh|̺,u)dt,

where C depends on ‖∇xu‖L∞((0,T )×Td).

Term RE
3 . We analyze the third term RE

3 in two cases.
First, we consider the case of the FV scheme. In this case uh ∈ Qh, ∇huh = ∇Duh and ΠQuh = uh.

Thus,

∣∣RE
3

∣∣ = µ

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(∇huh : ∇xu+ΠQuh ·∆xu) dxdt

∣∣∣∣ = µ

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
∇Duh : ∇xu+ uh · divWT ΠE∇xu

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣

= µ

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

∇Duh : (∇xu−ΠE∇xu) dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ µh‖∇huh‖L2L2‖u‖L2W 2,2,

where we have used the equality (2.4), the integration by parts formula (2.3a), and the estimate (2.9b).
Second, we consider the case of uh ∈ Wh obtained by the MAC scheme. In this case, ∇huh = ∇Buh

and the term RE
3 can be estimated in the following way

∣∣RE
3

∣∣ = µ

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(∇huh : ∇xu+ΠQuh ·∆xu) dxdt

∣∣∣∣

= µ

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫ τ

0

d∑

i=1

d∑

j=1

∑

ǫ=Dσ|Dσ′∈Ẽj,i

∫

Dǫ

ðBj,i
uj,h

(
∂iUj −

(Π
(i)
E ∂iuj)Dσ

+ (Π
(i)
E ∂iuj)Dσ′

2

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ µh‖∇huh‖L2L2‖u‖L2W 2,2 ,

where we have applied (2.8a), Hölder’s inequality and the estimate (2.9b).
Consequently, we have for both cases ∣∣RE

3

∣∣ ≤ Ch,

where the constant C depends on µ, the initial energy E0 and ‖U‖L2W 2,2.
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Term RE
4 . We analyze the term RE

4 also in two cases.
First, for uh ∈ Qh obtained by the FV method, we have divhuh = divQT uh, ΠQuh = uh and thus

∣∣RE
4

∣∣ = ν

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(divhuhdivxu+ΠQuh · ∇xdivxu) dxdt

∣∣∣∣

= ν

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
divQT uhdivxu+ uh · ∇xdivxu−

(
Πǫdivxu divQT vh + {{vh}} · ∇xdivxu

))
dxdt

∣∣∣∣

= ν

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
divQT uh(divxu− Πǫdivxu) + (uh − {{uh}}) · ∇xdivxu

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≤ h (‖divhuh‖L2L2 + ‖∇huh‖L2L2) ‖u‖L2W 2,2,

where we have used the identity (2.8d), Hölder’s inequality, the estimates (2.9a) and (2.9c).
Second, for the case of uh ∈ Wh we have

∣∣RE
4

∣∣ = ν

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(divhuhdivxu+ΠQuh · ∇xdivxu) dxdt

∣∣∣∣

= ν

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
divWT uhdivxu−

(
divWT uhΠǫdivxu+ uh · ∇xdivxu

)
+ΠQuh · ∇xdivxu

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣

= ν

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
divWT uh(divxu− Πǫdivxu) + (ΠQuh − uh) · ∇xdivxu

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≤ νh (‖divhuh‖L2L2 + ‖∇huh‖L2L2) ‖u‖L2W 2,2,

where (2.8b), Hölder’s inequality, the estimates (2.9a) and (2.9c) were applied.
Consequently, we have for both cases ∣∣RE

4

∣∣ ≤ Ch,

where the constant C depends on ν, initial energy E0, and ‖u‖L2W 2,2 .

Term RE
5 . The estimate of RE

5 is straightforward by applying Hölder’s inequality, i.e.,

∣∣RE
5

∣∣ ≤ C

∫ τ

0

E(̺h,uh|̺,u)dt,

where C depends on ‖divxu‖L∞((0,T )×Td).
Consequently, collecting the above estimates of RE

i for i = 1, · · · , 5, we find

E(̺h,uh|̺,u)(τ) +
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
(µ− C∗

1δ) |∇huh −∇xu|2 + ν |divhuh − divxu|2
)
dxdt

≤ eS + E(̺h,uh|r,u)(0) + C∗
0

∫ τ

0

E(̺h,uh|r,u)dt + C∗
2δh

2.

(3.7)

Applying the standard projection error estimates we get

E(̺h,uh|̺,u)(0) ≤ Ch2, (3.8)

where C depends on ‖̺0‖C and ‖u0‖L2W 1,2 .
Consequently, by choosing δ < µ

C∗
1
, substituting (3.8) into (3.7), using Gronwall’s lemma and recalling

the consistency error (2.15c), we may infer that

E(̺h,uh|̺,u)(τ) +
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
|∇huh −∇xu|2 + |divhuh − divxu|2

)
dxdt ≤ Ce

τC∗
0

1−∆tC∗
0 (
√
∆t + hA)
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for ∆t < 1
C∗

0
. Here, the constant C depends on ‖̺‖L∞W 2,∞ , ‖u‖L∞W 2,∞ and the exponent A is given by

(3.4).
Finally, we combine the above estimate with Lemma C.1 and Lemma B.2 in order to obtain (3.2)

and (3.3), respectively. Note that E0 and M are bounded by the norm ‖(̺0,u0)‖W k,2(Td;Rd+1). Due to
Proposition 1.1 all terms depending on the norms of the exact solution (̺,u) as well as r are bounded
by a constant c = c(T, ‖(̺0,u0)‖W k,2(Td;Rd+1), ‖(̺,u)‖C([0,T ]×Td;Rd+1)) which finishes the proof.

Finally, we observe that under the assumption that the numerical solutions (̺h,uh) are uniformly
bounded, the above error estimates can be improved. Indeed, applying Lemma 2.10, Lemma C.1 and
Lemma B.2 we derive the first order error rate.

Theorem 3.2 (Error rates for bounded numerical solutions). In addition to the hypotheses of Theo-
rem 3.1, let the numerical solution (̺h,uh) be uniformly bounded,

‖̺h‖L∞((0,T )×Td) ≤ ̺ and ‖uh‖L∞((0,T )×Td ;Rd) ≤ u. (3.9)

Then there exists a positive number

c = c
(
T, ‖(̺0,u0)‖W k,2(Td;Rd+1), inf ̺0, ̺, u,

)

such that

sup
0≤t≤τ

E(̺h,uh|̺,u) + µ

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

|∇huh −∇xu|2 dxdt + ν

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

|divhuh − divxu|2 dxdt

≤ c(h +∆t)

for all τ ∈ [0, T ], and

‖̺h − ̺‖L∞L2 + ‖̺huh − ̺u‖L∞L2 + ‖uh − u‖L2L2 . c(∆t
1
2 + h

1
2 ).

4 Conclusion

In this paper we have presented improved error estimates for two well-known numerical methods applied
to compressible Navier–Stokes equations. Specifically, we consider the upwind finite volume method and
the Marker-and-Cell (MAC) method with implicit time discretization and piecewise constant approxi-
mation in space. However, the approach presented in the paper can be applied also to other well-known
numerical methods for compressible Navier–Stokes equations.

The novelty of our approach lies in the use of continuous form of the relative energy inequality
combined with a refined consistency analysis. Thus, following the framework of the Lax equivalence
theorem it suffices to show the (energy) stability, cf. Lemma 2.8, and the consistency of a numerical
scheme, cf. Lemma 2.9, in order to obtain the convergence rates for the scheme. Indeed, the consistency
errors directly yield global errors in the relative energy. To obtain the corresponding error estimates we
only assume that the initial data are sufficiently regular and a strong solution exists globaly in time.
The error estimates presented in Theorem 3.1 improves the results already presented in the literature
[15, 14, 23], see Remarks 2,3 for a detailed discussion. In particular, our error estimates hold for the full
range of the adiabatic coefficient γ > 1.

Moreover, we have considered a natural hypothesis on uniformly bounded numerical solutions and
proved that the error estimates can be further improved, cf. Theorem 3.2. Indeed, we prove that both
numerical methods converge with the first order in time and mesh parameter in terms of the relative
energy and with the half order in the L∞(0, T ;L2(Td))-norm for the density and momentum, as well as
in the L2((0, T )× T

d)-norm for the velocity.
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Appendix

A Proof of the preliminary lemmas

In this section we present the proofs of Lemmas 2.2 – 2.5.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. First, we calculate
∫

Td

rhdivxU dx =
∑

K∈T

rK

∫

K

divxU dx =
∑

K∈T

rK
∑

σ∈E(K)

∫

σ

U · n dS(x)

=
∑

K∈T

rK
∑

σ∈E(K)

|σ|ΠEU · n =
∑

K∈T

rK |K|divWT ΠEU =

∫

Td

rhdiv
W

T ΠEU dx.

Analogously, we find
∫

Td

vh · ∇xψ dx =
∑

K∈T

vK ·
∫

K

∇xψ dx =
∑

K∈T

vK ·
( ∑

σ∈E(K)

∫

σ

ψn dS(x)
)

=
∑

K∈T

vK ·
( d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei(K)

|σ|Π(i)
E ψn

)
=

d∑

i=1

∑

K∈T

vi,h|K
(
|K|∂(i)T Π

(i)
E ψ
)

=
d∑

i=1

∫

Td

vi,h ∂
(i)
T Π

(i)
E ψ dx =

∫

Td

vh · ∇ΠE

T ψ dx,

which completes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. First, we calculate

∫

Td

uh · ∇xψ dx =
d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei

∫

Dσ

ui,h∂iψ dx =
d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei

ui,h

(∫

ǫ+
ψ dS(x)−

∫

ǫ−
ψ dS(x)

)

=

d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei

ui,h

(∫

D
ǫ+

Πǫψ dx−
∫

D
ǫ−

Πǫψ dx

)
/h,

where ǫ− and ǫ+ are the left and right edges of Dσ in the ith-direction of the canonical system for σ ∈ Ei.
Note that Dǫ± ⊂ T are elements of the primary grid T . Then we can rewrite the above relation as

∫

Td

uh · ∇xψ dx =

d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei

|Dσ|ui,hðDi
Πǫψ dx = −

d∑

i=1

∑

K∈T

|K|∂(i)T ui,hΠǫψ dx = −
∫

Td

Πǫψ divWT uh dx,

where we have used (2.3a). This proves (2.6).
The proof of (2.7) follows from (2.5) and (2.3a), specifically,

∫

Td

vh · ∇xψ dx =

∫

Td

vh · ∇ΠE

T ψ dx =

d∑

i=1

∫

Td

vi,h∂
(i)
T Π

(i)
E ψ dx = −

d∑

i=1

∑

K∈T

∫

K

ðDi
vi,h Π

(i)
E ψ dx.
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Proof of Lemma 2.4. First, we recall (2.4) and (2.3a) to derive the first equality
∫

Td

ΠQuh ·∆xU dx =

∫

Td

ΠQuh · (divx∇xU) dx =

∫

Td

ΠQuh · (divWT ΠE∇xU) dx

= −
∫

Td

∇DΠQuh : ΠE∇xU dx = −
d∑

i=1

d∑

j=1

∑

σ∈Ei

∫

Dσ

ðDi
uj,hΠ

(i)
E ∂iUj dx

= −
d∑

i=1

d∑

j=1

∑

σ∈Ei

∫

Dσ



1

2

∑

ǫ∈Ẽj,i(Dσ)

(ðBj,i
uj,h)Dǫ



Π
(i)
E ∂iUj dx

= −
d∑

i=1

d∑

j=1

∑

ǫ=Dσ|Dσ′∈Ẽj,i

∫

Dǫ

ðBj,i
uj,h

(
(Π

(i)
E ∂iUj)Dσ

+ (Π
(i)
E ∂iUj)Dσ′

2

)
dx

Next, it is easy to check (2.8b) by setting ψ = divxU in (2.6), i.e.,
∫

Td

uh · ∇xdivxU dx = −
∫

Td

divWT uhΠǫ(divxU) dx.

Further, thanks to (2.4) and (2.3a), we observe (2.8c), i.e.,
∫

Td

vh ·∆xU dx =

∫

Td

vh · (divx∇xU) dx =

∫

Td

vh · (divWT ΠE∇xU) dx = −
∫

Td

∇Dvh : ΠE∇xU dx.

Finally, by setting ({{vh}} , divxU) as (uh, ψ) into (2.6) we get (2.8d), i.e.
∫

Td

{{vh}} · ∇xdivxU dx = −
∫

Td

ΠǫdivxU divWT ({{vh}}) dx = −
∫

Td

ΠǫdivxU divQT vh dx,

where we have used the identity (2.2).

Proof of Lemma 2.5. Note that the estimates stated in (2.9b) – (2.9d) hold due to the standard in-
terpolation error; whence we omit the proof. Now we prove (2.9a). First, by a direct calculation, we
have

‖ΠQuh − uh‖2L2 =
∑

K∈T

d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei(K)

|Dσ,K |
(
ui,σK,i+

+ ui,σK,i−

2
− ui,σ

)2

=
1

4

∑

K∈T

d∑

i=1

(
ui,σK,i+

− ui,σK,i−

2

)2 ∑

σ∈Ei(K)

|Dσ,K | =
h2

4

∑

K∈T

|K|
d∑

i=1

(
∂
(i)
T ui,h

)2
≤ h2

4
‖∇Buh‖2L2,

where we have used the fact that ðBi,i
= ∂

(i)
T in the last inequality, which proves the first estimate of

(2.9a). Analogously, we compute

‖{{vh}} − vh‖2L2 =
∑

K∈T

d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei(K)

|Dσ,K |
(
vini,h + vouti,h

2
− vini,h

)2

=
h2

4

∑

K∈T

d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei(K)

|Dσ,K |(ðDi
vi,h)

2 =
h2

4

d∑

i=1

∑

σ∈Ei

|Dσ|(ðDi
vi,h)

2 ≤ h2

4
‖∇Dvh‖2L2,

which proves the second estimate of (2.9a). This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.5.
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B Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality

First, we recall [12, Theorem 17] for a generalized Sobolev-Poincaré inequality.

Lemma B.1 ([12]). For a structure mesh let γ > 1 and ̺h ≥ 0 satisfy

0 < cM ≤
∫

Td

̺h dx and

∫

Td

̺γh dx ≤ cE ,

where γ > 1, cM and cE are positive constants. Then there exists c = c(cM , cE, γ) independent of h such
that

‖fh‖2Lq(Td) ≤ c

(
‖∇hfh‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|fh|2 dx
)
.

Now we are ready to show the following lemma.

Lemma B.2. Under the assumption of Lemma B.1 let (̺h,uh) be a solution obtained either by the FV
method (2.10) or the MAC method (2.11). Let U ∈ W 2,∞(Td;Rd), then there exists C1 = C1(M,E0, γ) >
0 and C2 = C2(M,E0, γ, ‖∇xU‖L∞ , ‖U‖W 2,∞) > 0 such that

‖uh −U‖2L2 ≤ C1

(
‖∇huh −∇xU)‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −U |2 dx
)
+ C2h

2, (B.1)

‖ΠQuh −U‖2L2 ≤ C1

(
‖∇huh −∇xUh‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −U |2 dx
)
+ C2h

2, (B.2)

where M and E0 are the fluid mass and initial energy.

Proof. Firstly, by setting fh = uh − Uh for some Uh belonging to the same discrete space as uh in
Lemma B.1 we know that

‖uh −Uh‖2L2(Td) ≤ C1

(
‖∇h(uh −Uh)‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −Uh|2 dx
)
,

where the constant C1 depends on cM ≡ M , cE ≡ E0 and γ. Note that the choices of cM and cE are
owing to the mass conservation (2.12) and energy stability (2.13).

Next, for uh ∈ Qh and uh ∈ Wh we set Uh = ΠQU ∈ Qh and Uh = ΠEU ∈ Wh, respectively. Then
by the triangular inequality and projection error we derive

‖uh −U‖2L2 ≤ ‖uh −Uh‖2L2 + ‖Uh −U‖2L2

≤ C1

(
‖∇h(uh −Uh)‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −Uh|2 dx
)
+ (h‖∇xU‖L2)2

≤ C1

(
‖∇huh −∇xU‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −U |2 dx
)

+ C1

(
‖∇xU −∇hUh‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|Uh −U |2 dx
)
+ h2‖∇xU‖2L2

≤ C1

(
‖∇huh −∇xU‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −U |2 dx
)

+ C1

(
h2‖U‖2W 2,∞ + h2‖∇xU‖2L∞

∫

Td

̺h dx

)
+ h2‖∇xU‖2L2
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= C1

(
‖∇huh −∇xU‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −U |2 dx
)
+ C2h

2,

where C2 depends on C1, ‖U‖W 2,∞, ‖∇xU‖L∞ ,M , and ‖∇xU‖L2 , which proves (B.1).
Finally, we proceed with the proof of (B.2). On the one hand, for the case of uh ∈ Qh we have

ΠQuh = uh, meaning (B.2) automatically holds as it is the same as (B.1). On the other hand, for the
case of uh ∈ Wh we employ (B.1) and the triangular inequality to derive

‖ΠQuh −U‖2L2 ≤ ‖ΠQuh − uh‖2L2 + ‖uh −U‖2L2

≤ h2‖divhuh‖2L2 + C1

(
‖∇huh −∇xU‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −U |2 dx
)
+ C2h

2

. C1

(
‖∇huh −∇xU‖2L2(Td) +

∫

Td

̺h|uh −U |2 dx
)
+ C2h

2,

where we have used the fact that ‖divhuh‖2L2 . E0 in view of (2.14b), which completes the proof.

Next, we recall [12, Lemma 14.3] in order to show the following statement formulated in Lemma B.4.

Lemma B.3 ([12]). Let γ > 1, r = 1
2

min
(t,x)∈QT

r > 0 and r = 2 max
(t,x)∈QT

r. Then there exists C = C(r, r) > 0

such that
(̺− r)21ess(̺) + (1 + ̺γ)1res(̺) ≤ CE(̺|r),

where E(̺|r) = P (̺)− P ′(r)(̺− r)− P (r) and

(1ess(̺), 1res(̺)) =

{
(1, 0) if ̺ ∈ [r, r],

(0, 1) if ̺ ∈ R+\[r, r]. (B.3)

Now we are ready to show the following lemma.

Lemma B.4. Let (̺h,uh) be a solution obtained either by the FV method (2.10) or the MAC method
(2.11), and let U ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td;Rd)). Then there holds

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

|(̺h − r)(ΠQuh −U)| dxdt ≤ C0

∫ τ

0

E(̺h,uh|r,U)dt + C1δ‖∇huh −∇xU‖2L2 + C2δh
2,

where C1, C2 are the same as in Lemma B.2, and C0 depends on r, r, δ, M,E0, γ.

Proof. First, thanks to Lemma B.3 we observe

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1res(̺h) ̺h dxdt =

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1̺h<r ̺h dxdt +

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1̺h>r ̺h dxdt

≤ r

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1̺h<r 1 dxdt +

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1̺h>r ̺
γ
h dxdt ≤ C

∫ τ

0

E(̺h,uh|r,U)dt,

where C = C(r, r) is given in Lemma B.3.
Next, using the triangular inequality, Young’s inequality, the above estimate, Lemma B.2 and

Lemma B.3 we find
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

|(̺h − r)(ΠQuh −U)| dxdt
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≤
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1ess(̺h)|(̺h − r)(ΠQuh −U)| dxdt +
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1̺h<rr|ΠQuh −U | dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1̺h>r̺h|ΠQuh −U | dxdt

≤
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1ess(̺h)
1

2

(
(̺h − r)2 + ̺h|ΠQuh −U |2/r

)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1̺h<r
1

2

(1
δ
r2 + δ|ΠQuh −U |2

)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

1̺h>r
1

2

(
̺h + ̺h|ΠQuh −U |2

)
dxdt

. C0

∫ τ

0

E(̺h,uh|r,U)dt + C1δ‖∇huh −∇xU‖2L2 + C2δh
2,

where C0 depends on r, C(r, r), δ, and C1. We have completed the proof.

C Relative energy norm

In this section we show how to control the errors in the conservative variables by the relative energy.

Lemma C.1. Let γ > 1 and (r,U) satisfy

r =
1

2
min

(t,x)∈QT

r, r = 2 max
(t,x)∈QT

r, U = max
(t,x)∈QT

|U |

for some positive constants u, r, r.

• If ̺ > 0 and
∫
Td ̺

γ dx ≤ E0 hold, then

‖̺− r‖Lγ + ‖m−M‖
L

2γ
γ+1

. (E(̺,u|r,U))
1
2 + (E(̺,u|r,U))

1
γ for γ ≤ 2; (C.1a)

‖̺− r‖L2 + ‖m−M‖
L

2γ
γ+1

. (E(̺,u|r,U))
1
2 for γ ≥ 2, (C.1b)

where m = ̺u and M = rU .

• In addition, let ̺ < ̺. Then

‖̺− r‖L2 + ‖m−M‖L2 . (E(̺,u|r,U))
1
2 . (C.2)

Proof. First, by the triangular inequality and Lemma B.3 we obtain for γ ≤ 2 that

‖̺− r‖Lγ ≤ ‖(̺− r)1ess(̺)‖Lγ + ‖(̺− r)1res(̺)‖Lγ . ‖(̺− r)1ess(̺)‖L2 + ‖(̺− r)1res(̺)‖Lγ

.
(
E(̺|r)

)1/2
+ (‖̺‖Lγ + ‖r‖Lγ) 1res(̺) .

(
E(̺|r)

)1/2
+

(∫

Td

̺γ 1res(̺) dx

)1/γ

+

(∫

Td

1res(̺) dx

)1/γ

.
(
E(̺|r)

)1/2
+
(
E(̺|r)

)1/γ ≤
(
E(̺,u|r,U)

)1/2
+
(
E(̺,u|r,U)

)1/γ
,

where 1ess(̺) and 1res(̺) are given in Lemma B.3. Further, utilizing the above estimate with the
triangular inequality, Hölder’s inequality, and the Lγ bound on ̺, we find

‖m−M‖
L

2γ
γ+1

≤ ‖̺(u−U)‖
L

2γ
γ+1

+ ‖(̺− r)U‖
L

2γ
γ+1

. ‖√̺‖L2γ‖√̺(u−U)‖L2 + ‖̺− r‖Lγ‖U‖
L

2γ
γ−1
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. ‖̺‖1/2Lγ ‖̺|u−U |2‖1/2L1 + ‖̺− r‖Lγ‖U‖L∞ .
(
E(̺,u|r,U)

)1/2
+
(
E(̺,u|r,U)

)1/γ

which proves (C.1a).
Next, again by the triangular inequality and Lemma B.3 we observe for γ ≥ 2 that

‖̺− r‖L2 ≤ ‖(̺− r)1ess(̺)‖L2 + ‖(̺− r)1res(̺)‖L2

.
(
E(̺|r)

)1/2
+

(∫

Td

̺2 1̺>r dx

)1/2

+

(∫

Td

1res(̺) dx

)1/2

.
(
E(̺|r)

)1/2
+

(∫

Td

̺γ 1̺>r dx

)1/2

.
(
E(̺|r)

)1/2
,

where we have used the fact that ̺2 ≤ ̺γ for large ̺ with γ ≥ 2. Further, it is easy to check that

‖m−M‖
L

2γ
γ+1

≤ ‖̺(u−U)‖
L

2γ
γ+1

+ ‖(̺− r)U‖
L

2γ
γ+1

. ‖√̺‖L2γ‖√̺(u−U)‖L2 + ‖̺− r‖L2‖U‖L2γ

. ‖̺‖1/2Lγ ‖̺|u−U |2‖1/2L1 + ‖̺− r‖L2‖U‖L∞ .
(
E(̺,u|r,U)

)1/2

which proves (C.1b).
When assuming an upper bound on ̺, we derive via Lemma B.3 that

‖̺− r‖L2 ≤ ‖(̺− r)1ess(̺)‖L2 + ‖(̺− r)1res(̺)‖L2 .
(
E(̺|r)

)1/2
+ ‖1res(̺)‖L2 .

(
E(̺|r)

)1/2

which implies

‖m−M‖L2 ≤ ‖̺(u−U)‖L2 + ‖(̺− r)U‖L2‖√̺‖L∞‖√̺(u−U)‖L2 + ‖̺− r‖L2‖U‖L∞

.
(
E(̺,u|r,U)

)1/2
.

Combining the above two estimates we get (C.2) and complete the proof.

D Derivation of the relative energy

In this section we show the relative energy inequality (3.5). We start with the reformulation of the
relative energy.

E(̺h,uh|r,U) =

∫

Td

(
1

2
̺h |ΠQuh −U |2 + P (̺h)− P ′(r)(̺h − r)− P (r)

)
dx =

4∑

i=1

Ti,

where

T1 =

∫

Td

(
1

2
̺h |ΠQuh|2 + P (̺h)

)
dx, T2 =

∫

Td

̺h

(
1

2
|U |2 − P ′(r)

)
dx,

T3 = −
∫

Td

̺hΠQuh ·U dx, T4 =

∫

Td

(rP ′(r)− P (r)) dx.

Next, we collect the energy estimate (2.13), and set the test function φ =
(
1
2
|U |2 − P ′(r)

)
in the

consistency formulation (2.15a), as well as φ = −U in the consistency formulation (2.15b) to get
respectively the following

[T1]
τ
t=0 =

[∫

Td

(
1

2
̺h |ΠQuh|2 + P (̺h)

)
dx

]τ

t=0

≤ −µ
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

|∇huh|2 dxdt− ν

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

|divhuh|2 dxdt,
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[T2]
τ
t=0 =




∫

Td

̺h

(
1

2
|U |2 − P ′(r)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
test function in (2.15a)

dx




τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
̺h∂t

|U |2
2

+ ̺hΠQuh · ∇x
|U |2
2

)
dxdt + e̺

(
τ,∆t, h, |U |2 /2

)

−
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺h∂tP
′(r) + ̺hΠQuh · ∇xP

′(r)) dxdt− e̺(τ,∆t, h, P
′(r)),

[T3]
τ
t=0 =



∫

Td

̺hΠQuh · (−U)︸ ︷︷ ︸
test function in (2.15b)

dx




τ

t=0

= −
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺hΠQuh · ∂tU + ̺hΠQuh ⊗ΠQuh : ∇xU + phdivxU) dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(µ∇huh : ∇xU + νdivhuhdivxU) dxdt + em(τ,∆t, h,−U).

Moreover, the term T4 reads

[T4]
τ
t=0 =

[∫

Td

(rP ′(r)− P (r)) dx

]τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

∂t(rP
′(r)− P (r)) dxdt.

Summing up the above terms we get (3.5)

[E(̺h,uh|r,U)]T0 +

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
µ |∇huh|2 + ν |divhuh|2

)
dxdt

≤
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(
̺h∂t

|U |2
2

+ ̺hΠQuh · ∇x
|U |2
2

)
dxdt + e̺

(
τ,∆t, h, |U |2 /2

)

−
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺h∂tP
′(r) + ̺hΠQuh · ∇xP

′(r)) dxdt− e̺(τ,∆t, h, P
′(r))

−
∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(̺hΠQuh · ∂tU + ̺hΠQuh ⊗ ΠQuh : ∇xU + phdivxU) dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

(µ∇huh : ∇xU + νdivhuhdivxU) dxdt + em(τ,∆t, h,−U)

+

∫ τ

0

∫

Td

∂t(rP
′(r)− P (r)) dxdt.
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[17] V. Jovanović. An error estimate for a numerical scheme for the compressible Navier–Stokes system.
Kragujevac J. Math. 30: 263–275, 2007.

28



[18] T. Karper. A convergent FEM-DG method for the compressible Navier–Stokes equations. Numer.
Math. 125(3): 441–510, 2013.
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[23] H. Mizerová and B. She. Convergence and error estimates for a finite difference scheme for the
multi-dimensional compressible Navier–Stokes system. J. Sci. Comput. 84(1): No.25, 2020.

[24] Y. Sun, C. Wang, and Z. Zhang. A Beale–Kato–Majda blow–up criterion for the 3-D compressible
Navier–Stokes equations. J. Math. Pures. Appl. 95(1): 36–47, 2011.

[25] A. Valli and M. Zajaczkowski. Navier–Stokes equations for compressible fluids: Global existence
and qualitative properties of the solutions in the general case. Commun. Math. Phys. 103: 259–
296,1986.

[26] P.I. Plotnikov and W. Weigant. Isothermal Navier–Stokes equations and Radon transform. SIAM
J. Math. Anal. 47(1): 626–653, 2015.

[27] E.F. Toro. Riemann Solvers and Numerical Methods for Fluid Dynamics. A practical introduction.
Springer, 2009.

29


	1 Introduction
	1.1 Compressible Navier–Stokes system
	1.2 Relative energy
	1.3 Classical solutions

	2 Numerical methods
	2.1 Time discretization
	2.2 Space discretization
	2.3 Discrete operators
	2.4 Preliminary estimates and inequalities
	2.5 Finite volume and finite difference methods
	2.5.1 Finite volume method
	2.5.2 Finite difference MAC method

	2.6 Energy stability
	2.7 Consistency formulation

	3 Error estimates
	4 Conclusion
	A Proof of the preliminary lemmas
	B Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality
	C Relative energy norm
	D Derivation of the relative energy

