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THE STATIONARY BOUSSINESQ PROBLEM UNDER SINGULAR
FORCING*

ALEJANDRO ALLENDES!, ENRIQUE OTAROLA!, AND ABNER J. SALGADO?

Abstract. In Lipschitz two and three dimensional domains, we study the existence for the so—
called Boussinesq model of thermally driven convection under singular forcing. By singular we mean
that the heat source is allowed to belong to H!(w, ), where w is a weight in the Muckenhoupt
class Az that is regular near the boundary. We propose a finite element scheme and, under the
assumption that the domain is convex and w—! € Aj, show its convergence. In the case that the
thermal diffusion and viscosity are constants, we propose an a posteriori error estimator and show
its reliability and local efficiency.
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1. Introduction. The purpose of this work is to study existence, uniqueness,
and approximation results for the so—called Boussinesq model of thermally driven
convection. While this problem has been considered before in different contexts and
there are such results already available in the literature [3, 9, 12, 18, 29, 36, 37, 38|,
our main source of novelty and originality here is that we allow the heat source to
be singular, say a Dirac measure concentrated in a lower dimensional object so that
the problem cannot be understood with the usual energy setting; as it was done, for
instance, in [9, 18, 29, 37, 38]. Let us make this discussion precise. Let  C R? with
d € {2,3} be an open and bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary 9Q. We are
interested in existence, uniqueness, and approximation of solutions to the following
system of partial differential equations (PDEs) in strong form:

—div(y(T)Vu) + (u- V)u+ Vp=gT, inQ,

divu =0, in Q,
(1) . : B :

—div(k(T)VT) + div(uT) = H, in Q,

u=0, T=0, on Of).

The unknowns are the velocity u, pressure p, and temperature T of the fluid, re-
spectively. The data are the viscosity coefficient v, gravity g, the thermal diffusivity
coefficient x, and the externally applied heat source . Our main source of interest
is the case of a rough H, so that standard energy arguments do not apply to obtain
suitable estimates. We will make precise assumptions quantifying this below.

Our presentation will be organized as follows. We collect background informa-
tion, and the main assumptions under which we shall operate in section 2, where we
also introduce a notion of solution for (1); see Definition 6. Existence of solutions
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is presented in section 3. The numerical analysis of problem (1) begins in section 4,
where we introduce a finite-element-like numerical scheme, show that it always has
solutions, and that these converge. Section 5 continues the numerical analysis by
introducing an a posteriori error estimator for our problem and showing its reliability
and local efficiency. Finally, a series of numerical experiments are presented in sec-
tion 6. We show the performance of the devised error estimator within an adaptive
loop and explore our model beyond what our theory can handle.

2. Notation and main assumptions. Throughout this work d € {2,3} and
Q C R% is an open and bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary 0. If W and Z are
Banach function spaces, we write W — Z to denote that WV is continuously embedded
in Z. We denote by W’ and || - ||y the dual and the norm of W, respectively.

For E C Qopen and f: F — R, we set

][Efdxzﬁ/bﬂfdx, |E|:/Ed:v.

Given p € (1, 00), we denote by p’ its Holder conjugate, i.e., the real number such
that 1/p+1/p’ = 1. By a < b we mean a < Cb, with a constant C that neither
depends on a, b, or the discretization parameters. The value of C' might change at
each occurrence.

2.1. Weighted function spaces and their embeddings. A weight is a locally
integrable and nonnegative function defined on R?. If w is a weight and p € [1, 00),
we say that w belongs to the so—called Muckenhoupt class A, if [15, 30, 40]

p—1
[w], :=sup <][ wdx) <][ w!/(=p) dx) < oo, pe€(1,00),
i B B B

1
w| 4 =su wdz | sup —— < 00, =1,
o, = (f, =0r) g <o 7

where the supremum is taken over all balls B in RY. In addition, Ao := Ups1 Ap-
We call [@]4,, for p € [1,00), the Muckenhoupt characteristic of .

Distances to lower dimensional objects are prototypical examples of Muckenhoupt
weights. In particular, if K C € is a smooth compact submanifold of dimension
ke€{0,1,...,d — 1} then, owing to [19, Lemma 2.3 item (vi)], we have that

di(z) = dist(z, K)*

belongs to the class A, provided a € (—(d —k),(d — k)(p —1)). This allows us to
identify three particular cases:
(i) Let d > 1 and z € Q, then the weight d} € A, if and only if o € (—d, d).
(ii) Let d > 2 and v C Q be a smooth closed curve without self intersections. We
have that d5 € Ay if and only if a € (—(d — 1),d - 1).
(iii) Finally, if d =3 and I' C  is a smooth surface without boundary, then dr € A,
if and only if @ € (—1,1).
Since the aforementioned lower dimensional objects are strictly contained in 2, there
is a neighborhood of 92 where the weight has no degeneracies or singularities. In fact,
it is continuous and strictly positive. Inspired by [19, Definition 2.5], this observation
motivates us to define a restricted class of Muckenhoupt weights.

DEFINITION 1 (class A,(D)). Let D C R? be a Lipschitz domain. Forp € (1,00)
we say that w € A, belongs to Ap(D) if there is an open set G C D, and positive
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constants € > 0 and w; > 0, such that:

{z € Q:dist(z,0D) < e} C G, w e C(9), o <w(zr) Vredgd.

Remark 2 (df € A2(Q) and d;* € Ay). Let z € Q and o € (d — 2,d). Define
d.(z) = |z — z|. Then, we have that the weight d is such that df € A(?) and
d;a € A

From the A,—condition and Holder’s inequality follows that an A,—weight satisfies

the so—called strong doubling property [40, Proposition 1.2.7]: Let w € A, with p €
(1,00) and E C R? be a measurable subset of a ball B C R%. Then,

@) w(B) < Cpn (1) (B

The following embedding results will be of importance in our analysis.

PROPOSITION 3 (weighted embedding). Let p € (1,00) and w € A,. There is
0 > 0 such that if

d
ke |l,——+9
“[atied]

then Wy'P (w, Q) < LF (e, Q). If, in addition, Seng(w) € Q then, the embedding is
compact for 1 < k < d/(d—1). Here, Ssing(w) denotes the set of singularities defined
in [24, Section 4.1].

Proof. Reference [17, Theorem 1.3] guarantees that the embedding is continuous.
The compactness of the embedding follows from [24, Theorem 4.12]. O

PROPOSITION 4 (embedding with different metrics). Let 1 <p < g < o0, w €
Ap, and p € Ay. If the pair (p,w) satisfies the compatibility condition

- (p(BT))l/q (Zg’j)vp,il, 0<r<R,

R\ p(Br)
then, we have that, W, (w, Q) < Li(p, ).
Proof. See [31, Theorem 6.1]. O

PROPOSITION 5 (boundedness). Let d € {2,3} and w € Ay. For every g €
L>(Q), 6 € H}(w,Q), and v € H{(Q?), we have that

/Hg-vdx
Q

If, in addition, the weight satisfies w1 € Ay, then provided r € H}(w™1,Q), we have

(3) < CenllgllLe@ IVOL2 (@)l VViLz()-

v -Vrdx
Q

(4) < Ce 2| VL2 @) IVOllL2(w,0) IVTlIL2 (-1 ,0)-

In both estimates, the constants depend only on Q) and w.

Proof. Since the weight @w € As, we have that it satisfies the strong doubling
property (2) with p = 2. Thus, for 0 < r < R and ¢ < d/(d — 1), we have

r B, | 1/q w(BR) 1/2<(£)1+d/q |BR|<1
R \|Br| @(By)) TR |Br| ™
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We thus invoke Proposition 4 with p = 2 and p = 1 to conclude that H}(w,Q) <
L1(Q) provided ¢ < d/(d — 1). Consequently, for ¢ < d/(d — 1), we have

‘/ fg - vdx
Q

Notice that ¢’ > d. Choosing ¢ = d/(d—1) and utilizing a standard Sobolev embedding
yield estimate (3).

We now prove inequality (4). To accomplish this task, we first notice that =1 €
A; implies w € L>°(Q). Second, since Proposition 3 guarantees the existence of € > 0
such that H}(w, Q) < LF¢(w,Q), for p = 2d/(d— 1), we can conclude the existence
of £ >2d/(d— 1) and m < 2d such that m~! + /=1 = 1/2 and

/HV-Vrd:v
Q

< llgllue @ 10l a@) 1 VIlLa (@) < l18lue@) VO 22w, IVILe (@)

1/m
< @)l gy IVl o) 101l e,y | V7 21,0

(5)

1/m
S @l o) IVVliLe@) V0] 2 (w0 | V721 ),

where we have also used a standard, unweighted, Sobolev embedding to handle the
term involving v. This yields (4) and concludes the proof. O

2.2. Main assumptions and definition of solution. Having described the
functional setting that we shall adopt and some of its more relevant properties, we
can precisely state the assumptions under which we shall operate.

e Domain: Let d € {2,3}. We assume that  is a bounded domain in R? with
Lipschitz boundary 9Q2. When dealing with discretization, we shall further assume
that  is a polytope.

e Gravity: The gravity is a constant vector g € R?. We set g = |g|.

e Viscosity: The viscosity is a function v € C%1(R) that is strictly positive and
bounded, i.e., there are positive constants v_ and v such that v_ < vy and

v <v(t)<vy VieR

e Thermal diffusivity: The thermal coefficient is a function x € C%1(R) that is,
moreover, strictly positive and bounded, i.e., there are positive constants x_ and
k4 such that k_ < k4 and

ko <k(t) <Ky VEER.
To quantify the oscillation of the thermal diffusivity we shall introduce

A(k) == % € (0,1].

e Weight: We assume that we have a weight @ € A3(Q) such that @™ € A; and
Ssing(w) € Q. A canonical example of this scenario is given in Remark 2; [24,
Example 4.4] shows that |Sging(ww)| = 0.

e Heat source: We allow the heat source to be singular, and we quantify this by
assuming that it belongs to the dual of a weighted space. Namely, we assume that
He H Hw,Q) = H} (w1, Q).

With these assumptions at hand we can define our notion of solution.
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DEFINITION 6 (weak solution). ~ We say that the triple (u,p,T) € H}(Q) x
L3(Q) x H} (w, Q) is a weak solution to (1) if

/(U(T)Vu :Vv+4(u-Vu)-v—pdivv—-Tg-v)dz =0,
Q

(6) / gdivudz =0,
Q

/ (k(MVT -Vr—Tu-Vr)de = (H,r),
Q

for all v e H}(Q), q € LA(Q), and r € H} (w™1,Q). Here, (-,-) denotes the duality
pairing between Hi (w1, Q) and its dual H= (w0, Q).

We immediately comment that, owing to our assumptions on data and definition
of solution, all terms in this definition are meaningful; see Proposition 5.

3. Existence of solutions. The main goal in this section is to show that prob-
lem (1) has, under the assumptions stated in Section 2.2, a solution in the sense of
Definition 6. We proceed in several steps.

3.1. The Navier—Stokes equation with prescribed temperature. We be-
gin by making a simple observation. Given 6 € H}(w, ), let us consider the following
problem: Find (u,p) € H}(Q) x L3(£2) such that

/ (v(@)Vu:Vv+ (u-Vu)-v—pdivv)de = [ fg-vde Vv eH(Q),
Q Q

(7)
/qdivudx:O Vg € L(Q).
Q

1l the

THEOREM 7 (existence and uniqueness). For every 0 € Hi(w,Q) problem (7)
has at least one solution. In addition, if CpCe19||VO||L2(w,0) < V2, where Cp is a
constant that depends only on Q and d, then this solution is unique and satisfies

Ce,lg
v_

VUl o) < IVO|lL2(w,0)-

Proof. Since 0 € Hi(w, ), the function ¥(x) := v(#(z)) is bounded, measurable,
and strictly positive. Define the functional

]—'9:V>—>/9g-vd:v.
Q

Owing to Proposition 5 we have that 7 € H™1(2). In addition, Proposition 5 also
shows that

[Follz-1(0) < Cellglle@lIVOllL2(w,0) = Ce19lVO||L2(w,0)-

Thus, the standard theory of existence and uniqueness under small data (or large
viscosity) for the Navier-Stokes equation applies [39, Chapter II, §1]. d
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3.2. The stationary heat equation with convection. Here, we study the
existence of solutions to a stationary heat equation with convection and under singular
forcing. Namely, given » € L°°(2) with 0 < s < 5 < 3¢;, u € H}(Q) solenoidal,
and H € H 1(w,Q), we consider the following stationary heat equation: Find T €
H}(w, Q) such that

(8) /Q (VT -Vr —Tu-Vr)dz = (H,r) Vre€ Hyj(w ', Q).

As a first step, we state a well-posedness result for the case u = 0.

PROPOSITION 8 (well-posedness for u = 0). There is a constant Ao, depending
only on Q and w, such that, if A() > Ay, problem (8) with u = 0 is well-posed.
This, in particular, implies that

»VT -Vrdz
9) VT ||L2(w,0) < C  sup Jo VT - Vrde

VT € Hj(w, Q).
reH) (w=1,Q) |\V7"|\L2(w71,9) 0

The constant C,, depends only on Ao, A(x), Q, d, and @.
Proof. See [35, Theorem 12]. O
We now study the case with nonzero convection.
PROPOSITION 9 (well-posedness for u # 0). Assume that A(s) > Ag, where Ag
is defined in Proposition 8. If
(10) CoCe 2l VullLz) < g <1,

then problem (8) is well-posed. This, in particular, implies that the solution T of
problem (8) satisfies the estimate

IVT||L2(w,0) < Cu(@)|H]m-1(w0),  Culq) =
Proof. Let us introduce the linear map A : H}(w,Q) = H!(w, Q) via
(AT, r) := / »VT -Vrde, VT € Hj(w,Q), Vr € Hy(w ', Q).
Q
Clearly, A is a bounded linear operator and, moreover, owing to the inf-sup estimate
(9), A is invertible with HAil”L‘,(H*l(w,ﬂ),Hé(w,Q)) S C%.
Given u € H}(Q), we introduce the map By : H} (w,Q) — H!(w, Q) defined by
(BuT,7) = —/ Tu-Vrde, VT € Hj(w,Q),Vr € Hj(w™ ', Q).
Q
Estimate (4) shows that By, is a bounded linear map which satisfies the estimate

1Bull (£t (w,0), 11 (w,2)) < Ce2|VullLzg)-

Since it will be needed later, we now show that By, is compact. Let {T,}n>0 be a
bounded sequence in H}(w,2). Since Proposition 3 guarantees that, for k < d/(d—1),
the embedding H}(w, Q) — L*(w,) is compact, we conclude the existence of a
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subsequence {75, };>0 of {Ty}n>0 such that T;,, — T™* in L?**(w,Q) as j 1 co. Thus,
estimate (5) yields

1BuTrn; — BuT* | -1 (w,0) S 1 Tn; — T* | 20 (e, VUl L2(2) = 0, 5 1 0.

This shows that {BuTy, };>0 converges in H~'(w,) and thus that By, is compact.
With this notation, we have that problem (8) can be written as

(A+B)T =H & (I+A'B)T = A 'H

in H1(w, Q). Since A~'B, is continuous assumption (10) implies that this problem
has a unique solution, because

||A718UH£(H§(W,Q)) < CiCep|Vullren) < g < 1.
Moreover, we have the estimate

|| Hﬁ(H 1(w,Q), H} (w,9))
<
- A71By HE(Hl @,Q)) 1l () <

IVT|L2(w,0) <

“Hw, )

Notice that Cg(q) = C../(1 — q) depends only on ¢, Ag, A(5), Q, d, and w. O

3.3. Existence of solutions. Having studied each one of the subproblems sepa-
rately, we proceed to show existence of solutions to (6) via a fixed point argument. To
accomplish this task, we define the map § : H} (w, Q) x H}(Q) — H} (w, Q) x H{(Q)
by §(0,u) := (T,u), where (T, u) solves

(11) /Q(V(G)Vu:Vv—l—(u-Vu)-v—pdivv) d:z::/ﬂ@g~vd:z: Vv € Hy(Q),

(12) / gdivudz =0 Vqe L),
Q

(13) / (k(O)VT -Vr —Tu-Vr) de = (H,r) Vre Hy(w Q).
Q

Note that the definition of (T, u) implies solving a stationary Navier—Stokes equation
with prescribed temperature 6. If this problem has a unique solution, then its velocity
component is used to solve a stationary heat equation with convection. The following
result shows that the map § is well-defined. To concisely state it we define

1
20%067 ’

1
gC& mm{cp 20, 082}

(14) By = {u c Hy(Q) : Vull2 o) < G} , G=

(15) Br = {0 € H)(@.Q) : | V]li2my < S}, 5=

and B = Br x B,.

PROPOSITION 10 (§F is well-defined).  Assume that A(k) > Ao, where Ag is
defined in Proposition 8. If the heat source H € H = (w, Q) satisfies the estimate

S
16 Hlg 1w < =,
(16) Ml < Gy

then § is well-defined on B. In addition, we have F(B) C B.
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Proof. Let 8 € Br. Invoke Theorem 7 to conclude the existence of a unique
u € H}(Q) that solves (11) and (12). Moreover, u satisfies the estimate

G.

C. Ce, v_ 1
’1g||V9||L2(w,Q) < Zeld

v < -
IVullre) < == V- gCer 2C..Conr

Consequently, u € B,. Now, since A(k) > Ay and u € By, we invoke Proposition 9,
with ¢ = 1/2, to conclude that there exits a unique T that solves (13). Moreover, the
condition on H guarantees that

IVTlL2(w,0) < Ca(1/2)|H|| g1 (w0 < S,
which implies that T € 8. We have thus proved the statements of the theorem. 0O
As a last preparatory step we show that the mapping § is weakly continuous.

LEMMA 11 (weak continuity). The mapping § : B — B is weakly continuous.

Proof. Let {0, }n>0 C Br and {uy}n>0 C By be such that (6,,u,) — (0,u) in
HY(w,Q) x H{(2). As the set B = B x B, is closed and convex, it is weakly closed.
Therefore, (0,u) € B. Set (T, upn) = F(On,u,) and (T,u) = F(0,u). We must show
that (Tp,u,) — (T,u).

Owing to the reverse Holder inequality [15, Theorem 7.4] we have that, for some
€ > 0, the embedding H}(w,Q) — WH1T¢(Q) is continuous. Since W11t¢(Q) is
compactly embedded in L!T¢(2), we obtain that 6,, — 0 in LT¢(Q). The continuity of
 implies then that x(6,) — £(0) almost everywhere in 2. Now, since {(T,, un)tn>0 C
B is bounded, we can extract a weakly convergent subsequence {(T, , Un, )} x>0 such
that (Tp,,un,) — (T,0) in Hl(w,Q) x HL(Q) as k 1 co. The previous discussion
shows that, for every r € H(w™1,Q), we have

/ (00 )V, -Vrde — [ &(O)VT-Vrde, k7 ooc.

Q Q

Similar arguments for the remaining terms that comprise the definition of § show
that, in the limit, we must have (T, 0) = §(6,u). Consequently, (T,d) = (T, u). Since
problem (11)—(13) admits a unique solution, any convergent subsequence converges
to the same limit, which implies that the whole sequence must do so to (T,u). a

We now proceed to obtain existence via a fixed point argument.

THEOREM 12 (existence).  Assume that A(k) > Ao, where Ay is defined in
Proposition 8. If the heat source H € H~'(w,Q) satisfies (16), then there is a
(u,p, T) € HY(Q) x L3(Q) x H}(w,Q) that solves (1) in the sense of Definition 6.
Moreover, we have that u € By and T € Br.

Proof. We wish to invoke the Leray—Schauder fixed point theorem [13, Theorem
8.8] for the map § over B = Br x By, where B, and Br are defined in (14) and
(15), respectively. Notice that % is nonempty, closed, bounded, and convex. Since
Proposition 10 already showed that F(B) C B, it remains to show the compactness
of §. In other words, we must improve on Lemma 11 by showing the weak—strong
continuity of §. To accomplish this task, let {0, }n>0 C Br and {u,}n>0 C By be
such that (0,,,u,) — (6,u) € B, in H}(w, Q) x HY(Q), as n T co. We already now,
via Lemma 11, that (T, u,) = §(0n, u,) — F(0,u) = (T,u), in Hi(w, Q) x HL(Q).

Let r € H}(w™1,Q). Invoke the problems that (T,,u,) and (T,u) satisfy and
observe that the difference et , := T — T,, verifies the relation

/ (k(0n)Ver,, —eTpu) - Vrde = / (Tn(u—un) + (k(0n) — k() VT) - Vrdz,
Q Q
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i.e., eTp is the solution to a heat equation with convection; the problem that was
studied in §3.2. Let us denote the functional on the right hand side of this expression
by H,. Since u € B, and A(k) > Ay, we can invoke Proposition 9 to conclude that

[Ver nllLz(w.0) < Cu(1/2)[Hnll g1 (w0

The arguments that led to (5) show the existence of m < 2d and ¢ > 2d/(d — 1) such
that

T,(u—u,) -Vrd
sup Jo Tn(u—u,) - Vrdz

reHL (m-1,0) ”vr”L?(w*l,Q) 5 HVTn||L2(W,Q)HU UnHLm(Q) — O;
where we have also used the compact embedding H'(2) < L™(). For the second
term we observe that, since k is continuous, and hence bounded, we have that (x(6,,)—
k(0))VT = 0 in L%(w, Q).

In conclusion, T,, — T in Hi(w, ). A similar argument shows that u, — u in
H{(Q). The theorem is thus proved. O

4. Discretization and convergence. Let us now study a finite—element—like
scheme to approximate the solution of (1). To that effect, we assume that we have
at hand, for each h > 0, finite dimensional spaces W), C Hg(w,Q) N H}(w™1,0Q),
X, € HY(Q), and M, C L3(Q) that are dense in the limit. Moreover, we assume
that the pair (Xp, M}) is compatible, in the sense that there is a constant 5 > 0 such
that, for all A > 0,

divv dz
(17) Bllanll2) < sup fﬂ—hqh Van € My,

wnexy, [IVVallLz (o)

We also assume that the H} () projection onto W), is Ha(ww®?!, ) stable. In other
words, there is a constant v > 0 such that, for all h > 0,

Vry - Vo, d
(18) Y Vrn et q) < sup Jo Vru - VO, da

= Vr,e W,
onews, IVOhllL2(ws1,0)

Finally, we assume that there is an interpolation operator mw : H}(w™!,Q) — W},
which is stable and has suitable approximation properties: For all r € Hi(w™!,Q),
we have

(19) HVT"WTHLZ(W*HQ) < HVTHL%WA,Q)’ ||V(7TW7” - T)”L?(w*l,ﬂ) h—_ﬂg 0.

Examples of triples verifying our assumptions are plentiful within the finite ele-
ment literature. Pairs that satisfy (17) can be found, for instance, in [11, 16, 22]. In
addition, [14] shows that if 2 is convex, and W}, consists of continuous functions that
are piecewise polynomials of degree k > 1 over a quasiuniform mesh of Q of size h,
then (18) holds. Finally, in this setting, [31] constructs interpolants that satisfy (19).

As in the continuous case, we will say that a triple (up, pr, Trn) € Xp X My, X Wj
is a discrete solution to (1) if

1
/ (U(Th)vuh : Vv, + (uh . Vuh) -V + 5 divupuy - vy
Q
—prdivvy, — Trg-vy) de =0,

/ qn divup dx = 0,
Q

/ (Ii(Th)VTh . VT‘h — Thuh . VT‘}L) dx = <H,Th>,
Q
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for all v, € X}, gn € My, and r;, € Wj. Our main objective here will be to show
that, under similar assumptions to Theorem 12, problem (20) always has a solution
and that, as h — 0, these solutions weakly converge, up to subsequences, to a solution
of (1) in the sense of Definition 6.

4.1. A discrete stationary heat equation with variable coefficient. As a
first step to achieve our goals we must prove a discrete version of Proposition 8. The
proof of the following result is, essentially, an adaption of [10, Proposition 8.6.2].

PROPOSITION 13 (weighted stability). If e € L>°(£2) is such that 0 < 32— < 3¢ <
»y and

1
(21) A(5) > Ay := max {AO, 1- <1 — E) } ,
then, for all h > 0, we have that

Vry - Vo, d
(22) _||VThHL2 wtig) < sup Jo#Vrn h da

VT’h S Wh,
0neWy, HvehHLz(w:Fl Q)

where v > 0 is the constant appearing in estimate (18).

Proof. As mentioned above, the proof essentially follows the perturbation argu-
ment developed in [10, Proposition 8.6.2]. Let us define the bilinear form

B: H}(w*, Q) x H{(=w™,Q) = R, B(r,6) ::/

<1 — —> Vr-Véodz.
Q

7t
Note that, for r € H} (w*!,Q) and 0 € H} (=T, Q),
|B(r,0)] < (1 = AG))[IVr|L2(ws1,0) I VO|L2 (o71.9),
and that .
/ Vr-Vodz = B(r,0) + —/ »Vr-Vodz.
Q it

Thus, owing to (18) we have that, for any h > 0 and any r, € Wy,

1 f %VTh V@h d.’L‘
v+ AG) = 1) |VrnllLzmsr o) < — sup =k
( ( ) ) H ”L ( A) Xt 0,eW) ”vohHL2 wF1,Q)

The restriction on A(3¢) allows us to conclude. O

With the previous result at hand, we can show that a discrete version of (8)
always has a solution for sufficiently small convection and that, more importantly,
the discrete solutions are uniformly bounded with respect to h. Given s € L*(Q)
with 0 < 2 < 5 < 3¢y, u € H§(Q), and H € H (w, Q) we consider the following
problem: Find T} € W}, such that

(23) / (%VTh -Vry, —Thu - VTh) dz = <7‘[, ’I”h> Vry, € Wy,
Q

COROLLARY 14 (well-posedness). Assume that A(3¢) > A1, where Ay is defined
n (21), and that u € HY(Q) satisfies

208,2

Vullpz0) < g < 1.
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Then, for every h > 0, problem (23) has a unique solution. Moreover, Ty, satisfies
h||L2(w, H-1(w,)"
VIh|L2(w,0) S0 =g Hllg-1 (=0

Proof. Repeat verbatim the proof of Proposition 9 replacing (9) by (22) and C,,
by 2/~. O

4.2. Existence and stability. Having studied a discrete diffusion equation with
variable coefficient on weighted spaces, we can proceed and show that, under similar
assumptions to Theorem 12, our discrete problem (20), always has solutions and that,
moreover, these are uniformly bounded with respect to h > 0. This will be the first
step to show, via a compactness argument, the convergence of discrete solutions to a
solution of (1), in the sense of Definition 6.

We proceed via a fixed point argument. We define, for each h > 0, the map

Sn: Wi x Xp = Wi x Xy, (0p,ur) = Fn(0n,upn) = (Th,up)

by the following procedure: Let the pair (up, pn) € Xp x M}, be a solution to

1
/ (u(@h)Vuh : Vv 4 (up - Vug - vy, + B div upuy, ~vh) dz
Q
(24) —/ pp divvy, dz = / Ong - vy dx Vv, € Xy,
Q Q
/qhdiVUthE:O thEMh,
Q

then, Ty, € W), is found as the solution of
(25) / (Ii(@h)VTh -Vry, — Truy, - VTh) dx = <7‘[, ’I“h> Vry € Wh.
Q

For reasons similar to the continuous case, this map is well-defined, if we restrict
it to a ball of appropriate size. To quantify that, we introduce

%ﬁ = {uh € Xy ¢ [[VupllL2o) < é}’ G= 4(/? 2’

= 5 v_ . v_ v
%]% - {oh € Wh: [V0nllL20) < S} 5= 9Cen HHH{C_P7 4C, 2 } 7

and B" = %i} x B". Notice that neither S nor G are dependent on the parameter
h > 0.

PROPOSITION 15 (F, is well-defined).  Assume that A(k) > A1, where Ay is
defined in Proposition 13. If the heat source H € H~'(w, Q) satisfies the estimate

S

1HI -1 () < WT,

then, for every h > 0, the mapping F1, is well-defined on B". Moreover, F,(B") C
Bh.
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Proof. The proof essentially repeats that of Proposition 10. For this reason, we
only sketch it. Let (0, u;) € B" = B x B, Since we have skew symmetrized the
convective term, we know that problem (24) always has a solution which satisfies

1 Ce,lg A
[VunLz) < V_Hohg||H*1(Q) <- VO L2(w,0) < G,
where we used (3) and the fact that 0, € B%. In addition, we observe that the
conditions on the data for this solution to be unique are met [21, Theorem IV.3.1].
This, now unique, uy, € X, can be used as datum in (25). Corollary 14, with ¢ = 1/2,
then implies that this problem has a unique solution, which satisfies

4 N
IVThllL2(w) < ;”,HHHfl(w) <5,

where we used the assumption on H. Thus, as we intended to show, §}, is well-defined
on B and F,(B") c B 0

We conclude by showing existence of solutions, via a fixed point argument. Since
we are in finite dimensions this is much easier now.

THEOREM 16 (existence). Assume that A(k) > A1, where Ay is defined in Propo-
sition 15. If the heat source H € H~'(w,Q) satisfies the estimate

S
1H] -1 (,0) < WT,

then, for every h > 0, there is a triple (up, pn, Th) € Xp X My x Wy, that solves (20).
Moreover, we have that u, € B" and T, € %}%.

Proof. Since we are now in finite dimensions, we will apply Brouwer’s fixed point
theorem [13, Theorem 3.2]. For that, we only need to verify the continuity of Fy.
This is achieved by repeating verbatim the proof of Lemma 11 and using that we are
in finite dimensions to pass from weak to strong convergence. a

4.3. Convergence. The results of the previous section show that, provided the
heat source H and the oscillation of k are not too large, then for every A > 0 problem
(20) has a solution, and that this family of solutions remains bounded uniformly
in h > 0. We can then pass to a (not relabeled) weakly convergent subsequence
(Th,up) — (T,u). We will show here that this limit must be a solution to (1), in the
sense of Definition 6.

We begin with some notation. We define

%u = {uEH(l)(Q) : HVUHLz(Q) < é}, %ﬁ :%uﬂXh, G’zmin{G,é},

By — {9 € H(2,9) : |V0||12 (mg) < S} . B =BrNW,, S$=min {S, S} ,

B = By x %u, and H:min{%g,é—i}.

THEOREM 17 (convergence). Assume that A(k) > Ay, where Ay is defined in
Proposition 13. If the heat source H € H~'(w, Q) satisfies
IH| g1 () < H,

then the family {(Tn,un)}tnso C BL x B of solutions to (20) converges weakly (up
to subsequences) to an element of By x By. Moreover, this limit is a solution to (1)
in the sense of Definition 6.
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Proof. The assumptions guarantee that we can invoke Theorem 16 to ascertain the
existence of (Tp,up) € %i} x Bl that solve (20). Moreover, since B x B C B, this
family of solutions remains in a bounded set, and we can extract weakly convergent
subsequences which for simplicity of notation we do not relabel. Let us denote this
limit by (T,u) € B, and show that it is a solution to (6).

Observe now that:

e The compact embedding H}(w, Q) <> L'T¢(Q) implies, by continuity of v and
Kk, that we have v(Ty) — v(T) and x(Ty) — &(T) almost everywhere in Q.

e Let ¢ € C§°(Q) with zero average, and g5, € M}, its L>—projection onto M. Then
we have that

/ qdivudx
Q

where we used that uj is discretely solenoidal, the strong convergence g, — ¢ in
L3(9) and the weak convergence div uj — divu. In conclusion u is solenoidal.

e We now show that the pair (T, u) satisfies the heat equation with convection. Let
now r € H}(w™1,Q) be arbitrary and introduce r, = mwr € W), where the
operator my is the one that satisfies (19). The almost everywhere convergence of
£(Tx) then implies

+

< ‘/(q—qh)divuhdx
Q

/ gdiv(u — up)dz| — 0,
Q

/ K(Tp)VTh - Vrpde = / K(Tp)VTh - Vrde + / K(Tp)VTL-V(r, —r)dz
Q Q Q

= [ k(M)VT - Vrdz.
Q

Finally, let k& > 2d/(d — 1) such that we have that T, — T strongly in L¥(cw, ).
Since we also have the compact embedding H'(2) —— L™(Q), with k=t +m~! =
1/2, i.e., m < 2d, we know that up, — u in L™ (). This is sufficient to assert that

/ Trup - Vrde — Tu-Vrdz.
Q Q

e It remains to deal with the momentum equation, but most of the terms are standard
here and have been treated in several other works, see for instance [32, 33, 34, 20, 23].
The only somewhat nonstandard term is

/ Trhg - vy de,
Q

but the estimates of Proposition 5 can be used to assert convergence of this term
as well.
In conclusion, the limit is a solution and the theorem is proved. ad

5. A posteriori error estimates. In this section, we design and analyze an
a posterior error estimator for the finite dimensional approximation (20) of problem
(6). To be able to do so, in addition to the assumptions stated in section 2.2, we shall
require that:
e The viscosity v and the thermal diffusivity s are independent of the temperature,

i.e., they are positive constants.

In addition, to be able to develop an explicit a posteriori error estimator and
show its reliability and efficiency, we must be more specific in the structure of the
discrete spaces we are dealing with. For this reason, in addition to the assumptions
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of section 4, we assume that, for h > 0, the spaces W}, X, and M}, are constructed
using finite elements over a conforming and shape regular mesh .7, = {K} of €.
In this setting, however, the parameter h does not bear the meaning of a mesh size.
Rather, it can be thought of as h = 1/k, where k € Ny is the index set in a sequence of
refinements of an original partition .75. For definiteness, we select the pair of discrete
velocity /pressure spaces (Xp, My,) from the following (popular) options:

1. The lowest order Taylor Hood element [26], [41], [16, Section 4.2.5], which is defined

by

(26) Xy ={vy € C(Q): VK € T, vi|k € Po(K)*} NH(Q),
(27) My = {qn € L*(Q)/RNC(Q) : VK € Th,qu|x € P1(K)}.

2. The mini element, which is considered in [7], [16, Section 4.2.4] and is defined by

(28) Xy = {Vh S C(Q) : VK € %,VHK S [Pl(K) @B(K)]d} N H(IJ(Q),
(29) My, = {qn € L*(Q)/RNC(Q) : VK € T, qn|x € P1(K)},
where B(K') denotes the space spanned by local bubble functions.

Both pairs satisfy the compatibility condition (17) and are such that X, C H}(Q)
and My, C L3(£). We will set the finite element space W), as

Wh, == {wh S O(Q) : VK € G, wp|k € ]P)k(K)} ﬁH&(Q),

where k = 2 when the Taylor-Hood element (26)—(27) is used to approximate the
velocity and pressure variables and k = 1 for when the mini element (28)—(29) is
considered. Notice that, for any w € As, W), € Wy ™(Q) C H} (w1, Q).

We begin our analysis by introducing some preliminary notions. We define the
velocity error e, the pressure error ey, and the temperature error et as follows:

eni=u—u, €HY(Q), ep:=p—pr€LiQ), er=T-T,€ Hj(w,Q).

We also define, for an open set D C €, the following norms on the space H}(D) x
L?(D) x H}(w, D):

ll(w. s, w5 = vIIVWIE2py + 1 divwlZa o) + 151720y + I VWlliz e p),

[(w, s,w)[|% = I/HVW”%Q(D) + HS”%2(D) + ||Vw||%2(w,D)-

5.1. Ritz projection. To perform a reliability analysis for the devised a pos-
teriori error estimator we shall introduce a so—called Ritz projection (®,, ) of the
residuals. This projection is defined as the solution to the following problem: Find
(®,7,¢) € HY(Q) x LE(Q) x Hi(ww, ) such that

(30) 1// V& : Vvdr = Z(v), Vv € H(Q),
Q
(31) Ygdr =X(q), Vg€ L(Q),

(32) / V- Vrde =T(r), Vr € Hy (w1, 9Q),
Q
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where the functionals = € H™1(Q), ¥ € L3(Q), and YT € H (w,Q) are defined,
respectively, by

2(v) ::/ (vVe, : Vv —epdivy
Q
1
(33) +(u-V)ey-v+(ey-Vup - v+ B diveyup - v —erg- v> dz,

¥(q) = —/ gdive,dz,
Q
T(r):= / (kVer - Vr —Tey - Vr —etuy, - Vr) da.
Q

The following result yields the well-posedness of problem (30)-(32). Here, and
in what follows, by Cy_2 we denote the best constant in the Sobolev embedding
H}(Q) — L*(Q). To shorten notation we define

C} 3
B(u,up) = % (HVUHL2(Q) + §||vuh|L2(Q)> , W(uyup) =1+ B(u,up).

PROPOSITION 18 (Ritz projection). Problem (30)—(32) admits a unique solution
(®,9,0) € HY(Q) x LE(Q) x H} (w,Q). In addition, we have the estimate

22
C(1 08,2

32A(u, up)? + 2 »

(34) (@,0,9)[% <

VT2 )

v[|[Veullf (o)

) 3
+ || diveu[|72 0y + ;||ep||2Lz(Q)

392082,1
v

2
+2C7 (k+ Ce2||VunlLz @)~ | IVerlfz (w0

where C1 denotes the constant in the inf-sup estimate (9) with » = 1.

Proof. Since = € H™1(Q), the Lax-Milgram Lemma immediately yields the exis-
tence of a unique ® € H}(£2) that solves problem (30). In addition, estimate (3) and
the standard Sobolev embedding H}(Q) — L*(Q2) yield

(35)  VV[[V®lL2(0) < A(u, un) V|| VeullL2 ()
1 C.
+ 7 leellrze) + —gﬁ’l IVer||L2 (= .)-

On the other hand, since e, € H(Q), similar arguments reveal the existence and
uniqueness of ¢ € L2(Q) that solves problem (31) together with the bound

(36) 1Vl L2 < | diveyllz2(q)-

Next, we invoke the inf-sup condition (9) for the variational form of the Dirichlet
Laplace operator on weighted spaces to conclude that there exists a unique ¢ €
H}(w,Q) that solves (32). In addition, we have that ¢ satisfies the estimate

(37) IVelLz(m,0) < C1 [5IVer|lL2(w,0) + Ce 2l VT L2 (w.0) | VeullLz )
+Ce.2|IVer|lL2(w,o) [ VunllLz)] ,



16 A. ALLENDES, E. OTAROLA, A. J. SALGADO

where C denotes the constant in the inf-sup estimate (9) with s = 1.
The desired estimate (34) thus follows from collecting estimates (35), (36), and
(37). This concludes the proof. O

5.2. An upper bound for the error. We now prove that the energy norm of
the error can be bounded in terms of the energy norm of the Ritz projection, which
in turn will allow us to provide a computable upper bound for the error.

THEOREM 19 (upper bound for the error). Assume that the solutions to (6) and
(20) are such that the following inequalities hold:

3C% 1
max {0506,27 #} HVU}LHL2(Q) < 1_6
2
(38) Cio < 1
- IVullezo) < 15
gOnOe,lceQ 15
Tl 9T g m,) < 1o

Then, we have that

l(eu; &p, e1)lllo S (2, ¥, @)l

where the hidden constant is independent of (e, ep,et) and (®,v, ) but depends on
v and the constant involved in the inf-sup condition (41).

Proof. We divide the proof in six steps.
Step 1. We first bound ||Ver||p2(,0). Owing to Proposition 8 we have that there
is a positive constant C, such that the following inf-sup condition holds:

kVer - Vrdzx
(39) [Verlsmeay < G sup  Jarver Vrdr,
reH} (w—1,Q) HVT“HL%W*I,Q)

To estimate the right hand side of (39) we rewrite equation (32) as

/WeT-wdx:/ (Tew - Vr +etuy, - Vr+ Ve -Vr)de Vre Hy(w ', Q).
Q Q

Utilize the inf-sup condition (39) and estimate (4), twice, to obtain

[Ver Lz (w,0) < Cx (Ce2IVT lL2(w.0) | VeullL2 @)
+Ce2lIVer|L2(w,0) [ VurllLz@) + IVellL2 (@) »

which, upon utilizing the first estimate in (38), yields the bound
15
(40) 1—6|\V6T|\L2(w,sz) < Cr (Ce2ll VT L2 (m,0) [ VeullLz ) + IVellL2(w,0) -
Step 2. We now control ||ep || £2(n). To do this, we rewrite equation (30) as follows:
/ epdivvdr = / (vVey : Vv + (u-V)ey - v+ (ey - Vug - v
Q Q

—i—% diveyup -v—erg - v—vVe: Vv) dr =: X(v) Vv e H(Q).
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A standard inf-sup condition for the divergence thus yields the estimate

(41) Bllepllz() < X1
Moreover, Sobolev embeddings and estimate (3) imply that

1X]la-10) < v ([Veull2@) + IVR[lL2(e)
+ B (u, up)v||Veu|lL2 () + CergllVer|lL2(w,0)-

To conclude this step, we invoke (40) to arrive at

(12) Blepllza) < v(IVBlz(@ + [ Vesllaen) + e Velleam
16Cnce,lce,2g
15v

Step 3. Set v = e, in (30) and ¢ = —e, in (31). Adding the obtained relations,
and using the skew symmetry of convection when the first argument is solenoidal, we
see that

+ |B(u,up) + IVTlL2(w,0) | YIIVeullL2(o)-

V[Veullfziq) < VIVl @)l VeullLz) + ¥l L2 @) llesll 22 ()
3C?
+ #||Vuh|\L2(Q)V|\Veu|\i2(9) + Ce19lIVer||L2(w,0)ll Veul L2 (o)
Estimate (40) and Young’s inequality imply that

v(1 = e1)[Veullf2iq) < vIV®IL @l VeullLa ) + lepll 2o ¢l L2
302 16C,C.1Ceng

2
— = IVup|lL2q) + 15

e 9Tl 0] VIl

16Cnce,lce,2.q 2 2
Ce, (T IVellLe(w,0)-
The pressure error estimate (42), and repeated applications of Young’s inequality
imply that, for some ¢ € (0,1)

(1= el Veulltea) < Cepr | VRIIE2(a) + Cepull¥lz(o) + Cepul Volia w0
160,1081106729
15v
1 160,%0@)106)29
+ 5 |:%(U, Uh) + 15—V

Now, estimates (38) imply that we can choose € € (0,1) so that
VHVEUH%P(Q) < V||V‘I’||%2(Q) + ||7/1||%2(Q) + HV@”%%W,Q),

where the hidden constant depends on €, 3, and v.
Step 5. The previous estimate combined with estimates (40) and (42) yield

3C?
+ [ 24:_2 [Vun|lL2(e) + HVTHL%W’QJ MIVeulizo

2
|VT|L2<W,Q>] AVeulZae.

V[Veullfzo) + lesllFzi) + 1VeTl e w0y S VIVRIT2@) + 141 720) + IVl (w0
Step 6. Conclude with the obvious observation that, since dive, € L3(Q), (31)
implies
[ diveull20) < [[¥]l22(0)-
The claimed upper bound for the error has been obtained, and the theorem has
been proved. d
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5.3. A residual-type error estimator. In this section, we design an a poste-
riori error estimator for the finite dimensional approximation (20) of problem (6). To
be to be able to do so, we will assume that the singular forcing H has a particular
structure, that is:

e The singular forcing term #H has the form H = hd,, where J, corresponds to the

Dirac delta supported at the interior point z € 2 and h € R.
To handle such a singular forcing term, we introduce the weight d7, where d,(z) :=
|z — z| and « € (d — 2,d). We must immediately notice the following two important
properties: First, owing to Remark 2, we have that the weight d7 is such that dY €
A2(Q) and d;“ € Aj. Second, §, € H~1(d?,Q); see [28, Lemma 7.1.3] and [25,
Remark 21.18]. Simply put, all the assumptions we have made so far apply to this
particular choice of H and weight.

5.3.1. Notation. Before presenting and analyzing our a posteriori error esti-
mator we first need to introduce and set some notation. We recall that .9}, = {K}
is a conforming and shape regular partition of € into closed simplices K with size
hi = diam(K) ~ |K|'/%. We denote by . the set of internal (d — 1)-dimensional
interelement boundaries S of .7;,. For S € %, we indicate by hg the diameter of
S. If K € 9, we define ¥k as the subset of .¥ that contains the sides of K. For
S €., weset Ng = {KT, K™}, where KT, K~ € .7 are such that S = KT N K.
For K € 9, we define the following stars or patches associated with the element K

(43) Nk ={K' € G : Sx NIk # 0}, Sk ={K' € 7 : KNK'#0}.

In an abuse of notation, below we denote by N and Sk either the sets themselves,
or the union of its elements.

5.3.2. A posteriori error estimator. We define an error estimator that can
be decomposed as the sum of two contributions: a contribution related to the dis-
cretization of the stationary Navier—Stokes equations and another one associated to
the discretization of the stationary heat equation with convection and singular forcing.

To present the contribution related to the stationary Navier—Stokes equations, we
define, for an element K € 9} and an internal side S € .7, the element residual Zx
and the interelement residual s as

Rx = (vAup — (up - V)up — 2 divuguy — Vpp + Thg) |k,

(44) s = [(vVun —pal) - n],

where (up,pn, Tn) denotes a solution to the discrete problem (20) and I € R*4
denotes the identity matrix. For a discrete tensor valued function vy, we denote by
[vh - n] the jump, which is defined, on the internal side S € . shared by the distinct
elements KT, K~ € Ng, by

[[vh-n]] :Vh|K+ 'V++Vh|K* ‘no.

Here n*,n~ are unit normals on S pointing towards KT, K, respectively. With
Zk and _fg at hand, we define, for K € 7}, the element indicator

(45) E = Wi | Zx |32 ey + || divunlFecgy + Pl s |2 0m\00) -

We now introduce the contribution associated to the stationary heat equation
with convection. To accomplish this task, we define, for K € .7}, and an internal side
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S € .7, the element residual Rk and the interelement residual Jg as
Ri = (KATp —up - VT —divu,Th) |k,
Js :=[(kVTy — Thup) - n].
With Rk and Jg at hand, we define, for K € .7, and a € (d — 2,d),
(47) €% = Wi DE|IRk |72y + hx D I35l 22000\00) + 01521 # ({2} N K),

where for a set E, by #(F) we mean its cardinality. Thus #({z} N K) equals one if
z € K and zero otherwise. Here we must recall that we consider our elements K to
be closed sets.

With all these ingredients at hand, we define the local error indicator £% :=
&2 + €% and the a posteriori error estimators

> &k E, eh:_lz @;’{r, E,QL:—[Z g,ir.

Key, KeIy, KeIy,

(46)

(48) @@h =

5.4. Reliability estimates. We present the following global reliability estimate
for the estimator &j,.

THEOREM 20 (global reliability). Let (u,p, T) € H§(Q) x L3(Q) x H(dS, Q) be a
solution to (6) and (up,pn, Th) € Xp X My, x Wy, be its finite element approzimation
obtained as solution to (20). Let o € (d—2,d). In the framework of Theorem 19, we
have the following a posteriori error estimate:

(49) Il (eu, ep, e7)lll2 < En,
where the hidden constant is independent of the continuous and discrete solutions, the
size of the elements in the mesh T, and #.7},.

Proof. We proceed in several steps.
Step 1. Invoke Theorem 19, and the obvious bound || div ®([z2(q) < [[V®||12(q)
to arrive at the estimate

|H(eLI7eP7eT)|||?2 < ||V‘I’Hi2(9) + |W’||2L2(Q) + ||V<P|\i2(dg,ﬂ)-

It thus suffices to bound [|[V®||r2(q), [[¥]2(0), and [[Ve|L2(de 0)-

Step 2. We control ||[V®||2(q). To accomplish this task, we invoke equation
(30), the fact that (u, p, T) solves problem (6), and an integration by parts formula to
conclude that, for every v € H}(£2), we have

(50) I::/I/V{):Vvdx: > /%K-vdx—i-Z//s-vds.
Q KeJy, K sezr’S

Denote by I, the Clément interpolation operator. We utilize the first equation of
problem (20) with v, = I,v and an integration by parts formula, again, to arrive at

I= Z /K@K'(V_Ihv)dx‘FZ

Key, Ses

/S Fs (v — Iv)ds.

We now invoke standard approximation properties for the interpolation operator Iy
and a scaled trace inequality to conclude that

1
s > <hK||@KIIL2(K>|VV||L2(3K>+ > h%ll/s|L2(s>|VV|L2<sK)>-

Key, SE€S K
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Set v = ®, use the Cauchy Schwarz inequality in R#Z» and the finite overlapping
property of stars to obtain

2
(51) [V@|r2@) < ( > il %z ) +hK||/S||i2(aK\aQ)> :
Keay,

Step 3. In this step we bound |[¢][12(q). Set ¢ = in (31). This yields

101220 = / bdivundzs < 3 [Wllacoll divunl e

Ke,

1
2
< ( Z ”diV”h||L2(K)> [RAFEISE

KeT,

(52)

Notice that we have used that [, ¢divudz = 0 for every ¢ € L§(9).
Step 4. Estimates (51) and (52) immediately yield that

(53) (||v<1>||i2<m+||w||%z<m)2s(Z @) = .

KeZy,

Step 5. Our goal now is to bound [[Vi|r2(ge,q). To accomplish this task, we
invoke the problem that ¢ solves, i.e., problem (32), and the fact that (u,p, T) solves
(6). These arguments, combined with an integration by parts formula, yield

II ::/V(p-VTdJ;:(f)5Z,T>+ Z /mmdx+ Z/Tjsrds,
Q K S

Key, Ses
for every r € H}(d;*, Q). We recall that R and Js are defined in (46). Invoke the
discrete problem (20) and an integration by parts formula, again, to arrive at

IT = (6., r — Twr) + Z /%K(r—wwr)dx—l— Z /35(T—7rwr)ds,
Kez, ' K ses’S

where we recall that 7wy denotes the quasi—interpolation operator onto Wj, con-
structed in [31], that satisfies (19). We control (hé,,r — mwr) on the basis of [1,
Theorem 4.7] and stability and interpolation estimates for my derived in [31]. In fact,
let K be such that z € K, then

a_d a41-4d
|(hdz,r —mwn)| S [blhi 2 llr — mwrllpa@-a k) +10lhE 2V —mwr)|lL2@-o k)
ai1-42
< [blhi : ||VT||L2(d;a,sK)-
Notice now that
| et = mwr) do < 190 I = mrl o
K

S b DRk 220 |Vl L2 (4o s50)»

where we have used [4, Proposition 4]. Similar arguments yield, upon using [4, Propo-
sition 5], the control of the jump term. We can thus invoke the inf-sup condition (9)
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to arrive at the estimate

V- -Vr
(54) Volpan S sip

= < @,
reri@d—,) IVrllLe@-ea) ™

Step 6. Collecting the estimates (53) and (54) we obtain the reliability bound
(49). This concludes the proof. O

5.5. Local efficiency estimates. In this section, we analyze efficiency proper-
ties for the local error indicator £k on the basis of standard bubble function arguments
[42]. Before proceeding with such analysis, we introduce the following notation: For
an edge, triangle or tetrahedron G, let V(G) be the set of vertices of G. With this
notation at hand, we introduce the following standard element and edge bubble func-
tions. Let K € 9}, and S € .. We define

(55  Yro=@d+D)" J[ ANgxr Ys=d* J] Ak with K € Ns.
vev(K) veVv(s)

In these formulas, by Ak, we denote the barycentric coordinate function associated
to v e V(K).

We will also make use of the following bubble functions, whose construction we
owe to [1, Section 5.2]. Given K € J},, we introduce ¥ g, which satisfies 0 < Uy < 1,

(56) Ui(z)=0, |K|< /K N T ey

and there exists a simplex K* C K such that Rx := supp(¥x) C K*. Notice that,
since U satisfies (56), we have that, for every m € N

1
(57) 100l 22(re) S NP EONL2(Ric) VO € Pr(Ric),

where the hidden constant depends on m, but does not depend on 6 or K. Given
S € ., we also introduce an edge bubble function ¥g, which satisfies 0 < ¥g < 1,

(58) Us(z)=0, |8 < /S Vs, [VUs|i~(re < b3l

and Rg := supp(¥g) is such that, if Vg = {K, K'}, there are simplices K, C K and
K, C K’ such that Rs C K, UK, C KUK'.

The following identities are essential to perform the upcoming local efficiency
analysis. Invoke (50), (30), and (33) to arrive at

(59) Z /@K'VdI—I—Z//S-Vds:/VV@:Vvd:r:/(uVeu:Vv
K s Q Q

Key, Ses
1
—epdivv+ (u-V)e, - v+ (e, V)u, - v+ idiveuuh VvV —erg- v) dx

for all v € H}(2). We recall the reader that Zx and _Zg are defined in (44). Similarly,
for every r € H}(d;,Q), we have

60) > /KmkrderZ/Sﬁsrdsd:v+<h6z,r>= QVgp-Vrdx

Ke, Ses
= / (kVer - Vr —Te, - Vr —etuy, - Vr) dz.
Q

We are now in position to provide the following local efficiency result.
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THEOREM 21 (local efficiency). Let (u,p, T) € H}(Q) x L3(Q2) x HE(dS,Q) be a
solution to (6) and (up,ph, Th) € Xp X My, x Wy, be its finite element approzimation
obtained as solution to (20). Let o € (d —2,d). In the framework of Theorem 19, we
have the following local efficiency estimate:

(61) &k S |H(eu7eP7eT)”|3K7

where the hidden constant is independent of the continuous and discrete solutions, the
size of the elements in the mesh T, and #.7},.

Proof. We examine each of the contributions of £k separately so the proof involves
several steps.

Step 1. Let K € F;. We bound the term hi[| %k ||3 2 s, in (45). Invoke standard
properties that the bubble function T g satisfies to obtain the basic estimate

(62) ||@K||12(K):/ |%K|2dx§/ |%K|2Tde:/ B - O da,
K K K

where Ok = YTxZk. Set v = Ok as a test function on identity (59), utilize that
supp @k C K, and standard inequalities to arrive at

(63) / Kr - Ok dr < (V|Veu|L2(K) + [lepllz2(x) + Ce19IVer|L2@e k)
K

C? 3C?
+ Co2 9o Veulaage + G2 Vunleaqo [ Veulaan ) IV@xlzaqo

Next, we utilize the smallness assumption (38) to obtain that

(64) /K@K O dz < (V|| Veullz (k) + llepll 2 k) + IVerllLz@e, k) IVO kL2 (k.-
This, on the basis of (62) and the estimate |VO g |r2(x) < h}1||%K||Lz(K), yields
(65) hicllZx|IE2 ) S V2 IIVeullLa (i) + lepllZagrey + IVeTlIE2@e k) -

Step 2. Let K € 7 and S € .. We bound hKH/SHiQ(S). Define Ag := Tg_Zs,
where #g and Tg are as in (44) and (55), respectively. Basic properties of Y i yield

06 18l = [ 1osPas s [ LasPrsds = [ s Asds

Notice that supp Ag C Ns. Setting v = Ag in (59) yields

Z / (vVe, : VAg —epdivAg + (u- Ve, - Ag
K’'eNs !

/js-Ast:
S

1
+(eu . V)Uh . AS + 5 div eyup - AS —eTg - AS — L@K/ . AS) dz.

Similar arguments to the ones used to obtain (64) allow us to obtain

o1 [ s Asdss 3 [@uluoeAslzae

K’'eNs

+ Z (VIVeullLz(xry + llepll L2y + [IVeTllLz e, k) IVAs|lL2 (k-
K’'eNs
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On the other hand, by shape regularity, we have that

1 _1 1 1
|AsllLexy = [K'[21S| 72 [[Aslle(s) = hio | AsliLecsy = bl Zsllecs),
_1
IVAs|Laxry S higrlAsliLeery = hi? |l Zsllizcs)-

In view of (66), the bound (67), the estimates for Ag previously stated, and the
estimate for ||Zk||L2(x/) obtained in (65) we are capable of obtaining that

hicll Zslliae S D (V2||Veu||%2(1<f) + llepll 22y + ||VeT||%2(dg,Kf)> :
K'eNs
Step 3. We now bound the residual term associated with the incompressibility
constraint. Since divu = 0, for any K € .7, we have
| divun|Ze(s) = [ dive||Ze(s)-

Step 4. Let K € Z,. We bound h%(D?(HmK”%z(K) in (47). Define ¢ := VxR,
where R and ¥ are as in (46) and (56), respectively. Invoke (57) to arrive at

(68) 1Rk ) S /K R d.

Set r = ¢x € H(d; %, Q) as a test function in (60). Utilize that Rx = supp ¢x C
K* C K, the property ¢k (z) = 0, and the estimate (4) to obtain

(69) / R do < (k]| Verl|pa(ae.i0) + Col Veulle o | VT agee )
K
+Ce 2| VunllLz () VerlLze, k) IV lL2@-e i) -

Invoke (68), the estimate | Vo |l2@-o k) S hi D™ 1R llr2(re) [4, Proposition 8],
and the smallness assumption (38) to conclude that

(70) Wi DRk lIE2r0) S (5% + V) IVerl|Ta e sy + v2 [ VeullEa k).

Step 5. Let K € J}, and S € k. The bound of hx D% [|Js|7 (s follows similar
arguments as the ones developed in Step 2 upon utilizing (70). In fact, we have

D5l € 30 (02 + w2 IVer e e + P2 IVeulBaien) -
K’'eNs

Step 6. We now control the term |h|h% "4 ({2} N K) in (47). Let K € 9, and
notice first that, if TN{z} = @, then estimate (61), follows from the estimates derived
in the previous steps. If, on the other hand, K N {z} = {z}, then we must obtain a
bound for the term [h|h% 2~ To do so we follow the arguments developed in the
proof of [1, Theorem 5.3] that yield the existence of a smooth n such that

n(z) =1, |nllp=@ =1, [[Vnllr=@) = hx', Q:=supp(n) C Sk,

where Sk is defined in (43). With this function at hand, define r,, := by € W, () C
H}(d; %, Q) and notice that

H|* = (h3,, 7)) = /(WT -Vr, —Tu-Vr,)dz
Q

= [ Ve -Vr,dz+ / (kVTh - Vry — Thup - Vry) da,
Q Q
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where we have used equation (32). We thus apply similar arguments to the ones that
led to (69), integration by parts, and basic estimates to arrive at

61 < (5 + ) VerlLae si) + VIIVeullra(si) 1Vrnllie@=e s

+ Z HSRKHL%K')”THHL%K/) + Z ||3SHL2(S)H7"17||L2(S) )
K'e I K'CSk S€Sy1:STISK

where we have also used the the smallness assumption (38). Using the shape regularity
of the mesh, in conjunction with the fact that, since z € K, hxg ~ Df, the bounds

-2 _o
2

2

d d=1
IVillee@-a,si0) S hid %5 Inllzesi) S Pk Inllzzesy) S b s

allow us to conclude that
d—2_a
bl S h F (54 )IVerlliee s + vIVeullLes i)

d—2__a a 1 a
+ Y b (DR IRkl Y b D sl )-
K'€7,:K'CSk S€SK1:SZOSK

Finally, combining all the previous results (61) follows. d

6. Numerical experiments. In this section we conduct a series of numerical
examples that illustrate the performance of the a posteriori error estimator we have
devised and analyzed in section 5. The examples have been carried out with the help
of a code that we implemented using C++. All matrices have been assembled exactly
and global linear systems were solved using the multifrontal massively parallel sparse
direct solver (MUMPS) [5, 6]. The element and interelement residuals are computed
with the help of quadrature formulas which are exact. To visualize finite element
approximations we have used the open—source application ParaView [2, §].

For a given partition .7,, we solve (20) with the discrete spaces Xy, M}, and
W), given by (26), (27), and the space of continuous piecewise polynomial functions
of degree two, respectively. To be precise, to adaptively solve the nonlinear system
(20) we proceed as in Algorithm 1. We comment that, in Algorithm 2, for an initial
partition .75, the initial guesses T9 € W}, and (uf, p?)) € X;, x W}, are obtained as the
respective solutions to the following problems:

/ nVT% -Vry de = (H,ry) Vrp € Wy
Q

and

/ vVu) = Vv, —/ po div vy, dz = / TVg - vy, de, / qn divu) dz = 0,
Q Q Q Q

for all v, € X}, and g € My, respectively. Once the discrete solution is obtained, we
compute, for all K € 9, the local a posteriori error indicators £k, defined in Section
5.3.2, to drive the adaptive mesh refinement procedure described in Algorithm 1. A
sequence of adaptively refined meshes is thus generated from an initial mesh.

Finally, we denote the total number of degrees of freedom by Ndof = dim(Xy) +
dim(Mp,) + dim(Wp,).

We now explore the performance of the devised a posteriori error estimator in two
problems with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on convex and non—-convex
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Algorithm 1 Adaptive Algorithm

Input: Initial mesh 5, interior point z € Q, and parameter v, k, b, and « € (0, 2);
1: Solve the discrete problem (20) by using Algorithm 2;

2: For each K € 9}, compute the local error indicators £x defined in Section 5.3.2;
3: Mark an element K € .7}, for refinement if

1
Ex > = max Ekr;
K =9 gics, “K"

4: From step 3, construct a new mesh, using a longest edge bisection algorithm [27].
Set i < i+ 1, and go to step 1.

Algorithm 2 Fixed-Point Algorithm
Input: Initial guess (uy,pp, Ty) € Xp, X M, x W), and tol = 1075,
1: For i >0, find (u}',p;t") € X}, x M, such that

, . . 1 o ,
/ (I/Vu;:rl Vv + (uf - VUit vy, + 3 div ujut vh) dz — / pitt div vy, da
Q Q

= / T2g~vhdx Vv € Xp,.
Q
Then, T;fl € W, is found as the solution of
/ (/{VTZH -V, — Tﬁj‘luﬁj‘l ~V7’h) dz = (h6.,rn) Vrn € Wy,
Q

2: If [[(upth et T = (ul,pls To)lla > tol, set ¢« i+ 1, and go to step 1.
Otherwise, return (up, pp, Tr) = (u}fl, p}fl,T;fl).

domains. In all the numerical experiments we have considered v =k =1, g = [1,0]T,
h =1, z=(0.5,0.5), and different values for the exponent of the Muckenhoupt weight:
a €{0.1,0.5,1.0,1.5,1.9}. We let

(i) ©=(0,1)2, for example 1, and

(i) Q= (-1,1)2\[0,1) x [-1,0), for example 2.

In Figures 1 and 3 we present, within the setting of examples 1 and 2, respectively,
experimental rates of convergence for the error estimator £,. We also present the
initial meshes used in the adaptive algorithm. We observe that optimal experimental
rates of convergence are attained for all the values of the parameter o that we have
considered. We also observe that a better value of the estimator, at a fixed mesh,
can be obtained for values of a closer to two. We notice that, when « is small,
after a certain number of adaptive iterations, there are elements K around z such
that |K| ~ 10716, This makes impossible more computations within the adaptive
procedure.

In Figures 2 and 4 we present, for examples 1 and 2, respectively, a series of
meshes obtained after 30 adaptive iterations. We observe that most of the refinement
is concentrated around the singular source point. For the case of example 2, and after
30 adaptive refinements, the adaptive loop also concentrates the refinement around
the reentrant corner when « € [1,2).

Finally, in Figure 5 we present, for the setting of Example 2 with « = 1.5, |up|,
its associated streamlines, the pressure py, and the temperature T;, over a mesh con-
taining 16105 elements and 8178 vertices; the latter being obtained after 65 iterations
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of our adaptive loop.

En
10t
10°
10t
102 tH-6~a=0.1
—a—a=0.5
——a=1.0
103} ~k—a =15 .
——a = 1.9 N
- - -Ndof ™!
107
102 108 10* 10°

Fi1c. 1. Ezample 1: Experimental rates of convergence for the error estimator £, considering
a € {0.1,0.5,1.0,1.5,1.9} (left) and the initial mesh used in the adaptive algorithm (right).

a=0.1 a=0.5 a=1.0

(d) (e)

FiG. 2. Ezample 1: Meshes obtained after 30 iterations of our adaptive loop for (a) a = 0.1
(232 elements and 121 vertices); (b) o = 0.5 (232 elements and 121 vertices); (¢) o = 1.0 (392
elements and 209 vertices); (d) o = 1.5 (592 elements and 309 vertices); and (e) o = 1.9 (1056
elements and 553 vertices).

REFERENCES

(1] J. P. AgNELLL, E. M. GARAU, AND P. MORIN, A posteriori error estimates for elliptic problems
with Dirac measure terms in weighted spaces, ESAIM Math. Model. Numer. Anal., 48
(2014), pp. 1557-1581, http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/m2an,/2014010.

[2] J. P. Anrens, B. GEVEcl, AND C. C. W. Law, ParaView: An End-User Tool for Large-Data
Visualization, in Visualization Handbook, Elsevier, 2005.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/m2an/2014010

A BOUSSINESQ PROBLEM 27

107

107

“%-0=19 ..
- - -Ndof !

10
10? 10° 10 10°

Fic. 3. Fxample 2: Experimental rates of convergence for the error estimator &, considering

a €{0.1,0.5,1.0,1.5,1.9} (left) and the initial mesh used in the adaptive algorithm, which contains

96 elements and 65 vertices (right).
a=01

~a=05 ,.0‘:170.,

() @

FiG. 4. Example 2: Meshes obtained after 30 iterations of our adaptive loop for (a) o = 0.1
(328 elements and 181 wvertices); (b) o = 0.5 (828 elements and 181 vertices); (c¢) oo = 1.0 (539
elements and 291 vertices); (d) o = 1.5 (847 elements and 450 vertices); and (e) a = 1.9 (1380
elements and 728 vertices).

[3] A. ALLENDES, C. NARANJO, AND E. OTAROLA, Stabilized finite element approximations for
a generalized Boussinesq problem: A posteriori error analysis, Comput. Methods Appl.
Mech. Engrg., 361 (2020), p. 112703, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2019.112703.

[4] A. ArLLEnDES, E. OTAROLA, AND A. J. SALGADO, A posteriori error estimates for the
Stokes problem with singular sources, Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg., 345 (2019),
pp. 1007-1032, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2018.11.004.

(5] P. R. AMEsTOY, I. S. DUFF, J.-Y. L’EXCELLENT, AND J. KOSTER, A fully asynchronous multi-
frontal solver using distributed dynamic scheduling, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl., 23 (2001),
pp. 1541 (electronic), http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/S0895479899358194.

[6] P. R. AMESTOY, A. GUERMOUCHE, J.-Y. L’EXCELLENT, AND S. PRALET, Hybrid scheduling for


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2019.112703
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2018.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/S0895479899358194

28

A. ALLENDES, E. OTAROLA, A. J. SALGADO

Fi1G. 5. Example 2: Finite element approximations of |up|, combined with its streamlines (left),

pressure pp, (center), and temperature Ty, (right) over a mesh containing 16105 elements and 8178
vertices obtained after 65 adaptive refinements (o = 1.5).

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

(15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

(20]

(21]

(22]

the parallel solution of linear systems, Parallel Comput., 32 (2006), pp. 136-156, http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.parco.2005.07.004.

D. N. ArNOLD, F. BrREzzI, AND M. FORTIN, A stable finite element for the Stokes equations,
Calcolo, 21 (1984), pp. 337-344 (1985), https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02576171.

U. AvacHIT, The ParaView Guide: A Parallel Visualization Application, 2015.

C. BERNARDI, B. METIVET, AND B. PERNAUD-THOMAS, Couplage des équations de Navier-
Stokes et de la chaleur: le modéle et son approximation par éléments finis, RAIRO
Modél. Math. Anal. Numér., 29 (1995), pp. 871-921, http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/m2an/
1995290708711.

S. C. BRENNER AND L. R. ScoTT, The mathematical theory of finite element methods, vol. 15
of Texts in Applied Mathematics, Springer, New York, third ed., 2008, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1007/978-0-387-75934-0.

P. G. CIARLET, The finite element method for elliptic problems, STAM, Philadelphia, PA, 2002,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/1.9780898719208.

E. COLMENARES, G. N. GATICA, AND R. OYARZUA, Analysis of an augmented mized-primal
formulation for the stationary Boussinesq problem, Numer. Methods Partial Differential
Equations, 32 (2016), pp. 445-478, http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/num.22001.

K. DEIMLING, Nonlinear functional analysis, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1985, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1007/978-3-662-00547-7.

1. DRELICHMAN, R. G. DURAN, AND I. OJEA, A weighted setting for the numerical approxi-
mation of the Poisson problem with singular sources, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 58 (2020),
pp. 590-606, http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/18M1213105.

J. DUOANDIKOETXEA, Fourier analysis, vol. 29 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics, American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001. Translated and revised from the 1995 Spanish
original by David Cruz-Uribe.

A. ErRN AND J.-L. GUERMOND, Theory and practice of finite elements, vol. 159 of Ap-
plied Mathematical Sciences, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2004, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/
978-1-4757-4355-5.

E. B. FaBEs, C. E. KENIG, AND R. P. SERAPIONI, The local reqularity of solutions of degenerate
elliptic equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 7 (1982), pp. 77-116, https://doi.
org/10.1080/03605308208820218.

M. FARHLOUL, S. NICAISE, AND L. PAQUET, A mized formulation of Boussinesq equations:
analysis of nonsingular solutions, Math. Comp., 69 (2000), pp. 965-986, http://dx.doi.
org/10.1090/50025-5718-00-01186- 8.

R. FARWIG AND H. SOHR, Weighted L9-theory for the Stokes resolvent in exterior domains, J.
Math. Soc. Japan, 49 (1997), pp. 251-288.

X. FENG AND S. WISE, Analysis of a Darcy-Cahn-Hilliard diffuse interface model for the Hele-
Shaw flow and its fully discrete finite element approximation, STAM J. Numer. Anal., 50
(2012), pp. 1320-1343, http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/110827119.

V. GIRAULT AND P.-A. RAVIART, Finite element approximation of the Navier-Stokes equations,
vol. 749 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1979.

V. GIRAULT AND P.-A. RAVIART, Finite element methods for Navier-Stokes equations, vol. 5
of Springer Series in Computational Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1986, https://
doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-61623-5. Theory and algorithms.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.parco.2005.07.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.parco.2005.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02576171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/m2an/1995290708711
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/m2an/1995290708711
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-75934-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-75934-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/1.9780898719208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/num.22001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-00547-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-00547-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/18M1213105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-4355-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-4355-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/03605308208820218
https://doi.org/10.1080/03605308208820218
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0025-5718-00-01186-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0025-5718-00-01186-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/110827119
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-61623-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-61623-5

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

A BOUSSINESQ PROBLEM 29

. GRUN, On convergent schemes for diffuse interface models for two-phase flow of incompress-

ible fluids with general mass densities, STAM J. Numer. Anal., 51 (2013), pp. 3036-3061,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/130908208.

. D. HAROSKE AND L. SKRZYPCZAK, Entropy and approximation numbers of embeddings of

function spaces with Muckenhoupt weights, II. General weights, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn.
Math., 36 (2011), pp. 111-138, http://dx.doi.org/10.5186/aasfm.2011.3607.

. HEINONEN, T. KILPELAINEN, AND O. MARTIO, Nonlinear potential theory of degenerate el-

liptic equations, Dover Publications, Inc., Mineola, NY, 2006. Unabridged republication of
the 1993 original.

. Hoop AND C. TAYLOR, Nawvier-Stokes equations using mized interpolation, Finite element

methods in flow problems, (1974), pp. 121-132.

. KossaczkY, A recursive approach to local mesh refinement in two and three dimen-

stons, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 55 (1994), pp. 275-288, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/
0377-0427(94)90034-5.

. KozrLov, V. MAz’yA, AND J. ROSSMANN, Elliptic boundary value problems in domains with

point singularities, American Mathematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island, USA, 1997.

. A. Lorca AND J. L. BOLDRINI, Stationary solutions for generalized Boussinesq models, J.

Differential Equations, 124 (1996), pp. 389-406, http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jdeq.1996.0016.

. MuckeNHOUPT, Weighted norm inequalities for the Hardy mazimal function, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 165 (1972), pp. 207-226, https://doi.org/10.2307/1995882.

. H. NocHETTO, E. OTAROLA, AND A. J. SALGADO, Piecewise polynomial interpolation in

Muckenhoupt weighted Sobolev spaces and applications, Numer. Math., 132 (2016), pp. 85—
130, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00211-015-0709-6.

. H. NoCHETTO, A. J. SALGADO, AND I. ToMaAs, A diffuse interface model for two-phase

ferrofiuid flows, Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg., 309 (2016), pp. 497-531, http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2016.06.011.

. H. NoCHETTO, A. J. SALGADO, AND I. TOMAS, The equations of ferrohydrodynamics: mod-

eling and numerical methods, Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 26 (2016), pp. 2393-2449,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218202516500573.

. H. NoCHETTO, A. J. SALGADO, AND S. W. WALKER, A diffuse interface model for electrowet-

ting with moving contact lines, Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 24 (2014), pp. 67-111,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218202513500474.

. OTAROLA AND A. J. SALGADO, The Poisson and Stokes problems on weighted spaces in

Lipschitz domains and under singular forcing, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 471 (2019), pp. 599—
612, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2018.10.094.

. OYARzUA, T. QIN, AND D. SCHOTZAU, An ezactly divergence-free finite element method for

a generalized Boussinesq problem, IMA J. Numer. Anal., 34 (2014), pp. 1104-1135, http://
dx.doi.org/10.1093 /imanum /drt043.

. E. PEREZ, J.-M. THOMAS, S. BLANCHER, AND R. CREFF, The steady Navier-Stokes/energy

system with temperature-dependent wviscosity. I. Analysis of the continuous problem, In-
ternat. J. Numer. Methods Fluids, 56 (2008), pp. 63-89, http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fld.
1509.

. E. PEREZ, J.-M. THOMAS, S. BLANCHER, AND R. CREFF, The steady Navier-Stokes/energy

system with temperature-dependent viscosity. II. The discrete problem and numerical ex-
periments, Internat. J. Numer. Methods Fluids, 56 (2008), pp. 91-114, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1002/1d.1572.

. TEMAM, Navier-Stokes equations, AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, 2001, http://

dx.doi.org/10.1090/chel /343. Theory and numerical analysis, Reprint of the 1984 edition.

. O. TURESSON, Nonlinear potential theory and weighted Sobolev spaces, vol. 1736 of Lec-

ture Notes in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000, http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/
BFb0103908.

. VERFURTH, A posteriori error estimators for the Stokes equations, Numer. Math., 55 (1989),

pp. 309-325, https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01390056.

. VERFURTH, A posteriori error estimation techniques for finite element methods, Numerical

Mathematics and Scientific Computation, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2013, https://
doi.org/10.1093/acprof:0s0/9780199679423.001.0001.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/130908208
http://dx.doi.org/10.5186/aasfm.2011.3607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0377-0427(94)90034-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0377-0427(94)90034-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jdeq.1996.0016
https://doi.org/10.2307/1995882
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00211-015-0709-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2016.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2016.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218202516500573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218202513500474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2018.10.094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imanum/drt043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imanum/drt043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fld.1509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fld.1509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fld.1572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/fld.1572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/chel/343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/chel/343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BFb0103908
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BFb0103908
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01390056
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199679423.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199679423.001.0001

	1 Introduction
	2 Notation and main assumptions
	2.1 Weighted function spaces and their embeddings
	2.2 Main assumptions and definition of solution

	3 Existence of solutions
	3.1 The Navier–Stokes equation with prescribed temperature
	3.2 The stationary heat equation with convection
	3.3 Existence of solutions

	4 Discretization and convergence
	4.1 A discrete stationary heat equation with variable coefficient
	4.2 Existence and stability
	4.3 Convergence

	5 A posteriori error estimates
	5.1 Ritz projection
	5.2 An upper bound for the error
	5.3 A residual–type error estimator
	5.3.1 Notation
	5.3.2 A posteriori error estimator

	5.4 Reliability estimates
	5.5 Local efficiency estimates

	6 Numerical experiments
	References

