arXiv:1211.3342v1 [math.NA] 14 Nov 2012

A two-level finite element method for time-dependent incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations with non-smooth initial data

Deepjyoti Goswami* and Pedro D. Damazio'

Abstract

In this article, we analyze a two-level finite element method for the two dimensional time-
dependent incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with non-smooth initial data. It involves solv-
ing the non-linear Navier-Stokes problem on a coarse grid of size H and solving a Stokes problem
on a fine grid of size h, h << H. This method gives optimal convergence for velocity in H!-norm
and for pressure in L?-norm. The analysis takes in to account the loss of regularity of the solution
at t = 0 of the Navier-Stokes equations.
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1 Introduction

In this article, we consider a two-level semi-discrete finite element approximation to the two dimen-
sional time-dependent incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
ou

(1.1) E+u-Vu—1/Au—|—Vp:f(:E,t), zr€eQ, t>0

with incompressibility condition

(1.2) V-u=0, z€Q, t>0,

and initial and boundary conditions

(1.3) u(z,0) =up inQ, u=0, ondf, t>0.

Here,  is a bounded domain in R? with boundary 02 and v > 0 is the viscosity. u and p are the
velocity field and pressure, respectively. And f is a given force field.

Two-level or two-grid methods are well-established and efficient methods for solving non-linear
partial differential equations. Due to high computational cost of solving a non-linear problem on
a fine grid, we solve the original problem on a coarse grid and update the solution by solving a
linearized problem on a fine grid. In other words, in the first step, we discretize the non-linear PDE
on a coarse mesh, of mesh-size H and compute an approximate solution, say, uy. Then, in the
second step, we formulate a linearized problem, out of the original one, using uyg and discretize it
on a fine mesh, of mesh-size h, h << H, thereby, compute an approximate solution, say, u”*. With
appropriate h, H, we obtain same order of convergence of the error u — u”, as that of the error
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obtained by semi-discrete finite element Galerkin approximation on the find grid; but with far less
computational cost, since, instead of solving a large non-linear system, we solve a small non-linear
system and a large linear system.

In this article, we study the following two-level finite element approximation for the problem
(LI)-(@C3): First, we compute a semi-discrete Galerkin finite element approximations (ug, pg), over
a coarse mesh of mesh-size H. Then, we use the approximation ugy to compute a semi-discrete
Galerkin finite element approximations (u”,p") of the following Stokes problem:

(1.4) w —vAu+ug-Vug+Vp=f, V.-u=0, inQ

over a fine mesh of mesh-size h << H.

The above algorithm is nothing new and in fact, this and similar algorithms have been studied
on numerous occasions. But to the best of our knowledge, no study has been done for non-smooth
initial data. Our main aim in this work is to do error analysis of the above mentioned two-level
method, under non-smooth initial data.

Two-grid method was first introduced by Xu [23], 24] for semi-linear elliptic problems and by
Layton et.al [14], [15] [16] for steady Navier-Stokes equations. It was carried out for time dependent
Navier-Stokes by Girault and Raviart [7] for semi-discrete case. The method may vary depending
on the algorithm, by formulating different linearize problem, to solve in the second step; like, in the
case of Navier-Stokes, one can chose a Stokes problem or an Oseen problem or a Newton step to
solve on the fine mesh. Several works in this direction, involving both semi-discrete and fully discrete
analysis, can be found in [1], 2, [9} 10} 11} 17, 18] 19, 20] and references therein.

The two-level methods are similar to non-linear Galerkin methods, post-processed and dynamical
post-processed methods, in the sense that, all these method try to control the computational cost
or efficiency by controlling the non-linear term, implementing similar ideas: solve the non-linear
problem on a coarse grid and use that solution to solve a linearized problem on a fine grid. A
discussion on this can be found out in [5].

But in all these methods, including two-level, very few articles can be found to carry out the
analysis, taking into account the loss of regularity of the solution of the Navier-Stokes equations at
the initial time. Recently, two articles [, 6] have taken this into account. For example, both these
articles assume no more than second-order spatial derivative of the velocity bounded in L2, up to
initial time ¢ = 0. Under realistic assumptions on the given data, the solution of the Navier-Stokes
equations suffers from lack of regularity at ¢t = 0. For us to assume regularity at ¢ = 0, we need that
the data satisfy some non-local compatibility conditions at ¢ = 0 (see [12]). These conditions are
very hard to verify even for simple models and hardly appear in physical context. We have avoided
these conditions in our analysis and more. We have worked here with non-smooth initial data, that
is, initial velocity ugy belong to Hé. Now, even the second-order spatial derivative of the velocity is
not bounded in L?, up to initial time ¢ = 0. Lemma 21 tells us that ||[u(t)||s ~ O(t~'/2). So, our
assumption on the initial data forces us to have only the first-order spatial derivative of the velocity
bounded in L? at ¢ = 0. This proves to be a bottle-neck in our error analysis.

Our work here closely resembles the work of [9] and we present here similar results that have
been obtained in [9], but with weaker condition on uy. In that sense, this work is devoted to the
technicalities required to deal with the non-smooth initial data.

Apart from the error analysis of this two-level method, we have also discussed the error analysis
of finite element Galerkin method for (LI)-(L3]). Although, these later results are discussed in
[12], the results here vary slightly, due to non-smooth initial data. Also, the pressure estimate has
been improved for conforming finite element, in the sense that, it now reads as ~ O(t_l/ 2) rather
than ~ O(t~!). For smooth initial data, it can be shown to have no singularity at ¢t = 0 (using
similar argument presented here, e.g., using Lemma [Tl for pressure error), rather that the estimate
~ O(t~'/2) in [12]. Similar improvement is also realized in the two-level method. Theorem 5.3 in
[9] states that the error in velocity is ~ O(H?) and the error in pressure is ~ O(t~/2H?), when the



initial data is smooth. Note that whereas the velocity error remains bounded at ¢ = 0, it is not so for
the pressure error. In our case, we have shown that velocity and pressure errors are ~ O(t 1 H?) (see
Lemmas [6.3] and [6.4]), when initial data is non-smooth. By following similar procedure, for smooth
initial data, we can show that the errors, in fact, are ~ O(H?). This improves the presure error
presented in [9].

Finally, we observe that it is of practical importance to discretize in time and to implement the
fully discretize scheme to verify the usefulness of the present method. In fact, computational results
are shown in [I1] to support the fact that this two-level method is better that the standard Galerkin
finite element method. But the analysis presented there, for a fully discrete two-level method is for
smooth initial data, that is, the initial velocity ug is in H(l) N H?. We will deal with non-smooth
initial data for a fully discrete two-level method somewhere else.

In the following sections, we will assume C and K to be generic positive constants, where K
generally depends on the given data, that is, ug,f. And for the sake of convenience, we would write
v(t) as v when there arises no confusion.

The article is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce some notations and preliminaries,
and present a priori estimates and regularity results for the solution of (LI))-(L3]), when the initial
data is non-smooth. Section 3 deals with finite element Galerkin approximations, whereas Section 4
deals with the error analysis of the Galerkin approximation. The two-level method is briefly discussed
in Section 5 and its error analysis is carried out in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

For our subsequent use, we denote by bold face letters the R%-valued function space such as
Hj = [Hy (), L?=[LX(Q)*.
Note that Hg) is equipped with a norm

2

2
Vvl = (37 @0,0500) ' = (3 (Vui, Vo) 2.

ij=1 i=1
Further, we introduce some divergence free function spaces:
Ji={¢pcH}:V ¢=0)
J={¢pcl?:V-¢p=0 in Q¢ n|gg =0 holds weakly},
where n is the outward normal to the boundary 9 and ¢ - n|sn = 0 should be understood in the

sense of trace in H~1/2(9Q), see [21]. For any Banach space X, let LP(0,T; X) denote the space of
measurable X -valued functions ¢ on (0,7") such that

T
/ ()| dt < oo if 1<p< oo,
0

and for p =

ess sup ||p(t)||lx < oo if p=oo.
0<t<T

When there arises no confusion, we simply denote these spaces by LP(X). Through out this paper,
we make the following assumptions:

(A1). For g € L2, let the unique pair of solutions {v € J1,q € L?/R} for the steady state Stokes
problem

—Av+Vg =g,
V:v=0 in Q, vlgo=0,



satisfy the following regularity result

Ivll2 + llgll /e < Clgll-

(A2). The initial velocity ug and the external force f satisfy for positive constant My, and for T'
with 0 < T < o0

wo € 1, £, £ € L(0,T507) with ol < Mo, sup {IF], 8], I1ful]} < Mo
o<t<

With P : L2 — J as orthogonal projection and A = P(—A) : J; N H? as Stokes operator, we first
note that (A1) implies .
|v]l2 < Cl|Av|, v eIy nH

And (see [12] (2.4)])
(2.1) vl < AT IvIk < ATV vl v eJinH?,

where A1 > 0 to be the least eigenvalue of the Stokes operator.
Before going into the details, let us introduce the weak formulation of (LI))-(L3]). Find a pair of
functions {u(t),p(t)}, ¢t > 0, such that

(22) (ut7 ¢) + V(Vu7 V¢) + (u : vuv ¢) = (p7 V- ¢) + (f7 ¢) qu € H(1]7
(V-u,x) = 0 VyelL’

Equivalently, find u(t) € Jy, ¢t > 0 such that

(2.3) (u,d) + v(Vu, Vo) + (u-Vu,¢) = (f,¢), Vo € J;.

For existence and uniqueness and the regularity of the solution of the problem (22 or (23), we
refer to [12]. For the sake of completeness, we present below the a priori estimates and higher-order
estimates, which will be used in our error analysis. These vary slightly with the results presented in
[12] due to non-smooth initial data. And hence, we sketch a proof here.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold and let 0 < a < vA1. Then, for some constant
K > 0, which depends only on the given data, the weak solution pair (u,p) of (L1)-(13) satisfies
the following estimates:

(2.4) lu()|* + 6_2“/ e***lu(s)|ids < K,
0

(2.5) lu()I3 +6_2“/0 e {[u(s)[3 + [lus(s)[*} ds < K,

(2.6) O @I + [la@)lI3 + @)} + 6_2“/0 o(s)llus(s)llFds < K,

27 (O u@)F + 6_2“/0 ) {Ilus(s)13 + lluss (s)II* + Ips(s)II} ds < K,

(2.8) (T @) { e @) + a3 + [P} < K,

where 7(t) = min{1,t}, o(t) = 7%(t)e®* and o1(t) = (7%(t))%e>*.

Proof. We choose ¢ = e?**u = ¢®1 in (23)) and use (2)) to find

12 N a2
(29) gl (v = 5 )l < - mufuuuul



Use kickback argument, then integrate and multiply by e~2* to obtain

Yoot [ a)lids < = ul? + LDz, =k
(& u(s S (& u P —— =
0 = 0 2a(vAy —a) " ’

(07

2 —_
ol + (v =

where £ = £l
Now choose ¢ = u in (23) and integrate from ¢ to ¢ + o for some fix ¢ty > 0.

Aito

£l12 < K(tg).
” [f]l5 < K(to)

t+to
(2.10) [t + to) | +/t lu(s)[[ds < [lu()[* +
Next, we choose ¢ = Au in (Z3) to find (see [12} (2.11)])

(2.11) [ulli + vl|Au]? < ClI£]* + Cllull ul.

4
dt
Keeping in mind (ZI0), we apply uniform Gronwall lemma (see [22, Lemma 1.1, pp. 91]) to observe
that for fixed tg > 0

”u(t—i—to)”l <K, t>0.

Multiply (ZII) by e?*, integrate with respect to time, use the above estimate to conclude the first
part of (Z5). Choose ¢ = e2*'u; for the rest of (Z.35).
For next estimate, we differentiate (2.3]) with respect to time and put ¢ = o(t)u; to get

%{U(t)HutHQ} +2v0 () |w [ = ou(t)Juel|* — o (t)(u; - Vu,up) + o (t) (£, uy).

Observe that
(- Vu,u) < [lugllfagyllulli < Clluglfugfall.

And therefore, we have
d o
a{ﬁ(t)\luze\lz} +ro(t)ullf < Ce** ug|*(1 + [uf) + o (1)[|]*.

Integrate with respect to time and use (23] to conclude part of (2.6)). The rest of it can be proved

by using the equations ([2.3) and (2.2)).
Put ¢ = 01(t)Au and ¢ = o1 (t)uy, respectively, after differentiating (2.3]) and proceed in similar
fashion as above to find (o1 (t) = (7%(t))%e?*)

(2.12) (7 () e (D) [IF + 6_2‘”/0 ar(s){Ilus(s)lI3 + [[uss(s)l*} ds < K.

Differentiate the equation (2.2)) and use (2.12]) to obtain the pressure estimate of (2.7]).
Finally, we differentiate (Z.3]) twice, with respect to time. First, put ¢ = o9(t)uy, oo(t) = (7*(t))3e2™
and use (2.7) to obtain

(7 @) (Ol + ¢ | oa(s)]ues(s) s < K
0

And then use the double differentiated equation and the equation ([2.2]) (after double differentiation)
with the above obtained estimate to conclude (28] and this completes the rest of the proof. O

We present below Gronwall’s Lemma, which will be used subsequently.



Lemma 2.2 (Gronwall’s Lemma). Let g,h,y be three locally integrable non-negative functions on
the time interval [0,00) such that for all t > 0

y(t)+G(t) < C’—I—/O h(s) ds +/0 g9(s)y(s) ds,

where G(t) is a non-negative function on [0,00) and C' > 0 is a constant. Then,

y(t)+ G(t) < <C+ /Oth(s) ds) exp(/otg(s) ds).

3 Classical Galerkin Method

From now on, we denote h with 0 < h < 1 to be a real positive discretization parameter tending
to zero. Let Hy and Ly, 0 < h < 1 be two family of finite dimensional subspaces of H(l) and
L?/R, respectively, approximating velocity vector and the pressure. Assume that the following
approximation properties are satisfied for the spaces H;, and Ly:
(B1) For each w € Hé NH? and ¢ € H'/R there exist approximations i,w € Hy, and j,q € Ly, such
that

Iw — inwl| + B[V (w — inw)|| < CH2Iwlla,  llg — juall < Chllgl-

Further, suppose that the following inverse hypothesis holds for wy, € Hy,:
(3.1) [Vwa|l < Ch™[[wy]l.
To define the Galerkin approximations, we set for v, w, ¢ € H(l],

a(v,¢) = (Vv, Vo)

and

b(V,W,¢) = %(V ' VW7 ¢) - %(V ' V¢7W)

Note that the operator b(-,-,-) preserves the antisymmetric property of the original nonlinear term,
that is,
b(Vh,Wh,Wh) =0 Vvp,wp € Hy.

The discrete analogue of the weak formulation (2.2]) now reads as: Find uy(t) € Hy, and pp(t) € Ly
such that uy(0) = ug, and for ¢t > 0

(uht7 ¢h) + VCL(U_h, ¢h) + b(uh7 Up, ¢h) - (ph7 V- ¢h) = (f7 ¢h)7
(3.2) (V- up, xn) =0,

for ¢, € Hy, xn € Ly. Here ug, € Hy, is a suitable approximation of ug € Jj.
In order to consider a discrete space analogous to J;, we impose the discrete incompressibility
condition on Hj, and call it as J,. Thus, we define J;, as

Jn = {’Uh e Hy, : (Xh,v"l)h) =0 Vyp€ Lh}.

Note that J; is not a subspace of J;. With Jj; as above, we now introduce an equivalent Galerkin
formulation as: Find uy(t) € Jp, such that uy,(0) = ugy and for ¢ > 0

(3.3) (unt, ¢p,) +va(up, @p) = —b(uy, up, @p) + (£, ¢),) Vo, € Iy,



Since Jj, is finite dimensional, the problem (B.3]) leads to a system of nonlinear ordinary differential
equations. For global existence of a unique solution of (3] (or unique solution pair of ([B.2])), we
again refer to [12].

For continuous dependence of the discrete pressure py(t) € Ly, on the discrete velocity up(t) € Jp,
we assume the following discrete inf-sup (LBB) condition on the finite dimensional spaces Hj and
Ly:

(B2') For every qn € Lp, there exists a non-trivial function ¢, € Hj;, and a positive constant Ky,
independent of h, such that

(gn, V- 1) = ClIVyllgnll L2 /m-

Moreover, we also assume that the following approximation property holds true for Jj,.
(B2) For every w € J; N H?, there exists an approximation r,w € Jy, such that

Iw = rw|| + 2|V (w — rpw)|| < Ch?|[w]2.

The L? projection P, : L? — J}, satisfies the following properties (see [12]): for ¢ € Jp,

(3.4) ¢ — Pudpll + hl[VEro| < ChIIV,

and for ¢ € J; N H?,

(3:5) ¢ = Puoll + V(6 — Prg)| < Ch?||Ag)|.

We now define the discrete operator Ay, : Hy, — Hj, through the bilinear form af(-,-) as
(3.6) a(Vi, @p) = (—Apvh, @) Vi, @), € Hy,.

Set the discrete analogue of the Stokes operator A = P(-A) as Ay = P,(—Ap). Note that the A,
restricted to Jy, is invertible and we denote its inverse by (Ay)~!; for details, see [12, [13]. Following
[13], we define discrete Sobolev norm as:

IValle = |(=AR)?vy]|, for v, € Iy, 7 € R.

Using Sobolev imbedding and Sobolev inequality, it is easy to prove the following Lemma (similar
to [13}, (3.4)]).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose conditions (A1), (B1) and (B2) are satisfied. Then there exists a positive
constant K such that for v,w,¢ € Hy, the following holds:

VI 2w 2 [ Anw ]2 ],
VI Ay 2]V w] )],

(3.7) (v Vw, @) < K |Iv["2IIVv] 2 Vwllle] /[ Vel|'/?,
VIV Wil ]/ Al
VIV w 2 Apw ]2l ]2V ||/

Examples of subspaces Hy, and Lj, satisfying assumptions (B1) and (B2’) are abundant in literature,
for example, see [3], 4] [§].

We present below a couple of lemmas, one dealing with a priori and regularity estimates of u;, and
the other, with higher-order regularity results. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 211

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Lemmas 21 and [31], the semi-discrete Galerkin approxi-
mation wy, of the velocity u satisfies, for t > 0,

t
(3.8) me+aW/¥WM@ﬁwSK
0
t
(3.9) WNW+KWA¥WWWM+WMﬂW%SK
(3.10) ()2 {lun )2 + [Pl 5} < K

7



where 7*(t) = min{1,t} and K depends only on the given data. In particular, K is independent of h
and t.

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma[3.3, the semi-discrete Galerkin approzimation uy,
of the velocity u satisfies, for t > 0 and for r € {0,1}, i € {1,2}, r+i < 2,

t
B O DO+ e [0 D () ds < K
where D} = g—;. And
t
(3.12) 20t [ 0P )P + o)} s < K
(3.13) ()2 s + oDl } < K.

Here K depends only on the given data. In particular, K is independent of h and t.

4 Error Analysis: Galerkin Method

In this section, we briefly present a convergence analysis for Galerkin approximation. The analysis for
smooth initial data, that is, ug € J; "H? can be found in [12]. The analysis below is for non-smooth
initial data, that is, ug € J;. The proofs follow similar lines as those for smooth data (see [12]) apart
from a few modifications. We will simply try to highlight these modifications in our proofs.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q be a convexr polygon and let the conditions (Al)-(A2) and (B1)-(B2) be
satisfied. Further, let the discrete initial velocity ugn € Jp with ugy, = Pyug, where ug € Jy. Then,
there exists a positive constant C, that depends only on the given data and the domain 2, such that
for 0 <T < oo with t € (0,T]

(@ =) ()] + Al V(u —wp) ()] < Ke*e2n%,
Proof. Denoting the Galerkin approximation error as E = u — uy, we split the error in two parts.
E=(u—vp)+(va —up) = £+,

where vy, satisfies the linearized equation (5.3) from [12]. We have (see [12, Lemma 5.1]; same proof
will go through)

t
(4.1) e_zat/ e?28||€(s)||>ds < Khl.
0

For L>(L?) estimate of £, we now split £ as follows:
€= (u—vpy) =(u—Spu)+ (Spu—vp) = ¢+ 6,
where S}, is given by (4.52), [12]. Lemma 4.7, [12] tells us that

(4.2) €I+ AlI¢Hh < CR{(1+ [all)|[all2 + [Ip]l1}
(4.3) 1€l + RllC I < CRH{ + [[ull)luell2 + [lpella}

In order to complete the estimate for &£, we only need to estimate 8. The equation in 6 reads as

(4.4) (01, 9,) +va(0,¢y) = —(Cpy b1)s @p € In



For o(t) = 7*(t)e?™, we put ¢, = o(t)0 in (&4) to find

{0 10117} — o ()01 + 2va(1)]|0]]F = —20(t)(C1, 0).

Using Cauchy—Schwarz and Young’s inequality, we obtain

{0 6N} +2ve(t)8]F < Ce*||0]* + a1 (t) ¢,
< C g + 1P} + o (®)lICII*.
Integrate with respect to time and use (4.1)), (£2) and (43).

a(®)6@)|* + V/OtO(S)IIG(S)H%dS < Ke*'ht Ch4/0 e {lu(s)l3 + lp(s)lI7} ds
+ 0t [ o) {lu)IB + In)IE)
Use ([2.35) and (7)) and then multiply by e=2%! to get
POl + e [ ots)lo) s < Knt.
Now an use of triangle inequality along with inverse hypothesis (3]) results in

(4.5) lE@) -+ RlE®L < KeV/2R2.

It now remains to estimate 1. The equation in 7 is

(4.6) (g, D1) +va(n, ¢p) = Aip(dn), @p € In,
where
(4.7) Ay p(@p) = b(up, up, @p) — b(u,u, ¢),) = —b(up, E, @) — b(E, u, ¢y,).

Due to non-smooth initial data, we need an intermediate estimate, before we proceed for L>(L2)
estimate of 1. First we need L?(L?) estimate of 1. For that, choose ¢}, = €2*(—A;)~!n in (@8] to
obtain

(4.8) L2, - allal?, +vial? = A (—Ap) ')

2 dt
Here, f) = e*'n. Using (&7) and the definition of b(-, -, ), we observe that

Ap((=Ap) ') = = b(up, € +m, (=Ap)"'n) — b€ +n,u, (—Ay) ')

= S V) + ), (<A ) — (- V) (-A) M, &4 )
(4.9) (&) V)m (<A )~ S((€ +m) - V) (-An) )
Use Lemma 3] to arrive at the following:
(4100 - %((uh V(=BT g+ ) < Cllunl[2 s 13l L2 Inl 1N+ 1)
(4.11) (€ +m) - V)u, (=2~ ) < CIE] + Dl ml) Y n]
(4.12) —%(((5 +0) - V)(=An)nw) < CIEN+ Iml) il il M2 2 ).



For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.9), we have
(with the notations D; = 6%1_ and v = (v1,v3))

(wy - V)(E+n), (— Z / un i DA(E +0);}(~An)); dx
1,j=1
Z—Z/Dum€+77 (-A dX—Z/uth{ —Rn) ) HE+ ),
1,7=1 1,j=1
~((V - up) (€ +m), (—Ap)" ) — (up - V)(=Ap) 10, (€ + 1))
(4.13) < Cllall (€l + ImDlnl =S Iml 2 + Clranl ™2 an 1l 22 a2 (€] + nl)

in view of Lemma Bl Incorporate (£I0)-(413]) in (4.9) and use Lemma 2.1] to find

Ava((=B5) ) < ClENml Yl Tl + [l } + Clln ]2 nll2 all
(4.14) <ellnl® + K (2 + €)%

Hence, with appropriate €, we obtain from (4.8))
d, . R N ~
a2+ vlal = K(al2, + [1€]7).
Integrate and use (41). Apply Gronwall’s lemma to coclude that
t
(4.15) e A O
0

Now choose ¢, = o(t)n in ([@6]) to obtain

Lo} + 200l = o) nl? + 200800
As in (@3), we have
Ay p(n) = —b(un,&,m) — b(§ +n,u,m)
(@16 = (- V)em) - L(w V)n) — (€ Ty L€+ m) - o),
Using Lemma BT we find

— (€t Vyum) — (€ +m) - VInw)

= (& V)um) — S(E VIn,w) — (- VIwm) — (- V)m )

< CII£||{||u\|1/2||u\|1/2\|'f7||1/2||n\|1/2+IInH IR

3/2 1/2
(4.17) +Cllnlllnlluall + Clnll 20l a2 ]/,
1
(4.18) = (- V). &) < Cllun] 2 funlly * Imlls €11

And as for the first term on the right-hand side of (£.10]), we observe, as in (4.I13]),

5w V) m) = (V- w)m) — 5((w - V) 8)

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
(4.19) < Cllunlly* an > N€ N2 (Il + Cllanl 2 sy ]l 1]

10



Incorporating (LI7)-(ZI9) in (AI6) and using Lemmas 2] and B.2] we obtain

Avp(n) < K€l (@) + Kl + a0l
(4.20) < K[|g| Il (7 ()4 + elnl} + K|ln),

for some € > 0. Therefore,
20(t)A1p(n) < dea(t)|nll] + Ko(t)[nl* + Ke* €],

With appropriate £, we now obtain

%{J(t)\l’n\l?} +vo(t)|nli < K{IEI1 + |91}

Integrate and use ([4.I)) and (4.I5) to find that
t

(4.21) T (6)n(@)|* + 6_2‘”/ o(s)lln(s)|ids < Ke*ht.
0

With inverse hypothesis (B.1]), we conclude that
(4.22) In(@)l| + hlln()lr < Ke"2h2,
This along with (45]) completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem[].1] and with an additional assumption of (B2'),
we have
I(p = pr)(®)]| < KeX'e=h,

Proof. Following Lemma 6.1, [12], and using (B1), (2.6) and (B2') along with the observation that
Ap(Pn) < KIE[1ll¢nlh

we obtain

(4.23) (P = pr)()l|2/m < Kt™2h+ K|E®)|1 + CEe(t)]|- 10,

where

< E, ¢ >
IEdlis = sup —2t®n>
otp,er, 1nlh

Taking supremum over a bigger set, we find that

< E;, ¢ >
(4.24) IEdloin < [Bello = sup —bu®>
O;A(f)eH}) ”¢H1

This is possible due to conforming finite elements. We now have from ([£23]), using Theorem [.T]
(P = p) ()l 2/ < KX 2h + C|[Eq(2)]| -1

We complete the proof by proving the following Lemma. O

Lemma 4.1. The error E =u — wy, due to Galerkin approximation satisfies, for t > 0

|E(t)]|-1 < Keft=1/2p,

11



Proof. The equation in E reads as

(4.25) (E¢, ¢p,) +va(E, ¢,) = A p(bp) + (0, V- 0yp), ¢p € I

Now, for any ¢ € H}, we use (£25) to find

(E¢, @) = (E, Py) + (Ey, ¢ — Prop)
(4.26) = —va(E, Pho) + A p(Pre) + (p, V- Prop) + (Ey, ¢ — Pr@).

Using discrete incompressibility condition, H'-stability of P, and (B1), we obtain

—va(E, P,¢) < C|E|1lé]1
(4.27) (0, V-Pugp) = (p—jnp, V- Pro) < Chllpl1llolh
A p(Prd) < ClE[@ll1([ully + [lunll1)
(Et, ¢ — Prp) = (u, ¢ — Prop) < Chlugll][ 1.

From (£.26]), we now have, using the definition of negative norm
(4.28) [Eefl-1 < Cl[E[lL + Chllplly + K|E[[1 + Chllu|.
Use Lemma 211 and Theorem [£.1] to complete the rest of the proof. d

Remark 4.1. Instead of using (4.24), if we have used a crude estimate, like ||Ei||—1 5 < C||E| (as
in [12, (6.2)]), we have obtained

(p—pr)@)| < KXt 1h.

In that sense, we have improved the pressure error estimate for conforming finite elements.

Remark 4.2. In the process, we observe the following estimate, combining ({{.1) and (4-15):
t

(4.29) ¢—201 / €203 [ B(s)||2ds < KeXth,
0

Below we present an estimate for E;, which will be needed in our error analysis for two-level method.

Theorem 4.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem [{.1], we have
t

(4.30) ¢~20t / o1 (5)[|Es(5) | 2ds < KeXtht,
0

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem [l and so, we will only sketch a proof here. First we
split the error:
E: =& +n;.

The equation in &, is given by
(4.31) (&u» Pn) +va(&y, @r) = (p1, V - Pp).

With P, : L2(Q) — J;, as L2-projection, we choose ¢}, = o1(t)Pn&, = 01(t)(€; — (u— Pyu),;) in [@31)
to find (recall oq(t) = (7*(t))%e?*, 7*(t) = min{1,t})

1d

5 AP OIENY + vor(DIE N = S0 &N + 01(1)(Ews (n — Prw))

+voi(t)a(§;, (0 — Pyu)y) + o1(t) (0 — jupe, V - Pr&y).

12



Use projection properties (B1) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

th{ffl MIENY + vor()I€NF < Co(t)]|€]* + 2( )dtH( — Pyu)||®
(4.32) +Ch.or(t)[|€ N {Iaell2 + llpelli }

(recall that o(t) = 7*(t)e2**, 7*(t) = min{1,t})
Use Young’s inequality and kickback argument. Integrate the resulting inequality to find

1 (®)]€]12 + v / o1(3)|IE,(s) 2ds < C / $)€,(5)]2ds + Ch.oy (£) [uy |2

+Ch / o ()|l (s)|3ds + CR? / o1 () { el + lpe2} ds.
0 0

Use Lemma [2.1] to observe that

t t

@33 COPIEE e [ ool s <o [ al)leo)lds + K1,
0 0

To estimate the first term on the right hand-side of ([@.33]), we first recall the equation in &:

(&, Pn) +val& dp) = 0,V - Py), Vo, € Jp.
Choose ¢, = o(t)P,€, above.

vd
2 dt

Use kickback argument and then integrate with respect to time. Use Lemma 2] to obtain

o@IEN + 5~ {o®€T} < Ce €]} + Cha®){ 1€ uelly + €]l Taell2 + Ipll €]}

t

[ otsieas el < o [ e s + e+ 2 [ olelids

Use (5.7) from [12], that is,

(4.34) o2t /0 " 205 g (s)|2ds < KR

o find

sy e [l - 0lel < K0+ e [ ons)le i
Using (4.35)) in ([33]) leads us to

(436) 2+ [ oroleno)lds < K

Next, we use parabolic duality argument to establish (as in Lemma 5.1 from [12], except that the
right hand-side of (5.8), [12] should now read o1 (t)&;)

(4.37) e~20t / o1(s)€.(5)|2ds < KRt
0

An estimate of i, would now complete the proof. By definition, we can easily deduce the equation
satisfied by n;.

(4.38) (e, D1) +va(ng, @) = A ni(Pp),

13



where @ 5, is given by

(4.39) A pi(n) = —b(uns, E, @p,) — b(an, B, @p,) — b(Ep, u, ¢p,) — b(E, ug, ¢p).
Choose ¢, = a1 (t)(=Ap)~'n, to find

@10) Lo Ol + v Ol < Cot)n2 +orOALA(-B) ).

Using similar proof technique of (£.14]), we estimate the non-linear term Ay, as follows:

o1 (t)b(un, B, (—A5) " 'my) + 01(8)b(E, ue, (—Ap) ')

(
<Coy (&) Bl 2 N, 172 (hanelln + )

(4.41) <eor(t)|ln|? + Co (@)l |, + Ke*||E|?

and

o1 (£)b(up, By, (—Ap) 7 n,) + 01 (H)b(Ee, u, (=Ap) 0y

<Coy (8) (&1 + lmel) el e )2 Qlaplly + [laly)
<Koy (t)[1€ /|12 1m 12 + Koy (8) |1 1|22

(4.42) <eor(t)[|ms|2 + Ko (t)lngl|*, + Ko ()€

Incorporate (441]) and (£42) in (Z40). Use Young’s inequality and appropriate ¢ > 0 and finally,
integrate with respect to time to find

o1 (t)lm, ()2 1+V/0 o1(s)llny(s)|*ds < K s)lIms(s )||21d8+K/ e***|[E(s)|[*ds

+KA@@M&W®-
Use (£29) and ([37) to obtain

(4.43) o1 (t) . ()] +V/0 o1(s)lln.(s)|*ds < K(t)e Kth4+K 5)lIm(s)|2 1ds.

To estimate the last term of (4.43]), we recall the equation in 7 (4.6]):
(M, &n) +va(n, @) = A p(@p).
Choose ¢, = o (t)(—Ay)"'n, to find
(a.44) rOln: + 2O} < Lol + o 0ALn(~B0) ).

Similar to (4I4]), we estimate the non-linear term as follows:

o () ALR((—A) ') = —o(DD(E, up, (—An)"'my) — o ()b(w, E, (—A5) ')
< Co(®)[[E[[lngll-1{llanll2 + [full2}

Incorporate this in (£44]), use kickback argument and then integrate with respect to time. Next, use

Lemmas 2.1] and

(4.45) Ao@wmw&m+dmmescA¥MM@W@+KA8wm@wﬁ

14



Apply (AI5) and ([£29) in (A45]). Use the resulting estimate in (4.43)) to obtain
¢
(4.46) Ol @1+ [ o6 o)lds < Ko

This along with (£37) now completes the rest of the proof. O
The pressure error estimate for the two-level method requires another estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [{.1], we have
t
(4.47) / o1 (5) | Eq(s)|2ds < KeXth2.
0

Proof. Keeping in mind (4.30)), we only need the estimate in . Choosing ¢;, = o1(t)n, in (£39]) and
estimating non-linear as

Avge(m) < ellmlf + CIEIR (unells + [aelln) + ClENT (ranl + [ulf) + Kl %,

we find
m@MﬁW+gAm@mwM@gKAa@mww$+KAm@mwM@
H@“W/U@NMAﬂWWM@ﬁMS
0

Using (E36]) and Lemmas 2] and B.3], we have

(4.48) mwMNW+gAm@mwmw5KAa@mwww+mﬁﬁ

Now, for the first term on the right-hand side, we take ¢, = o(t)n, in the i equation, to obtain, as
in (4.44]):
vd

ol + 2

v
{o(t)|nl7} < §Ut(t)lln|ﬁ + o (t)A1n(my)-
We estimate the non-linear term as:

1/2 1/2
Avn(me) < Kl IE] (sl + [[uf3’?)

to find
t t
(4.49) o (t)|lm()[3 +/ o (s)ny(s)|?ds < Ke™'h? +C/ e***[|ln(s)|[ids.
0 0

To estimate the last term, choose ¢, = €?*'n in the i) equation and estimate the non-linear term as:

A p(n) <elnll + K (€T + [Inl1?)

to obtain
d . . . A .
all?ﬂl2 + Al < K(IENT + 19)17)

Integrate with respect to time and the use (5.7), [12], that is

t
(4.50) | el < wewe,
0
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to observe . .
HGIR +/0 e***||n(s)|[ids < Ke**'n? +/0 e***|In(9)|%ds.
Use Gronwall’s lemma.

(451) a1+ [ 05 () |3 < KK

Combining (450) and (451), we conclude

(4.52) /Ot || E(s)||2ds < KeXth?,

Now from (4.49]), we have

(4.53) Ol + | () ma(s) s < KeKtR2,

And from ([448]), we have

(450 OO +v [ o1 )1fds < Kekn.

Combining with (4.36l), we complete the rest of the proof. O

5 Two-Level FE Galerkin Method

In this section, we work with an additional space discretizing parameter H, that corresponds to a
coarse mesh. In other words, 0 < h < H and both h and H tend to 0. We introduce associated
conforming finite element spaces (Hg, Lg) and (Hy, Ly,) such that (Hy, Ly) C (Hp, Ly). And this
two-level finite element is to find a pair (u”, p") as follows:

First Level: We compute the mixed finite element approximation (ug,pg) € (Hpg,pm) of (u,p)
of (2.2)). In other words, we solve the nonlinear problem in a coarse mesh. Find (uy,py) € (Hy,py)
satisfying

(th7¢H) + Va(uH7¢H)+b(uH7uH7¢H) - (pH7V : ¢H) = (f7¢H)7
(51) (qu7XH) = 07
for (¢p, xu) € (Hu, Li).
Second Level: We solve a linearized problem on a fine mesh. In other words, we solve a Stokes
problem. Find (u”, p") € (Hy, L) satisfying
(uf, ¢y) +va(u”, ¢,) — (0", V - ¢y) = (£, by) — blun, urr, é),
(52) (V : uh7 Xh) = 07
for (¢h7Xh) S (Hh7Lh)'

An equivalent way is to look for solution in a weekly divergent free space.
First Level: Find uy € Jg satisfying

(53) (tha ¢H) + Va(qu ¢H) + b(uH7 ugy, ¢H) = (f7 ¢H)7
for ¢ € JH.

Second Level: With uy as the solution of (5.3)), find u* € J;, satisfying
(54) (u?v ¢h) + Va(uhv ¢h) = (f7 ¢h) - b(UH, um, ¢h)7
for ¢y, € Jp,.
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Remark 5.1. The well-posedness of the above systems can be seen from the facts that {51) or (2.3)
is classical Galerkin approximation and hence is well-posed as is stated in Section 3. And [Z2) or
(54) represent linearized version. Given uy and with suitable u"(0), it is therefore an easy task to
show the existence of an unique solution pair (uh,ph) (or an unique solution uh) for the linearized
problem following the foot-steps of the non-linear problem.

Following Lemma [3.2] we can easily obtain the a priori estimates of ug.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions of Lemmal3Z and for ug(0) = Pyug, the solution uy of (5.3)
satisfies, fort > 0,

t

(5.5) wmm+fM/emwmw%msm
0
t

(5.6) |wmm+fM/¥wmm%@§K
0

(5.7) ()2 [ (1)1 < K,

where 7(t) = min{1,t} and K depends only on the given data. In particular, K is independent of
H and t.

The following higher-order estimate of uy is required for error analysis. The proof of the same is
similar to that of Lemma 3.3

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 51, the solution ug of (5.3) satisfies, for t > 0,
t
(5.8) (T2 OO + () Olume ()13 + 6_2‘”/0 T (8)e**[um,s(s)||* ds < K.

For the a priori estimates of u”, we present another lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma[5.1, the solution u of (54) satisfies, for t > 0,
t
(59) @)+ 2 [l (o] ds < K.
0
t
(5.10) @)+ e [l 0] ds < K
0

Proof. Given uy along with the estimates of Lemma (51J), we choose ¢, = e2*u”(t) = e**i"(t) in

(54) to obtain

1d, . . . PR
(5:11) S 2 = ol + va" |} = (£.6") — e b(un, up, ul).
Use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Poincaré inequality with first eigenvalue of Stokes operator as the

constant and Young’s inequality, we have

R
1/2
A

o — P v, . 1 s
(5.12) (£.0") < [Ellla"] < 5 IEla" < e + £
4 I/)\l

From Lemmas 3.1 and 5.1], we find that

3/2

b(ugr, upr,u”) < Jlugl|"2ug |y a2

hnl/2
(

[u + [[ugllug 10"

Vi h
§K+1”u 13
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Therefore,

(5‘13) eQO‘tb(uH,uH,uh) < Ke2o¢t + ZHﬁhH%

Putting the estimates (5.12)-(5.13]) in (G.11)) gives us

d

1 .
E\Iﬁhll2 — 200" |]* + v|[0" |} < Ke** + V—Al\lf\lz-

Use Poincaré inequality to get

d

(5.14) L

2 1 .
R |2 o Rp2 2at 2
- — <K —|£]|~.
@+ (v = I < Ke* + ]

Since 0 < a < vA1/2, we have that v — 2a/\; > 0.
Integrate (5.14) with respect to time.

2 t
O + (o= 32 [ 18 (o) s < e
1 Jo

Multiply by e~2% to conclude (5.9). )
For the next estimate, we choose ¢, = **A,u(t) in (5.4) and proceed as above. For the non-linear
term, we again follow similar proof technique of (4I4]) to obtain

(5.15) b(ug, ugr, Apu) < Cllugl|V? gy w2

These estimates let us have

1d
2dt

1/2

L -] R FIPY) ~h
(5.16) [6" 13 = o[ a1} + va" 13 < [E118" |2 + Ce® g [un |y [uml][0" 2.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Poincaré inequality as earlier, we find that

d . . (67 ~ P «
(5.17) EHuhH% + (v - 2—)\1)HuhH§ < C|IF)? + ce {[lup | lum |} + w3}

Integrate (5.17) with respect to time, use Lemma [5.1] and finally multiply by e~2* to obtain (5.10).
]

6 FError Estimate

In this section, we present the error estimate for the spatial approximation, that is, two-level finite
element approximation. We achieve the desired results through a series of Lemmas. For the sake of

convenience, henceforward, we will write KeX? simply as K.

We denote the error, due to two-level method, as e = u;, — u”.

From the equations (3.3) and (5.4]), we have the following error equation:

(6.1) (e, dp) +vale, ¢p) = Ap(bp) Vo, € In,

where

An(@p) = b(ug,ug, ¢y) — b(up, uy, @)
(6.2) =b(up,ug — up, @) +b(ug — up, up, Gy).

18



Lemma 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem[{-1] and with the additional assumption that u"(0) =
uy(0) and for 0 < a < vA1/2, the following estimate

t
(6.3) ()2 + 2o / &2 |o(s)|*ds < K H
0

holds, fort > 0.

Proof. Choose ¢y, = €2 (—Ay)le(t) = e (—Ap)~'é(t) in 61 to obtain

(-A
(6.4) %

d o X o\—
SlelZy —allelZy +vle]* = e* An((=An) e).
Following (4.I14)) and using Lemmas and [5.1] we find

A(—=Ap)7te) = b(ug,up — up, (—Ap)"te) + bluy — up, up, (—Ay) " te)
< lug —wpllllell{luglly + [uplli} < Kljug —ug|e].

Incorporate this in (6.4).
d 2 A2 112 . 2
(6.5) S lellZy +vlell” < 2afle]|Z, + K|y — x|

Integrate (6.5]) with respect to time. Using (£.29]), we first observe that

¢ ¢
00 [ I - we)Pds < [ - anE)lPds+ [ 16w Pl < ke,
0 0
And hence
t t
(67) eIy + v [ le()Pds <20 [ [o(s)| s + e
0 0
Multiply by e 2 and use Gronwall’s Lemma to complete the rest of the proof. O

Lemma 6.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma [0 1], the following estimate

(6.8) T (®)lle(®)]* + 6_2‘”/0 o(s)lle(s)|ids < K()H*

holds, for t > 0, where o(t) = 7*(t)e2*, 7*(t) = min{1,t}.

Proof. Choose ¢, = o(t)e(t) in (6] to obtain
(6.9) {0 ®llel*} +2v a(t) el = ou(®)]lel* + 20(t)An(e).

To estimate the non-linear term, we follow (£19) and use Lemmas [5.1] and

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
An(e) < Cllugr — wyllllell { unly?lam s> + l[unlly &

1/2 1/2
(6.10) < Kllug — wylllef { luzly’ + [[unlly*}.

[unll

And hence, we find from (6.9)

N 1/2 1/2
{o lell?} +2v o(t)]le]} < Clle])? + Ko(®)lle] lum — wnll{[lumlly” + unly}.
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Use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then kickback argument to yield
d .
(6.11) a{a(t)lleHQ} +va(t)eli < Cllel* + Ko(t)llug — wp|*{{lumll2 + [lunll2}-
Use Lemmas 5.1 and B.2] to estimate the last term of (6.11]) as follows:
Ko®)lug —wp*{llumll2 + [unll2} < Klag —ap)*

We have used the fact that 7%(¢) < 1. Incorporate this in (6.11]) and integrate in time. Use (6.6]) to
estimate the last term.

t t
(612) sl +v [ oe(s)|ids < C [ fe(s)ds + Keh,
0 0
Now use Lemma and then multiply the resulting inequality by e 2% to complete the rest of the

proof. O

Lemma 6.3. Under the assumptions of Lemmal6.1], the following estimate
t

(6.13) (T (1)) e(®)[IF + 6_2“/ a1(s)lles(s)|*ds < K(t)H"
0

holds, for t > 0, where o1 (t) = (7*(t))%e?.

Proof. Choose ¢, = o1(t)e(t) in (6] to obtain

(6.14) 201 (t)lec]|* + V%{Ul(t)HeH%} = vor(t)|ellf +201(t)An(er).

Integrate (6.14) with respect to time.

t

(6.15) 2/()t01(s)\\e8(3)|]2ds—i—yal(t)He(t)H% < C/Ota(s)He(s)H%ds—F2/0 o1 (5)An(es) ds.
We rewrite the non-linear terms as follows:
Ap(er) = b(ug,uy — up,e) + b(ug — up, up, e;)

= %{b(uH,uH —up,e) +b(ug —up,up,e)} —blugy, ug —uy,e)

—b(upg,ugs —up,e) —b(ups — upe, up,€) —b(ug — up, upy, ).
And hence

o1(t)An(er) = o1(t) (b(up, up — up, e) + b(ug — up, up, ;)
= %{al(t) (b(uH, ug —up,e) + bluyg — uh,uh,e))}

—o14(t) (b(uH, uyg —up,e) + bluyg — uy, uh,e)) —o1(t)b(upys, ug — up, €)
(6.16) —o1(t) (b(ug, upy — upy,€) + b(upy — Upy, up, €) + b(ug — up, upy,€)).

As seen earlier, we have

—b(upgs,uyg —up,e) —b(ug — up, upy,e)

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
< Cllug — willlel { ey lamells’™ + llanel} lunely )
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Use Lemmas B3] and to conclude that

(6.17) — b(upg,ug — up,e) — b(ug — up, upy,e) < K(7* (1) 72 |ug — upll|e]r
Similarly

(6.18) —b(ug,ug —up,e) —b(ug — up,uy,e) < K(7(t)"2|lug — wy||lelr

and

(6.19) —b(ug,upy —upy,e) —b(ugy —upy,up,e) < K(T*(t))_1/2||uH7t — e

Incorporate ([6.I7)-(6.19]) in (6.16]) and integrate with respect to time. Re-use (6.I8]) to find
/Ot o1(s)An(es) ds < o1(t) (b(um, ug — up, €) + b(ug — up, uy, e))
+ K/ 2L () 2l ar = wn)(3)| 4+ (7 ()2 ) (s — une) ()]} le(s) 1 ds
<K (r ()Y |[ug — upllle]lr + C/Ot o(s)lle(s)|[Fds

i K/o O {ll(un —wp)(s)II* + (7 ()| (s — ups)(s)|*} ds

<erOllel} + Ko®)lun — w2 +C [ o)le(s) s
(6.20) + K/O I (un —up)(s)II* + (7°(s))? [ (um,s — aps)(s)[7} ds.
Put ([620) in (6I5]) to obtain

2A%NH@(wd&%aﬂﬂMh<0/ $)lle(s)2ds + Ko(t) Jug —
(6.21) +KAeM%erwm@w%uﬁ@WWmm—umx$whw

Now, use Lemma For the remaining part, rewrite ug — up as u — up — (u — ug). Then use
(#29) and Theorems 1] and 3] to complete the rest of the proof. O

Lemma 6.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma [61 and additionally that the assumption (B2')
holds, we have

(6.22) lpn — 0"l < K(t)(r* (1)~ H®.

Proof. The LBB condition (B2') tells us that, for ¢ > 0

—phv.
(6.23) Ipn— *liem < Ko sup PR P oV @n)
04, cH), l&nl1

From (3.2)) and (5.2), we have, for ¢;, € Hp

(o — D",V - &) = (er, @) + vale, d,) — An(by)
< Cllgnlli{llec—1n + llell1} + K ()" lug — uplllnlls-
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We have estimated Ay as in (6.10) and have used Lemmas [5.1] and 5.3l Using (6.23]), we obtain,
thanks to Lemma [£.1] and

(6.24) lpn = 9"l L2/ < Clledl| 1,0 + K (7 ()" H.
Following (£.24]), we observe
ledl—1,n < llecll-1-

Keeping in mind that, for ¢ € H}, P, € Jj, we use (61)) to write (e, ¢) as in ([26)) and similar to
estimates in ([4.27)), we find

(6.25)
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
(er,®) < Cllellillll + Clluzr — wnl {lumlly ey’ + [[unlly > lunlly il + Chllelll ]l

Use Lemmas 5.1, 5.3] and We again rewrite uy —uy, as u—uy — (u—uy) and use Theorem (A1
Now, for ¢ # 0, we divide (6.25]) by ¢ to finally obtain

leel|—1 < K (r*(t)) " H? + Chlley.
And hence, from ([6.24]), we find
lpn = p"||2/e < CH el + K(r*(1) " H?.
Now the following lemma completes the proof. O
Lemma 6.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma[6.1], the following estimate holds, fort > 0.
el < K (7*(t)) "' H.
Proof. Differentiate the error equation (6.1]) with respect to time.

(6.26) (ew, ¢p) +valer, @) = An (@) Vb, € I,

where

Ani(¢pp) =b(up,ug —up, @p) +b(ug, v — Upy, @p) + b(up, — up g, up, Pp)
(6.27) +b(up — up,upy, @p).

Choose ¢, = o1(t)e; in (6.26)) to find
d

(6.28) —Ao1®)llecl®} +2vo1(t)lledlf < a1e(t)llec]® + 201 (1) Api(er).
dt

Similar to (G.I7)-(6.19]), we obtain

201 (t)Ani(er) < Coi(t)|lelli{lum el + llanell }llug — unll
(6.29) +Cor (el {lugll + luplli Hlum: — wpl

Incorporate (6.29) in (6.28). Use kickback argument and then integrate with respect to time.

o1 (®)ler(B)]2 + v /0 ou(s)lled < C /0 o(s) lex(s)|%ds + K /0 o1 (8)]| (upr o — wp 0)(5) s

(6.30) FKH? /0 o(5) ([ura(8) 2 + una(s)[2) ds
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Use Lemmas 2] and 5.3 to bound the last term of (6.30). For the second last term, we rewrite
Up,s — Ups 88 Uy — Uy s — (Us — up,s) and use Lemma (2]

(6.31) o1 (®)ler(t)]2 + v /0 u(s)lled < C /0 o(s) ler(5)|ds + KH.

To estimate the first term on the right hand-side of (6.31]), we put ¢, = o(t)e; in (6.1I).

vd

.32 t 2
(6.32) o(t)|e| t5u

{o(®)llell} = ou(t)]lell + o(t)An(er).
We take care of the non-linear term as earlier.

Ap(er) =b(ug,uyg —up, ) +b(ug — up, up, €)

1/2 1/2

< Clle|l|ug — wnlh (Jug |72l + a2 unly?)
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
+ Clleallu — wnl2|wg — wnlly? (las 3 las s + sl uslly?)

1/2

1/2
< K lerlllfunr — w s (sl + haally).

We have used Lemmas [5.1] and Incorporate in (6.32]) and after kickback argument, integrate
with respect to time.

t t t
[ o) + otollelf < 0 [ lets) s+ K [ =) as.
Use (£52) to obtain
t t
(6.33) / a(s)lles(s)[*ds + o (t)[le(t)| < C/ e***le(s)|ids + K H?.
0 0
To estimate the first term on the right hand-side of (6.33]), we choose ¢, = e***e in (6.1 to find
1d

112
55\\9” + (’/

o

Al)llé\@ < e®Ap(e) < K|efl1{e*|lug — upll1}.

Use kickback argument and then integrate with respect to time.
20t 2 'y 2 Ly 2
el + [ e e(s)|Fs < K [ e |B(s) s
We recall that e(0) = 0. Apply (A52) to get
¢
(6.34) e (t)||? +/ e**|le(s)||?ds < KH?.
0

Now, from (6.33), we have

t
(6.35) [ oollec(s)Pds + ool < K2
And from (6.37])
t
(6.36) Ol +v [ a)lel} < K
0
And this completes the rest of the proof. O
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Remark 6.1. In the Lemma 6.3, we have desired and obtained a lower order estimate, which is of
O(H) instead of O(H?). Note that in the proof, we have avoided O(H?) estimates. For example, for
the second last term (6.30), we do not follow the argument that we have used to bound the last term
of [6Z1). Instead, we have used Lemma [f-3. An optimal estimate of ||et|| would read O(t=3/> H?)
and which could be achieved by choosing ¢;, = oa2(t)e, in (6.20), instead of o1(t)e; as in the proof
of Lemma 6.8 But this would lead to a higher order singularity of pressure error estimate at t = 0.
Our pressure error estimate (6.22) and velocity error estimate (6.13) have same order of singularity
at t = 0, which is not the case in [9]. Even for smooth initial data, we can obtain error estimates for
both velocity and pressure, that have same order of singularity at t = 0, i.e, of O(H?), by following
our proof technique. This improves the pressure error estimate of [4]. To be precise, in [9], to
estimate the pressure error, |let|| is used (see (5.39) from [9]). Taking advantage of conforming finite
element, we have used ||e;||-1 instead. And we are awarded with a better pressure error estimate.
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